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The proposed project is the subdivision of an existing 33,159.8 square~foot lot into threeJots: lot "A" 21,137.35 square feet, lot "'B" 
6,011.76 square feet, and lot "C" 6,011.76 square feet (filed separately as a modification to PMlA-2011-1236); and the construction of 
one single family dwelling on lot "B" and one on lot "C" (the existing single family dwelling will remain on lot "A"). Both new dwellings 
will be two stories, approximately 28 feet in height, and will have two-car garages. The project will require the removal of accessory 
structures. 

This project wiil require a General Plan Amendment from the Very Low Residential Land Use Designation to the Low Land Use 
Designation over the portion of the property that will _ be future lots "B" and "C" and is currently zoned R 1-1. A Zone Change from R 1-1 
to (T)(Q)R1-1 is also being requested for this portion of the property. The portion that becomes lot "A" will remain in the Very Low 
Residential Land Use Designation with the existing_ zone of RE11-1 _ _ _ . _ _ . __ _ __ _ _ _ 

.NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPUCANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY 
'Robert Saribekyan 
6724 N. Allot Avenue 
Van Nuys, CA 91401 

FINDING: 
The City Planning Department of the City of Los Angeles has Proposed that a mitigated negative declaration be adopted for 
this project because the mitigation measure(s) outlined on the attached page(s) will reduce any potential significant adverse 
effects to a level of insignificance 

(CONTINUED ON PAGE 2} 

SEE ATTACHED SHEET(S) FOR ANY MITIGATION MEASURES IMPOSED. 

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

__ ___ _ _ ____ ____ _ !HE I_NITIAL STU'?Y_~~EPA~ED F_()RTHIS P.~OJ~_C! !SA"f!ACHED.__ __ 
··- -··-· ···- ---. --- ·-· -· ----·-· -- ~- ··-· · --- ---- ---- --· - -- · -- . 

NAME OF PERSON PREPARING THIS FORM TITLE TELEPHONE NUMBER 

lo r\ \~ 't-t'? R'\' _ _ ~ity ~lllnning '-'ss~iatE! __ 

:ADDRESS SIGNATURE ( ;..~~ 

200 N. SPRING STREET, 7th FLOOR ,12Zlt-,_ A 
LOS ANGELES, CA. 90012 I - tw-~ . 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

DATE 

Exhibit C 
Environm,ntal 

Clearance 
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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
ENV-2014-1751-MND 

111-10. Air Pollution (Demolition, Grading, and Construction Activities) 

• 
• All unpaved demolition and construction areas shall be wetted at least twice daily during excavation and construction, 

and temporary dust covers shall be used to reduce dust emissions and meet SCAQMD District Rule 403. Wetting 
could reduce fugitive dust by as much as 50 percent. · 

• The construction area shall be kept sufficiently dampened to control dust caused by grading and hauling, and at all 
times provide reasonable control of dust caused by wind. 

• All clearing, earth moving, or excavation activities shall be discontinued during periods of high winds (i.e., greater 
than 15 mph), so as to prevent excessive amounts of dust · 

• All dirUsoilloads shall be secured by trimming, watering or other appropriate means to prevent spillage and dust. 
• All dirUsoil materials transported off-site shall be either sufficiently watered or securely covered to prevent excessive 

amount of dust. 
• General contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize exhaust emissions. 
• Trucks having no current hauling activity shall not idle but be turned off. 

Vl-70. Liquefaction Area 
• Environmental impacts may result due to the proposed project's location in an area with liquefaction potential. · 

However, these potential impacts will be mitigated to a less than signif~cant level by the following measures: 
• Prior to the issuance of grading or building permits, the applicant shall submit a geotechnical report, prepared by a 

registered civil engineer or certified engineering geologist, to the Department of Building and Safety, for review and 
approval. The project shall comply with the Uniform Building Code Chapter 18, Division1 Section1804.5 Liquefaction 
Potential and Soil Strength Loss. The geotechnical report shall assess potential consequences of any liquefaction 
and soil strength loss, estimation of settlement, lateral movement or reduction in foundation soil-bearing capacity, and 
discuss mitigation measures that may include building design consideration. Building design considerations shall 
include, but are not limited to: ground stabilization, selection of appropriate foundation type and depths, selection of 
appropriate structural systems to accommodate anticipated displacements or any combination of these measures. 

• The project shall comply with the conditions contained within the Department of Building and Safety's Geology and 
Soils Report Approval Letter for the proposed project, and as it may be subsequently amended or modified. 

V111:..10. Explosion/Release (Existing Toxic/Hazardous Construction Materials) 
• .Due to the age of the building(s) being demolished, toxic and/or hazardous construction materials may be located in 

the structure(&). Exposure to such materials during demolition or construction activities could be hazardous to the 
health ofthe demolition workers, as well as area residents, employees, and future occupants. However, these 
impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level by the following measure: 

• (Asbestos) Prior to the issuance of any permit for the demolition or alteration of the existing structure(s), the 
applicant shall provide a letter to the Department of Building and Safety from a qualified asbestos abatement 
consultant indicating that no Asbestos-Containing Materials (ACM) are present in the building. If ACMs are found to 
be present, it will need to be abated in compliance with the South Coast Air Quality Management District's Rule .1403 
as well as all other applicable State and, Federal rules and regulations. 

• (Lead Paint) Prior to issuance of any permit for the demolition or alteration of the existing structure(s), a lead-based 
paint survey shall be performed to the written satisfaction of the Department of Building and Safety. Should 
lead-based paint materials be identified, standard handling and disposal practices shall be implemented pursuant to 
OSHA regulations. · 

Xll-20. Increased Noise Levels (Demolition; Grading, and Construction Activities) 

• 
• The project shall comply with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance No. 144,331 and 161,574, and any 

subsequent ordinances, which prohibit the emission or creation of noise beyond certain levels at adjacent uses 
unless technically infeasible. 

• Construction and demolition shall be restricted to the hours of 7:00am to 6:00pm Monday through Friday, and 8:00 
am to 6:00pm on Saturday. 

• Demolition and construction activities shall be scheduled so as to avoid operating several pieces of equipment 
simultaneously, which causes high noise levels. 

• The project contractor shall use power construction equipment with state-of-the-art noise shielding and muffling 
devices. 
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LEAD CITY AGENCY: 
City of Los Angeles 

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 

(CEOA Guidelines Section 15063) 

I~OUNCIL DISTRICT: 

-

~~ATE: 
08/29/2014 

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES:_ Department o~ City Planning ' 
' " - -- - -

ENVIRONMENTAL CASE: RELATED CASES: 
ENV-2014-1751-MND CPC-2014-1750-GPA-ZC 

-

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

0 Does NOT have significant changes from previous actions 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
:ZC AND GPA (WITH CONCURRENT MODIFICATION TO APP~OVED PMLA UNDER SEPARATE FILING) 

ENV PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The proposed project is the subdivision of an existing 33,159.8 square-foot lot into three lots: lot "A" 21,137.35 square feet, lot "B" 
6,011.76 square feet, and lot "C" 6,011.76 square feet (filed separately as a modification to PMLA-2011-1236); and the construction of 
one single family dwelling on lot "B" and one on lot "C" (the existing single family dwelling will remain on lot "A"). Both new dwellings 
will be two stories, approximately 28 feet in height, and will have two-car garages. The project will require the removal of accessory 

I . 
structures. 

This project will require a General Plan Amendment from the Very Low Residential land Use Designation to the low Land Use 
Designation over the portion of the property that will be future lots "B" and "C" and is currently zoned R 1-1. A Zone Change from R 1-1 ' 
to (T)(Q)R1-1 is also being requested for this portion ofthe property. The portion that becomes Jot "A" will remain in the Very Low 
Residential Land Use Designation with the existing zone of RE11-1 

ENVIRONMENTAL SErnNGS: 
The site is one rectangular-shaped lot totaling 33,159.8 sq-ft of lot area and extends from Allott Avenue to Sunnyslope Avenue (both 
local streets) with a 108.32 frontage on each. The depth of the lot is 306.12 feet. The site is improved with a one-story single family 
dwelling to remain on the Mure lot "A". An existing detached garage/storage and swimming pool, locate~ on future lots "B" and "C" 
are to be removed. I 

Adjacent land uses include single family residential uses with a zoning c:if R1-1, RE11-1, and RE9-1 to the east, west and south of the 
. subject site. Uses to the north of the subject site consists of single family residential and multiple family residential uses with a zoning 
' of RE11-1 and [Q]RD1. 5-1. Within 500 feet south of the subjed site is Kittridge Elementary School. There are 13 trees on the s~e and 
none will be removed. The site is located in a liquefaction area. 

