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CITY PLAN CASE NO. 2007-2216-CA Corrected Copy (section #) 

Transmitted herewith is a proposed ordinance amending Sections 12.04, 12.24, 12.32, 13.00, 
and adding Section 13.15 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified 
Parking Requirement (MPR) District offering seven optional parking requirement modification 
tools including (1) change of use parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, 
(3) off-site parking within 1500 feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking 
requirements, (6) commercial parking credits, and (7) maximum parking limits. 

On July 14, 2011, following a public hearing, the City Planning Commission approved the 
proposed ordinance (attached) and recommended its adoption by the City Council. Adopted the 
initial and supplemental Staff Reports as its reports on the subject. Adopted the attached 
Findings. Adopted Negative Declaration No. ENV-2011-308-ND. Disapproved the previously 
approved ordinance and did not recommend its adoption by the City Council. 

This action was taken by the following vote: 

Moved: 
Seconded: 
Ayes: 
Absent: 

Vote: 

Freer 
Lessin 
Burton, Hovaguimian, Kim, Romero, Roschen, Woo 
Cardoso 

8-0 

s K. Wi Iiams, Commission Executive Assistant II 
City Planning Commission 

Attachments: Proposed Ordinance, Findings 
City Planner: Thomas Roth mann 
Cc: Adrienne Khorasanee Amy Brothers, Deputy City Attorneys, Land Use Division 



APPENDIXC 

PROPOSED ORDINANCE FOR DISCUSSION 

A proposed ordinance amending Sections 12.04, 12.24, 12.32, 13.00 and adding 
Section 13.15 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified Parking 
Requirement (MPR) District offering seven optional parking requirement modification tools 
including (1) change of use parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) 
off-site parking within 1500 feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking 
requirements, (6) commercial parking credits, and (7) maximum parking requirements. 

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

Section 1. Subsection D of Section 12.04 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to 
read: 

D. Certain portions of the City are also designated as being in one or more of the following 
districts, by the provisions of Article 3 of this chapter. 

"0'1 
"S" 
UGlJ 

"RPD" 
"K" 

"POD" 
"COO" 
''MU" 
"FH" 
"SN'' 
"RFA" 
"NSO" 
"CPIO" 
"MPR" 

Oil Drilling District 
Animal Slaughtering 
Surface Mining District 
Residential Planned Development District 
Equinekeeping District 
Commercial and Artcraft District 
Pedestrian Oriented District 
Community Design Overlay District 
Mixed Use District 
Fence Height District 
Sign District 
Residential Floor Area District 
Neighborhood Stabilization Overlay District 
Community Plan Implementation Overlay District 
Modified Parking Requirement District 

The "Zoning Map" is amended to indicate these districts and the boundaries of each 
district. 

Land classified in an "0" Oil Drilling District, "S" Animal Slaughtering District, "G" 
Surface Mining District, "RPD" Residential Planned Development District, "K" Equinekeeping 
District, "CA" Commercial and Artcraft District, "POD" Pedestrian Oriented District, "COO" 
Community Design Overlay District, "MU" Mixed Use District, "FH" Fence Height District, "SN" 
Sign District, "RFA" Residential Floor Area District, eF "NSO" Neighborhood Stabilization 
Overlay District, "CPIO" Community Plan Implementation Overlay District, or "MPR" Modified 
Parking Requirement District is also classified in one or more zones, and land classified in 
the "P" Automobile Parking Zone may also be classified in an "A" or."R" Zone. 
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These classifications are indicated on the "Zoning Map," with a combination of 
symbols, e.g., R2-2-0, C2-4-S, M1-3-G, M1-1-P and R2-0, C2-G, etc., where height districts 
have not been established. 

Sec. 2. New Subdivision 28 of Subsection X of Section 12.24 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is added: 

28. Reduced Parking in a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) District. A 
Zoning Administrator may, upon application, permit a reduction in the number of off-street 
parking spaces required by Section 12.21A.4 for a project located within a Modified Parking 
Requirement (MPR) District as set forth in Section 13.15. 

Sec. 3. Subsection K of Section 12.32 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is deleted: 

K. Parking Restriction District. 

+.- 1\n area may be designated by the Council by ordinance adopted in the 
mariner required for a change of zone or height district as a Parking Restrictions District and 
provide parking requirements more restrictive than those other.Nise require,~ in Paragraph 
12.21 l\ 4 (c) of this Code for the same use, if it meets one or more af the following criteria. In 
adopting the ordinance the Council shall make the following findings: 

residential areas; or 

fat 

w 
There is a Jack of transit service; or 

There is a high potential for spillover parking impacts on adjacent 

fst There is a low probability that parking management programs, 
transportation demand management programs, or public parking facilities '.Viii be available. 

2-, The boundaries of the area shall be accurately defined as a Parking 
Standards District (PSD) by ordinance, adopted in the same manner as required for a change 
of zone or height district. 

~ V\/ithin a Parking Standards District, the m1n1mum or maximum spaces 
required for commercial uses and commercial uses 'Nithin industrial buildings, shall be 
established in the text of the ordinance. 

Sec. 4. Subsection L of Section 12.32 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is deleted: 

b Parking Reduction District. 1\n area may be designated by the Council by 
ordinance as a Parking Reductions District and provide parking requirements less restrictive 
than those otherwise required in Paragraph 12.21 1\ 4 (c) of this Code for the same use. In 
adopting the ordinance the Council shall make the following findings: 
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-'h- l\ parking overflow impact on residential neighborhoods will not be created 
nor will traffic congestion increase; and 

6- There exists a combination of parking management programs, 
transportation alternatives, or other infrastructure improvements, and commercial building 
access programs, along with a method for City monitoring and ensuring compliance therewith, 
that negate tho need for higher parking requirements; and 

&.- Flexible transportation approaches and parking management programs 
instead of a higher number of fixed parking space requirements are more consistent with the 
region's air quality goals, community character and general plan of the area than the 
accommodation of additional automobiles. 

Sec. 5. Subsection S of Section 12.32 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read 
as follows: 

S. Supplemental Use Districts. 

1. Establishment of Districts. 

(a) Purpose. The purpose of this article is to regulate and restrict the 
location of certain types of uses whose requirements are difficult to anticipate and 
cannot adequately be provided for in the "Comprehensive Zoning Plan". These uses, 
the boundaries of the districts where they are permitted, the limitations governing their 
operations, and the procedure for the establishment of new districts, are provided.for in 
this article. Except for the "Supplemental Uses" permitted by this article, all property 
within the districts hereby established is sUbject to the provisions of 
the "Comprehensive Zoning Plan". 

(b) Districts. In order to carry out the provisions of this article, the 
following districts are established: 

"0" 
"S" 
"G~' 

"RPD" 
"K" 
"CA" 
"POD,, 

"COO" 
"MU" 
"FH'J 
"SN" 
"RFA" 
"NSO" 
"CPIO" 

Oil Drilling District 
Animal Slaughtering District 
Surface Mining District 
Residential Planned Development District 
Equinekeeping District 
Commercial and Artcraft District 
Pedestrian Oriented District 
Community Design Overlay District 
Mixed Use District 
Fence Height District 
Sign District 
Residential Floor Area District 
Neighborhood Stabilization Overlay District 
Community Plan Implementation Overlay 
District 
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"MPR" Modified Parking Requirement District 

These districts and their boundaries are shown on portions of the "Zoning Map" 
as provided for in Section 12.04 and made a part thereof by a combination of the zone 
and district symbols. This map and the notations, references and other information 
shown on it, which pertain to the boundaries of these districts are made a part of this 
article as if fully described here. Reference is hereby made to those maps, notations, 
references and other information for full particulars. 

