
To: The Council Date: 

From: Mayor Council District: 11 

Proposed General Plan Amendment for Osage Avenue between 
Manchester Avenue and the City of Los Angeles Boundary in the 

Westchester-Playa Del Rey Community Plan 
(CPC-2012-1473-GPA) 

I herewith concur with the City Planning Commission's action 
approving a Proposed General Plan Amendment 

and transmit th is ter for your consideration. 

/ 
LARAIGOSA 

Westchester-Playa Del Rey Communily Plan 11 .26.12 
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The Honorable Antonio Villaraigosa 
Mayor, City of Los Angeles 

Case No. CPC-2012-1473-GPA 
Council District 11 

Room 305, City Hall 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Attn: Mandy Morales 

Dear Mayor Villaraigosa, 

RE: A PROPOSED PLAN AMENDMENT FOR OSAGE AVENUE BETWEEN 
MANCHESTER AVENUE AND THE CITY OF LOS ANGELE BOUNDARY 
IN THE WESTCHESTER-PLAYA DEL REY COMMUNITY PLAN AREA. 

EXECUTIVE OFFIC ES 

MICHAEL). LOGRANDE 
DIRECTOR 

(213) 978-1271 

ALAN BELL, AICP 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

(213) 978-1272 

LISA M. WEBBER, AICP 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

(21 3) 978-1274 

EVA YUAN-MCDANIEL 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
(213) 978-1273 

FAX: (213) 978-1275 

INFORMATION 
www.planning.lacity.org 

Pursuant to the provisions of Sections 551, 556 & 558 of the City Charter, transmitted 
herewith is the October 11, 2012 action of the City Planning Commission approving a 
proposed General Plan Amendment to redesignate 645 feet of Osage Avenue from a 
Collector Street to a Local Street. The am~ndment will permit the vacation of Osage 
Avenue in order to enable the neighboring property owners to regain control of the land 
in order to eliminate blight and security problems. 

The proposed General Plan amendment is submitted to you for your recommendation, 
which is to be forwarded to the City Council as specified by Section 11.5.6 of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code. 

The City Planning Commission has determined that the proposed General Plan 
amendment is consistent with public necessity, convenience, general welfare and good 
zoning practice. 

Your action is requested on the proposed Plan amendment as specified by Section 
11.5.6 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code. 



Honorable Antonio Villaraigosa 
Page 2 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Mayor: 

1. Concur in the attached action of the City Planning Commission relative to the 
General Plan amendment; 

2. Approve and Recommend that the City Council adopt the attached findings of the 
City Planning Commission relative to the Plan amendment: 

3. Approve and Recommend that the City Council adopt by resolution the Plan 
amendment as shown in the attached exhibit: 

4. Recommend that the City Council direct staff to revise the community plan map 
in accordance with this action. 

Sincerely, 

MICHAEL J. LOGRANDE 
Director of Planning 

DANIEL SCOTT 
Principal City Planner 

MJL:DS:mw 

Attachments: 

Attachment I 
Attachment II 
Exhibit A 
Exhibit B 

Determination of the City Planning Commission 
Staff Report to the City Planning Commission 
General Plan Amendment Resolution and Map 
Proposed Environmental Clearance 
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The Honorable City Council 
City of Los Angeles 
Room 395, City Hall 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Dear Council Members 

CALIF ORN IA 

ANT ONIO R. VILLARAI G OSA 
MAYOR 

Case No. CPC-2012-1473-GPA 
Council District 11 

RE: A PROPOSED PLAN,AMENDMENT FOR OSAGE AVENUE BETWEEN 
MANCHESTER AVENUE AND THE CITY OF LOS ANGELE BOUNDARY 
IN THE WESTCHESTER-PLAYA DEL REY COMMUNITY PLAN AREA. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICES 

MICHAEL ). LOGRANDE 
DIRECTOR 

(213) 978-1271 

ALAN BELL, AICP 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

(213) 978-1272 

LISA M. WEBBER, AICP 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

(213) 978-1274 

EVA YUAN-MCDANIEL 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
(213) 978-1273 

FAX: (213) 978-1275 

INFORMATION 
www.planning.lacity.org 

Pursuant to the provisions of Sections 551, 556 & 558 of the City Charter, transmitted 
herewith is the October 11 , 2012 action of the City Planning Commission in approving a 
proposed General Plan amendment to redesignate 645 feet of Osage Avenue from a 
Collector Street to a Local Street. The amendment will permit the vacation of Osage 
Avenue in order to enable the neighboring property owners to regain control of the land 
in order to eliminate blight and security problems. 

The City Planning Commission has determined that the proposed General Plan 
amendment is consistent with public necessity, convenience, general welfare and good 
zoning practice. 

The General Plan amendment was transmitted to the Mayor, whose recommendation 
will be forwarded to you as specified by Section 11.5.6 of the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code. 



Honorable City Council 
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RECOMMENDATION 

That the City Council: 

1. Approve the Negative Declaration for the Plan Amendment- ENV-2012-1474-ND. 

2. Concur in the action of the City Planning Commission; 

3. Adopt the attached Findings of the City Planning Commission as the Findings of 
the City Council; 

4. Adopt by Resolution the proposed General Plan amendment as set forth in the 
attached exhibit; 

5. Direct staff to revise the Community Plan map. 

Sincerely, 

MICHAEL J. LOGRANDE 
Director of Planning 

DANIEL SCOTT 
Principal City Planner 

MJL:DS:mw 

Attachments: 

Attachment I 
Attachment II 
Exhibit A 
Exhibit B 

Determination of the City Planning Commission 
Staff Report to the City Planning Commission 
General Plan Amendment Resolution and Map 
Proposed Environmental Clearance 



Exhibit A 

RESOLUTION 

WHEREAS, the section of Osage Avenue between Manchester Avenue on the north 
and the City boundary line with Inglewood on the south is experiencing problems with blight 
and security with debris often dumped at the south end of Osage Avenue and people 
congregating and loitering throughout the day. There have been security and vandalism 
problems at the adjacent properties. The sides of this section of Osage Avenue are often 
overgrown with vegetation and there are no trees or parkway landscaping except for grass 
at the northwestern end of the road; and 

WHEREAS, the adjoining property owners have requested that this section of Osage 
Avenue be vacated so that they can regain control over the right-of-way to eliminate the 
blight and security problems, 

WHEREAS, the Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan designates 645 feet of 
Osage Avenue between Manchester Avenue and the City boundary line with Inglewood as a 
collector street; and 

WHEREAS, collector streets shown on the Community Plan map are part of the 
General Plan and cannot be vacated because a vacation would be inconsistent with the 
General Plan; and 

WHEREAS, local streets are shown on the Community Plan for informational purposes 
only. Vacating a local street would not conflict with the General Plan; and 

WHEREAS, Osage Avenue between Manchester Avenue and the City boundary with 
Inglewood is a dead end street that is functioning as a local rather than a collector street. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that 645 feet of Osage Avenue between 
Manchester Avenue on the north and the City boundary line with Inglewood on the south be 
redesignated from a collector street to a local street. 
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TR~NSMITTAL TO CITY COUNCIL 
Case No~(s) . •. ()limning StaffName(s) j Contact No; C.D.No. 