-

PROJECT LOCATION: 
. 6724 N Allott Ave -- •• -~ • o- --

COMMUNITY PLAN AREA:. AREA PLANNING COMMISSION: CERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOOD 
VAN NUYS - NORTH SHERMAN OAKS SOUTH VALLEY COUNCIL: 
STATUS: GREATER VALLEY GLEN 

D Does Conform to Plan ..,. Does NOT Confonn to Plan 

MAX. DENSITYnNTENSITY 
EXISTING ZONING: ALLOWED BY ZONING: 

I R1-11RE11-1 R1-11 du/5000 sq.ft., RE11-1 
du/11,000 sq. ft. I 

. ·------ - · -·~-- ·-- --·-·-· - ------ ·-· ~-----··-- -. --- -- -... - - ·- ------- -·--· --- . -·-- ----------------- --.--- . ..... - --- .---- - -
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MAX. DENSITYnNTENSITY . LA River Adjacent: 
I 

GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: ALLOWED BY PLAN NO 
VERY LOW RESIDENTIAL DESIGNATION: 

1 du/9,000 sq.ft. 

PROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY: 

... .. - 2 du/6,011 sq. ft., 1 du/21! 137 sq.ft • 

ENV-2014-1751-MND Page4 of28 
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Determination (To Be Completed By lead Agency) 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

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

0 

0 

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. 

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

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. 

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 DE CLARA TJON pursuant to 
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE 
OECLARA TION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing 
further is required. 

City Planning Associate (818) 374-5061 

~==========~============-· ~·-======================~= ~·=~~~~====~-============ 

Signature Title Phone 

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

sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No lmpacf' 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 fauH 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 ~hat 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." Th~ 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. 

ENV-2014-1751-MND Page 5 of2f 



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

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

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

9. The explanation of each issue should identify: 
a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 
b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance. 

ENV-2014-1751-MND Page 6 of28 
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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. 

~ Aestiiencs -
-

I 0 GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
AGRICULTURE AND FOREST I~ HAZARDSANDHAZARDOUS 
RESOURCES I MATERIALS 

j ~ AIR QUALITY ! 0 HYDROLOGY AND WATER 
i QUALITY I 0 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

I 0 CULTURAL RESOURCES --J 
0 LAND USE AND PLANNING 
0 MINERAL RESOURCES I "'--GEOLOG-Y AN~ S~ILS - -- ~NOISE . 

.-. -- -- . -~- - - . ·-

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (TobecompletedbftheLeadcttyAsenc:y) 

Bttekground 

PROPONENT NAME: 
Robert Saribekyan 
APPLICANT ADDRESS: 
6724 N. Allot Avenue 
Van Nuys, CA 91401 
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST: 
Department of City Planning 
PROPOSAL NAME (if Applicable): 

E~-2014-1751-~ 

- ---- - .. ··-·--:r= 
10 POPULA noN AND HOUSING i . . I 

0 PUBUC SERVICES 
i I 

l 
1 

0 RECREATION l ; 
j 0 TRANSPORTAnONrrRAFFIC 1 i 

J D U11UTIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS I 
0 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 

SIGNIFICANCE 

- ·-- - ---- -

PHONE NUMBER: 
(303) 900-0000 

DATE SUBMITTED: 
07/01/2014 

' 
I 
i 
l 

- . _j 
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I ·--Potentially 
slgnlfacant 

Potentially unless Less than 
significant mitigation significant 

impact _ l~corpora~d ... Impact . . No Impact 

. . ' 

I. AESTHETICS . 
. 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? v . - . 
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not fimited to, trees, v 

rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 
. 

c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its v 
surroundings? 

d. Create e new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect v 
day or nighttime views in the area? 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 
-- .. -- . --

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide v 
Importance (Farmland}, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the I 

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources 
I · Agency, to nonagricultural use? 

·-

b. CO'flllief wit)l EII(Jsting 21lnlng fOr !llgricultdml ~. or a I.Miliamson Act contrad? v 
c. ' Conflict 1lri!h ~.zoninw f01, or cpll$fl rezrming ·of, furest Iandi (_ defined! v 1ln Pub'Jic. Resources C-9de sedian 1222.0(g}), timberland (as defi!llld b)' PLblic 

Resourcos Code SBdioo 4516). or llmbe.rland zcnod TIPibelifand Praductii . n 
(a& defined b¥ Government Code ~l)fl 61104(g))? 

d. Result in the ioss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? ., 
Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location I v e. 
or nature, could result in conver5ion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use? ... . 

Ill. AIR QUAUTY 
~ -

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? v - . 

b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or v 
projected air quality violation? --

c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for v 
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)? 

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concantratlons? -~ 
e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? v . 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES 
' 

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 of Fish and Garn~_ or U.S: Fish and Wildlife Service? 
b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive , 

natural community identified in lo.cal 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 v 
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, bi.rt not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.} through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
int!lrruPtiOn, or ?~er means? - -- ~ -· ... " 

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

I 

C(lrrido_~. o~impede the use of nati~e wildlife nursE!rysites? 
e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, v SIJch_ as a tree preserv11tion p~licy ()r ordinance? · 
f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural v 

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state 
habitat conserva~on_pla!J? 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 
,, .. ,.~-------·----·-···---~---- -~-----------~- -· - - -- - - · --- -- - - -·--------- - __ , __ __ - _, --- - •• • h. - --·---· ' --
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,,. . - . . . ·- .. .. 
Potentially 
significant 

Potelltially unless Less than 
significant mitigation significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

a. 'Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical v i 

resource as defined in § 15064.5? 
-

b. Cause a substantial adverse Change in the significance of an archaeological 't/' 
resource pursuant to§ 15064.5? 

I c • Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or ..r 
. unique geologic feature? 

d. Disturb any human remains, Including those. interred outside of formal 't/' 
cemeteries? 

. VI. GEOL()(JY AND SOILS 
-

•• 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 Geologi$t 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 y 

the risk of Joss, injury, .or death involving: Stron~ seismic ground shaking? 

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

d. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including t(' 
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: Landslides? I 

e. Aesdlt in S'Ubs1antialsdl erosion or the· loss of U!psOll? v -

f. Be• loeated on a. gedogTc unit cr s!)il 1Nrt il uRiitablB, or lhat wouk:t t:Ktc:Otna .., 
unstaole .as a restJit of 11ile project, and polentially rllsull in: on- or ol'r'-slle 
tandslde, lateraJ sp~Pding, subslcl~nce, fiq~:.~el'aclion or collapse? I 

I• 1 a~ ial)cated C)n expansive $oil, as defined in Table 18-1-B dlha Uniform 
S.\II.JdinS Code (1994), cr.aa.ting sub&t9n!le.l' riSks to life or prOpB!ily? _ l 

v 
h, ·Have $Oils Incapable of adequately aUP,,ortti'IQ tl'le 1.1!;!!· of septic .tanks or v 

· allemative \Va$1$ w•tl!r dispoul sysblms where sewers are• not available for 
llle dispOS-' cl wa$te walltr? 

lVII Gllm!Jf HOUSE GAS EIIISSIOH$ 

•• GAI'Ierate grH.nhoUSf gas emisslOI'I$, either di~ ~:~r indirectly, that mily y 
have a &lgn!fltcant Impact on the enWOI'Iment? 

-

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy o~ regulation adopted for the purpose I .., 
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? · I 

I 

1
VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

-

a. Create a significant hazard to th~ public or the environment through the v 
routine transport, use, or ~isposal of hazardous materials? ... 

b. 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? 

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

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites v 
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
w~uld it create a signi~cant hazard to .th.e public or th~ en~ro_nment? ! -· . -

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan I v I 

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? 

. ' -
f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in v 

a _safety hazard forpeo£1e residi".g or .""o_rking _i~ the proje:t area? . . . 
g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency v 

r.:~?~.~!~ . .P.!~~-~!_e.~~r~-e~~---~~~c~~~~ll..PI~_n_? --·- · ... ....... .. .............. ... - - ··-··-- -·-·· - -- . - I -· .. ······-··· · r- - .,., ,._,._ - · ·• · • • I~ 
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Potentially 
signfficant 

Potentially unless Leas than 
significant mitigation significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

h. , 

1Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 

"" 
I 

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 
~~isting land uses or plan~ uses for which permits have ~n granted)? 

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including v 
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? 

- . -

d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, induding v 
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff iri a manner which would result 
in flooding on- or off-site? 

•• Create or contribute runoff water which would excaed·the capacity of existing I v 
or planned stormwater draina~e systems or provide substantial additional I I 

' 
sources of polluted runoff? I 

t Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? .., 
-

g. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal v Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map? I --

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

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

J. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? v 
X. LAND USE AND PLANNING , 

a. Physically divide an established community? v 
b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency ,;-

with jurisdiction ov~r the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, I 

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

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community v I 

·c. 
conservation plan? 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 
·- ·· ··---· .. . . --·· 

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of I 
I 

.., 
value to the. regio_n il~ the re~idents of the sta~?. -- I 

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally· important mineral resource v 
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 v 
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 
standa.~s. ofothe! agencies? 

-· I 

b. Exposute of persons to or generation of excessive groundbome vibration or v 
1 
groundboflle noise IEivels? 

. . 