Sec 6. Article 3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

Section 
13.01 "0" Oil Drilling Districts. 
13.02 "S" Animal Slaughtering Districts. 
13.03 "G" Surface Mining Operations Districts. 
13.04 "RPD" Residential Planned Development Districts. 
13.05 "K" Equinekeeping Districts. 
13.06 Commercial and Artcraft Districts. 
13.07 Pedestrian Oriented District. 
13.08 "COO" Community Design Overlay District. .. , .. 
13.09 Mixed Use District. 
13.10 Fence Heights District. 
13.11 "SN" Sign District. 
13.12 "NSO" Neighborhood Stabilization Overlay District. 
13.13 "RFA" Residential Floor Area District. 
13.14 "CPIO" Community Plan Implementation Overlay District. 
13.15 "MPR" Modified Parking Requirement District. 
~ 13.16 Violation. 

Sec. 7. Section 13.15 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is added: 

13.15 MODIFIED PARKING REQUIREMENT (MPR) DISTRICT. 

A. Purpose. This section sets forth procedures and guidelines for the 
establishment of Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) Districts to supplement areas of the 
City that have been identified as having unique parking issues. Reducing parking and 
providing flexibility in the location of off-street parking will ease traffic congestion and enable 
more affordable housing. Each MPR District will be designated by the City Council by 
ordinance adopted in the manner required for a change of zone. 

fL Establishment of Districts. The procedures set forth in Section 12.32 S of the 
code shall be followed to establish a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) District. With the 
exception of the Adaptive Reuse Incentives Areas Specific Plan and the South Central Alcohol 
Sales Specific Plan no MPR District shall be established over an area governed by a specific 
plan established on or before the effective date of this ordinance. Within a MPR District, one 
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or more of the strategies listed in Subsection D shall be clearly established within the text of 
the ordinance. 

C. Size and Boundaries. An MPR District shall encompass a minimum of two 
entire block faces. one full city block. or five acres in area and the boundaries shall be 
accurately defined by ordinance and adopted in the same manner as required for a change of 
zone or height district. 

D. Initiation. Initiation or amendment of an MPR District may be at the request of 
a private applicant, the Director of Planning, the City Planning Commission. or City Council. 

E. Findings. In addition to the findings set forth in Section 12.32 C-2. the City 
Planning Commission must find that the District. and the strategies included in the District, are 
appropriate considering such factors as local transit dependency and automobile usage, traffic, 
available parking, and lever of transit service, and the goals. policies. and objectives set forth 
in the applicable community plan. 

E. Optional Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) District Strategies. One or 
more of the seven strategies listed in this subsection shall be enumerated in th~ MPR District. 

\ 
1.,_ Change of Use Parking Standards. The required number of parking 

spaces shall be the same as the number of spaces that existed on the site on the date the 
Parking Space Modification District is established. 

2. Off-site Parking. The automobile parking spaces required by Section 
12.21 A.4 shall be provided either on the same lot as the use for which they are intended to 
serve or on another lot within 1500 feet therefrom. guaranteed through a covenant agreement. 
The said distance is to be measured parallel to any street, alley, public walk, cir private 
easement that allows public pedestrian travel from the parking area to the use it is to serve. 

l Parking Reduction Permit. A Parking Reduction Permit. per Section 
12.24 X.28. may be initiated to request reductions in parking for individual projects. 

4. Decreased Parking Requirements. Parking requirements may be less 
restrictive than those otherwise required in Paragraph 12.21 A 4 of this Code. Each use with 
modified parking requirements must be itemized with its new parking requirement within the 
MPR District; otherwise the number of spaces shall be governed by Section 12.21 A 4. 

Additional Findings. 

i1. A parking overflow impact on residential neighborhoods will 
not be created nor. will traffic congestion increase; and 

b. there exists a combination of parking management 
programs. transportation alternatives, or other infrastructure improvements, and commercial 
building access programs, along with a method for City monitoring and ensuring compliance 
therewith. that negate the need for higher parking requirements; and 
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c. flexible transportation approaches and parking management 
programs instead of a higher number of fixed parking space requirements are more consistent 
with the region's air quality goals, community character and general plan of the area than the 
accommodation of additional automobiles. 

5. Increased Parking Requirements. Parking requirements may be more 
restrictive than those otherwise required in Paragraph 12.21 A4 of this Code. Each use with 
modified parking requirements must be itemized with its new parking requirement within the 
MPR District; otherwise the number of spaces shall be governed by Section 12.21 AA. 

Additional Findings. 

g,_ There is a lack of transit service; or 

b. there is a high potential for spillover parking impacts on 
adjacent residential areas; or 

c. there is a low probability that parking management 
programs, transportation demand management programs, or public parking facilities will be 
available. 

6. Commercial Parking Credits. Parking requirements may be satisfied bv 
the purchase of parking credits. The number of available parking credits shall be established 
by a survey that denotes the number of underutilized public parking spaces available within the 
MPR at various times of the day. The oarameters of which shall be delineated in the individual 
MPR District 

7. Maximum Parking Requirements. Maximum parking limits may be set 
Each use with maximum parking requirements must be itemized with its new parking 
requirement within the MPR District; otherwise the number of spaces shall be governed by 
Section 12.21 AA. 

G. Exception: Rent Stabilized and Restricted Affordable Units. The Modified 
Parking Requirement District strategies described in Section F .. with the exception of the 
strategies described in subsections F.5. and F.6., shall not be made available on any property 
with existing ·dwelling units or existing joint living and work quarters subject to the Rent 
Stabilization Ordinance or existing, restricted affordable units, as defined in Section 12.22 A 
25(b) of this Code. Modified Parking Requirement District strategies, may however, be made 
available to properties if no such rent-stabilized or restricted units have been or will be 
converted, demolished, destroyed, or otherwise removed from the restrictions of the Ordinance 
or covenant For purposes of this provision, "existing" shall mean units or quarters that existed 
on the property and were occupied subject to the Rent Stabilization Ordinance or as restricted 
affordable units anytime after June 30, 2006. Required parking on such properties may 
however be reduced by the Affordable Housing Incentives - Density Bonus (Ordinance 
179,681) and other applicable affordable housing incentive programs. 

H. Affordable Housing Incentives. No Modified Parking Requirement District shall 
have the effect of reducing parking to levels that are less than or equal to the required parking 
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for housing development projects qualifying for a density bonus, under Section 12.22 A 25 (c) 
of this Code, unless such reduction only applies to a development project that qualifies for a 
density bonus under Section 12.22 A 25(c) of this Code. 



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

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

JUNE A. LAGMAY, City Clerk 

By ________________________ _ 
Deputy 

Approved ___________ _ 

Mayor 

Approved as to Form and Legality 

CARMEN A. TRUTANICH, City Attorney 

By __________________________ _ 

Date _____________ __ 

File No. ____________ _ 



ATTACHMENT 1 

LAND USE FINDINGS 

CPC-2007 -2216-CA 
Supplemental Report 

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

1. In accordance with Charter Section 556, the proposed ordinance (Appendix C) is in 
substantial conformance with the purposes, intent and provisions of the General Plan 
in that it is in substantial conformance with the purposes, intent, and provisions of the 
Transportation Element of the City's General Plan. Appendix C implements Policy 
2.24 of the Transportation Element by implementing shared-parking, peripheral 
parking, and parking-pricing strategies in high-employment areas; Policy 3.1 0 of the 
Transportation Element by developing new and refined parking policy procedures for 
designated centers and districts; Policy 3.11 of the Transportation Element by 
implementing transportation improvements and demand reduction programs to 
mitigate the circulation impacts attributable to new development in accordance with 
State nexus legislation and judicial findings; Policy 3.12 of the Transportation Element 
to promote transit access in neighborhood districts, community and regional centers, 
and along mixed-use boulevards; Policy 3.14 tci proQJpte shar.ed-parking in 
appropriate centers and districts; and Policy 4.1 to minimiz~- the intmsion of traffic 
generated by new regional or local development into residential neighborhoods while 
preserving an adequate collector street system; and 