CPC-2012-1473-GPA MARC WOERSCHING 213-978-1470 11 

Items Appealable to Council: ··• Last Day to Appeal: .· ·. Appealed: 

N/A N/A YesD No~ 

LocationofProlect (Include project tith:~s;. if any~} 

OSAGE AVENUE- FROM MANCHESTER AVENUE SOUTH TO THE CITY BOUNDARY LINE AT THE CITY OF 
INGLEWOOD 

Name(s), Applicant I Representative, Address, and Phone Number~·.· .. 

SERRANO DEVELOPMENT 
GROUP 
MARCUS LONG 
500 N. BRAND BLVD. 2120 
GLENDALE, CA 91203 
310-341-5373 

Name(s), Appellant/Representative; Address, and Phone Number. 

Final Project Description (Desci'iptkin is for coruiideration by CorrimitteeiCoUneil, i;ind for use on agendas arid offici ill public notices. If a 
General Plan Amendment andlor Zorie Change case, include the prior land ·use designation. and zone; as well as the proposed land .use 
designation and zone change (Le. "from Very Low Density Residential land lJSe designation to Low Density land use deSignation and. 
concurrent zone chimge from RA·1 "K to (T)(Q)R1-1-K). In addition, foi' au· cases appealed in the Council, ph~ase include in the description only 
those items which are appealable to Council.) . . . . . . . .. . . 

An amendment to the Westchester-Playa Del Rey Community Plan to redesignate 645 feet of Osage 
Avenue between Manchester Avenue and the City of Los Angeles boundary from a collector street to 
a local street. 

Fiscal Impact Statement ~NoD Environmental No •... · Commission Vote: 
*Determination states administrative costs Yes 

ENV-2012-1474-ND 6-0 are recovered tiYough fees. 

/'l .l 

JAMES eS, lmml sion ~xecutive Assistant II Date: 
NOV 212012 

N:\ATSD\Commission\CPC\2012\CASE PROCESSING\GPA & CA & ICO\CPC-2012-1473-GPA M. WOERSCHING\COUNCIL TRANSMITTAL 
FORM.doc 



LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 272, Los Angeles, California, 90012, (213) 978-1300 

www.lacity.org/PLN/index.htm 

Determination Mailing Date: NOV ·21 2012 

CASE NO.: CPC-2012-1473-GPA 
CEQA: ENV-2012-1474-ND 

Applicant: Serrano Development Group 
Rep.: Marcus Long 

Location: Osage Avenue (various) 
Council District: 11 - Rosendahl 
Plan Area: Westchester-Playa del Rey 
Request: General Plan Amendment 

At its meeting on October 11, 2012, the following action was taken by the City Planning Commission: 
1. Approved a General Plan Amendment to the Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan to redesignate 645 

feet of Osage Avenue between Manchester Avenue and the City of Los Angeles boundary from a collector street 
to a local street. 

2. Adopted the attached Findings. 
3. Adopted Negative Declaration No.ENV-2012-1474-ND. 

Recommendations to the City Council: 
1. Recommend that the City Council Adopt the requested General Plan Amendment to the Westchester-Playa del 

Rey Community Plan to redesignate 645 feet of Osage Avenue between Manchester Avenue and the City of Los 
Angeles boundary from a collector street to a local street 

2. Recommend that the City Council Adopt the attached Findings. 
3. Recommend that the City Council Adopt Negative Declaration No. ENV-2012-1474-ND. 

Fiscal Impact Statement: There is no General Fund impact as administrative costs are recovered through fees. 

This action was taken by the following vote: 

Moved: 
Seconded: 
Ayes: 
Absent: 
Vacant: 

Vote: 

Perlman 
Hovaguimian 
Cardoso, Freer, Lessin, Roschen 
Burton, Romero 
One 

6-0 ; 

Effective Date: The decision of the City Planning Commission is final upon the mailing date of this Determination Letter. 
If you seek judicial review of any decision of the City pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure Section 1094.5, the petition for 
writ of mandate pursuant to that section must be filed no later than the 9oth day following the date on which the City's decision 
became final pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure Section 1094.6. There may be other time limits which also affect your 
ability to seek judicial review. 

Attachments: Findings, Map, Resolution 
City Planner: Marc Woersching 



DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING 

RECOMMENDATION REPORT 

City Planning Commission Case No.: CPC-2012-1473-GPA 
CEQA No.: - ENV-2012-1474-ND 

Date: October 11, 2012 Related Cases: None 
Time: After 8:30 a.m. Council No.: 11 - Rosendahl 
Place: City Hall, Room 340 Plan Area: Westchester-Playa del Rey 

200 N. Spring Street. Specific Plan: None 
Los Angeles, CA 900012 Certified NC: Westchester-Playa del Rey 

GPLU: Light Manufacturing 
Public Hearing: Hearing Required Zone: M2-1 
Appeal Status: Not Appealable 
Expiration Date: November 4J 2012 
Multiple Approval: No Applicant: Serrano Development 

Group 
Representative: Marcus Long 

PROJECT 
LOCATION: 

Osage Avenue from Manchester Avenue south to the City boundary line at the City of 

PROPOSED 
PROJECT: 

REQUESTED 
ACTION: 

Inglewood. ~ 

The vacation of 645 feet of Osage Avenue between Manchester Avenue and the City of Los 
Angeles boundary. · 

An amendment to the Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan to redesignate 645 feet of 
Osage Avenue between Manchester Ave_nue and the ,,City of Los Angeles boundary from a 
collector street to a local street. .· 

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 

1. Approve the Plan amendment as requested. 

2. Approve and recommend that the Mayor approve and the City Council adopt the proposed amendment 
to the Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan to redesignate 645 feet of Osage Avenue bE)tween 
Manchester Avenue and the City of Los Angeles boundary line from a collector street to a local street. 

3. Approve and recommend that the City Council adopt Negative Declaration No. ENV-2012-1474-ND. 

4. Adopt the attached Findings for the Plan Amendment. 

5. Advise the applicant that pursuant to State Fish and Game Code Section 711.4, a Fish and Game Fee 
and/or certificate of Fee Exemption is now required to be submitted to the County Clerk prior to or 
concurrent with the Environmental Notice of Determination (NOD) filing. 



CPC-2012-1473-GPA 

MICHAEL J. LOGRANDE 
Director of Planning 

Daniel Scott, Principal Planner 
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STAFF REPORT 

Proiect Summary 

This is an amendment to the Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan to redesignate 645 
feet of Osage Avenue between Manchester Avenue on the north and the City of Los Angeles 
boundary on the south from a collector street to a local street in order to permit the vacation of 
this section of Osage Avenue. 

Background 

The redesignation of Osage Avenue, south. of Manchester Avenue, to a local street is being 
requested in order to permit the vacation of this section of Osage, which would enable the 
neighboring property owners to regain control of the land in order to eliminate blight and security 
problems. 

