
LOCATION 
of this ordinance shall 

DESCRIPTION 

CI1Y OF LOS ANGELES 
OFFICE OF THE CI1Y CLERK 

ROOM 395, CITY HALL 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 

CALIR:lRNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALI1Y ACT 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

located 

COUNCIL DISTRICT 
CITYW 

CASE NO. 
CPC-2007 -3036-RIO 

I within 2500' River. 

ordinance amending Section 12.04 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code to establish the Los Angeles River Improvement Overlay 
j District (LA-RIO) by changing the zone classification of properties shown upon a portion of the Zoning Map incorporated therein and 

a part of Article 2, Chapter 1 of the LAMC. All properties included in the District shall comply with the development regulations 
in River rovement District 3.15. 

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

written comments received during the public review period are attached together with the response of the Lead City 
AnP•nr.v The project decision-make may adopt this negative declariation, amend it, or require preparation of an EIR. Any 
,h,•nn••~ made should be substantial evidence in the record and appropriate findings made. 

NUMBER 

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

ENV-2007-3037-ND 

978-1213 

DATE 

10/29/2011 
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-- -··· . ..• - ·- --· .. ,_, -."' 

LEAD CITY AGENCY: 
City of Los Ange~Eos ---- - -· 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK 

ROOM 395, CITY HALL 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY' ACT 

INITIAL STUDY 
and CHECKLIST 

(CEQA Guidelines Section 15063) 
.. ~ -

COUNCIL DISTRICT: 
CITYW 

"''' ··-- ..• ... .• - ". "" - ............... -. .......... 

DATE: 
10/06/2011 

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: Departm~~t of ~-il}' J='l_t;~~nillg ....... - . . - .. ... .. . . . "'''' ... ' .. ··-·· 
ENVIRONMENTAL CASE: JRELA TED CASES: 
ENV-2007 -3037 -NO i CPC-2007-3036-RIO 

""' •. - . .. . ---- ... ............... Jt: . - .. ... -- . . -· . ..... '"" - ... 
PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO.: ![J Does have significant changes from previous actions. 

v Does NOT have significant changes from previous actions. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
LOS ANGELES RIVER IMPROVf:MENT OVERLAY (LA-RIO) DISTRICTIMPLEMENTATION 

ENV PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

··-···· 

An ordinance amending Section 12.04 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code to establish the Los Angeles River Improvement Overlay 
District (LA-RIO) by changing the zone classification of properties shown upon a portion of the Zoning Map incorporated therein and 
made a part of Article 2, Chapter 1 of the LAMC. All properties included in the District shall comply with the development regulations 
set forth in River Improvement Overlay District (RIO) (13.15. E.) 

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS: 
Please refer to the Environmental Impact Report (State Clearinghouse No, 2006041050) certified by the City of Los Angeles on May 

.. 

9, 2007, for the Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan for a thorough discussion of the existing environment. Addttional CEQA 
documents incorporated by reference include the City's Integrated Resource Plan EIR certified in December 2007, and the. LA 
County's Los Angeles River Master Plan adopted_ in 1996 .. - . ·--

PROJECT LOCATION: 
The provisions of thi£; ordinance shall apply to all properties located generally within approximately 2500' of the Los Anfle.les_ f<ilter . 

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

.,... 
Does Conform to Plan 

D Does NOT Conform to Plan 
·---·- .... ... ---· ·---

EXISTING ZONING: 
MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY 

MULTIPLE 
ALLOWED BY ZONING: 
MULTIPLE (VARIES) 

MAX. DENSITYIINTENSITY 
LA River Adjacent: 

GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: ALLOWED BY PLAN 1YES 
·MULTIPLE DESIGNATION: : 

·-. MUUTPLE (VARIES) 
. ·- """""- --- . ' • ' • • w - -·--

iiROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY: 
N/A - .. ... - - - -·-"~----· 

.... ...... II' . - . . ..... ... .. ···--··-----· ......... ..... 

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

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

0 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. 

0 I find the proposed project MAY have a significant e!fect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT is required. 

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

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

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 ch.,cklist 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. 

F':' ==-,· =·~=-""·. =···· ""'••• -""·~=--"""-=····==··=·· ""' """-"""'''' ==·· ""···-,· ~···-="-=·-=·· =··=·· ="""""· ··~···=-""'" ,.,··-=·-=····=·~""'·~=-~=-'9::::· ";"'""-""'-=· ·-=-=··""'~""""~·-=·-=~-=· '""'" """"=""""'~"'\1 I 0 AESTHETICS '0 GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS ! 0 POPULATION AND HOUSING II 
I D AGRICULTURE AND FOREST I 0 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS i 0 PUBLIC SERVICES i I 
I, \--'1 RESOURCES ! MATERIALS '0 RECREATION I , 
u AIR QUALITY i 0 HYDROLOGY AND WATER I 0 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC I I 

I D• BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES i QUALITY I n U I . 
1
. o"""'.·.· .. _._· TILITtes AND sERvicE sYsTEMs I . 