Tne proposed ordinance (Appendix C) will encourage the development of multiple­
family housing at all income levels, a goal of the General Plan. Furthermore, this 
ordinance implements Framework Element Objective 3.4.3, which states that the City 
must "[e]stablish incentives for the attraction of growth and development in the 
districts, centers, and mixed-use boulevards targeted for growth that may include ... 
[m]odified parking requirements in areas in proximity to transit or other standards that 
reduce the cost of development ... " Objective 4.4.1 states that the City must "[t]ake 
the following actions in order to increase housing production and capacity ... 
[s]treamline procedures for securing building permits, inspections, and other 
clearances needed to construct housing."; and 

the proposed ordinance (Appendix C) will have no adverse effect upon tlie General 
Plan, specific plans, or any other plans being created by the Department of City 
Planning because the proposed ordinance is consistent with the General Plan and 
carries out the General Plan goals, policies and objectives discussed above. There 
will be no substantive changes made to the existing parking requirements established 
in the enabling legislation for the MPR District, therefore there will be no effects on any 
above-referenced plan; and ··-
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2. in accordance with Charter Section 558 (b)(2), the proposed ordinance (Appendix C) 
will be in conformity with public necessity, convenience, general welfare and good 
zoning practice in that it will allow the development of more housing by easing the 
process by which required parking spaces for residential uses can be reduced. 
Objective 4.1.8 of the General Plan Framework states that the City must "[c]reate 
incentives and reduce regulatory barriers in appropriate locations in order to promote 
the adaptive re-use of structures for housing and rehabilitation of existing units"; and in 
accordance with the City Planning Commission policy, "Do Real Planning", the 
proposed ordinance (Appendix C) is in substantial conformance with the intent and 
purpose of item 12 to revisit our "one size fits all" suburban parking standards, and 
replace them with project and location-specific tools such as parking maximums, 
pooled parking, automated stacked parking, and other emerging techniques. 

ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING 

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a Negative 
Declaration (Attachment 2) was published on February 10, 2011. On all measures the 
proposed ordinance (Appendix C) will have either no or a less than significant effect 
on the environment. The proposed ordinance makes no ch;qnges to e<Xisting zoning, 
any specific plans or other land use regulations that affect the physical environment. 



DESCRIPTION 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK 

ROOM 395, CITY HALL 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
TIVE DECLARATION 

proposed ordinance amending Sections 12.04, 12.24, and 12.32, and adding Section 13.16 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code 
(LAMC) to create a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) District offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools, 
including (1) change of use parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 feet, (4) 

' decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) commercial parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) 
' municipal garage proximity relief; and create a Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

'No 

. NAME AND ADDRESS OF "'"'"'-"•""' 
City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 
200 N. Spring St, Room 763 
Los , 90012 

FINDING: 

No in land Orl as of this 

THAN CITY AGENCY 

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

. :1 ... 
Any written comments received during the public review period are attached together with the response of the Lead City 
Agency, The project decision-make may adopt this negative declariation, amend it, or require preparation of an EIR. Any 

made should be substantial in the record and made. 

Tanner Blackman 
ADDRESS 

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

NUMBER 

Assistant 978-1353 

DATE 

' .i 

ENV-2011-308-ND Page 1 of25 
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. A proposed ordinance amending Sections 12.04, 12.24, and 1.2.32, and adding Section 13.16 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code 
' (LAMC) to create a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) District offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools, 
'Including (1) change of use parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 feet, (4) 
·decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) commercial parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) 
l municipal garage proximity relief; and create a Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 
• 

jj ~od~y.olopn:ef1~i!>PE.?P~.~e<J a.spar!<Jf~h!lpro)~~t. N.<:l .~~.aDH" In la~<J-~s<'>, d"n~~Y! C>'!~t"n~ityi"pr()p()s~<;! "" ~j3rl_o!_thi!; _pr0ect. _ 
!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 
i square miles (75.7 km') of water, reflecting a diverse terrain of urbanized areas, beaches, mountains, and valleys. The City of Los 
a:"-nlJeles is (jivided_into 15 City.(;()uncil dislrictsand 35 (;omn:unityPian J\reas, .... _ -- --- .. ==-="'" ------· '"""'' . ....... i 

~PROJECT LOCATION: 
N/A 
-~---"""- --~::~-""""''"'" ·=--~ 

... , .. ,_ '"""-- ----·--- .... , __ , ___ . ................... __ ,.-- ....... ' . ' ·---- ....... -- .-................... , ......... ........ .. , ....................... _., __ ,_ 

COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: . AREA PLANNING COMMISSION: CERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOOD 
. MULTIPLE CITYWIDE COUNCIL: 
STATUS: .CITYWIDE 

D Does Conform to Plan 

0 Does NOT Conform to Plan 
. ' ........................ ··-· --- .. ...... -- ·--- - -- -- -- .................. ,. ...... " 

; EXISTING ZONING: MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY 

N/A 
. ALLOWED BY ZONING: 

i . N/A 
' ' ........... -- ----=- . -==---- - - .......... -- ------------- ------- ---- ·------ - ----------· 

MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY 
. LA River Adjacent: GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: AlLOWED BY PLAN 

NIA DESIGNATION: YES 

'N/A 
""''""' .......... -... ~ ..................... ~_,- ------- ---·--- '""'""" """"!'"" .... , .-.-.. -- •. ~ "• ' ,. ... -._, '"'" ""' ............. 

~PROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY: 

i-- . -- - ................. ... ····---------·---~ ---~--' 
N/A .. -~·--•4•--- -

__ , __ 
-···-- -----~---- ~·~- -·--------- . ' ... ·----------- ·---------- -- --- . --------- -' 
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Determination (To Be Completed By Lead Agency) 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

D 

D 

D 

D 

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

I find 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. 

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

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

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

Plam\ing Assistant (213) 978-1353 

:~~L===·-~~======·= ........ , ..................................... " ................................. .. 
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 well 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 EIR, or negative declaration. Section 15063 (c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should 
identify the 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 Mitigation Measures Incorporated," describe the 
mitigation measures which were Incorporated or refined from the 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. 

i 0 AESTHETICS 10 GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
1 0 POPULATION AND HOUSING 

I
I 0 AGRICULTURE AND FOREST 0 

RESOURCES I 

18 ::~~~~~~RESOURCES D 
I D CULTURAL RESOURCES D 

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
MATERIAL$ 
HYDROLOGY AND WATER 
QUALITY 
LAND USE AND PLANNING 
MINERAL RESOURCES I D GEOLOGY AND SOILS ! D 

!>=--=·.,·=·-=· =·--=---=--=·-.. =···· =-··= .. ·-·=····"'-··=---=-====i=p=· =N=O=IS=E=_ .... , ....... ,_ _ __ _ 

· 0 PUBLIC SERVICES 
D RECREATION 

! 0 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 

i ~ ~~~~~~~~~DF~~~~~: ~;STEMS 
I SIGNIFICANCE [ 

"" , .. J J - --~-' ··-·~'-"- - -' - ' -,, .. ._,...__ .... ..., ......... ··-· :;:·~ 

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (TobecompletedbytheLeadcltyAgency) 

Background 

PROPONENT NAME: 
City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 
APPLICANT ADDRESS: 

200 N. Spring St, Room 763 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST: 
Department of City Planning 
PROPOSAL NAME (if Applicable): 
Code Amendment to update Planned Development Regulations 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

PHONE NUMBER: 
(213) 978-1353 

DATE SUBM!TIED: 
02/04/2011 
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c. Conflict with existing zoning fort or cause rezoning oft forest land (as defined 
in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public 
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production 

· (as defined by Government Code section 51104(g))? 
:d':~~~~it .. i~·th-~"'lo"';;of for~st land or con~~-tsio·n-~f .. f~~~st'·i~~d t; n;n-forest u~e? --=~r--~- -· -·~-=··=·-.. =· ~+=======-F=====T==~ 

.......... -£ ..... I 

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 _il 

. ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed · 
! quantitative 1hresholds for ozone precursors)? 