The redesignation is required for the vacation of Osage Avenue because collector streets are 
shown on the community plan map and are part of the General Plan. Vacating a collector street 
would be inconsistent with the General Plan. Charter Section 556 requires that the vacation be 
in substantial conformance with the purposes, intent and provisions of the General Plan. If 
Osage continues to be designated a collector street, the required finding that the vacation 
conforms with the General Plan cannot be made. Similarly, Section 8324 of the California 
Streets and Highways Code requires that the vacated area is not necessary for present or 
prospective public use. The required finding that the area to be vacated is not necessary for 
public use would be difficult to make for a collector street because these streets are needed for 
through traffic. In contrast, local streets carry less traffic and are often discontinuous. Local 
streets are shown on the community plan map for informational purposes only and are not part 
of the General Plan, which would permit vacations. 

The subject property is a paved, 66 foot wide section of Osage Avenue from Manchester 
Avenue on the north to the City of Los Angeles boundary on the south. Further south, in the City 
of Inglewood, Osage Avenue becomes a narrow, 20 foot wide unpaved dirt road named Portal 
Avenue. On the east side of Portal Avenue and parallel to it is a former railroad right-of-way 
that will be the future right-of-way for the Crenshaw light rail line to connect with the Expo Line 
on the north to the Green Line on the south. 

North of Manchester Avenue, Osage Avenue was developed, as and is functioning as, a 
collector street. However, south of Manchester Avenue Osage Avenue has never functioned 
as a collector street South of Manchester Osage is a dead end street with a "Road Closed" 
sign at the City boundary line with Inglewood and a locked gate that recently has been removed 
and vandalized. Regular traffic does not use this section of Osage Avenue because the 
pavement ends at the border of Los Angeles and, to the south in Inglewood, Portal Avenue is a 
rutted, dirt road. The sidewalk on the west side of Osage Avenue ends about 200 feet south of 
Manchester Avenue and the remainder of Osage Avenue has a gravel shoulder. 

Issues 

In recent years, blight and security have been problems for this section of Osage Avenue. 
Debris is often dumped at the south end of Osage Avenue and along the length of Portal 
Avenue, creating a blight and a nuisance which must be constantly cleaned up by the Cities of 
Los Angeles and Inglewood. It is likely that the current access from the north and the south 
makes It convenient for those who dump debris and trash on both sections of the road. There 
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are also recreational vehicles and vans parked on Osage Avenue and people congregating and 
loitering at all times of the day. And there have been security and vandalism problems at the 
neighboring properties. The sides of the road are often overgrown with vegetation and there are 
no trees or parkway landscaping except for grass at the northwestern end of the road. 

The redesignation of the 645 feet of Osage Avenue south of Manchester Avenue to a local 
street would allow for the vacation of this section of Osage Avenue and for the neighboring 
property owners to regain the land and control it to eliminate the blight and security problems. 
The southern 425 feet of Osage Avenue would be fenced off to eliminate dumping, vandalism 
and loitering. The northern 220 feet would still be used for access for the neighboring properties 
but would be private property and kept clear of illegal trespassers, trash/debris and vegetation. 
The applicant is proposing to install a sidewalk along the north side of Osage Avenue at 
Manchester Avenue with a 30 foot driveway for continued access. Eliminating the through traffic 
will also discourage dumping on Portal Avenue because it would force those who are dumping 
to turn around on the narrow and rutted road to be able to exit. Vacating Osage Avenue would 
take the burden off of Los Angeles and Inglewood to police and clean this area, thus reducing 
the time spent and costs to the two cities. The land gained by the neighboring landowners will 
be put to productive use. It will be incorporated into the business operations at each site and 
the City will gain additional property taxes from the area. And the appearance of the area will be 
improved. 

Conclusion 

The staff recommends that an amendment to the Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan 
to redesignate 645 feet of Osage Avenue between Manchester Avenue on the north and the 
City of Los Angeles boundary on the south from a collector street to a local street be approved 
in order to permit the vacation of this section of Osage Avenue and the elimination of the current 
blight and security problems. 
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FINDINGS 

General Plan/Charter Findings 

The adopted Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan designates the project site as a 
collector street and the surrounding properties as Light Manufacturing with a corresponding 
zone of M2. This request to change the designation of 645 feet of Osage Avenue south of 
Manchester Avenue to a local street will enable the vacation of this section of Osage Avenue 
because the community plan map shows local streets for informational purposes only, with no 
requirement that the streets remain as permanent public rights-of-way. Furthermore, an 
analysis by the Department of Transportation shows that Osage Avenue south of Manchester 
Avenue has 40 vehic1e trips per hour or less and its vacation would not impact surrounding 
circulation patterns and would be consistent with the overall intent and purposes of the General 
Plan. 

CEQA Findings 

A Negative Declaration (ENV-2012-1474-ND) was prepared for the proposed project. On the 
basis of the whole of the record before the lead agency including any comments received, the 
lead agency finds that there is no substantial evidence that the proposed project will have a 
significant effect on the environment. The attached Negative Declaration reflects the lead 
agency's independent judgment and analysis. The records upon which this decision is based 
are with the Environmental Review Section of the Planning Department in Room 750, 200 North 
Spring Street. I hereby adopt that the Mitigated Negative Declaration and impose the conditions 
shown in that document on this approval. 
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Photos of Existing Conditions 
Osage A venue and Portal A venue 

Exhibit B 

Photo 1 -Intersection of Osage A venue and Manchester A venue - Improvements extend 
for approximately 200'. Looking South 

Photo 2- Intersection of Osage Avenue and Manchester Avenue. Looking North 
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Photos of Existing Conditions (Continued) 
Osage Avenue and Portal Avenue 

Photo 3- South end of paved Osage Avenue (City ofLos Angeles) ends and north end of 
unpaved Portal Avenue (City of Inglewood) starts. Note trash and debris. Gates and 

portions of fence were removed or vandalized. Looking south. 

Photo 4- Road closed sign at south end of Osage Avenue. Until recently there was a gate 
locked across the end of Osage A venue prohibiting access to Portal A venue. Gates and 

portions of fence were removed or vandalized. Looking south. 
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Photos of Existing Conditions (Continued) 
Osage Avenue and Portal Avenue 

Photo 5- Trash and debris dumped on Osage Avenue. Looking west. 

Photo 6 - Trash and debris dumped on Osage A venue. East side of street looking south. 
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Photos of Existing Conditions (Continued) 
Osage Avenue and Portal Avenue 

Photo 7- Vans and RVs parked 24 hours a day on Osage Avenue. Looking North. 

Photo 8 -People loitering on street and living in Vans and RVs parked 24 hollis a day on 
Osage Avenue. Looking North. 
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Photos of Existing Conditions (Continued) 
Osage Avenue and Portal Avenue 

Photo 9- Debris and trash dumped east of Portal Avenue. Elimination of through access 
from Osage Avenue should reduce dumping on Portal Avenue. Looking North 

Photo 10 -Debris and trash dumped east of Portal A venue. Elimination of through access 
from Osage Avenue should reduce dumping on Portal Avenue. Looking South. · 
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LEAD CITY AGENCY 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK 

ROOM 395, CITY HALL 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

COUNCIL DISTRICT 
11 

CASE NO. 
CPC-20 12-1473-GPA 

Exhibit c 

An amendment to the Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan and to the Citywide Highways and Freeways Plan to redesignate 
Avenue south of Manchester Avenue to the bo line from a collector street to a local street. 