I 0 CULTURAL RESOURCES I 0 LAND USE AND PLANNING MANDATORY FINDINGS OF I 
I D _c::~Y ~:~Ls JB~RAL REsouRcEs I SIGN:ICANCE J J 
INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (TobecomptetedbytheLeadcityAgencyJ 

Bacliground 

PROPONENT NAME: 
Department of City Planning 
APPLICANT ADDRESS: 
200 N. Spring St, 667 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST: 
Department of City Planning 
PROPOSAL NAME (if Applicable): 
Los Angeles River Improvement Overlay (LA-RIO) 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 

PHONE NUMBER: 
(213) 978-1213 

DATE SUBMITTED: 
10/06/2011 
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I
I.AESTHETiu':tanti,;j-adverseeffectonas~nicvista? __ -_ ~ - _ - _ 

tially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, 
croppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

ially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and 1ts 

_ -· i';~S? .... _ --- _ 

; II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 
... """ . - . . - '· . --~ . . --~-

a. Convert Prime 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 nonagJicui(Ural use? 

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

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

-

in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public i 
. Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production 
(as definedbyGovernment Code section 51104(g))? 

• , Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location 
or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

• AIR QUAUTY . 

~onflict ,;.,~h orobstructimplementationof the ~ppll~bl~ air quality pl~n? 
b. i:nolate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 

Uprojected air quality violation? .. ... __ .. .... __ 

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

. ,quantilativE~thresholds for ozone precursors)? _ _ _ _ _ ... . .. 

!I .. -' --
OLOGICAL RESOURCES 
" "'' ..... '" ... '' .... ' . ' " - -- ·- ----" . 

ave a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat 
• modifications, on any species identified 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 ~· S .. Fish and Wildlife_ S~rvice? 

·b. Have a-substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or 
by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife 

•Service? - ···~· ~--· ---- ---·· -
c •. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined 

1 by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
· vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interrue,!ion, or otht::r ;:n_eans? , ____ .... _ 

· d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory 
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife 

rridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? ___ __ 

nflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, 
~h. ~s a tre~. prese!Yation policy or or?.iry_ance? __ _ 

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state 

_ habitat conservationplan? _ _ .. _ _ ...... . 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 

.. .. .. __ " __ _, .. .. --· .. ···~· -- --- -
Potentially 
significant 

Potentially unless Less than 
significant mitigation significant 

in:'!)~C! ···-- _!ncorporated impact .. No impact 

.. ../' 

, 
v 

' 

""' 
.. 

v 
V" ... 

v 
-v ' 

y 

y 
---·-·- - '-- ..... -

' v . 

v 
' -- .. --

-
Page 6 of22 



, a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 

Potentially 
significant 

___ i~pac~-

. _ · '-es~_ll'-""-~s-~:>fi_ne~ i~§ 150_64.5? ... _ .. . ... _ _ _ • __ ..•••• . •.. 
b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological 
_, re};;oli'..":'.Pll~~uant to§ 15064.5? .. _ .... ___ ................. __ .. --·-· ..... •... .• _ 
c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 

.. uniq".~ ge~IO.~i_cfeature? .• _ __ .......... ......... ..•.•• . .. 
d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 

l cemeteries? 
.. ·- - ..... _ ''" " ....... ' .. -· ..... ~.. ·-- . ·-' . ..,................ --···· ·-·--··--···- '""'""" ..... . 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS .. - . ·----·-··· "" ·····- ·····--- ... - .... ---.------···-· ..................... " .. 
-a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 

the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: Rupture of a known earthquake 
fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 
Map issued by the State Geologist 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 people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 
.... _ the risk of loss, i~jury. or deat~involving:~tro_ng seismic groundshaking? ... 

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

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 
the_;isk ofloss, injury, ordeath involving: Landslides? 

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

f. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on· or off-site 
landslide, lateral_spreadinQ, subsidence, lique!actionor __ collapse? _ 

v ! 
--· "" ....... ' 

....... 

e located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform if' 
~u~ild~i~ng~C~o~de~--~(1~.?~9~4~),~c~rn~a~!i~ng~--~su~b~s~ta~n~ti~~~-'~~~ks~--~ro~ .. l~rre~-~o~rp~r~.o~pe~-rty?~---~·--'=··--~--=--=-·=··--=····=·=-=··+=·=···=----=-··=--·==--===~-==--=====+·=····=··====~=·=··-~--=--==-==~=== 

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or if' 
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
thedi~posal ()~\Waste water? _ _ __ .• • • 

VII. GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

a.: Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may if' 
· ;,:h~av;,e~ai-s;.;ig~n:;;ifi~c;;a;;n;,t ;;,imiip;;a~ct~o;;n~th;,e;;_;,en;;:v;;k;;o;;n;;m;,e;;n;;t?~--~--~~~·c;· ':'::'z:··c;·::"--·::"·::--·::==::=---!~--=~=t~~---=·=·····=·=···=···=·· +=-~=----=·f'··=· --=·· ·=--·=·=·-=--=--·-'J 
Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose if' 
of reducing the _emissions of we~nho~se gases? ............ . 

• HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

reate a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 
utine transport, use, _or _clispo~~l of hazardous m~!e;:ial~_?.. . .. __ .............. . 

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

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materiafs, substances, or waste within one-quarter tnile of an existing or 
proposed sch9~1_? .... .. ... _ ........ _ .. _ ....... . 
Be located 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, 

__ ~?uld~~-~rea~_a __ signl~~~n! ~az~.~?-~~- ~~:: p~~~i~ or_t_~_e environ.!lle~!? __ .. _ .. -·· __ _ 

- ----- ·- ....... ~--·· . ··' 

, 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 
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the project area? 

pr,;jec! ;ithl~ th~~~~~~~~ ;1 ap~ivate ;i;st;lp: ;;,;~ld.th~·pr;j;~! r~~ulti~ ·····!=·=·--=--=·=--~--=-·=+=--=· =· =·=· =··=--=·=· ·4· =--=·-=···=··=-=----=· =--·=-=· 4--=·=· =·-=· =V-c:;~=l 
•. . ... ly~~~an:l __ !orpeoE~e..~e~iding~r\Aiorki~~ in the project area?.. . ...... ____ . __ .. ___ •.. .... . .. . 

Impair itnpler:nentation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency V 
response p!an or emergency evacuation plan? .................................................................. ~~-----··--·--------------------------·--------------- ..................................... --~------- -------·L ................................. .. 
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h. Expose people or structures 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? 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUAUTY 

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? ! 
-·---····· - ·- ~ .. ·-·. . 

b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 
• groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume 
• or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of 
preexisting nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support 

.... · "xisyng la_n_d ~--"s or pl~n~~d. ~~esf?r":'hi~h permits have been wanted)? 
c., Substantially atter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 

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

• •• ••• • ·- ••~ .... - ••• •A 

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 substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result 
in flooding on- or off-site? 

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing 
or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff? 

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

g. Place housing within a 1 00-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal 
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation ___ f1!_ap? 

h. Place within a 1 00-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or 
redirect flood flows? 

i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or 
dam? 

j. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudftow? 

. X. LAND USE AND PLANNING I . . . .. ··. . . . .. ... . ..... 
a. · Physically divide an established community? 

b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency 
! with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, 
' specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the 
purpose ofavoidin~ or mitigatin~ an environmental effect? 

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

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 

n the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of 
the region and the residents of the state? _ " _ _ ... 

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource 
· recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land 
use plan? 

XII. NOISE 

a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards 
·established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 
!llf!ndards of ~.the! ~~~~.~ie~?__ .. ... ... _.. .. 

, b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration or 
- . woundbome noise l~vels? 

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
' vici~i~ above levels existi~g without the_ pr?jecr;> . . ................ . 

.. - --
Potentially 
significant 

Potentially unless Less than 
significant ' mitigation significant ' 

impact Jincorporated -- ·-- . . - - .. imt:ac:t No impact 

'>/ 

··-·-· --·· 

~ 

~ 
' 

t/ ... 
~ 

~ 

"' 
-./ 

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the y 
~ E~oi;ct vicinity above levels exi;ting WJ;,:.th;,:o::;u::;t:.:t;,:he::..;;p;,:ro::;j::;ec:;:t?:;:. ---------L---~--L-----..L-----..L------1 
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e. _ For a project located within an airport land use plan or1 where such a plan 
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use 
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project 

.• -·----

Potentially 
significant 

·-· -~}!!'P.~~! ..... _ .. ___ 

:area to excessive noise levels? "·-·····-··· __ ......... . ..... ____ '" .. . 
f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose 

. I'.E><:lple _resi(iing or "':'oriGng -~ry the proie~t are,._toe~c;essive _I)Oi~e 1~\fels? 
· XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

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

~~isting housing, necessitating the 

. E! .. ~.!~~~~::-~e?._ -- ····-·--· --........ 
ubstantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of 

I~CX::.'::.~~t_h~~~n~ .. -~~~~~~~'::_e?_ _ ....... 