1 -~i · ·E~p~~~ ~e~~.i~i~~-~~~ePt~~~ ~t~~~-;:~s=_'t=~=~~t:ti~:71::p::~i;;:lu-::ta~n::_~=.c=~=~=~=~~:;t;=~"'~0=--~::· ~"'-?'"~·-=·=====.= ____ = ... '.~" =====+====~="! ·~====· =""=· =· .. ·=··-J·=-.. .,--~-~f- __ 
i e~ :Create objectionabl." ~~~r~ affecting a substantial numb~e~r o=l=p=e=o=p=le=?===="""'======="""'Q-.~-·-~--.. =·=-=·~"'""'~=== ==o=J~-=···=····-'y=··="·=-·==,! 
; IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

·a. I Have a substantial adver~;·-;;ff~~t~-~~ih~r di;ectly ~~ ihr~ughhabitat 
' modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, "or special 
i status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the 

-~~~~~~G:t~~i:::\~~;;~~-~ :~~~-~{p~;~·nF~::I:tdo~~~t~:; s;~~"l~'"i:=·{= .. = .. ~IF'=======l"===~==~+~==~=-r=--~=-1 
·natural community identified In local or regional plans, policies, regulations or ~ 
by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

; c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined 
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited lo, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological 

, lnt~~Tli_J?_ti_~~~-?.~--~!~.e:r me~ns? 
.......... ·-------·~· ... • ~-·-- < i 

e. 1 Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, 

-~-~?_h _ ~-s _a !~~~e pr~_~efY.~ti<?.~Y.?I_icx_.?~ o~,~~~-~~~?- ...... ______ .. 
: f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 

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

~~-~-~~t co~~:_:Ya.~!?~.e~an?_ 
; V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

.............. i. 
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~~~~~,-P~o~t-en~t~ia~lly--F"·--··---,,~~---~---~J 

significant 
1 

Potentially unless Less than 
significant mitigation significant 1 

·~·'i~~~p~a~c~~~~~i~_c_o __ r~r_o __ ~-~t __ e_d_·d·~--i~m~ __ p~a~ .. c~-~~·-··-d~N~_~o~!m~-P~~~: 

j a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical ~ 
fL .. resource asdefined in ~--1-~0~4;~ ... .• . .... .. _ ... --! -==~+=~===="'!"·-----+·--=~=· 
: b. Cause a substantial adverse change ln the significance of an archaeological V 
:F~---~-res_?_~~-?~~~~¥r~~-~~t~*;;:~~~q~~--p~i~~t;i091C~i--~~So~i~e or ~it:;'~~----.,==: ./ 
; geologic feature_? _ _ _ _ _ _ .. .. .. _ ! ,_.. ____ ........ . 
--d. rb any h-U~~n- ;~~~i~~-.-in~i~di~~J th~;~- i~t~~~~-d~-~t;id~ off~rm~----·-,;: -"'·"'"'~~==,j~===--~·i-"'-=-=-·1--'~=if'""'""'="l 

: cemeteries? : ----·---'. ·-·-···-·-··· -·-····-·- =='"'""""""'""". r-····. -·---·-·===.,..,=="'""'"'~"'~·~·~·· .. ·~·~··-· _ .... ~···=··~ .. ··=·-····=···=·=""-···-.J·L· ~====.h="'"'===...i.--~~~...L~~-~~~~ 
. VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS . 

'I;:"'' 'Fi'xP;~;-p;oj;J~ or struct~~e; to potenti~l Sub~tantial adverse. effe~ts: incJUdJ-09 
the risk of loss, Injury, or death Involving: Rupture of a known earthquake 
fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 

1 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. 

b •. Expose pe:~p~~~;;· ~t;~ctures to pot~-nii;j substantial adverse effects, -i~~~~·d·;~·g ......... .. 
! th_~ .. ~!~~ .. ?.t .. ~?.~?~. i~j·~-~.Y• ... ?~.d~~t.h. .. i~v?.l.~i~g_:_ ~~~-~-~ --~-~-~~-~!?_.W~~-n.~ .s~~~i~~? . _ .... . 

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

xro;;·peqple ;"";~t;'·~~ct'"u=re=s"'to~p"o'"'i;~ii~fs-··~'"'b=s"ta-n'"n=al'"a=d;--v=e-rs=e=e"'ff'"e=ct;-s=, '"in=c'"lu"'d""in=g-'l====~+=· ·=· ·=·· =··-~· ··=~~~··-·=·=·=·· ·--=+---.,....,,_~~ 

-~~k~flo~.!::'Jur~~~~ath i_~volvin_~.: ~an_dslldes?. 
esult in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? .. ,... ..... - .... yr= 

· f. Be located on a g~-;;-!~9i~ unit or soil that is unstable, or that w'~~id -b~~~o~;· - _,_ .... , ..... =•}· =·====~!===--= = ;j 
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral sprea~J!JJI~. ~~~-~-~~~."~~!. liquefaction or collapse?. 

on expansive soli, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
de (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property? 

ave soils lncap~b~~~~t;;~i~q~~t~iY. ~~PP~rt1~Q ·th~---~~"~f'~~Pti;·t~·nk~ .. ~; 
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for 

!~e ~isp_~.~~~ .. ~! .. ~a-~_t_~ -~ate:r? ________ _ .. --.. __ .... _ .. . . . .... , ................ .! _ 

: b.: Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through ~ 
! reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of · · 
i hazardous materials into the environment? c.: Emit hazat-dO~~ .. ~~~~~ions or handle hazardous or acu::te:CIC'y":hC:aC:z':a'::rd:;':o'Cuc:s~~~_.IF"~=~=~=iF--·~~=~-.. ·~···~·-=··1"··=···=· ~=···=··=···=···=·=·=···f.··=··=··=· ~.,=.~~=l 
! materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

d.' Be ~~~~~~d;~ ~-~lt~;hf~h Is lnclud~d ~~a lt~t of haza;d~~~ materials sites 
. compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
·would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment? 

. -~:- F·;r ~-·pt~J·~~tl;-~~t~d within a~-al;p~rt .. i~-~d -~·;e· .. p,a::· n:"'o:r':', '::w'::h::e::re:':':sC'u·~~h::'··-::~c:--p~la:n:::""~=r--~====r=·=·~· =· =·=··=··~=,j-~=~==~"r-~-.,~-==•! 
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 

. working in the project area? 