.. . ... ····· ...... .. 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY 
Chuck Ng, President 8700 Bellanca Avenue, LLC 
10900 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1500 
~o~ A.ngeles CA ~0024 

FINDING: 
The City Planning Department ofthe 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 project description above, 

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 dec!ariation, amend it, or require preparation of an EIR. Any 
changes made should be supported by substantial evidence in the record and appropriate findings made. 

Hare Woersching 

·ADDRESS 

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

SIGNATURE (Official) 

ONE NUMBER 

DATE 
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.. W-U~~-· ·" -- - ~-~~ ~·-··· . ~ 

LEAD CITY AGENCY: 
City_ of ~'2.:> A!}~ge_l_~.s 

A~ -~ 

-'·-h"'""''''""'' ...... 

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) 
A~'~A>•-•••~~--~ ''~''"'~'x~ ... ~ ~-·~• --~-.. --~~ -~ ~--·· -~·c• '--·~,. .... , ...... -~ "'" . 

... ........ , ... ,., .... _."'""' - -~ ,-,,~m~•'--•~• ~--~~ J~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~:~~~-~. ----
. .... ~ ............... • om•~·-~••••••u.oD•••• • •• • 

~~~TE:_ 
.. -u•L-~ 

~ES~QN_~IBL.E ~~EN_CI~~;-~-~par!_me_nt .'2L.~~o/_-~)-~nn~~~-
~ .. .... ~-- .. 

~""""-""'..,."''~' '"'-·-· 

ENVIRONMENTAL CASE: RELATED CASES: 
ENV-2012-1474-ND CPC-2012-1473-GPA 
. ···-~··"··· -- ~-· - ... _ _...,...,,.,. __ .. .., .. ... ... ~- Y ~' c<...--..'-.u._,.. ..... ,, , ........ · ""'··· '"''•"'~'"'""'""'~' -~'''' _,_ L 

.. , .. 
-~- ... - .... ~ ... - --· 

PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO.: I~ Does have significant changes from previous actions. 
Does NOT have significant changes from previous actions. 

~ •• uo '"'''u•••••••••••••- ••• •••-••••••m -~ uooo ~-•••umo.,.m••••••• .... ..... __ , ___ 
·--""'" ............ -"•••••m••m-•r ~---• -•-•~-•~ ~-u-~u"u ~ 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

'''~'~ u-

.. - -

-· -· -~ 

REDESIGNATE OSAGE AV (BE1VI!EEN MANCHESTER AVON THE NORTH TO LA CITY BOUNDARY ON THE SOUTH) FROM A 
COLLECTOR STREET TO LOCAL STREET TO COMPLETE A BOE STREET VACATION REQUEST. 
"''""m"' ,..,.,,'' •~•-•-•uu"'"'"'-"" • •• • ... '"'""'"'""'""~" or • -- -·~· uo"u--u••u••"'u"''u•••-•uu•••""'"'"""'"'""'"'u•~•••u••.,u-• --•--• .. o.ou_.,,.,.,..,,..,_,- ·-· . ___ , .. , ............................. '" . .. ·-· ~ "- -~ ........................ ., .............. ~- .. -,. 

ENV PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
An amendment to the Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan and to the Citywide Highways and Freeways Plan to redesignate 
~S~!':J~. A\f_~~-~e sout~ ?.!_lvla_nc~~s~~!.~Y.~~-~~ f() the_(~ity boun~':ll)' __ line from a C()l_l_~cto_r str~~tt?.__~ _1_()~:3_1 s~e~t: _ . -. . .. --

__, ___ 

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS: , 
The surrounding properties to the east and west of Osage Avenue are developed with commercial and light industrial uses which are 
also accessible from Bellanca Avenue on the west, Manchester Avenue on the north and Aviation Boulevard on the east.. The section 
of Osage Avenue within the City of Los Angeles is paved. South of the City boundary line, in Inglewood, Osage is an unpaved street 

-~-~-~--~?_it bei_n~ a r~~-IT()ad righ._~~of~':"aX ... ~nd i>~ n~m~d ~_ort_e3_1 ~ve~ue_. . ---~ -~· 
.. - ~ - .... ·-- --·-

PROJECT LOCATION: 
8700 S BELLANCA AVE 

.__,._. .. - ·-· -- •-...< ___ ,__,~ .•. - .. " "~'-"'"~ 

COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: AREA PLANNING COMMISSION: , CERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOOD 
WESTCHESTER- PLAYA DEL REY , WEST LOS ANGELES COUNCIL: 
STATUS: WESTCHESTER- PLAYA DEL 

REY 
y 

Does Conform to Plan 

D Does NOT Conform to Plan ' 

-·-·- .. ·--·. . ··- - . __ , ____ 
'""'" """' om•~• ' _,.., .--.'---•-•u u•--"-'"'-'"'"""u' "" "u'"' '"'-'"u~-.. u•u•.,••u-•ou .. -• 0-0-UOUOO-OUO_U.LUUUU ___ , UO-UO ....... -- - - .... ,_ ....... .. 

EXISTING ZONING: 
; MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY 
ALLOWED BY ZONING: 

M2-1 
1.5:1 floor/area ratio 

, . .., ...... ro,-=>•o~ ... _,._.,,,w n.o~···"·- r 
_ .. _ -·- ·~--~ ... -

MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY 
LA River Adjacent: 

GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: ALLOWED BY PLAN 
LIGHT MANUFACTURING DESIGNATION: 

NO 

1 .5:1 floor/area ratio 
'~ ~~,~-- m-~•=,~-~- ·-- - - ~- .. ·- ... 

PROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY: 

~--~~~- ''. ............ -·~~~~-•v~ -- ~-~~" ·- N~~-~PP!ic~ble:~- _ 
~-.. -·~~··~~~~~·~=·~-~ __ KO~,-r . ~- - ~ ----~-_..., -w 
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Jetermination (To Be Completed By Lead Agency) 
On the basis ofthis 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 effect 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 sign-ificant 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 

co== ....... 

DE CLARA TlON, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing 
further is required. 

= 
~·~ ./ /_ } ·'" City Planner (213) 978-3978 

~{??~ ~-<~~~?=========-= ========== 
Signature V Title Phone 

Evaluation Of Environmental Impacts: 
1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No !mpact" 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 sbould 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 shou,ld, 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. 

;-~A- • > -~ •• -- ~~~---=l~===·=-"""""'-""""'~==~=""'' '"""""""""""""'-==· ... ~"""""=ii"""":::="""""""""'======="""""==~ 
! 0 AESTHETICS ! 0 GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 0 POPULATION AND HOUSING Jl jl 

f 0 AGRICULTURE AND FOREST ~ 0 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 0 PUBLIC SERVICES ! 

I D ::::~~=~~ ; 0 ~~~~~t~~y AND WATER 8 ~~=~~~:ATIONITRAFFIC I 
i 0 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES l QUALITY fD I D CULTURAL RESOURCES I D LAND USE AND PLANNING [] 

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

I 0 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 0 MINERAL RESOURCES 
! ~0 NOISE 
~ =-. ~- ,__, "''-""''""-....~~· -~~~~ ~-""'-· """"'~'-"= - ... ,.,.,,. .... ,;•w 

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (To be completed by the Lead City Agency) 

Background 

PROPONENT NAME: 
Chuck Ng, President 
8700 Bellanca Avenue, LLC 

APPLICANT ADDRESS: 
1 0900 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1500 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST: . 

Department of City Planning 
PROPOSAL NAME (if Applicable): 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE 

PHONE NUMBER: 

(310) 209-7339 

DATE SUBMITTED: 
06/04/2012 



scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, 
d hi~~oric b~~~~~-gs ~!thin_~ s~ate scenic highway? 

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 
w."' ' - ~· • 

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect 

· Potentially 
significant 

impact 

day or nighttime views in_!~e. are~?- --··-·-····--··~"-·-- . _ -·-'"··· ·-
RICUL TURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

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 

Ag~I1GY•_!<:l ... nonagricultural 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 
; Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production 
(as_defined by Goy~r~-~ent l:CJ:~~-~e:c~on_511_?_~(~~)? ............................ . 

~~Result in the_loss._.~f for~=~ l_and or ~~-~~-=-~~i-~n of forest l~nd to non-forest us:? __ 

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

Ill. AIR QUALITY 

.. Conftict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 

1. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 
· projected air q!:l~l!ty ~~ol_<:l._tion? __ ........ -·- --· 

I Potentially 
significant 

I 
unless 

mitigation 
incorporated 

Less than 
significant 

impact 

.f 

y 

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 
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

~lp=o~l~lu~ta=n=t=c~o~nc~e~n=tr~a~ti~o=ns~?~.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::==F-~~~-=-~==~====~===9 
y 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

:a.· Have 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 ~f Fi~h- an~--~~me.__or U.~:..£i~h -~nd -~~dl_it:_,?ervice? 

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? 

I c. I Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined 
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other me_an_:7 

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

~.t:l.r~~~r.=!--~~J!!.:pede t!: .. :.-~s~ of _nati:::e ~ildl~!:~.:r~:.ry __ ~!~e::~-~- .... ·-· ...... -.. -.. -_ 
. e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, 

such as a tree preservation p_olicy or o!dina.~ce? ·----- ___ · ... 

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

.. i ~~bi!at c_cmserv~tion p~-~_!1-~ ''"''"'""'""" ~· 

' y 

j 
i 
! 

! 
... J 

: V; CULTURAL RESOURCES ! 
-----------~·---~-~-~-~-· ... """""·-------.--~-~,..., 
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a. , Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 

res~~~~::_ a~ d~e:~n.-~d i~J 1 ~-06~_:5?____ . . .• • ..... _ -··--- -··-- ______ .... 

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 

.. -~~~q~e ~-~1:>!?~-~~-f~~~.U.r~?.. ···--· ..• _ _ ______ ·-- .•.•. _ ............ _ _ •.. _ ... _ ... ···-· 
• Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 

cemeteries? 

I. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

Ia. ~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 · 
[t~ ri~~- O!._loss .... ~~l_~.2'· o~de~~h ir:'.~IJlving: Strong seismic ground shaking? 

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

. includin~_liq~_~fa_<.::_ti!Jn?___ ·..... .... ----···- --···-- _ 
[ d.j~pose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 
, _ the risk of loss, i_njury, o~_d._eat~_lnv()lyin_g_: __ ~<:.~dsli~e~.?. .......... .. ......... -----·--· .. 
· e. 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 ofthe project, and potentially result in on~ or off-site 

lan~sli9._~· l~te~a.~ sp_:.~.':l~!~~· ~~~sict_e.!.:::e, liqU._<:facti~~o~-~~)~~I:~:?. --········ ...... . 
g. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 

Buildin~ c?.~: (199~), cr:_(;l__t!n~ .. ~ubS.~~-~tial ~i~ks t()_~_f.e_ o_:._p~~P€!_~? ·--· . c 

h. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for 

the di~P()~~~-~! . ."~'a_~.!~ -~~teE? .. __ .......... _ ··----·---- ........ .. .......... . ...... --·-··-···· _ 
GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

enerate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may 
· nificant impact on the environment? 

uou••••~• -••• •-n con .-'-' uuou,.,..,. wo w•-•w••••••••n•n , umn, --·n-noo n , ,.._.L ,, , -•nnoouom 

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purp 

--· _of r~du~in~!~~ :..ITlis~i?.ns_~!J!:!:~~~(_lU_~e_g':l_~e_s.? ... __ .......... . 
VUI. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS . 

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

c. · Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 
· materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 

proro~ed_ s~_~oo~? -----,....... ~--'"...... __ ___ ·-····-··- __ "_ , ·-·-- ---··~--" 
d.· Be located on a site which ls included on a list of hazardous materials sites 

· compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 

would it cre;!!e: __ ~ s!g~J_f!_~~-r:'!.~a~~E~_!o !~_E)' pu~~:--~~-!hE!_eny~~?!_lf!l~!:t? ------·--···--
'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 haz:ard for people residing or 

- w~••••• 'r-"'''''"'w'•w•••• 

Potentially 
significant 

--- i_m~~~t 