.. .•. .• - -- .. ---- ----
Potentially 
significant 

unless Less than 
mitigation significant 

,.~C:~~-~~a~.? ··-
i~pact .... -- . No ~!ll!>•ct -

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 
~lF.:':"""~--,-~~~-:--"0"·· ~-""""":"'"'""'"'7:--==:~~-,=c~r==~~""'"'l'--~=F~··~~-·F··=···~=~ 
a. 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 perfonnance objectives for any of the 
pubfic services: Fire pr_o~~C:.~i_?_n_? _ 

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 sigl)ificant environmental impacts! in order to maintain acceptable 

·service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 
pu~lic .s_er_vices: PoHc.e protection? 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-r~--=--~r--~---~---~~4-~=-~-9 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 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 

_ . service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 
!Publicservices~<;c!'~ol~? ____ .......•....... -········· .. .... .... _ . __ ........... _ _ __ _ 

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

, could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 
public ~ervice~:. !'~rk_:;? ·- .. _ __ _ __ ____ __ ___ _ .. _... ..._. -----· ....... ·- .. 

e. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated 
. with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for 
, new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
' could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 
public_servi~: Othe;rpublic_ fa_cilites? .... . ..•... . ...... . 
RECREATION 

:a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical 

~-~-~d~et=e=ri~o~ra=t=io=n-~o=f~th~e=-~~=c7ili~o/~--W~9=ul~d~o=c=c~~r~o~r~b~e=-·=a~=c=e=!e=r=~~~=d~2=·==·=·=·7·=···=···~····=·····=· =·=·=--=1=·-=·==~=·=···=·==t··=··=·=-=·-·>=·· ...... ---}=·-=·==·=======~====~~==~ 
. b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or ~ 

'expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical 
· effect on the environment? 

XVI. TRANSPORTATIONITRAFFIC 

'a. :~=~:~:E{:~~~~i~~7IA~~;~~;~~~;~~~~!~~f~!~~~~~~~~~~=~Yf~o~fn~ - ...... ·-------· - ---- -j-~ .. ----------·-·--- .... ·-··r·--c··-·-- ·::;:-···-···· ... . 

and relevant components of the circulation system, tncluding but not limrted to 
intersections, streets, highways and f1 eeways, pedestrian and btcycle paths, 
and mass transtt? · 

~ ---~---~----------- ---------·---- ----- ___ _,_ --------- _________ " ______ .. -- __ ,_,,_ ____ ,_, ~~ .. ·~--------- --------· 
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-- - - -- - - ·-·-- -- ----·-· _._ ___ .-.-
Potentially 
signific~nt 

Potentially unless Less than 
significant mitigation significant 

impact incorporated impact No im~c;lct 

lb. , Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but 

' 
~ v 

• not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other 
i standards established by the counfy congestion management agency for 
! de_sig~"te_drl)adsorhighW"Y~? -- '---- -· ,_. ---· --- ·-- . - - .. ·- ""' 

c. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic v 
levels or a chan_~e_ in location that results insub~~antial safefy_risks? --- -- ' -- -~ ·- .... "------ ,. - -

.~. r~bstantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or ' v 
gerous intersections) or incompatible _us-:s (e:~-._farm ~quiprnef\~?_ ·- _ 

•••• 1 ' -···-·· ... 
- ult in inadequate emergency access? ---------------~----· 1 -·· - .. .-- - - ..... ~ ........ . ..... " ·----- ...... ... . ... .......... ....... 
1 f. Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, .y 

-bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facilities supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus 
turnouts, bicyc:;le rack~)?. 

. -----. -·· - .. --·· ····- -- .,_ .. ··•·· --
XVII. UTlUTIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

- ···- -

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements ofthe applicable Regional Water v Quality Control Board? 

b. ' Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment v 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could 
cau_se __ ~_i_g~~-ficant en~i~~~~-~!1~~"~ff~~~? 

c. Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or i v 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause 
si_Qnificant environmental eff~~ts? 

d. • Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing 
i 

.y 
' , entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

l ,. ···-··· ........ ....... '' '" . • ''. . 

e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves 
i -./ 

or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's 
projected demand in addition to theprovide(s existing commitments? 

f. Be senied by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacify to accommodate the .y 
~eel's solid waste disposal needs? 

mply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid 

""' , ste? ' j " -- ' ' • -' •. • ' • ,~ ... -- ... ~ .. 
I XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE . . . 

-
Does the project have the potential to degrade the qualify of the environment, ' . >{'" a. " . 

' substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wilcllife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal comrnunify, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare 
or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory? __ 

fb: Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively -./ considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental 
effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the 
effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of 
probable future pra.jects )? _ ... . . . _ . _ _ . _ .. -~ - '"" ..... '·~ .... --N ave environmental effects which will cause substantial J .y 

_ aiJverse effects on. h~man beings~_either dir_ectly or_in<!lrecti}'?_ .. ____ 
.. -· ··- -- -- . "' •' ~ ., . 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083,21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088A, Gov. Code; Sections 21080, 
21083.05, 21095, Pub. Resources Code; Eureka Citizens for Responsible Govt v. City of Eureka (2007) 147 CaLApp.4th 357; Protect 
the Historic Amador Wate!Ways v_ Amador Wafer Agency (2004) 116 CaLApp.4th at 11 09; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown 
Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 CaLAppAth 656. 
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DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach additional 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 Qualtty Act (CEQA). 

The project as identified in the project description will not cause potentially significant impacts on !he environment. Therefore, this 
environmental analysis concludes that a Negative Declaration shall be issued for the environmental case file known asENV-2007-3037· 
I':NV-2007-3037-NDand the associated case(s), CPC-2007-3036-CA. 

ADDITIONAL JNFORMA TION: 

All supporting documents and references are contained in the Environmental Case File referenced above and may be viewed in the 
EIR Unit, Room 763, City Hall. 
For City informatjon, addresses and phone numbers: visit the City's website at http://www.Jacity.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- httpJ/gmw.consrv.ca.gov/shmp/ 
Engineering/lnfrastructurefTopographic Maps/Parcel information- http://boemaps.eng.ci.Ja.ca.us/index01.h!m or 
City's main website under the heading "Navigate LA". 

PREPARED BY: TITLE: TELEPHONE NO.: DATE: 

CLAIRE BOWIN City Planner (213) 978-1213 09/27/2011 

ENV-2007-3037-ND Page 11 of22 



Impact? Explanation 

APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE 

I. AESTHETICS 

a. NO IMPACT No impacts are anticipated. The region of 
influence for visual resources includes the 
Los Angeles River, a half-mile on either 
side of the river and surrounding areas. 
The LA-RIO area traverses the Los 
Angeles Basin, from the San Fernando 
Valley and eastern Los Angeles County, 
through Central Los Angeles. It passes 
through a highly urbanized area of the 
Los Angeles County. Residential 
neighborhoods, commercial and industrial 
districts, office buildings, and 
transportation corridors, such as 

. Interstates 5 and 710 and railways, are 
included in the district. Open spaces, 
where development is limited and 
vegetation dominates the landscape, are 
limited. The LA-RIO itself would impose 
design standards in the RIO that would 
improve aesthetics. 

b. NO IMPACT There are no roadways within the region 
of influence that are part of California's 
Scenic Highway Program. 

c. NO IMPACT This property lies adjacent to the Los 
Angeles River and development 
regulations must be incorporated into the 
project to ensure consistency with the 
City's efforts for its revitalization. 

d. NO IMPACT Light associated with the urban 
infrastructure illuminates the sky 
throughout the entire metropolitan area 
(City of Los Angeles 2005). Most areas 
throughout are fully developed with street 
lighting or commercial/industrial lighting. 
The ordinance would impose further 
lighting regulations to reduce light 
pollution. 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT No impacts are anticipated. The Los 
Angeles County Important Farmland 
information indicates that the River 
Corridor is primarily classified as Urban 
and Built-Up Land. GIS data for 
2004-2005 from the California 
Department of Conservation, Division of 
Land Resource Protection, Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP) 
indicates that Prime and Unique 
Farmlands exist on the grounds of Pierce 
College, to the southeast of the Canoga 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 
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Impact? 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NOlMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

Ill. AIR QUALITY 

a. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 

Explanation 

Park in the Woodland Hills area. The 
same source information identifies Prime 
Farmlands to the south and the northeast 
of the Sepulveda Basin in the Encino 
area. Agriculture was at one time a major 
activity in the San Fernando Valley, both 
upstream and downstream of Sepulveda 
Reservoir, but it declined sharply between 
1946 and the early 1970s, as urban 
growth in the valley displaced the existing 
farmland. In its 1989 Water Control 
Manual for Sepulveda Basin, the 
U.S.Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) 
stated that it leased about 340 acres of 
Sepulveda Reservoir Land to commercial 
agriculture for production of corn, alfalfa, 
and other truck crops (Corps 1989). 
Current GIS data of FMMA indicates that 
there are now approximately 170 acres of 
prime farmlands around Sepulveda Basin 
(DLRP 2005a). No other lands 
designated as Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, Farmland of Statewide 
Importance, or Farmland of Local 
Importance exist within the LA-RIO. 

The ordinance would not result in the loss 
of farm land or other viable agricultural 
resources. The ordinance does not 
change zoning. 

The ordinance would not result in the loss 
of farm land or other viable agricultural 
resources, because presently, there is no 
farmland within the boundaries of the 
LA-RIO, and the ordinance does not 
change zoning. 