..... ······························=·';;'··=····";-··· ~~~=:=~~=.77.=--~~~-·~·····f"·····~····=· ··~· ··-·····"'"······~·····r=-·· =··. =····~····~ .. ··=···jj-··=~=~-F~"7'=l 
' f. i For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in if 

! a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 
9.: l~p;i-~ .. imPi~~~~-t~U·~~ ~-i·~~· p-h .. ;;i~IY·int~rte~~- ;;.;ith a~ ~dopt~d··;~·;~g~-~cy · ===· · ---;;;=== 

i response plan or emergency evacuation plan? , 
""-" '~"m""-''"" ____ , ______ ,~•·"'~'•-•"•"'•"'"'"' "'"""''-•-·----•-•-.-.. ---•••'"•---"""""''"""~'"•------·-~-~-- -·-----""""'"•"'"-'""•.....,_,., -·••··--------•· • ' ,.., ________ •-·~-·--·----• 
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~ 
Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death c· 

Involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized . 
areas or where residences are interm~xed~ with ~ldl~nds? ""==· =-=--"""~=~=-=--~--
HYDROLOGYAND WATER QUALITY~ 
VIolate -anY =~~uality standar~~ ::.r.-~~~t~.d~s~harge req~~e-~!!: r=~-=="r~~.~--~--~-~-:·~::~--~~-·-:;f 

'b.! Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with vf' 
· . 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 la~d __ u_s~s or planned uses for which permi_tsh_aye_ bet}n _g_raflted),?==l======;]=~~-==·· ,.;F -=-<>='"':o:.."'='="'i·' •• ,.,,,.,,.,,.,,
1

=_'" ""'""' 
:c. s~-b;t~~t-i~riYalter the exisii~g dr·~~~~-g~-p;tt~~h-~tth~-·~~t~ or ar~~. i;~~i~dir;-g ~ v 

lhrough the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which 1 

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

. d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substa'ntial!y 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result 
in flooding on- or off-si.t~?.." 

e. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the c;pacuYcl exl;ung 
or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional 

! sources of polluted runoff? 
• f.: Oth~;;;,i;~~ub;t~~fuli'y~·;;;=eg~-r~a_,d~e~w~a7te~r~q~u-a;::lity;-::?~~··=····~-·=····=···=·-=···=··=•· ........... ~=-•t·····=·-=--=·-=-=-=---=···=--···! =· -···=····=·· =···=····=···=···=· ·=··•f'··=·=··-~···=··=·····=·=····=···=···=···}··=···=··-.,~e=-l 
' ••• ...1 -~ -·· _____ I~······-·-- .... _ . 
1 g.· Place housing within a 100~year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal y 
1 i -~~r:;~~;.~-~-~~?~ndary or Fl~:.~- .. ~~~~~~~~~-.. ~-~-~~- .. ~:~ ~~ ot~e~~~-~:d -~-:~:r~---!1=~~~--ji=-~---·1=~--~· ... ·=J'"--~--~·-=""'iF---·-.. ""JJ 
h. Place within a 100-year flood hazard·areaS:tructureS which WOuld ifnpede or - V 

redirect flood flows? 
i.: ... -E-~-p~~·~-·p~;pl;-~r;~CtUre~·~-;Q~ifica~t--rlsk ~fk;Ss, l~]Ury or death if 

involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or 
dam? i ·-

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

'~~~;;;i~~!'~<Ji~i~~~n".~~~~~==·--.--_-__ =~~ ___ .; ____ ""=~_·~ ... -..... ···-~~~=r~_-__ -__ -_-. ·· __ ~_~~.=---··--·~------~·-"= __ -_::::~"';:::""vl'=_.=.·-:i' . .,..-.::_4_! 
• b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of.an agency V 
· with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, 

specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

c. c;~fli~t ~ith··~·~y ~-p·pn~·~bi;·h~b-iiar~~~se~-~i"io-~ pl~n·~·;·n~1~r~l·~;~~·~----~~"'i"ty=~j==·····~- - ==-."'\t:~----=!=·-===-J=--.,-,---1 

conservation plan? --"-'·~~-=~·=-= ===·==="'-=~--4 
XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 

........ " .. 1 

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

Ft;:' 'R.;;u;t i~ the l~ss of a~ail~blli~ ~fa'lo~ally i,;:;portant ,;iner;;l res~urc~ 
· recovery slte delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land 

v I 
, ........ ·····-· • ··----------- . .J ==····~-==1-'-'-'~~~Jl ., i 

.. ~~~.P~~-~.? ... 
-XII. NOISE 
bt;":':::':=:-::;-::=::::'7~==:::"::;;'=~:;:';:=:=="==::::""'=if~··-=···--·=·-··=····~-··=-·-~r=~=~~·~F<""'····---·· .. ·r-···=~-J 
a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in exc-ess of standards w/'" 

established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 

-~t~~-~-<:r~_s __ ?~- ~_th_e.~ ~~g~-~9.~~-~?. .. " 
b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or ~ 

.. j~~?~~~?~r~~- n?_i_~-~'"~~~~1~? .. 
i. c. A substantial permanent increase In ambient noise le-vels In the project ,r 
i vicinity above levels existing without the project? 
: d~ ·A -;~b;t~-~-ii~l-t~n:;p;;ary·~~ · pe-;k>di~-~~:cc:c·· r~-~:.~.~~·e"' .... ~.i~~---~m~· "'b7ie~n"t~n~o7i~~-~"'--i-""e~~e":'· i""-~-"in'"··::·th:cec==+==~=~-· ~·--+·. " ... - ........... ~-· =~~;~·~· ~-·~· ·~···~·--~---·~--4·=-+===.,'";';'·=='1 
__ , £~~~ vicinit~,.~!Jo~~...!.~':::~!~.-~.~!~-~_f!_~itho~~ th~_e!~e~~----·-·--·--·---~------·-~--~ --··--------------~ .. --, ·~ ·--~~--~-··- ~-~-~~----------· __ 
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~e. For a 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 

r=~~=·~'"'-p;;t~ntially 
· significant 

Potentially unless 
significant mitigation 

-~~p~-~"~ .. ---··· _1 -~-~~-?,~_l?~~~~e-~-

~ airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project 

t_._ ~r_~~ t~- e~-~~_s_siye __ ':l9.i~-~--!-~y~ls? __ . _ _ __ __ . __ -·······--·· .. -·· ___ , 
H f. : For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose 
IL._· p~~!~ __ r_~_s~9~~¥ ?.~ wo~ki~g in the __ ~r<?!:.~~ a_~e~ .. !.? ~x~~~~i~_e ~-~~~::.L~~~!~? __ . 
j[l<III,J'()~ULATION t\N~fi()~!!,~2~~,~==,,,==- __ , , _ , _,, 
Ha. ·Induce substantial papulation growth in an area, either directly (for example, 
I by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through 
lL extension of roads or other infrastructure)? __ ____ ···--··-·'"· ._ .. ______ ... _ -~·-

]I '</' 

~c •. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of 
; replacementhouslng elsewhere? ,, '"" , _ """ ,,,, __ 

1 x"'iv!",~';';p"=u"'s""'fi;;;Cc;s"'E"'R~V*'Ic""E"'s""'··.· .• ~.· ·-..•• ~. ~, -,~ ..• -.. ~. ~ .. ~, .~ ... ~,~.-.. -.. ~ .. ~ ... -,-... -.. -.... -, ~,-, -,-,-,-.. -... ~ .... -,~ ... ~,-.. "'"""-==="'====="=~-~~~~--~,,=,_ =·~=~:.,~=,_=, ,=,,=,,_=_=" ~1 
i a.l' Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts assoclated 
: 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 

l7--b.pu7b~· .17ic7s';;e~r~v· ~~?~.~7~:~---~":"-~~~~···c.P';;~o:"_.~e:" ... c~---t~~?7n~?7"7."'7"7'~~-.--,.~·· .C',~'~''"':"~'~"~,~----.,.,."'":'~"'7. ~=}"~--~,,~,=,~-,~,~-=~='"~",~-'~"'~' =·· ........ '""~:l"'~''===~~'J=~-"""= 
. b. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated 

with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
seJVice ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 

" 

""' 
""""""'• 

,.,- __ pu~_~c-~~~-~?e:~_: __ .~?._l_i?e .E!"~~e,c!~g __ ~? .. __ _ ____ _ __ -----~- ·- ---~., .... _,_ .. _ ·------ _ 
' c. Would the project result In substantial adverse physical impacts associated 
i with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for 
: . new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction Of which 

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

, • .-.! .... '"""""'"""'" ................ - ... ". ----·---·-· ---- __ ._- - ---- ..... -------- .... -··"' ---------
d.: Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated i 

: 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 

1 ! public seJVices: Parks? 