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project ' v 
vicinity above levels existing without the project? - -- - - - - . -. . --- - · -· -·- -- ·- ·------ ~~ 

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the v -- -

o n•• p_r~J~~-~~~n._i!_Y.~_~v!~~~~~~ e?:_i~~!_l~ ~~~~~t~ p~oJ!.~ _ . ;- ··· ·-· ...•. --· ·-·· - -----. ·-- ··- -··- ···· - ~- --- ~ - --· -- ····-- -·-· ·---·· ----~ . ··--
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.. 
Potentially 
significant 

Potentially unless Less than 
signifiCant mitigation significant 
lmp~ct __ incorporated Impact 

- No lmpac.t_ 
. - .. 

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan v 
has not been adopted, within two miles of a pubfic airport or public use 
airport. would the project expose people residing or working in the project 
area to excessive noise levels? 

·- --
f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose · ., 

people_ residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

XIII. POPUIA noN 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)? 

b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the ., 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

. .. - . 
c. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of , 

replat:eme_nt housing elsewhere? .. --
XIV. PUBUC SERVICES 

-- -
a. Would the project resuH 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 services: Fire protection? 

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

c. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impaCts associated , 
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental faciiHies, need for 
new or physically altered governmental facifrties, 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: Schools? 

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 services: Parks? 

-

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 aHered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 
pu~lic services: Other public faci~ites? -- - -. ---

XV. RECREATION -- .• . ·-- .... -- - -- -
a. Wblilld the- proj~ inCR!Ia.se the use of e»sti,;g r~e.gh.bortllllCid · nd !'e!Jiol'lal ..r 

parks or other reaea!ianal· facililiies such tha1 substmtial pttyslcal 
detertor~lil oftho flil.c.Tlly would ~r or~ 11!1~_ 

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. TRANSPORT A TIONITRAFFIC 

- ·-

c 
a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of 

effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account 
all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel 
and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to 
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, 
and mass transit? ·-···- ··-------· ·- -----··· ····- ·- . ~--·-·-·-· ·-··· .. ... - .... " -- -- --· -···------·-- -- --···-··· . - ·- ·----- -·-- -· -· . - -· - - . - ___________ .. ·-- -~- - .. -
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Potentially 
significant 

Potentially u~leaa Leas than 
significant mitigation significant 

Impact incorporated Impact No Impact 

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

- -
c. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic y 

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

d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or v 
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

e. Result in inadequate emergency access? y 
-

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 
tumouts,bicycle racks)? 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 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 
cause significant environmental effects? 

c:. Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or v 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

- -
d. Have sufficient water supplies avaHable to serve the project frOm existing v 

entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves ../' 
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's 
projected demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments? 

f. Be served by a landfiU with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the v 
project's solid waste disposal needs? 

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

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE .. -

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

-·- -
b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively v 

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 proj~~)? - . . ~- - ~- .. ·· ·· ·· .. .. .. .. ·-

c. Does the project have environmental effects which wiUc:,ause substantial .., 
adv~rse ~ffects on humein b.::ings, -~ither ~irectly <:>r i".directly? 

. " - ----

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083, 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21080, 
21083.05, 21095, Pub. Resources Code; Eureka Citizens for Responsible Govt. v. City of Eureka (2007) 147 Cai.App.4th 357; Protect 
the Historic Amador Waterways v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cai.App.4th at 1109; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown 
Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cai.App.4th 656. 

ENV-2014-1751-MND Page 12 of28 



DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (AHachaddilionalsheetslfnecessary) · 

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, CuHural 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 stte, 
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 may cause potentially significant impacts on the environment without mitigation. 
Therefore, this environmental analysis concludes that a Mitigated Negative Declaration shall be issued to avoid and mitigate all 
potential adverse impacts on the environment by the imposition of mitigation measures and/or conditions contained and expressed in 
this document; the environmental case file known asENV-2014-1751-MND and the associated case(s), CPC-2014-1750-GPA-ZC. 
Finally, based on the fact that these impacts can be feasibly mitigated to less than significant, and based on the findings and 
thresholds for Mandatory Findings of Significance as described in the California Environmental Quality Act, section 15065, the overall 
project impact(s) on ttle environment (after mitigation) will not: 

• Substantially degrade environmental quality. 
• Substantially reduce fish or wildlife habitat. 
• Cause a fish or wildlife habitat to drop below self sustaining levels. 
• Threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community. 
• Reduce number, or restrict range of a rare, threatened, or endangered species. 
• Eliminate important examples of major periods of California history or prehistory. 
• Achieve short-term goals to the disadvantage of long-tenn goals. 
• Result in environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable. 
• Result in environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
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 Cjty jntormatjon addresses and phone nymbers· visit the City's website at http://www.lacity.org ; City Planning- and Zoning 
Information Mapping Automated System (ZIMAS} cityplanning.lacity.org/ or EIR Unit, City Hall, 200 N Spring Street. Room 763. 
Seismic Hazard Maps- http://gmw.consrv.ca.gov/shmp/ 
Engineering/Infrastructure/Topographic Maps/Parcel Information- http://boemaps.eng.ci.la.ca.uslindex01.htm or 
City's main website under the heading "Navigate LA". 

TITLE: TELEPHONE NO.: 
PREPARED BY: 

City Planning Associate (818) 374-5061 

ENV-2014-1751-IvfND 

DATE: 

10117/2014 
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Impact? Explanation 

APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE 

I. AESTHETICS 

a. NO IMPACT The project is not located near a Scenic 
Vista .• 

b. NO IMPACT The project is not located near any scenic 
resources. 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFiCANT IMPACT The pr:oject may impact the visual 

\ 
character in the neighborhood by 
introducing residential development which 
may be out of scale with other existing 
structures in the area, thereby being a . 
dominant and visible feature in the 
immediate neighborhood, but as the 
project is completing a built out 
development pattern and limited in height 
the impact will be less thari significant. 

d. LESS THAN SlqNIFICANT IMPACT The project will increase lighting on the 
site compared to existing levels.Based on 
the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds 

' Guide, the determination of whether the 
proposed project results in a significant 
nighttime illumination impact shall be 
made considering the following factors: 
(a) the change in ambient illumination · 
levels as a result of proposed project 
sources; and (b) the extent to which 
proposed project lighting would spill off 
the project site and affect adjacent 
light-sensitive .~reas.Night lighting for the 
proposed project would be provided in 
order to illuminate the building entrances 

' largely to provide adequate night visibility 
for residents and visitors and to provide a 
measure of security, and not be out of 
character with other dwellings in the area. 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT The project sHe is not used or designated 
as farmland of importance, 

b. NO IMPACT The site is not zoned for agricultural uses 
and does not hold a Williamson Act 
contract. 

c. NO IMPACT The project site is not zoned for forest 
land or. timberland. 

d. NO IMPACT The project site does not contain or 
impact any forest land. 

e. NO IMPACT The project would not result in a 
conversion of farmland to a 
non-agricultural use, or forest to a 
non-forest use. 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Mitigation 
Measures 

. 

. 

. 
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Impact? 

Ill. AIR QUALITY 
a LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Explanation 

A significant air quality impact may occur 
if the Proposed Project is not consistent 
with the applicable Air Quality 
Management Plan (AQMP) or would in 
some way represent a substantial 
hindrance to employing the policies or 
obtaining the goals of that plan. In the 
case of projects proposed within the City 
of Lo5 Angeles or elsewhere in the South 
Coast Air Basin (Basin), the applicable 
plan is the Air Quality Management Plan 
(AQMP), which is prepared by the South 
Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD). The SCAQMD is the agency 
principally responsible for comprehensive 
air pollution control in the Basin. To that 

· end, the SCAQMD. a regional agency, 
works directly with the Southern Carlfomia 
Association of Governments (SCAG), 
county transportation commissions, local 
governments, and cooperates actively 
with all State and federal government 
agencies. The SCAQMD develops rules 
and regulations, establishes pennitting 
requirements, inspects emissions 
sources, and enforces such measures 
though educational programs or fines, 
when necessary. The SCAQMD is directly 
responsible for reducing emissions from 
stationary (area and point), mobile, and 
indirect sources. It has responded to this 
requirement by preparing a series of 
AQMPs. The most recent AQMP was 
adopted by the Governing Board of the 
SCAQMD on June 1, 2007. The 2007 
AQMP was .prepared to comply with the 
federal and State Clean Air Acts and 
amendments, to accommodate growth, to 
reduce the high levels of poUutants in the 
Basin, to meet federal and State air 
quality standards, and to minimize the 
fiscal impact that pollution control 
measures have on the local economy. 
Projects that are consistent with the 
projections of employment and population 
forecasts identified in the Growth 
Management Chapter of the Regional 
Comprehensive Plan (RCP) are 
considered consistent with the AQMP 
growth projections, since the Growth 
Management Chapter fonns the basis of 
the land use and trans-portation control 
portions of the AQMP. The project is 
consistent with the regional growth 
projections for the Los Angeles 
Subregion. Thus, the proposed project 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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L-----------~~~-----------L---------~~~~~~--------~--------~M~H~ig~a~t~io~n~--------~~ ·· _ Impact? Explanation Measures _ 

would not impair implementation of the 
AQMP, and this impact would be less 
than significant. 

b. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS The project will produce fugitive dust 111-10 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED and mobile source emissions as a The timeframe for construction with 

result of construction actlvHies ofthe the incorporated mitigation measures 
development. Because of the is anticipated to reduce air quality 
construction time frame, and the Impacts during construction to a less 
normal day-to-day activities, it is than significant level. 
difficult If not impossible to precisely 
quantify the dally and quarterly 
emissions associated with the 
proposed construction activities. 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project will produce fugitive dust and 
mobile sources emissions as a result of 
construction activities, as well as mobile 
source emission from additional vehicle 

- trips. These emissions will be partially 
controlled on-site by existing regulations 
and these emissions fall below the 
SCAQMD's daily signiftcant thresholds, 
and therefore would not be cumulatively 
considerable. In addition, the project 
would be consistent with the AQMP, 
which is intended to bring the Basin into 
attainment for all criteria pollutants. As 

• such, cumulative impacts would. be less 
than signiftcanl. 

d. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS Nearby sensitive receptors include 111-10 
MITIGATION JNCORPORA TED residences within and in the vicinity of The timeframe for construction with 

the project site, Vehicle emissions and the incorporated mitigation measures 
fugitive dust during construction of the is anticipated to reduce air quality 
project can result In a significant Impacts during construction to a Jess 
Impact nearby sensitive residentS. than significant level. 

e. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT SCAQMD Rule 1113 limits the amount of 
VOCs from architectural coatings and 
solv~nts, so construction activities or 
materials are not expected to create 
significant objectionable odors. The -
residential land uses proposed for the 
project would not otherwise be expected 

I to create or emit objectionable odors. 
Therefore, this impact would be Jess than 
significant. 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
I ' 

a. NO IMPACT The site is located in a built-up residential 
area and does not support any known 
protected or special-status species. 

b. NO IMPACT. The site is located in a built-up residential 
area and does not support any significant 
riparian or special status habitats. 

c. NO IMPACT The site. does not contain any federally 
protected wetlands. 
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Impact? 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

V.CULTURALRESOURCES 
a. NO IMPACT 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Explanation 

The site is located in a buiH-up residential 
area and does not support any known 
wildlife corridor or designated migration 
path. 

There are 13 trees on the site, but none 
are being removed. 

The project will not conflict with any 
conservation plans. 

No historic resources are known to exist 
on-site or in the vicinity, per City of LA's 
Environmental and Public Facilities Maps 
(Historic-Cultural Monuments & Historic 
Preservation Overlay Zones). No impact 
would occur and no mitigation measures 
are required. 

No archeological resources have been 
identified on-site or in the vicinity of the 
site, per City of LA's Environmental and 
Public Facilities Maps (Prehistoric & 
Historic Archeological Sites & Survey 
Areas}. If archeological resources are 
found during excavation, the project will 
need to follow procedure as detailed in 
the California Helath and Safety Code 
Sections 7000 et seq. Less than 
significant impacts are expected and no 
mitigation measures are required. 

No paleontological resources are known 
to exist on-site or in the vicinity, per City 
of LA's Environmental and Public 
Facilities Maps (Vertebrate 
Paleontological Resources). There are no 
unique geological features located on or 
near the project site. If paleontological 
resources are found during excavation, 
the project will need to follow procedure 
as detailed in the California Helath and 
Safety Code Sections 7000 et seq. Less 
than significant impacts are expected and 
no mitigation measures are required. 

No archeological resources have been 
identified on-site or in the vicinity of the 
site, per City of LA's Environmental and 
Public Facilities Maps (Prehistoric & 
Historic Archeological Sites & Survey 
Areas). The project is not within the 
immediate surroundings of a known burial 
site. If human remains are found during 
excavation, the project will need to follow 
procedure as detailed in the California 
HeaHh and Safety Code Sections 7000 et 
seq. less than signifteant impacts are 
expected and no mitigation measures are 
required. 

. 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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Impact? 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. POTENTJALL Y SIGNIFICANT UNLESS 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

g. NO IMPACT 
' 

h. NO IMPACT 

VII. GREEN HOUSE GAS EM.SSIONS 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Explanation 

The site is not located within the 
Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone. No impact 
would occur and no mitigation measures 
are required. 

The site is located in a seismically active 
area approximately 7.8 kilometers from 
the nearest fault (Northridge), but the 
project is not expected to cause or 
accelerate any geological hazards. The 
project is also subject to the seismic 
standards of the Department of Building 
and Safety's Uniform Building Code, 
thereby reducing possible seismic hazard 
impacts to a less than significant level .. 

The site Is located In a designated 
liquefaction hazard zone as shown on 
the "Seismic Hazard Zones" m_ap 
Issued by the state of California. 

The project site is not located within an 
area of historically earthquake-induced 
landslides, and landslides on the site are 
not anticipated based on the area's flat 
terrain. 

The site is not located in an area of 
known or suspected erosion hazard. 

The site Is located in a designated 
liquefaction hazard zone, with 
potentially unstable soils, as shown on 
the "Seismic Hazard Zones" map 
Issued by the State of California. 

The site is not located on a known 
expansive soil area. 

The proposed project would not involve 
the use of septic tanks or alternative 
wastewater disposal systems. The project 
site is located in an urbanized area 
served by existing sewer infrastructure. 

The most common contributors to GHG 
emissions result from transportation and 
the consumption of fossil fuels. The 
project is expected to consume additional 
fossil fuel resources through electrical 
and natural gas usage, as well as 
generate additional mobile source 
emissions by introdiJcing new vehicle 
trips. However, it is not possible to predict 
the impact on global climate change 
resulting from this specific and relatively 
c-.......,~11 in,..rArnAnt'!:tJ in,..ro~eoo in ol"'"'''iC!'c-innco 

. 
Vl-70 

Mitigation 
Measures 

Solis analysis after being reviewed by 
Building and Safety may necessitate 
additional building requirements to 
accommodate anticipated 
displacements of soil due to 
liquefaction. 

VJ-70 
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·Impact? Explanation 

-BIJICIII 111\.IIC:IIICIILGI JIJ\,f~CI~'III:1 Ill CIIIJ~OIVJJ;, 

due to the project's operation. 
Additionally, the proposed project does 
include features which will reduce the 
consumption of fossil fuels, such as 
compliance with the Los Angeles Green 
Building Program and the California 
Building Code, and as an in-fill 
development, thereby reducing 

- consumption of fossil fuels in vehicles. 
Therefore, the project is expected to have 
a less than significant impact on the effect 
of GHGs on the environment. 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project is expected to consume 
additional fossil fuel resources through 
electrical and natural gas usage, as well 
as generate additional mobile source 
emissions by introducing new vehicle 
trips. However, the project is consistent . 
with existing greenhouse gas reduction 
plans or policies, including the Los 
Angeles Green Building Program, the 
California Building Code, and as an in-fill 
housing project. Since the project is 
consistent with existing GHG reduction 
policies, it is expected to have a less than 
significant impact. 

VIII. HAZARDS ANO HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
-

a. NO IMPACT The proposed residential use of the site is 
not expected to require the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials. 

b. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANt UNLESS The project Includes the removal of an 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED accessory building constructed in 

1954. Lead paint and/or asbestos may 
be emitted 

c. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS The project site Is located 600 feet 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED from a school and play.ground, and an 

accessory building constructed in 
1954 Is to be demolished. Lead paint 
and/or asbestos may be emitted. 

d. NO IMPACT The site is not listed as a hazardous site, 
per the EPA's Cortese List. 

e. NO IMPACT The site is not located within the vicinity of 
' an airport. 

f. NO IMPACT The site is not located within the vicinity of 
a private airstrip. 

g. NO IMPACT The project will not interfere with any 
emergency response plans. 

h. NO IMPACT The site is not located within a fire hazard 
zone. 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Vlll·10 

Mitigation 
Measures 

. 

These measures will reduce toxic 
emissions. 

Vlll-10 
These measures will reduce toxic 
emissions. 
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Impact? 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

f. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Explanation 

Construction of the project would require 
earthwork activities, including some 
grading of the project site, and the 
construction and operation of the project 
may result in run-off from the site 
impacting water quality standards or 
waste discharge requirements. However, 
the project will be required to comply with 
existing City regulations regarding 
construction, grading and dust control 
measures, including Low Impact 
Development (LID), Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) and SUSMP 
requirements to reduce the discharge of 
polluted runoff from the project site. 
Therefore, any impact should be less than 
significant. 

The project will reduce the current 
permeable area of the project site, but is 
expected to provide pervious surfaces in 
the landscaped areas of the site and 
comply with City regulations for 
groundwater infiHration and recharge. 
Therefore, construction activities and 
operation of the residences would not 
substantially deplete groundwater 
suppfies or interfere with groundwater 
recharge. 