The ordinance would not result in the loss 
of forest land, because there is no forest 
land within the boundaries of the LA-RIO 

The ordinance would not result in the loss 
of farm land or other viable agricultural 
resources, because there is no farmland 
or forest land within the LA-RIO 
boundaries. 

The ordinance does not propose to 
conflict with or obstruct the 
implementation of the SCAQMD or 
Congestion Management Plan. The 
ordinance imposes RIO development 
regulations on all new projects; these 
regulations (landscaping, screening, 
lighting, river access) do not have an 
effect on air quality. 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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Impact? 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. No" IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 

Explanation 

The ordinance does not propose to 
deviate from any applicable air quaillty 
regulations or policies. The ordinance 
imposes RIO development regulations on 
all new projects; these regulations 
(landscaping, screening, lighting, river 
access) do not have an effect on air 
quality. 

The ordinance would not result in a 
cumulatively considerable net increase of 
any criteria pollutant The ordinance 
imposes RIO development regulations on 
all new projects; these regulations 
(landscaping, screening, lighting, river 
access) do not have an effect on air 
quality. 

The ordinance will not expose sensitive 
receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations. The ordinance imposes 
RIO development regulations on all new 
projects; these regulations (landscaping, 
screening, lighting, river access) do not 
have an effect on air quality. 

This ordinance will not create 
objectionable odors. The ordinance 
imposes RIO development regulations on 
all new projects; these regulations 
(landscaping, screening, lighting, river 
access) do not have an effect on air 
quality. 

The area is urban and built-out. The 
ordinance does not have a negative effect 
on any species identified as a a 
candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species. The RIO native plant 
development regulations will result in 
additional habitat area. 

The ordinance does not have a negative 
effect on riparian habitat or other 
sensitive natural community. The RIO 
native plant development regulations will 
result in ·additional habitat area. 

The ordinance will not result in direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, 
or other means. 

The ordinance will not 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. 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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Impact? 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 

Explanation 

The ordinance does not conflict with any 
local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources. The ordinance 
imposes RIO development regulations on 
all new projects; these regulations 
(landscaping, screening, lighting, river 
access) do not have a negative effect on 
biological resources. 

The ordinance does not conflict with the 
provisions of en adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved 
local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan. The ordinance 
imposes RIO development regulations on 
all new projects; these regulations 
(landscaping, screening, lighting, river 
access) do not have an effect on 
biological resources. 

Impacts are less than significant because 
changes to the project require 
discretionary action and the case will be 
individually analyzed by the Decision 
Maker. 

The ordinance imposes RIO development 
regulations on all new projects; these 
regulations (landscaping, screening, 
lighting, river access) do not have an 
effect on archaeological resources. 

The ordinance does not directly or 
indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic 
feature. 

The ordinance does not disturb any 
human remains, including those interred 
outside of formal cemeteries. 

All areas within the State of California are 
subject to potentially catastrophic seismic 
events. However, the site is not within an 
Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone. 

All areas within the State of California are 
subject to potentially catastrophic seismic 
events. However, the site is not within an 
Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone. 

Of the 32 miles the LA River traverses 
through the City of LA, approximately 28 
are within liquefiable or potentially 
liquefiable areas and all new construction 
within these areas must conform to 
current seismic and geologic construction 
standards. The ordinance itself does not 
grant development rights for any 

Mitigation 
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Impact? Explanation 

development. 

d. NO IMPACT Development on the site is subject to the 
requirements of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code (Building Code). A Soils 
Report is required to be submitted to the 
Department of Building and Safety for 
review prior to any grading activities. The 
ordinance itself does not grant 
development rights for any development. 

e. NO IMPACT Soil erosion could occur on the site. 
However, construction related activtties 
are regulated by the City's Building Code 
and permit requirements. Construction 
controls for erosion are required as a 
matter of law. The ordinance itself does 
not grant development rights for any 
development. 

f. NO IMPACT The site is not known to contain unstable 
geological units or soil conditions. The 
ordinance itself does not grant 
development rights for any development. 

g. NO IMPACT The site does not contain expansive soil 
condition, as defined in Table 18-1-B of 
the Uniform Building Code (1994), and 
the ordinance itself does not grant 
development rights for any development. 

h. NO IMPACT The ordinance does not involve the use of 
septic tanks or other alternative waste 
water disposal systems. 

VII. GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

a. NO IMPACT The ordinance will not result in a 
considerable contribution to greenhouse 
emissions. 

b. NO IMPACT The ordinance does not propose to 
deviate from any standard, policy or 
regulation for greenhouse gas emissions. 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

a. NO IMPACT The ordinance may potentially bring 
increased number of people to additional 
recreational areas within LA-RIO district. 
However, the project would also 
decrease, through more intense 
development regulations and design 
guidelines, the possibility of exposure to 
hazardous materials. 

b. NO IMPACT The ordinance does not involve the use 
or storage of hazardous substances. 

c. NO IMPACT The ordinace does not involve the use or 
storage of hazardous substances. 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 
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Impact? 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

g. NO IMPACT 

h. NO IMPACT 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 
a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 

Explanation 

Checked databases indicate little 
possibility of impacts despite existence of 
sites of concern within the LA-RIO area. 
The ordinance would not resutt in 
additional hazard to the public or the 
environment with regard to hazardous 
materials. 