-;." Would-th~-projecit;;~~,"-it"'in=·· =s";ub'"'s"'ta~n"'t""ia71 ~ad7v=e=r~=· ~PhY~,i~~l ;;;;pa~~~~~sociated 
. 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 

i 

I 
-.- ' - J 

""' 
I 
' I 
I 
i 

..r 

public services: Other public facilltes? 
1 :XV. RECREATION~==·· ... .. .. ····- .. . '" ' -·~~·"~' ~=~===="""""""""='-=""'=' -"-' ·=''""'-=-~"=" ~· Jb,~~·=--~"""""'6"'=--~-, =' ,_,, ,, 

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

1 

........... __ ........... _____ _ 

, b. ·o~~~--u~~-Praject-~~~~~d~- rez~~~ti~nal·i~-~-~-~~ti~~ ;r ·~~-~~~i·r·~--th~·--;onstructi~-n ~~ · 
: =~~~n~~~h~f !~r~:~~~~~~acillties which might have an adverse physical 

' -·- ·-··· -·-·""=" --z-·-·--- -""""' ----· - ·-
, XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 
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- ··--··· -- . ---~1"'"'"=~=·--·=··· -=· """"1F""'==~~~ 
Potentially 
significant 

Potentially unless Less than 
significant mitigation significant 

impact incorporated impact j No impact 
i~ ---- ~-~"""-· -~-.-"~--"'·~----~---~-~-h--~--.-··- ··-·---==·-· --·-------·······-··--

I i b. Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but 
not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county congestion management agency for 

-~~~i_Q~~~~-~--E?ad~5)r ~J.!lhway~? J 
! c. Result in a change in air traffic pattems, including either an increase in traffic 

!~~-e!s_ ~r a c~ange !~ loc~ti~-~ _t_~~t--~~~~-~-~~- -~~-- ~~£~.!~.~~-aJ-.~-~!~o/.!1_~~~7~-~-
i d., Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 

dan~er_?~~-!nt~rs~-~-~!9.~~.>. ?! _i.~-~'?.f.TlP~~i-~1-~.Y~~~- ( t:_.g_., _farm equ~pment)_? .... 
ult in inadequate emergency access? 

-/ 

.-£ ..... . 
f. , Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or progr~~~--~~-g~;di~g-·p~bli~~--;it,"'"'==~o! =-===~]~~===~,~~====!=="'v"'· ~~"1 

! bicycle, or pedestrian fadliftes, or othetwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facilities supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus 
turnouts, bicycle racks)? ..... ____ _ 

TIUTIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS -. --· ··-···· ....... ············· .... , .......... , .. _. ·-~······- ................................. == --·-- ""'''"''"===· ~-."""-""""-~.FF-=·-=·---='=· ...... = ....... -~~ .. ···===r,....---=--=--~-~--=--=-r·=-=-~·"C:'=---J 
' a. ' Exce·ed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water , V 

. Quality Control Board? ; 

.......... .-... ~"''"''''"'"'"'·"-~"'" ..... ~"""""==="'""'-'==--"""-""--·=;;o;;=--.---.::==---· ----·-o==.------=--=-·-.,~r-~====~t==~=.:::- =~= ... -.. ·~·· ··I"-~=7~~j 
. b. Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment y" 

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

b"!f::c::au-:s~ec: .. ·~~~fJ;cn~y:-:;~..:-':cn::CtT'.~nc:v::c_i_r~ .. ?c:.~c:m~e:':n~ta:-:··l·:;·~~ffe:'.cC: .. tt'~:~· ~:'::=:''""":':':':"'J':::':::::c"_:"'_c: .. ··':· ·;;; .. ··;c--~--:"'· ::"=1=-=-··=-=--~·-.. =-·=··--~~:1-'·=--"~--~-=·· =--.. =---==r=-·· ...... -.. ==1-'==:;;r--·j 
i e. : Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or y 

expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause 
! :significant environmental effects? 
I==' -~ ..... - '" -···" · · ... · · -· · ............ ......... · ..... _ .... _._..... -·"·-· ·-- ·- · , · ...... -· ·--'"- · ...... tt .. ·- •.• J 

i d. : Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing 
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

! e~- R~~uiti~· a ·d~t~~~~-~~ti~~--bY-th~-·;;;;t"~~at~;·t~~tme;;rp;ovlder Which serv-;;-
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's 

: projected de~~-~~?. I~ ~-d~.!t~?.f! !? ~~,e . .P.~ .. ?~!.d~-~:~-.:~~~~~~- commitments? 

;;t~fi~;:p"~:r~~~;:z::itt~d~~~~it~to~:~om=~ct:te the v 
eral, state. and local statutes and regulations related to solid V i 

- ·---- --- ·- -- . ----- --- ------ ·-· -·- ·-·- ·--·-·-- - -· -·--·· I 

. XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE j --·- ·-"""~=~~-=···=,-,. .. _,-,.,---==~===··""-'"=F~~-·,~-·-·-"~·;=··· ==~-~-·-··""'' -~-·- --·=·--="r-=='7'"'=-=-!1 
a. ; Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, V l 

' 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 
p_eri()~sof(;~lif()rf2ia ~!story_o:p_re~ist()'Y.?. ____ _ __ • __ _ 

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

~t!~~~~;~;:i~~7~:~~~~~~~~;~~ ~i~i~:~~Y~ substantt~·----- - ~- '"" ·-

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 CaJ.App.4th 357; Protect 
the Historic Amador WateJWays v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cai.App.4th at 11 09; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown 
Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cai.App.4th 656. 
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DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach addnional sheets if necessary) 

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

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

The project as identified in the project description will not ca~se potentially significant impacts on the environment. Therefore., this 
environmental analysis concludes that·a Negative Declaration shall be issued for the environmental case file known asENV-2011-308-N[ 
ENV-2011-308-NDand the associated case(s), CPC-2007-2216-CA. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
All supporting documents and references are contained in the Environmental Case File referenced above and may be viewed in the 
EIR Unit, Roorn 763, City Hall. 
For City information, addresses and Rhone numbers: visit the City's website at http://www.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/ 
Engineering/Infrastructure/Topographic Maps/Parcel information- http://boemaps.eng.ci.la.ca.us/indexOI .htrn or 
City's main website under the heading "Navigate LA". 

TITLE: TELEPHONE NO.: 
PREPARED BY: ~ 

Planning Assistant (213) 978-1353 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

DATE: 

02/04/2011 
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APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE 

NO 
IMPACT 

b. 

NO 
IMPACT 

c. 
NO 

IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

Explanation 

The proposed code amendment I 
of the Los Angeles Municipal Code to create a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) 
District offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1) change of 
use parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit. (3) off-site parking within 
1500 feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) 
commercial parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and 
create a Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would It change allowed.land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Ange"les. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
o( the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. ~he proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar {non­
MPR) development applications; Including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon the aesthetic of a surrounding neighborhood and community. 
Consequently ... 

... adoption of the proposed amendment not i result in, a 
substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista; as defined by the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result 

not i of, nor 
make easier to substantially damage, scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, 
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway; as defined by the 
California Environmental Quality Act {CEQA). No adverse impact will result 

... adoption of the proposed in substantial nor 
make easier to substantially the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse 
impact will result. 

The proposed code 
Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified 
offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools (1) change of use 
parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permrt, (3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, {4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment doe\3 not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles, No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

under the 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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c. 

e. 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

I not lead to nor make 
easier to convert, i Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance 
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to nonagricultural use; as defined by 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

i nor make in, 
with i zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract; as defined by 

the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

wlll not result in, nor make easier to ln, a 
confiict with i zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public 
Resources Codes section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Codes 
section 4526), o timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code 
section 51104(g)); as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No 
adverse impact will result. 