The project will not significantly alter a 
drainage pattern and no rivers or streams 
exist on the site. Minimal changes to the 
existing drainage patterns would occur 
on-site and no significant erosion impact 
is expected. 

The project will not significantly aHer a 
drainage pattern and no rivers or streams 
exist on the site. Minimal changes to the 
existing drainage patterns would occur 
on-site and no significant additional runoff 
or impact due to flooding is expected. 

The project will not result in a measurable 
increase in stormwater run-off, and the 
project would include appropriate on-site 
drainage improvements and water quality 
control measures to accommodate 
anticipated runoff or storm water flows. 
Therefore, the project would not create or 
contribute substantial runoff or 
contamination of runoff. 

Construction of the project would require 
earthwork activities, including demolition 
and grading ofthe project site, and the 
construction and operation of the project 
may result in run-off from the site 
impacting water quality standards or 

Mitigation 
Measure5 · 
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[ Impact? 

g. NO IMPACT 
' 

h. NO IMPACT 

i. lESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

j. NO IMPACT 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING 
a. NO IMPACT 

\ 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

. 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Explanation 

waste discharge requirements. How~ver, · 
the project will be required to comply with 
existing City regulations regarding 
construction, .grading and dust control 
measures, including low Impact 
Development (LID), Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) and SUSMP 
requirements to reduce the discharge of 
polluted runoff from the project site. 
Therefore, any impact should be Jess thari 

. significant. 

The project site is located outside of any 
designated flood zone. 

The project site is located outside of any 
designated flood zone. 

The project site is located within an area 
identified as at-risk for inundation, per the 
c;ty of LA Environmental a!)d Public 
Facilities Map, 1996. However, the 
project is not expected to impact existing 
aquifers or groundwater levels. In 
addition, the project will be required to . 
comply with existing City regulations, 
including low Impact Development (LID), 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) and 
SUSMP requirements for on-site fiHration 
and groundwater recharge. Therefore, 
any impact should be less than 
significant. 

The site is not within a tsunami, seiche, or 
mudflow area, per the City of LA 
Environmental and Public Facilities Map, 
1996 and LA Flood Hazard Map, 1998. 

The project will not physically divide a 
~mmunity; it will provide a compatible 
land use neigtlboring single-family and 
multi-family residential uses. 

A signifJCSnt impact may occur if a project 
is inconsistent with the General Plan or 
zoning designations currently applicable 
to the Project Site, and would cause 
adverse environmental effects, which the 
General Plan and zoning ordinance are 
designed to avoid or mitigate. The site is 
located within the Van Nuys-North 
Sherman Oaks Community Plan Area. 
The site is within the Community Plan 
Land Use Designation of Very Low 
Residential. The proposed project would 
be comprised of single-family residential 
uses of a higher density which is not 
consistent with that land use designation. 
Wrth the approved Plan Amendment to 
Low Residential and by the Los Angeles 

Mitigation 
Measures 

. 

~ 
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Impact? 

c. NO IMPACT 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

XII. NOISE 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Explanation 

City Planning Commission, the Mayor, 
and City Council the proposed project 
would conform to the allowable land uses 
pursuant to the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code. 

The project site is located in a heavily 
urbanized area of Los Angeles, and no 
conservation plans apply to the project 
site or area. 

The site is not located in a known mineral 
resource area, per the City of LA 
Environmental and Public Facilities Maps, 
1996. No mineral extraction operations 
occur on the project site or in the vicinity. 

The site is not located in a known mineral 
resource area, per the City of LA 
Environmental and Public Facilities Maps, 
1996. No mineral extraction operations 
occur on the project site or in the vicinity. 

The proposed project is unlikely to resuH 
in new sources of noise which would 
exceed levels established in the General 
Plan or Municipal Code. On-site 
operational noise would be generated by 
heating ventilation, and air conditioning 
equipment installed in·the new structure. 
However, any on-site stationary sources 
of noise are required to comply with the 
LAMC Section 112.02 which prohibits 
noise from this type of equipment from 
exceeding the ambient noise level on the 
premises of other occupied properties by 
more than five decibels. A temporary 
increase in noise levels is expected to 
occur during the construction phase, due 
to the heavy construction equipment and 
related constructi~n activity, and could be 
audible to those sensitive uses closest to 
the project site. 

The project would be constructed using 
typical construction techniques. 
Construction equipment would generate Ei 
limited amount of groundboume vibration 
during construction activities at short 
distances away from the source, but will 
be subject to LAMC Sections 112.05 and 
41.40 regarding construction hours and 
construction equipment noise thresholds. 

The project will not result in a significant 
permanent increase in noise leve.ls. 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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.Impact? 

d. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV -20 14-1751-MND 

Explanation 

A significant Impact may occur if the 
proposed project were to result in a 
substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels above 
existing ambient noise levels without 
the proposed project. As defined in the 
L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide 
threshold for construction noise 
Impacts, a significant impact would 
occur If construction activities lasting 
more than one day would increase the 
ambient noise levels by 10 dBA or 
more at any off-site noise-sensitive 
location. In addition, the LA. CEQA 
Thresholds Guide also states that 

, construction activities lasting more · 
than ten days In a three-month period, 
which would increase ambient exterior 
noise levels by 5 dBA or more at a 
noise sensitive use, would also 
nonnally result In a significant Impact. 
As discussed above, Impacts are 
expected to be less than slgnHicant for 
construction noise and vibration, and 
operational noise and vibration. 

The site is not located Within the vicinity of 
an airport. 

The site is not located within the vicinity of 
an airstrip. 

The project will accommOctate residential 
population growth in-keeping with what 
was originally envisioned from the 
Community Plan land use and density 
designations, and proposes a net 
increase of 2 residential units. The 
physical secondary or indirect impacts of 
population and housing growth such as 
increased traffic or noise have been 
adequately mitigated or addressed in 
other portions of this document, and 
therefore the increase of population will 
have a less than significant effect. 

The project is not displacing any housing. 

The project is not displacing any housing. 

The site is located approximately 0.5 
miles travel distance from the nearest Fire 
Engine Company (#39), less than the 
maximum response distance preferred by 
the Los Angeles Fire Code (LAMC Sec. 
57.09.07). The project is not otherwise 
located in any fire hazard zones. 

Xll-20 

Mitigation 
Measures 

The implementation of Mitigation 
Measure Xll-20 would ensure the 
proposed project would not result in a 
substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity, and these Impacts 
would be less than significant. 

-

. 
-

' 

. 
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Impact? 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

' 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

-

e. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

XV. RECREATION 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC · 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Explanation 

The project is served by the Van Nuys 
Community Police Station, located 
approximately 1 mile from the subject site. 
The proposed development would resutt 
in a net increase of 2 residential units, 
which is less than the significance 
threshold of 75 residential units, as 
identified by the City of LA CEQA 
Thresholds Guide. Therefore the project 
would not have a significant impact on the 
City's police services. 

The proposed development would resuft 
in a net increase of 2 residential units, 
resutting in the addition of new students 
into the school system. However, the 
development will be required to pay 
school fees to the Los Angeles Unified 
Sctiool District to offset some of the 
increased demand for school services. 
Therefore the project will have a less than 
significant impact on the City's school 
services. 

The proposed development would resutt 
in a net increase of 2 residential units, 
creating a slight additional need and 
usage of park facilities. The parcel map 
may require Quimby fees. These 
amenities will help to offset any potential 
Impacts the project might have on the 
City's park system. 

Potential project impacts on other City 
services haye been addressed in other 
portions of this document, including 
transportation improvements, and have 
been mitigated to a less than significant 
level. 

The proposed development would result 
in a net increase of 2 residential units, 
creating an additional need and usage of 
park facilities. The parcel map may 
require Quimby fees, helping to offset any 
potential impacts the project might have 
on the City's park system. 

Construction-related impacts on the 
project site have been mitigated to a 
less-than significant levels through the 
implementation of measures identified in 
the remainder of the document. 

-

' 

Mitigation 
Measures 

' 
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Impact? 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT . 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

XVII. UnLmES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. LESSTHAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Explanation 

The project would result below a 
threshold of 500 daily trips and less than 
43 p.m. peak hour vehicle trips on the 
street system. Therefore the project will 
not cause a significant or substantial 
increase in traffic. However, LADOT may 
recommend mitigation measures to 
ensure safe and adequate site access. 

The project would result in below a 
threshold oJ 500 daily trips and le·ss than 
43 p.m. peak hour vehicle trips on the 
street system. Therefore the project will 
not cause a significant or substantial 
increase in traffic. In addition, the project 
would not conflict with any existing 
congestion management plan. 

The project will not alter air traffic 
patterns. 

The project does· not include any changes 
to transportation design features. 

The project will provide adequate 
emergency access. 

The project will not interfere with public 
transit plans or policies. 