~~~;~;~~;~~~f~~~~I~~::~~;;~~;~~t::~~-~rct-;~;"~'~ ~ -- :-~ -- _ .. 

··---, -·- .. ~ n ~~nw .. , ... ...,.. .. 
--·-· -~ r otentially 

significant 
unless Less than ' 

mitigation significant 
~11_:o~por~!ed impact No i~pact i 

- -~~-~- m•-

v 
-~n,,,.,_.W.'O •'• ' - •• 

..,. 
oV<L>•Uo ~- •-•-""'-'"' 

I 

~---- "'"'"-'•'······ .... -~1 

.. y 

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

il,...._.tL-..;._.~..;..---·~---~~-"' 0 ~-~·-----~~---··-~• -·-·~--"' ~-~-~-- ~-<>·--~-.-..-J·~~M~~~·~' 
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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? 

•••' ••~••'-'• • ',., ... ...,.,~,,-. ... ._...,_, ,,.,n•~•-~•' ~•,. "''"' 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

1olate 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 welts would drop to a level which would not support 
existing ~and ~~~s oryl~~~" us~s for which permits hav:e bee~ wa~!ed)? 

c. Substantially alter 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? 
~~~~-•-w ........ •-~'--_.__onM-ooo,...._, ..... ~ ,. ~~~~~~---- - ' ' ·- •• ~- > ••-• 0 ·--~-- •MO~ AooUoo> .. ooOo~~-----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? 

Potentially 
significant 

impact 

•~••~••••uouou•~-u•~ ~•••••••• , •••• -------·-••••••••-•••••-••••••• •~••••• •• m•••••••••••••• • on~ ~• •• •••-•••••••••••-••••• ••••••-•••••••--••-•••-••-·--•-••••-••-•--••-•••••-· -••••••• •••••••n•• • 

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

~~~~::~~-~!,P~,~!~ted r-~~~!!?_,_" __ ,.,,. ,. ''"""' , "' , ... ". "" '"'''"'"'''"'"""'···--·-·-·-----·--"-·-'·-"· ·· 
f. , Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

g. Place housing within a 1 DO-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal 
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map? 