· not not , nor to 
a loss or conversion of forest land to non-forest use; as defined by the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

other changes in existing environment that, due to their location or nature, could result in 
conversion of Farmland, to nonMagricultural use or conversion of forestland to nonMforest use; 
as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

An>lehos Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified 
eight optional parking requirement modification tools i (1) change of use 

parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, {4) decreased parking requirements, {5) increased Parking requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development Is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment Additionally, the City of los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses With a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon the air quality of a surrounding neighborhood and community. 
Consequen~y ... 

I i nm 
conflict implementatiOn of the application air quality management plan 
(AQMP); as defined by the Cal~ornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact 
will result. 

I nor , any 
air quality standard or contribute substantially to, nor make easier to contribute substantially 
to, an existing or projected air quality violation; as defined by the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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c. 

e. 

c. 

e. 

Impact? 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

Explanation 

... adoption not I , a 
cumulatively 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 quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors); as defined 
by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

i proposed code amendment will not exposure nor 
easier to expose, sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations; as defined by 1he 
California Environmental Quality Act .(CEQA). No adverse impact will result, 

I i , 
Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) District 

offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1) change of use 
parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) Increased parking requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet. and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to thee same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon the existing biological resources of a surrounding neighborhood 
and community. Consequently ... 

amendment I not I , nor to result in, a 
substantial adverse either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species 
indentified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act {CEQA). No adverse 
impact will result. 

i I , nor a 
substantlal adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of 
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; as defined by the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

i lnot ! ,nor in,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 interruption, or other means; as defined by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

easier to interfere substantially with, the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or 
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede 
the use of native wildlife nursery sites; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

easier to conflict 
a tree 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Page 14 of25 



f. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

Impact? 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

Explanation 

or ordinance; as 1 

(CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

i I , nor 
with, provisions of an adopted Habitat Consetvation Plan, natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan; as 
defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result 

The proposed 13. 16 of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified Requirement (MPR) District 
offering.eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1) change of use 
parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Permtt to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in ·land use density, intensity or dlstribution are proposed. No spedfic 
physical development is proposed and no Individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; including, but noi limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon existing cultural resources of a surrounding neighborhood and 
community. Consequently ... 

I adverse in the· significance of a historical resource as defined in § 
15064.5; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact 
will result. 

cause, nor cause, a 
substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource as defined in § 
15064.5; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), No adverse impact 
will result. 

cause, nor cause, a 
substantial adverse in the significance of an archaeological resource as defined in § 
15064.5; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact 
will result. 

encourage 
destruction, nor make easier to directly or indirectly destroy, a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature: as defined by the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will'result. 

proposed code I not result In the , nor 
easier to disturb, any human remains, including those Interred outside of formal cemeteries; 
as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

I , . ,and13.16 
Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) District 

offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1) change of use 
parking standards, (2) use of a new ~arking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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b. 

c. 

e. 

f. 

g. 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-201 1-008-ND 

No changes in land use density, intensity or I are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one-size-fils-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment wHI be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other slmHar (non­
MPR) development applications: including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon the geology _and .soils of a surrounding neighborhood and 
community. Consequently ... 

I exposure , nor 
easier to expose, people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving: Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on 
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for 
the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault (in reference to Division of 
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42); as defined by the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

l exposure , nor 
easier to expose, people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, Injury, or death involving: strong seismic ground shaking: as defined by the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

of the proposed code the exposure 
easier to expose, people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving: seismic--related ground failure, including liquefaction: as 
defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

11 not exposure , nor 
easier to expose, of people or structures to potential" substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving: landslides: as defined by the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

nor 
substantial soil i or the loss of topsoil; as defined by the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse Impact will result. 

of a MPR district on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would 
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, 
lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse; as defined by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

of a district on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property: as defined by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) .. No adverse impact will result. 

not nor i 
soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water 
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water; as defined 
by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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c. 

Explanation 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, Intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. 1.\dditionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking· management with a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; Including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 

).\•• M\/•,·:<l MPR district's potential to generate green house gas emissions in a surrounding 
•••• neighborhood and larger communttY: Consequently ... 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

I not 
easier to generate, greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or that may have a 
significant impact on the environment, as defined by the California Environmental Ouauty Act 
(CEQA). No adverse impact will result 

I i nor 
to conflict with, an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing 
the emissions of greenhouse gases; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

will i Sections 12.04, , 13. 
An!gei<>S Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) District 
offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1) change of use 
parking standards, (2)·use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) commercial 

·:•:··· • ·•.':"! parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no Individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit Of options based on communityMievel qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's potential to create hazards and hazardous materials in a surrounding 
neighborhood and community. Consequently ... 

public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment; as 
defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result 

i I nor make 
easier to emit, hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school; as defined by 
the California Environmental Quality Act(CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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e. 

g. 

b. 

Impact? 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

Explanation 

amendment ! not encourage i nor 
easier to locate, a district on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials 
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result. would create 
a significant hazard to the public or the environment; as defined by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

, nor easier to i 
a safety hazard for people residing or working in a project area 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; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No 
adverse impact will result. 

1 nor i a 
safety hazard for people residing or Working in a project area within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip: as defined by !he California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact 
will result. 

... adoption the will not i the i of or 
physically interfere, nor make easier to impair the implementation of or physically interfere, 
with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan; as defined by the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse Impact will rBsult. 

1 exposure , nor 
easier to expose, people or structur~s to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences 
are intermixed with wildlands: as defined by thB California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
No adverse impact wi!l result. 

I ' 
Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified Parking RBquirement (MPR) District 
offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1) change of use 
parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parl<lng requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief: and create a 
Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no Individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of los Angeles regulates the number 
of parl<ing spaces for all land uses with a one-size-fits-all standand. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon hydrology and water quality of a surrounding neighborhood and 
community. Consequently .. 

I i , nor make easier 
violate, any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements; as defined by the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

the I of groundwater supplies or result in substantial interference of, or 
make easier to substantially interfere 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 does not support 
existing land uses or planned uses for which pennlts have been granted; as defined by the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse Impact will result. 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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Impact? 

NO 
IMPACT 

e. 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

g. 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

Explanation 

i I alteration of, the existing i or area, 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or , in a manner which would 
result in substantial erosion or situation on- or off-site; as defined by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

make easier the I alteration of, the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or will it result in the 
substantial increase of, nor make easier the substantial increase of, the rate or amount of NA 
surface runoff in a manner which wo.uld result in flooding on- or off-site; as defined by the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

to, or make easter to create or contribute to, runoff water which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned stonn water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse 
impact will result. 

otherwise substantially degrade water quality; as defined by the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

nor 
easier the placement of, housing within a 100Myear flood hazard area as mapped on a federal 
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map; 
as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

1 not In the 
easier the of, structures a 100-year flood hazard area that would 
redirect flood flows; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
adverse impact will result 

i e-xposure , nor 
easier the exposure- of, people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving flooding, Including flooding as a result of the failure or a levee or dam; as defined by 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result 

i not nor 
easier the i i by, seiche, tsunami, or mudflow; as defined by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse Impact will result. 

i i 12.04, 13.16 
An!•ei<>S Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) District 

eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1) change of use 
parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) of1-s~e parking within 1500 
feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development Intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, Intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one~size~fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code {LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on commun!ty~level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact on land use and planning in a surrounding neighborhood and 
community. Consequently ... 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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a. 

b. 

c. 

b. 

Impact? 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-20 11-308-ND 

easier the 1 of, an established community; as 
Environmental Quality Act {CEOA). No adverse impact will result. 