The City's Department of Public Works 
provides wastewater services for the site, 
and generated wastev.iater is transferred 
to Hyperion Treatment Plant, which is 
currently operating at 362 mgd, below a 
capacity of 450 mgd. The proposed 
project is also not located in any Sewer 
Capacity Threshold Area, per LA CECA 
Thresholds Guide, Exhibits M.2-1-
M.2-12. Full occupancy of the project 
would produce approximately 400 gpd in 
wastewater flows, less than the 4,000 gpd 
threshold identified by the City's CEQA 
Thresholds Guide. However, as the site is 
in an arid region, the decision maker 
should require water conservation 
measures to lessen the demand for water 

The project would result in increased 
water demand and wastewater 
generation. However, the project will not 
require the construction of additional 
water or wastewater facilities, as 
discussed in XVIIa. Therefore, impacts 
would be less than significant. 

' 

t 

Mitigation 
Measures. 

. 
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Impact? 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

' 

~ 

e. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

' 

' -

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Exl)lanation 

Drainage paHems and post-development 
runoff quantities under the proposed 
project would be similar to the existing 
site conditions. If the project is required 
any additional construction of connections 
to the existing dre~inage system, the 
construction would be mitigated by other 
construction mitigation already required 
for the project. Therefore any potential 
construction for sewage connections 
would be less than significant 

A significant impact may occur if a project 
would increase water consumption to 
such a degree that new water sources 
would need to be identified. Based on the 
City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds 
Guide, the determination of whether the 
project results in a significant impact on 
water shall be made considering the 
following factors: (a) the total estimated 
water demand for the project; (b) whether 
sufficient capacity exists in the water 
infrastructure that would serve the project, 
taking into ac9ount the anticipated 
conditions at project build-out; (c) the 
amount by which the project would cause 
the projected growth in population, 
housing or employment for the 
Community Plan area to be exceeded in 
the year of the project completion; and (d) 
the degree to which scheduled water 
infrastructure improvements or project 
design features would reduce or offset 
service impacts. Based on a net increase 
of 2 units, the net increase for water 
demand would be 470 gallons per day. As 
concluded above, the proposed project 
would have a less-than-significant impact 
on water demand. 

Based upon the criteria established in the 
City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds 
Guide, a project would normally have a 
significant wastewater impact if: (a) the 
project would cause a measurable 
increase in wastewater flows to a point 
where, and a time when, a sewer's 
capacity is already constrained or that 
would cause a sewer's capacity to 
become constrained; or (b) the project's 
additional wastewater flows would 
substantially or incrementally exceed the 
future scheduled capacity of any one 
treatment plant by generating flows 
greater than those anticipated in the 
Wastewater Facilities Plan or General 
plan and its elements. The sewage flow 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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. Impact? Explanation 

will ultimately be conveyed to the 
Hyperion Treatment Plant, which ha~ 
sufficient capacity for the Proposed 
Project. Therefore, impacts would be less 
than signifJCant. 

f. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project will generate waste due to the 
demolition, construction and operation of 
structures. Tlie 2009 County of Los 
Angeles CoiWMP report on landfill 
capacity also states that without changes 
in the status quo, a shortage of permitted 
solid waste disposal capacity at in-County 
Class Ill landfills is projected by 2014. 
However, the report also anticipates that 
future disposal needs can be adequately 
met through ·2024 through landfill 
expansion, new technolegies, and waste 
reduction programs. Estimated daily use 
of the multi-family residential building will 
contribute less than the City's operational 
threshold of 5 tons per week identified in 
the City's CEOA Thresholds Guide. In 
addition, the project would be required to 
comply with all applicable regulations and 
recycling programs, including the LA 
Green Building Code and AB939 to 
reduce the amount of solid waste 
disposed of at local landfills. Therefore, 
waste generated by the construction and 
operation of the site would have a less 
than significant impact on local landfills . . 

g. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project will generate waste due to the 
demolition, construction and operation of 
structures. The project would be required 
to comply with all applicable regulations, 
including the LA. Green Building Code and 
AB939 to reduce the amount of solid 
waste disposed of at local landfills. 
Therefore, waste generated by the 
construction and operation of the site 
should be in compliance with all 
applicable regulations and would result in 
a less than significant impact. 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a. lESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project site does not contain any 
threatened or endangered species, 

. sensitive habitats, or known historic 
resources. The project will not 
significantly degrade the environment or 
affect any plant or wildlife areas. 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project will not result in any 
cumulative effects. 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

~ 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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Impact? 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

E~-2014-1751-~ 

Explanation 

Any potential substantial adverse effects 
on human beings have been addressed in 
other portions of this report (air quality, 
grading, traffic, hazardous materials, 
infrastructure impacts) and have been 
adequately mitigated to a less than 
significant ~vel. 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES ~ c:::>~. ~ a.; 
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ROOM 395, CITY HALL 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION ---- - ·-- .. -···- .. .... -- - . -- ----- - --· --· -·- ·- . ···- ---· ·- -- ·····-·· .. -. ·- .. ... -···· 

LEAD CITY AGENCY COUNCIL DISTRICT 
City of Los A~geles 2 

--- -··· -- --- ---·- -- ---. --·-· .. ... - .... - ------- . .. ·- -- ----- .. ·-· .. --- ---- ------ . 

PROJECT TITLE CASE NO. 
ENV-201.4-1751-MND CPC-2014-1750-GPA-ZC -- -- ·· ·- .. - . - -- - - . -

PROJECT LOCATION 
6724 N Allott Ave .... ... . ..... -· 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
1 The proposed project is the subdivision of an existing 33,159.8 square-:-foot lot into three.lots: lot "A" 21,137.35 square feet, lot "B" 
6,011.76 square feet, and lot "C" 6,011.76 square feet (filed separately as a modification to PMLA-2011-1236); and the construction of 
one single family dwelling on lot "B" and one on lot "C" (the existing single family dwelling will remain on lot "A"). Both new dwellings 
will be two stories, approximately 28 feet in height, and will have two-car garages. The project will require the removal of accessory 
structures. 

This project will require a General Plan Amendment from the Very Low Residential Land Use Designation to the low land Use 
Designation over the portion of the property that will be future lots "B" and "C" and is currently zoned R1-1. A Zone Change from R1-1 
to (T)(Q)R1-1 is also being requested for this portion of the property. The portion that becomes lot "A" will remain in the Very Low 
Re~idential Land Use_f?esignation with the existing_ zone of RE11-1 

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

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY 
Robert Saribekyan 
6724 N. Allot Avenue 
Van Nuys, CA 91401 

-
FINDING: 

The City Planning Department of the City of Los Angeles has Proposed that a mitigated negative declaration be adopted for 
this project because the mitigation measure(s) outlined on the attached page(s) will reduce any potential significant adverse 
effects to a level of insignificance 

(CONTINUED ON PAGE 2) 
.. ··-· 

SEE ATTACHED SHEET(S) FOR ANY MITIGATION MEASURES IMPOSED. 

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

... 

THE INITIAL STUDY PREPARED FOR· THIS PROJECT IS ATTACHED. - _, -------··· --·-··- ·····- .. ... . .. ----------- ... - -- ----. .. . ----- ----· . ·-·- .. . .. ··-- -- -- ·-- ·- ---- . .. - --- . .. .. - .. - ----· . . .... ... --~-... .. ---·- .. -------- -------· ... .. ···-·-· . ·- · --- . ····· .. - ----.- ···-- .. 

NAME OF PERSON PREPARING THIS FORM TITLE ---- \~ 1=-\··,j R \' I o Y'\ 'city Planning Associate 
~ 

. ... 1.. . • . - . . ---- •. • .. 

ADDRESS SIGNATURE (r-\ 
200 N. SPRING STREET, 7th FLOOR ,W_u_ J, 
LOS ANGELES, CA. 90012 I. ~~ . 

ENV-2014-175l~MND 

TELEPHONE NUMBER 

1(818) 37~-~()61 .. 

DATE 

No~EMl7ER 11, l6IY 

Exhibit C 
Environmental 

Clearance 
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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

111-10. Air Pollution (Demolition, Grading, and Construction Activities) 

• 
• All unpaved demolition and construction areas shall be wetted at least twice daily during excavation and construction, 

and temporary dust covers shall be used to reduce dust emissions and meet SCAQMD District Rule 403. Wetting 
could reduce fugitive dust by as much as 50 percent. · 

• The construction area shall be kept sufficiently dampened to control dust caused by grading and hauling, and at all 
times provide reasonable control of dust caused by wind. 

• All clearing, earth moving, or excavation activities shall be discontinued during periods of high winds (i.e., greater 
than 15 mph), so as to prevent excessive amounts of dust. · 

• All dirt/soil loads shall be secured by trimming, watering or other appropriate means to prevent spillage and dust. 
• All dirt/soil materials transported off-site shall be either sufficiently watered or securely covered to prevent excessive 

amount of dust. 

• General contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize exhaust emissions. 

• Trucks having no current hauling activity shall not idle but be turned off. 