The project site is not located within an 
airport land use plan area. 

The projec!.is not located near any 
private airports. 

The project site is not subject to any 
emergency evacuation plan. 

The project site is not located within an 
area prone to fire hazards. 

The ordinance will not violate any water 
quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements. The LA-RIO encourages 
the minimization of stormwater runoff by 
encouraging a greater degree of onsite 
detention, retention and infiltration of 
stormwater through the native 
landscaping regulations in the RIO. 

The ordinance will not substantially 
deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge. 
The LA-RIO encourages the minimization 
of stormwater runoff by encouraging a 
greater degree of onstte detention, 
retention and infiltration of stormwater 
through the native landscaping 
regulations in the RIO. 

The ordinance would not involve the 
alteration of any streams, creeks, rivers or 
any other watercourse. The LA-RIO 
encourages the minimization of 
stormwater runoff by encouraging a 
greater degree of ensile detention, 
retention and infiltration of stormwater 
through the native landscaping 
regulations in the RIO. 

The ordinance would not involve the 
alteration of any streams, creeks, rivers or 
any other watercourse. The LA-RIO 
encourages the minimization of 
stormwater runoff by encouraging a 
greater degree of onsite detention, 
retention and infiltration of stormwater 
through the native landscaping 
regulations in the RIO. 

Mitigation 
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Impact? 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

g. NO IMPACT 

h. NO IMPACT 

i. NO IMPACT 

j. NO IMPACT 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 

Explanation 

The ordinance would not involve the 
alteration of any streams, creeks, rivers or 
any other watercourse. The LA-RIO 
encourages the minimization of 
stormwater runoff by encouraging a 
greater degree of onsite detention, 
retention and infiltration of stormwater 
through the native landscaping 
regulations in the RIO. 

Any future projects within the area are 
required to comply with the Standard 
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
(SUSMP). 

The ordinance does not place housing. 

The ordinance does not place structures. 

The LA-RIO plan does not grant 
development rights on land that is 
currently not zoned for development. 
Further, the LA-RIO does not change or 
restrict existing zoning, land use, or 
intensity of land use. Additionally, the 
LA-RIO plan area is adjacent to, but does 
not include, the Los Angeles River. 

See above. 

Impact of this project is only positive in 
reference to land use impacts by 
connecting communities to the Los 
Angeles River. 

Within the boundaries of the LA-RIO 
there are presently two Specific Plans, 
two Community Design Overlay Districts 
(COOs), two Streetscape Plans, one 
Pedestrian Oriented District (POD), and 
four Community Redevelopment Agency 
of Los Angeles (CRAILA) Redevelopment 
Project Areas. The Specific Plans are 
Warner Center and the 
Ventura/Cahuenga Boulevard Corridor. 
The COOs are Downtown Canoga Park 
and Commercial Corridor Canoga Park. 
The Streetscape Plans include Sherman 
Oaks and Studio City- Cahuenga Pass. 
The POD is the Atwater Village POD. The 
CRAILA project areas are 
Reseda/Canoga Park, Chinatown, Central 
Industrial, and Adelante Eastside. Other 
plans may apply to projects within the 
LA-RIO boundaries. Projects are required 
to stay consistent with all applicable ·plans 
and meet the strictest requirement in the 
case of multiple guidelines and/or 
standards. There is no upzoning involved. 
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Impact? 

c. NO IMPACT 

. 
XL MINERAL RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

XII. NOISE 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 

Explanation 

The ordinance does not conflict with any 
applicable habitat conservation plan or 
natural community conservation plan . 

Properties located in the district are not 
subject to a Mineral Resources Zone. 

The ordinance will not result in the loss of 
availability of a locally-important mineral 
resource recovery site delineated on a 
local general plan, specific plan or other 
land use plan. 

The ordinance will not result in exposure 
of persons to or generation of noise levels 
in excess of standards established in the 
local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies 

The ordinance will not result in exposure 
of persons to or generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or groundbome 
noise levels. 

The ordinance will not result in a 
substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity 
above levels existing without the 
ordinance. 

Noise created during any construction will 
be temporary and in compliance with the 
municipal code, which restricts the hours 
during which construction can occur. The 
ordinance itself does not result in any 
construction. 

The project is not located near any 
airport. 

The project is not located near any 
airport. 