I 
An•>ei<>S Municipal Code {LAMC) to create a Modified Parking Requirement {MPR) District 
offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1} change of use 
parking standards, {2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, {3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, {4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, {6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code {LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on comm-unity-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR distlict applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications: including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon the existing mineral resources of a surrounding neighborhood and 
community. Consequently ... 

code amendment I not I , 
loss availability a known mineral resource that would of value to the region and the 
residents of the state; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act {CEQA). No 
adverse impact will result. 

the lass of i of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a 
local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan; as defined by the California 
Environmental Quality Act {CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

1 Sections 12.04, 2.24, 2.32, and 1 
Los Angeles Municipal Code {LAMC) to create a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) 
District offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1) change of 
use parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 
1500 feet, {4) decreased parking requirements, {5) Increased parking requirements, {6) · 
commercial parking credits, {7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and 
create a Parking Reduction Permit tO be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City .regulations governing building 
h8ights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 

for all land uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
. i 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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c. 

d. 

b. 

c. 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

Explanation 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon potential noise in a surrounding neighborhood and community. 
Consequently ... 

not , nor 
the exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of established in 
the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies; as NA 
defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

, nor 
the exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne 
noise levels; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse NA 
impact will result. 

I , nor a 
substantial permanent Increase in ambient noise levels ln a proposed MPR district's vicinity 
above levels existing without the proposed MPR district as defined by the California NA 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

the (temporary or periodic) increase in ambient noise levels in the proposed MPR 
district's vicinity above levels existing without the proposed MPR district; as defined by the NA 
California Environmental Quality Act·(CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

I I 
Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified 

eight optional parking requirement modification tools iincludina 
parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) parking within 1500 
feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses·or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon the population and housing of a surrounding neighborhood and 
community. Consequently .. 

I I 
easier to induce, a substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads 
or other infrastructure); as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No 
adverse impact will result. 

... adoption 
easier to displace, a substantial of existing housing, 
replacement housing elsewhere; as defined by the California 
(CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

of, nor make 
of 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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b. 

c. 

e. 

Impact? 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

Explanation 

; as defined by the 
\'-"'""''!· No adverse impact will result 

I • • 
An•ael<os Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) District 
offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1) change of use 
parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one~size-fits .. a!l standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and pracf1cal 
means of parking management wlth a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitled under the proposed code 
amendment wiJI be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; Including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon public services in a surrounding neighborhood and community. 
Consequently ... 

the 1 physical Impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in" order to maintain 
acceptable service rations, respons~ times or other perfonnance objectives for an of the 
public services: Fire protection; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

i proposed I , a 
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the i 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 rations, response times or other performance objectives for an of the 
public services: Police protection; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). No adverse impact will result 

nor i ,a 
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facillties, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service rations, response times or other performance objectives for an of the 
public services: Schools; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No 
adverse impact will result. 

1 impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
facilities, need. for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 

co11S11·ucmi"' of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service rations, response times or other performance objectives for an of the 
public services: Parks; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No 
adverse impact will result 

proposed will , nor make easier result in, a 
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need .for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service response times or other performance for an of the 

I i i 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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a. 

Impact? 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-2011-308-NO 

Explanation 

proposed code revise Sections , 
Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified i Requirement (MPR) District 
offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1) change of use 
parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for an land uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon existing recreation in a surrounding neighborhood and community. 
Consequently ... 

... adoption of proposed i 
increase in the use of existing neighborhood and regional or other recreational facilitie$ 
such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated; as 
defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

i encourage, or 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect 
on the environment; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No 
adverse impact will result. 

The proposed code will i 
Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified i 
offering eight optional parking requirement modification tools (1) change of use 
parking standards, (2) use of a new parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) Increased parking requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Permit to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for aflland uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide the proximity and more 
responsive and practical means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on 
community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment will be subject to the same level of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR) development applications; including, but not limited to1 the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's Impact upon transportation/traffic of a surrounding neighborhood and 
community. Consequently ... 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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c. 

e. 

Impact? 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

NO 
IMPACT 

ENV-2011-308-ND 

Explanation 

to Intersections, 
and. bicycle paths, and mass transit; as defined by the Callfol'nia 
(CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

proposed not nor i a 
conflict with an applicable congestion management program, Including, but not limited to level 
of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the 
country congestion management agency for designated roads or highways; as defined by the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

change in 1 patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in 
location that results in substantial safety risks; as defined by the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

the increase of hazards due to a design feature (e.g. sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment); as defined by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

I 
inadequate emergency access; as defined by the California En·virc•nm.eniial 
(CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

conftict with policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or 
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise de9rease the performance or safety of such facilities 
supporting alternative transportation (e.g. bus turnouts, bicycle racks); as defined by the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), No adverse impact will result. 

I I 
An•aei<,; Municipal Code (LAMC) to create a Modified Parking Requirement (MPR) District 

eight optional parking requirement modification tools including (1) change of use 
parking standards, (2) use of a new Parking Reduction Permit, (3) off-site parking within 1500 
feet, (4) decreased parking requirements, (5) increased parking requirements, (6) commercial 
parking credits, (7) universal valet, and (8) municipal garage proximity relief; and create a 
Parking Reduction Penn it to be used exclusively within the MPR District. 

The proposed code amendment does not change existing City regulations governing building 
heights, nor would it change allowed land uses or development Intensity within the City of Los 
Angeles. No changes in land use density, intensity or distribution are proposed. No specific 
physical development is proposed and no individual development would be approved as part 
of the proposed code amendment. Additionally, the City of Los Angeles regulates the number 
of parking spaces for all land uses with a one-size-fits-all standard. The proposed ordinance 
amends the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to provide a more responsive and practical 
means of parking management with a toolkit of options based on community-level qualities. 

Without exception, all future MPR district applications submitted under the proposed code 
amendment wlll be subject to the same !eve[ of CEQA review required of other similar (non­
MPR} development applications; including, but not limited to, the assessment of a proposed 
MPR district's impact upon utilities and services systems of a surrounding neighborhood and 
community. Consequently, .. 

wastewater requirements of the applicable Regional Water Control Board; as 
defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

i amendment or result in1 nor make 
requirement or to result in, the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No 
adverse impact will result. 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
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Impact? Explanation Mitigation 
Measures 

IMPACT storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental effects; as defined by the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

d. ... adoption of the proposed code amendment will ensure that sufficient water supplies are 

NO 
available to serve a proposed MPR district, either from existing entitlements and resources, or 

IMPACT 
are new or expanded entitlements needed; as defined by the California Environmental Quality NA 
Act (CEQA). No adverse impact wiU result. 

e. ... adoption of the proposed code amendment will ensure that a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project that a proposed MPR 

NO district has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to the 
NA IMPACT provider's existing commitments; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

f. ... adoption of the proposed code amendment will ensure that a proposed MPR district is 

NO served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the MPR district's solid 

IMPACT 
waste disposal needs; as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No NA 
adverse impact will result. 

g. ... adoption of the proposed code amendment ensure that a MPR district complies with 
NO federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste; as defined by the 

NA 
IMPACT California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No adverse impact will result. 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
a. As drafted, the proposed code amendment does not have the potential to degrade the quality 

NO of the environment, substantial reduce the critical habitat of fish or wildlife species, threaten to 

IMPACT 
eliminate a plant or animal community, or result in the decline of any animal or plant species. NA 
No impact. 

b. Potential impacts in all CEQA impact categories result in less than significant impacts. 
NO Therefore, the proposed code amendment's impacts are not cumulatively considerable, and 

NA IMPACT no further cumulative impacts analysis is required. 

c. The proposed code amendment does not have the potentia! to create significant Impacts 
NO resulting in substantial environmental effects having a direct or indirect impact on human 

NA IMPACT beings .. 

. 
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