Vl-70. Liquefaction Area 

• Environmental impacts may result due to the proposed project's location in an area with liquefaction potential. 
However, these potential impacts will be mitigated to a less than significant level by the following measures: 

• Prior to the issuance of grading or building permits, the applicant shall submit a geotechnical report, prepared by a 
registered civil engineer or certified engineering geologist, to the Department of Building and Safety, for review and 
approval. The project shall comply with the Uniform Building Code Chapter 1 a, Division1 Section1804.5 Liquefaction 
Potential and Soil Strength Loss. The geotechnical report shall assess potential consequences of any liquefaction 
and soil strength loss, estimation of settlement, lateral movement or reduction in foundation soil-bearing capacity, and 
discuss mitigation measures that may include building design consideration. Building design considerations shall 
include, but are not limited to: ground stabilization, selection of appropriate foundation type and depths, selection of 
appropriate structural systems to accommodate anticipated displacements or any combination of these measures. 

• The project shall comply with the conditions contained within the Department of Building and Safety's Geology and 
Soils Report Approval Letter for the proposed project, and as it may be subsequently amended or modified. 

Vlll~10. Explosion/Release (Existing Toxic/Hazardous Construction Materials) 

• .Due to the age of the building(s) being demolished, toxic and/or hazardous construction materials may be located in 
the structure(s). Exposure to such materials during demolition or construction activities could be hazardous to the 
health of the demolition workers, as well as area residents, employees, and future occupants. However, these 
impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level by the following measure: 

• (Asbestos) Prior to the issuance of any permit for the demolition or alteration of the existing structure(s), the 
applicant shall provide a letter to the Department of Building and Safety from a qualified asbestos abatement 
consultant indicating that no Asbestos-Containing Materials (ACM) are present in the building. If ACMs are found to 
be present, it will need to be abated in compliance with the South Coast Air Quality Management District's Rule 1403 
as well as all other applicable State and,Federal rules and regulations. 

• (Lead Paint) Prior to issuance of any permit for the demolition or alteration of the existing structure(s), a lead-based 
paint survey shall be performed to the written satisfaction of the Department of Building and Safety. Should 
lead-based paint materials be identified, standard handling and disposal practices shall be implemented pursuant to 
OSHA regulations. · 

Xll·20. Increased Noise Levels (Demolition, Grading, and Construction Activities) 

• 
• The project shall comply with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance No. 144,331 and 161,574, and any 

subsequent ordinances, which prohibit the emission or creation of noise beyond certain levels at adjacent uses 
unless technically infeasible. 

• Construction and demolition shall be restricted to the hours of 7:00 am to 6:00 pm Monday through Friday, and 8:00 
am to 6:00 pm on Saturday. 

• Demolition and construction activities shall be scheduled so as to avoid operating several pieces of equipment 
simultaneously, which causes high noise levels. 

• The project contractor shall use power construction equipment with state-of-the-art noise shielding and muffling 
devices. 

ENV-2014-1751-MND Page 2 of28 



LEAD CITY AGENCY: 
City of Los Angeles 

-

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) 

-
I~OUNCIL DISTRICT: ~~ATE: 

08/291201~ 

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES~ De~artment of City Planning . . . . 

ENVIRONMENTAL CASE: RELATED CASES: 
ENV-2014-1751-MND CPC-2014-1750-GPA-ZC 

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

0 Does NOT have significant changes from previous actions 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
ZC AND GPA (WITH CONCURRENT MODIFICATION TO APPROVED PMLA UNDER SEPARATE FILING) 

--

ENV PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The proposed project is the subdivision of an existing 33,159.8 square-foot Jot into three lots: lot "A" 21,137.35 square feet, lot "B" 

-

6,011.76 square feet, and Jot "C" 6,011.76 square feet (filed separately as a modification to PMLA-2011-1236); and the construction of 
one single family dwelling on lot "B" and one on lot "C" (the existing single family dwelling will remain on lot "A"). Both new dwellings 
will be two stories, approximately 28 feet in height, and will have two-car garages. The project will require the removal of accessory 
structures. 

This project will require a General Plan Amendment from the Very Low Residential Land Use Designation to the Low Land Use 
Designation over the portion of the property that will be future Jots "B" and "C" and is currently zoned R1-1. A Zone Change from Rt-1 
to (T)(Q)R1-1 is also being requested for this portion of the property. The portion that becomes lot "A" will remain in the Very Low 
Residential land Use Designation with the existing zone of RE11-1 

-
ENVIRONMENTAL SETIINGS: 
The site is one rectangular-shaped lot totaling 33,159.8 sq-ft of lot area and extends from Allott Avenue to Sunnyslope Avenue (both 
local streets) with a 108.32 frontage on each. The depth of the lot is 306.12 feet. The llite is improved with a one-story single family 
dwelling to remain on the future lot "A". An existing detached garage/storage and swimming pool, located on future lots "B" and "C" 
are to be removed. I 

Adjacent land uses include single family residential uses with a zoning of R1-1, RE11-1, and RE9-1 to the east, west and south of the 
subject site. Uses to the north of the subject site consists of single family residential and multiple family residential uses with a zoning 
of RE11-1 and [Q]RD1.5-1. Within 500 feet south of the subjeCt site is Kittridge Elementary School. There are 13 trees on the site and 
n_~ne will be rem~ved: The site is loc:.ate~ in a liquefaction _ar~·-

•; .. .- ·- --
PROJECT LOCATION: 
6724 N Allott Ave 

•- N-'•• - .. . . ..... ~ ---·-··· ..... _, ___ ___ . --- -· ......... ------ ~-- . .... -·-- - --· 

COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: AREA PLANNING COMMISSION: CERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOOD 
VAN NUYS - NORTH SHERMAN OAKS SOUTH VALLEY COUNCIL: I STATUS: GREATER VALLEY GLEN 

0 Does Conform to Plan 

~ Does NOT Conform to Plan 
- '· 

MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY 
EXISTING ZONING: ALLOWED BY ZONING: 
R1-11RE11-1 R1-11 du/5000 sq.ft., RE11-1 

du/11 ,000 sq.ft. 
·-·-~ ··---- ·-· ~ - -·-·· ··· .. -- -- · , ..... .,....,.,. -- .. --- - --···-------------·-·- -········· . - ----- -
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' ' 

MAX. DENSITYnNTENSITY LA River Adjacent: 
j GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: ALLOWED BY PLAN NO 

VERY LOW RESIDENTIAL DESIGNATION: 
1 du/9,000 sqJt. 

PROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY: 

·-·· 
2 ~u/6,01_1 sq.ft., 1 du/~1,1_37 sq.tt. . -·. 

ENV-2014-1751-MND Page4 of28 



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

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

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

, __ --·-·· -···---·------ - ............. ------·------- ... _. 
City Planning Associate (818) 374-5061 

=•-=========m============-· ~•- =====================~===================== 

Signature Title Phone 

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

sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No lmpacf' 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 
lmpacf' 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," ~s 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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. 
I 

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

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

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

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

ro AESTHETICS 
! 0 AGRICULTURE AND FOREST 
i RESOURCES 
l y AIR QUALITY 

l 0 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
0 CULTURAL RESOURCES . 

j y GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

'--····---- - - ·-·· 

j 0 GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
I y" HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
I MATERIALS 
j 0 HYDROLOGY AND WATER 
I QUALITY 
! 0 LAND USE AND PLANNING 

J -~ :;::~~-:E~~UR:~:___ .. -- . 

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (TobecompJetedbytheLeadcltyAuency) 

Baf:lcground 

PROPONENT NAME: 
Robert Saribekyan 
APPLICANT ADDRESS: 
6724 N. Allot Avenue 
Van Nuys, CA 91401 
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST: 
Department of City Planning 
PROPOSAL NAME (if Applicable): 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

-- - ---·- - ----··· ··---- r= 
-0 POPULATION AND HOUSING I i 

D PUBLIC SERVICES 
1 1 

0 RECREAnON t ; 
0 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC I 1.i 

· 0 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS I _ 
0 MANDA TORY FINDINGS OF I ; 

SIG~~~IC~~~E -- . - .. - . - .I J 

PHONE NUMBER: · 
(303} 900-0000 

DATE SUBMITTED: 
07/01/2014 
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". 
Potentially 
significant 

Potentia By unless Less than 
significant mitigation significant 

impact incorporated impact No impact 
-. 

I. AESTHETICS 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? v - · . .. 

b. Substantially damage scenic resources, .including, but not limited to, trees, · ' v 
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its v 
surroundings? 

d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect v 
day or nighttiiTJe views in the area? 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

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

- ·· 
b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? v 
c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined v 

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

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

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

-- .. •... .. .. -
Ill. AIR QUAUTY . . -
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? v ... 

b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or ~ 
projected air quality violation? 

- . 

c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for v 
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)? 

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? v 
e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? v 
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat ..r 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 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
. - . 