. --- ------·-··-·-·········-········· . . . 
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? 

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 

E_Urpose_ o~~~id~l!_q_o_r. __ f!!~ti_f!~~r.:'Jl,~r.t-~!:Yi~~~-f!.l_::':l~l_,~f!~-~~?-« -~---
nflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural c 

conservation plan? , · 

LRESOURCES 

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

~-~w·~-~·-~-~~---<• 

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

·---~- ... .,.--M"M,U~--·""'"''"''¥"'"~'......,..- -~~~--~-~~~~~----~-~---~-~~-

OISE 

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? 

""~-- - ~~-~~~~~~ ~--~ ..... ~'"'·""'"'~""'---~<- -- -

• · Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 

groundb?~_e ~.9,~:.,!:!els?_, ~--·- _____ "· ---u···------
A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels_.:=~~~t~~9. wit~ou_t t~: . .P.~~l~~~?. _ _ -~ _,,,, ______ -_, __________ _ 
A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity above levels existing without the project? 

ENV-2012-1474-ND 

Potentially 
significant 

unless 
mitigation 

incorporated 

•' 

Less than 
significant 

impact No impact 

Page 8 of 19 



"e. For a projectlocated 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 expose people residing or working in the project 
area to excessive noise levels? 
·-·-" __ .......,, .. , oA ~A- Oo ---~~ -~· ~AACo~U~- -~-"- -OLU .. 00o u.'.UOLLUu OOO 0 ' ~ L -~·· '' o OoOUOUOUOO~ OOOOO LO.Oo 0 .,. 0u .. 

: f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose 
__ peop_l~--~e-~idi~~- or worki~g _in -~~e p~_oje~ ~re~~!~ .. ~>:~ssi~_C: noise .~.:.'!':1~? 
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 

, ·- ::<t~n~~~~-of~oad~_,_?r_othe_:~i.nfr~_:tr~~tu:e)? ---·----·-· ·-- •. _ --·-··· ... 
b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the 

construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

a. '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 tl")e 

, p~-~~!~ se:r.Y._ices: ... ~ir~ P.r'?.~~cti~~_? __ -··· .. ~· ·-·-- ___ ·-····-· --····-- -~-·~·· ... --~. _ ~·· 
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 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 

PL:~blic ser.-vic~~: ~?~_i_r;e Pr.?te~~o£!? ·-· .. _ _ ··--·-· ~- --··-··- --~·- --·--· -·~- ... . .... .. ·----
c. 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 

:d. 

· could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any ofthe 

publi~_s:rvi~~-~:. !?_~~ool~_? _ -··-·. ·-····· ~~-··--··-- ·--··-· 
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 

--.. ..,.". ·················- -·-· 

I 
Potentially 
significant 

~--~---.--. 

imp~ct 

publi_? -~:'rvice.s~!'.a0s?_ ...... ---···----- ... ·-~-·-·· ··--· --~---- -·- ·--·-·-- --····-··----·-·-···----~-----. 
~e.IWould the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associat~d 

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 services: Other public facilites? 

XV. RECREATION 

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

·- _det~~ora!i~!: .. of ~h~ ___ fa?~~~-~?.Y~~~~~~~r ?.r _be_aw:ler<;_t.~~~ ·-·-- _ __ ·-·-·- __ .,___ ·--· ··-·---~-···"·- ---·~· 

"l 
m, ,.,., __ ..... -~---~--

r otentially < 

significant 
unless Less than 

mitigation significant 
incorporated impact _ .~~-!mpact 

~-~~~~~~--

. b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or I v 
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical -

' effect on the environment? 
--·--·,.. -·---- --. . ·--·-·----·---"- ··-·--·-·····-·-····-·"·-··--.-·-----······ •. -- .•. -- ··---- ·····----·········-···· --·······-···-·-.,·---· .- -····---·--·---·········---··-··-··--·· ... ········-·-······--- . --A···-··-··· .•. ·---·-··--······-·- ·-·-········--.·-·- -·-···- ·---

l¥,fc;~~~:;;~~~~~~~~ab;;pr~~(;~~di~~~;~-~r·p·;licy-;~-t~·b-!i;hi~g·-~;~~~r~-~-·;f·· ---·-·-··· .. ··---·-----"-·-·····-·-······ ·--· 

effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account 
·yr 

· all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel 
and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to L 

. -~:;;r;;~~~~n~~~~ets, :~~=~~~d fre=~~~:::~~~:~~e pat~~--'---~----"~~-~--·-·~----~ ~-· ~-~--~ -~~~-~-.-: 
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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 
designated ro~::!_s o:_~ighw~_ys~?~---·----
Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase 'in traffic 

Potential., 
significant 

impact_ 

• levels C)_~ ch.~.~~:: in Joc,a~on ~~'2~~'::~.~~~~-~~-~~~-~~an!ia~ ~~!e!¥_~3~~2.. _ ·-- --~~~ ------·-----
Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous inte~~~~t~C)-~~) _?.r in~ompati~le us~s (e.~.:~!.~E~:::Cl_l:l_i~ment)? 

inadequate emergency access? 

stewater treatment requ iremerits of the applicable Re 
ntrol Board? 

Require or 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? 

Potentially 
significant 

unless 
mitigation 

incorporated 

, ,, ,, , , •~•• ,, ,, '''''" ~ , - ,_ ,, - ·---• , - ,, , •-•••••••••Huou~•~•~•u~~~ • - ,. ••m-n••-••-•n• ••-•--•--•·----·· --

Less than 
significant 

impact 

f 
l 
·i 

! 
No i~pact .J 

l 
.. J 

v . 
........... ..! 