The LA-RIO ordinance will not have any 
deleterious impact on population and 
housing. The ordinance only imposes 
design regulations, beyond any existing 
standards, on potential future projects. 

The LA-RIO ordinance does not displace 
existing housing; the ordinance only 
imposes design regulations on new 
developments. 

The LA-RIO ordinance does not displace 
substantial numbers of people, and it will 
not have any deleterious impact on 
population and housing. The ordinance 
only imposes design regulations on any 
future projects. 
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Impact? 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

XV. RECREA TlON 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 

a. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 

Explanation 

No deleterious impacts are anticipated. 
The design standards imposed by the 
ordinance will not increase response time 
or other negative impacts to fire services. 

Police services are adequate to cover 
services required. The design regulations 
in the ordinance would not increase 
response time or cause negative impacts 
to police services. 

No impact is anticipated. Any projects in 
the area will continue to pay school fees 
as part of the required fees paid during 
the permitting process. 

The imposition of design regulations by 
the ordinance will enhance public 
recreation in the LA-RIO district, and 
projects in the area will continue to be 
required to pay any applicable fees for 
park and recreation facilities. 

No impacts are anticipated. The 
ordinance would not cause impacts to 
roads or other government services, as it 
only imposes design regulations on new 
developments. 

Project may bring increased number of 
people to additional recreational areas 
within LA-RIO district. However, 
measures in ordinance are not expected 
to result in reduced access to or 
limitations to the use of recreational 
resources in the River Corridor and 
vicinity, and measures may result in direct 
beneficial recreational impacts by 
providing new recreation resources and 
capacity. Less than significant impacts are 
anticipated with implementation of the 
ordinance. 

Not applicable. The ordinance does not 
include the construction of recreational 
facilities. 

No impacts anticipated. The ordinance, 
which imposes design regulations on new 
developments, does not conflict with 
present transportation/traffic plans. The 
ordinance may reduce traffic levels by 
encouraging bicycle travel and walking 
along the Los Angeles River and the 
neighboring areas adjacent to the River. 
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Impact? 

. 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2007-3037-ND 

Explanation 

No impacts anticipated. The ordinance, 
which imposes design regulations on new 
developments, does not have an effect on 
traffic and does not conflict with an 
applicable congestion management 
program. The ordinance may reduce 
traffic levels by encouraging bicycle travel 
and walking along the Los Angeles River 
and the neighboring areas adjacent to the 
River. 

No impacts anticipated. The ordinance 
does not directly or indirectly result in a 
change in air traffic patterns. 

No impacts anticipated. The ordinance 
does not increase hazardous design 
features or incompatible uses. The 
ordinance imposes development 
regulations, beyond any existing 
standards, on potential future projects. 

This property lies adjacent to the Los 
Angeles River and appropriate design 
guidelines must be incorporated into the 
project to ensure public and emergency 
access. 

No impacts anticipated. The LA-RIO is a 
complimentary ordinance to the LA 201 0 
Bicycle Plan. 

No impacts are anticipated. The 
ordinance will not exceed wastewater 
treatment requirements. The ordinance 
imposes design regulations, beyond any 
existing standards, on potential future 
projects. 

No impacts are anticipated. The 
ordinance does not have an effect on 
water or wastewater treatment facilities. 
The native plant requiretl)ents in the 
ordinance may actually slow stormwater 
runoff and reduce the need for water or 
wastewater treatment. 

No impacts are anticipated. The 
ordinance, through native landscaping 
requirements, will reduce the need for 
new storm water drainage facilities. 

No impacts are anticipated. The 
ordinance does not grant new or 
expanded entitlements. 

No impacts are anticipated. The 
ordinance will not result in an increase in 
demand for wastewater treatment. The 
native plant requirements in the ordinance 
may reduce demand for wastewater 
treatment 

Mitigation 
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Impact? Explanation 

f. NO IMPACT No impacts are anticipated. The 
ordinance does not increase solid waste 
disposal needs. The ordinance imposes 
design regulations, beyond any existing 
standards, on potential future projects. 

g. NO IMPACT No impacts are anticipated. The 
ordinance does not concern solid waste, 
and it will not have an effect on 
compliance with federal, state, and local 
statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste. 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a. NO IMPACT No impacts are anticipated. The 
ordinance has the potential to improve 
the quality of environment and increase 
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species by 
imposing design regulations, such as 
native plant requirements, on new 
projects. 

b. NO IMPACT The ordinance imposes development 
regulations, beyond any existing 
standards, on potential future projects. 
Baseline conditions would remain 
unchanged. No significant cumulative 
impacts are anticipated. 

c. NO IMPACT The ordinance imposes development 
. 

regulations, beyond any existing 
standards, on potential future projects. 
Therefore, the ordinance itself does not 
have environmental effects that will cause 
adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly. 
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