l 

············-1 

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction ofwhich could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

~~~~~==~-~---·~-~--7·-·=··--~·····~···-~·····-~···-~-~-~---~---~--~···~·-·~····~·-·~·····~-~--4-~-===~~---~·······~·······~--~---~--=--=-~~ 
pplies available to serve the project from existing V 
es, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

·-•••••••••w••••••••••-••--•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••-·••••---·, • ••••••••••••••~--~-~--~-----~------- , om N n.., ,, •••••--•----·-

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves V 
or may serve the project that it has adequate capaclty to serve the project's 
pr~~~~d demand i~~:!~~-~~ to t~: . .P.~_Y.ider's exis.!~9~~mt11itrJ:I_e~!s?.. ___ ·- _ .. ·---··-·. 

e served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the 
reject's solid waste d~poseiL!"I!e~s? 

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

Ill. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare 
or end_angered plant or animal or eliminate important exa.mples of the major 

per!~_?~_?.!g_<:!i_f.?._!!.!_i_Cl__~is_~?D' ~~J?!:~h!_s;~:¥.~---- _ ·--··· ...... ___ ._ 
; b. 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 effe.cts of other current projects, and the effects of 

probable future projects)? ___________ ·-··--·---·---··-· -··-·------ _ ·-
have environmental effects which will cause substantial 

__________ n_~um~-~.:!~-~~! ... :!~_he:_:!.!rec~y_::~~n,:J~:-~~..? ______________ , ____ ·-----.---

., 
-~- ~~~~-- --

Note: Authority dted: 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 CaLApp.4th 357; Protect 
the Historic Amador WateJWays v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cal.App.4th at 11 09; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown 
Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 1 02 Cai.App.4th 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 Quality Act (CEQA). 

The project as identified in the project description will not cause potentially significant impacts on the environment. Therefore, this 
environmental analysis concludes that a Negative Declaration shall be issued for the environmental case file known asENV~2012-1474-N 
ENV-2012-1474-NDand the associated case(s), CPC-2012-1473-GPA. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 

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

For City information. addresses and phone numbers: visit the City's website at http:/lwww.facity.org; City Planning- and Zoning 
Information Mapping Automated System (ZIMAS) cityplanning.lacity.org/ or EIR Unit, City Hafl, 200 N Spring Street, Room 763. 
Seismic Hazard Maps - http://gmw.consrv.ca.gov/shmp/ 
Engineering/Infrastructure/Topographic Maps/Parcel Information- http://boemaps.eng.cUa.ca.uslindex01.htm or 
City's main website under the heading "Navigate LA". 

PREPARED BY: 
Marc TELEPHONE NO.: DATE: TITLE: 

Woersching City Planner (213) 978-3978 07/11/2012 
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Impact? Explanation 

APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE 

I. AESTHETICS 

, a. NO IMPACT The project site is a paved, dead end 
street with no scenic qualities. 

b. NO IMPACT The project site is a paved, dead.end 
street with no scenic resources. 

c. NO IMPACT The proposed Plan amendments would 
enable the vacation of this section of 
Osage Street. Rather than degrade its 
existing visual character, the vacation will 
allow the adjoining property owners to 
control the right-of-way to prevent 
dumping, littering, roitering and weeds, 
which will eliminate a source of blight and 
improve the appearance of the project 
site. 

d. NO IMPACT The proposed plan amendments will 
enble the vacation of this section of 
Osage street. No new construction is 
contemplated which would be a source of 
additional light or glare. 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT. The project site is a paved, dead end 
street that does not contain prime farm 
land. 

b. NO IMPACT The project site is a paved, dead end 
street in an area which is zoned industrial 
rather than agricultural and does not have 
any Williamson Act contracts. 

c. NO IMPACT The project site is a paved, dead end 
street. with no forest land. 

d. NO IMPACT The project site is a paved, dead en_d 
street with no forest land. 

e. NO IMPACT There is no forest land on the project site 
or in the surrounding area. The project 
site is a paved, dead end street and the 
surrounding area consists of commercial 
and light industrial development. 

Ill. AIR QUALITY 

a. NO IMPACT The project consists of Plan amendments 
to change the designation of this section 
of Osage Avenue. No new construction is 
planned that will generate emissions that 
would affect air quality. 

b. NO IMPACT The project consists of Plan amendments 
that would change the designation of this 
section of Osage Avenue. No new 
construction is plan fled that will generate 
emissions that would affect air quality. 

ENV-2012-1474-ND 
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Impact? 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NOlMPACT 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a. NOlMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

....-. ................. .- ................ ,,....,A "'Lm 

Explanation 

The project consists of Plan amendments 
that would change the designation of this 
section of Osage Avenue. No new 
construction is planned that will generate 
emissions that would affect air quality. 

While no new construction is planned as 
part of this project, persons using the 
project site will be exposed to air which 
has been impacted by emissions from 
urban development and transportation 
facilities in the surrounding area. 
However, due to reductions in emissions 
in recent decades and the location of the 
Westchester community near the coast, 
the impact is not significant. 

There is no new construction planned as 
part of this project that would generate 
offensive odors. · 

The project site is a paved, dead end 
street and is not a habitat for candidate, 
sensitive or special status species. 

The project site is a paved, dead end 
street and is not a ripari_an habitat or other 
sensitive natural community. 

The project site is a paved, dead end 
street and does contain Federally 
protected wetlands. 

The project site is a paved, dead end 
street. No new construction is planned 
that would impact migratory wildlife. 

The project site consists of a paved, dead 
end street. The Plan amendments, to 
change the designation ofthe street, will 
not affect trees and other biological 
resources. 

The project site is a paved, dead end 
street. The Plan amendments, to change 
the designation of the street, will not 
conflict with any Federal, State or local 
conservation plans. 

The project site is a paved, dead end 
street with no historical resources in the 
right-of-way. 

The project site is a paved, dead end 
street with no designated archaeological 
sites under it. No new construction is 
planned as part of this project that would 
impact any archaeological resources . 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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Impact? Explanation 

c. NO IMPACT The project site is a paved, dead end 
street with no designated paleontological 
resources under it. No new construction 
is planned that would impact any 
paleontological resources. 

d. NO IMPACT The project site is a paved, dead end 
street. No new construction is planned 
that would impact any human remains . .. 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

a. NO IMPACT No new construction planned as part of 
this project that would expose people and 
structures to the rupture of an earthquake 
fault. 

b. NO IMPACT There is no new construcition planned as 
part of this project that would expose 
people or structures to seismic ground 
shaking. 

c. NO IMPACT The project site is not designated as an 
area subject to liquefaction and there is 
no new construction planned as part of 

- this project that would expose people or 
structures to ground failure from 
liquefaction. 

d. NO IMPACT The project site is in a co111mercial and 
industrial section of Westchester which is 
flat and not subject to landslides. 

e. NO IMPACT The project site is a paved, dead end 
street which is not subject to soil erosion 
and loss of topsoil. 

f. NO IMPACT The project site is a paved, dead end 
street that is not located on unstble soil or 
soil that is prone to liquefaction. Also, no 
new construction· is planned as part of this 
project. 

g. NO IMPACT The project site is a paved, dead end 
street that is not located on expansive or 
unstable soils and no new construction is 
planned as part of this project. 

h. NO IMPACT This commercial and industrial section of 
Westchester is served by sewers, making 
septic tanks unnecessary. And no new 
construction Is planned as part of this 
project. 

VII. GREEN HOUSE GAS E~ISSIONS 

a. NO IMPACT No new construction is planned as part of 
this project that woud generate 
greenhouse gasses. 

b. NO IMPACT No new construction is planned as part of 
this project that would generate 
greenhouse gasses. 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

ENV-2012-1474-ND 
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,. 
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Measures 
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Impact? 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

g. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

h. NO IMPACT 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER Ql)ALITY 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

Explanation 

Because, no new contruction is planned is 
part of this project, there will be no 
hazardous materials used, transported or 
stored. · 

Because no new construction is planned 
as part of this project, there will be no 
hazardous materials used, transported or 
stored. 

There are no schools within a quarter mile 
of the project site. And because no new 
construction is planned as part of this 
project, there will be no hazardous 
emissions or handling of hazardous 
materials. 

The project site is a paved, dead end 
street that is not a site for hazardous 
materials. 

No new construction is planned as part of 
this project that would be a hazard to 
aviation or to persons in the immediate 
area. 

The project site is not within the vicinity of 
a private airstrip. 

The project site is a paved, dead end 
street. Changing the designation of the 
street will not affect an emergency 
response plan. And no new construction 
is planned as part of this project. 

The project site is in an urbanized area, a 
commercial and industrial section of 
Westchester, where there is no danger 
from wildfires. 

No new construction is planned to 
accompany the Plan amendments. Thus, 
there will be no change in· the projeCt site 
that would result in any violations of water 
quality standards. 

No new construction is planned to 
accompany the Plan amendments and 
any new construction would connect to 
the City's water sup·pry so there will be no 
depletion of groundwater. 

There are no streams or rivers running 
through the project site and no new 
construction is planned to accompany the 
Plan amendments. 

There are no streams or rivers running 
through the project site and no new 
construciton is planned to accompany the 
Plan amendments. 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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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 

c. NO IMPACT 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

XII. NOISE 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2012-1474-ND 

Explanation 

No new construction is planned to 
accompany the Plan amendments so 
there will be no new runoff water created 
or contributed. 

No new construction is planned to 
accmpany the Plan amendments so there 
will be no impact on water quality. 

The project site is not in a 100 year flood 
hazard area and no new construction is 
proposed after enactment the Plan 
amendments. 

The project site is not located in a 1 00 
year flood area and no new construction 
is proposed as part of this project. 

There are no streams or rivers with 
upstream dams running through the 
project site. 

The project site is not subject to seiche, 
tsunami or mudflows due to it not being 
on a lake, being located three miles east 
of the ocean and being level and not a 
hillside. 

No new construction is planned to 
accompany the Plan amendments so 
there will be no physical division of a 
community. 

There are no plans with policies that 
prohibit the proposed Plan amendments. 

Because this section of Osage Avenue is 
a paved, dead end street, there are no 
habitat conservation plans that apply to 
the project site. 

No new construction that would extract or 
disturb mineral resources is planned after· 
enactment of the Plan amendm~nts.: 

The project site is not designated as a 
mineral recovery site on the Community 
Plan or General Plan. 

No new construction that would expose 
people to noise or generate noise is 
planned after enactment of the Plan 
amendments. 

No new construction that would expose 
people to noise or generate noise or 
vibrations is planned after enactment of 
the Plan. amendments. 

•' 

; 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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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 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

XV. RECREA TlON 

a. NO IMPACT 

Explanation 

No new construction that would generate 
a permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels is planned after enactment of the 
Plan amendments. 

No new construction that would generate 
temporary increases in ambient noise 
levels is planned after enactment of the 
Plan amendments. 

While the project site is within two miles of 
LAX, no new construction is planned that 
would expose residents or those working 
at the project site to aircraft noise. 

There is no-private airstrip ~n the vicinity 
of the project site .. 

Because no new construction is planned 
after enactment of ttie Plan amendments, 
there will be no new housing or 
employment added that might induce 
population growth. 

The project site is a paved, dead end 
street with no housing on it and no 
displacement of housing. 

The project site is a paved, dead end 
street with no housing on it and no 
persons that would be displaced. 

Because no new construction is planned 
after enactment of the Plan Amendments, 
there will be no increase in the need for 
fire protection. 

Beause no new construction is planned 
after enactment of the Plan amendments, 
there will be no increase in the need f~r 
police protection. 

Because no new construciton is planned 
after enactment of the Plan amendments, 
there will no increase in the need for 
schools. 

Because no new construction is planned 
after enactment of the Plan amendments, 
there will be no increase in the need for 
parks. 

Because no new construction is planned 
after enactment of the Plan amendments, 
there will be no increase in the need for 
other government services. 

Beecause no new construction is planned 
after enactment of the Plan amendments, 
there will' be no increase in the use of 
neighborhood and regional parks. 

Mitigation 
Measures 

-
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Impact? 

b. NO IMPACT 

XVI. TRANSPORT A TIONITRAFFIC 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 
. 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2012-1474-ND 

Explanation 

Because no new construction is planned 
after enactment of the Plan amendments, 
there will be no park and recreation 
facilities developed that will have an 
environmental impact. 

The Plan amendments to change the 
designation of Osage Avenue do not 
conflict with any plan, policy or ordinance 
establishing transportation standards 
because this section of Osage Avenue is 
a dead end street with minimal traffic and 
the redesignation does not change the 
street width. 

The Plan amendments to change the 
designation of Osage Avenue do not 
conflict with a congestion management 
plan because this section of Osage is a 
dead end street with minimal traffic and 
the redesignation does not change the 
street width. 

The Plan amendments will not have an 
effect on air traffic ·patterns because no 
new construction is planned after 
enactment of the Plan amendments. 

The Plan amendments do not have any 
street design changes that would create 
traffic hazards. 

The Plan amendments will not affect 
emergency access because Osage will 
remain as a private driveway and parallel 
streets to the east and west also provide 
emergency access to the properties 
adjoining this section of Osage. 

The Plan amendments will not affect 
plans and policies for public transportation 
and bicycle riding because this section of 
Osage, being a dead end street, is not a 
corridor for public transportation or 
bicycling. 

Because there will be no new 
construction after enactment of the Plan 
amendments, there will no increase in the 
amount of wastewater generated and no 
impact on the wastewater treatment 
requirements of the Regional Water 
Quality Control Board .. 

Because there will be no new 
construction after enactment of the Plan 
amendments, there will be no need for an 
increase in treatment plant capacity or 
new treatment plants. 

,. 

, 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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Impact? Explanation 

c. NO IMPACT Because there will be no new 
construction after enactment of the Plan 
amendments, there will be no increase fn 
stormwater runoff and no impact on 
drainage facilities. 

d. NO IMPACT Because there will be no new 
construction after enactment of the Plan 
amendments, there will be no increase in 
water consumption and no need for 
increased water supplies. 

e. NO IMPACT Because there will be no new 
construction after enactment of the 
proposed Plan amendments, there will be 
no increase in wastewater generated and 
no impact on existing wastewate;r 
treatment facilities. 

f. NO IMPACT Because there. will be no new 
construction after enactment of the Plan 
amendments, there will be no increase in 
the amount of solid waste generated and 
no impact on nearby landfills. 

g. NO IMPACT Because there will be no new 
construction after enactment of the Plan 
amendments, there will be no increase in 
the amount of solid waste generated and 
compliance with federal, state and local 
regulations on solid waste disposal will 
not be affected .. 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a. NO IMPACT The project site is a paved, deadend 
street that does not contain any fish or 
wildlife habitat 

b. NO IMPACT Because there will be no new 
construction after enactment of the Plan 
amendments, there are no inpacts that 
are individually limited but cumulatively 
significant. 

c. NO IMPACT Because there will be no new 
construction after enactment of the Plan 
amendments, there are no impacts that 
will have significant adverse effects on 
human beings. 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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