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive v 
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 v 
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vemal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
i~t(;lr!up~on. or o~er n1ean_s? 

·~ - - -· - - . - .. 
d. Interfere substantially with the movement of. any native resident or migratory v 

fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife 

-
~!Tidors, or impede _the use of n~ti~e wildlife nurs~ry sites? 

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, v 
su~. as a tr:eepr~servation policy or ordina~ce? 

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural v 
Community Conservation Pian, or other approved local, regional, or state 
habitat conservation plan? 

. · - · --. ·-

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 
-- ····-- ------------·····-----· ---------~- ---- - . -- --.- ·-- - - -·------- . -- -- -- -· -- ·- - -" ____ __ , , _ _,.,, , .... --
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-. . ~ -· - - .. - -~- . . -
Potentially 
significant 

Potentially unless Less than 
significant mitigation significant 

lmj)act __ . lncorporat«td .. . -~ lmpa~t No impact 

,a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical v resource as d~fined in§ 15064.5?_ .. . .. 

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological -.1' ' 
resource pursuant to §_15064.5? 

Direct~)~ orf!idired!l~ destroy a U11ique paleontological resource or site or 
- ..,. ,C. 

' unique geoTogfc feah.lre? 
-

d Distl,lrb any_ human rema:lM, indwlng thoss interm:l oul!ifde of formal ., 
J \o 

cemetelies1 
I 

Vt GEOLO~Y A:ND SOILS 

I II. Expose people or slructu;res kl potentia, !!tibstantiial!'ldveflle etJKts: ilic!uding v 
' 

the r,Js'k d loss, injury, or d'ealh rnvotvfng; Rupb.Jm of a knmw~ ealltflqtllate 
fault. as ·d'efinsated ·!m tile most ~~ecenlAI'qulsi.Prfo7o Earthquake Fault Zonr.n.g 
Map issued by lhe SUite Geologi$t forlhe area or based oo clher subs'lanlisl 
evidertOe of a known fautt7 Refer-to Divis ton of Mines and Geology Spuci.aJ 
PubllcaUon 42. 

- -
b:, Expose peo,ple or G'bucfLires to potential aubstanlial advt~I"B{{ effects, including v 
I the lis1t of 1105$, mJ,ury,. or dalh ilnvolviilg: S1rol'lg sebmlc ground shaking? I 

.. 

c. IE:Iq)OSe people: oritbuetiJres to potentialsubsterillal edve!Se effects. Including v 
tlie risk of loss, inJwy, or death involving: Sei&mic>fetsled ground fat11111'8, 

I inolUdl:nQ lquefaclicn?' _ 

d, Expose peqpte or slruclulleS to .pot ntlal substantial adlli!rH effects., induding I , 
1t1e rfsk of loss, injul)'. or death InvolVing; Landslides? 

' 

•• , Res uti: In subs1antial &Dil eros! on or the loss of ~opso~? v . . 
f. Be foc:aled Cln a :geologic unlt or soU that JJ tlil$1able, or that wourd becanJe v 

unstabte .as :111 reSl:llt e~r the project, .and f!l~ly result in ao- or off-site 
landslide, lateral sprea!:llng, subs.idence, llquefletron er coD-e? 

g. Be located on expansive so( as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Unifonn : ., 
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property? I 

I 

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 disposal of waste water? 

VII. GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

a. Generate greenhou~ gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may v 
have a significant Impact on the environment? 

b. Conflict with an applicable plan. policy o~ regulation adopted for the purpose v 
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the v 
routine transport, use,_ or~isposal of hazardous materials? .. 

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through v 
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 v 
materials, substances. or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

" ...... --· 
d. 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, 
v 

wo._ul~ it create a sig~ifi~nt_hazard to_ the publi~~r_the ~nviro_~!!lent? .. 

~e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan v 
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 

I 
wor1dng in the project area? -

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in v I a saf~ty hazar_d for peo£1e residing or _working in the proj!!ct area? 
" 

. .. ..... -
g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency v 

response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 
I - ... ···----. - · ... ····· ···-··-· ·- -~ ··-- . ··-···· --~. -····· - ··-···- .. -. - ·--· ·· · ·•·• ·· ···· -~·· .. ... --- -· ,._ -- --·--··· .. ···-··- .. ... . ...... _ - -- --- - -- --- -- . ~ - -·- ~ --
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- . ' . .. 
Potentially 
significant 

Potentially unless Less than 
significant mitigation significant 

impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of Joss, injury or death v 
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 .eny watere.~ua&ly:s.tafldards orwas.te chstharge requ1mme:nts? .., 
b. 1 Subs1antlalty deplete groundwater supplies or lntertete a~bstanliully with y 

groUI'ldwater rechBI]e such lh!il there wouJ\1 be a nel Elefic Ill aquifer volurn.a 
, oro lowetinQI afHle lol:.fll grQUndwaler ta!:lre le-vel (e.g., the ,production rate of 
jl'lii'OO(I(isting nearby wells woul'cl drop to eve! which would not support 
emtrng land U8e6 or prann,ed 1uses fon'illid-1 permits !'lave b~ granted)? 

c. SUbiiBnVIilly alter the exi:lo'ting drni111aee pattern of 1he me or area., fnduding v 
tmough the alteration of the course of a slream or river, In a ma:JIIner which 
would result. .in :substanUal e'Os.lon or siliaiio:n on~ or ofHsite·? ' 

--

d. SIA»otantlalty alter lhe ekiGl:in9 dralnage pauern rJl the site 1ot area, lndudln~ ~ 
lhroLJgtl th.e alteration of~ course of a sii'Gam or rlve:r, or substantially 
increase the raw or amoo.nt flf .surface ~uoolf in a· ma1111Cr wtJ cb woutd re&!l 
In li_ooding on- or off-site? -

e. Cree or conbibule runo-ff wa1sr which woul'd exceed ttle capacity of exisli11g . ., 
,or planned stormw-ater drainaga systems or provae sl:!b&tanlial additional 
sou•ces or p~ ~1"1011'? . - ' - . -

r. Otherwise $Ubst;atrtiaDy !;legr:~~.de wate:r qu-ality? ~ - -

g. Place· housing within a 100.year ftood hazwd aata as ma.PJ*! Ol'l a retteral I 
., 

ffoodl H~rd Boundary or Flood lllSIJill:fKle Rate Map O'f ather flloDd liamtd I 

. deUnfila.tlcn ~7 I - ·- · ~ 

b. Place wilhlil a 100-ye.a:r llood hazard area structure& Which wollld impede or "' ~lrect: tklod flews? - . -

L Exp0$8 pecpt£t or strul;l:urml to 11 sign meant risk of loss. injul)l or death ' v 
' invcl'ring lloodi~g. imcllild n.g ftocdlng as a result of the raiiUn!l or a levee ~r 

dam? 

J. lm~n<fmfon by seid'le, ~unam~ cr mutll'l~:~w1 v' -
X. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

L Physica11y divide 8fl e:stabfUJ~hed cammui'!lly? .., 
b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency ·v' 

with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, I 

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

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

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 
- - ~ 

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of v' 
value _to the _regio_n and the residents of the s~te? . . 

. b. ' Result in the Joss 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 

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

b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundbome vibration or v 
J groundborne nois_e _levels? .. 

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project v 
vicinity above levels existing without the project? 

--- ·-· - . --- -·· 

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the v 
: p_r?j~~~!~~i!_Y._a_b?V~!~~~~ e~~~~~ ~~~~~~t~~ p~o.J~~?. __ . ·- _ -· - - - .. --,..-- - -···· .· .... . -.., _.,., .. - - ·-··--.- ··--· - --· 
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- . .. 
Potentially 
significant 

Potentially unless Less than 
significant mitigation significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact . . .. - . . . 

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan v 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? 

--· - .. -

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

XIII. POPULA nON 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)? 

-- - . 
b. D.isplace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the 

c v 
construction of replacement hou~ing elsewher~? 

·-

c. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of v 
replaeemen~ housing elsewhere? 

.. ~ -
XIV. PUBUC SERVICES .. . 

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

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

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

c. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impaCts associated v 
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for , 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 
public services: Schools? 

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 services: Parks? 

e. 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 
pu~lic servicas: Other public facl~ites? --~ . 

XV. RECREATION .. - · -. . ... -
a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional ~ 

parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
deterioration _of the _facility would occur or be accelerated? -

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. TRANSPORTATIONfTRAFFIC 

a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of ~ 

.C 
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account 
all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel 
and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to 
intersections, streets. highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, 
and mass transit? 
... .. . ··--- ' --- · ..... --~- -- ~ - ... .. ····· ·-· . .... " . -- · --- ------ ---- .. -· ······· -··· - ···- . - - -- ;o • ..l - -- .. - -- -
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Potentially 
significant 

Potentially unless Less than 
significant mitigation significant 

Impact .. .• ln~orporated impact No Impact 

b. Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but v 
not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county congestion management agency for 
~esignated roads or highways? 

c.. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic , 
levelS or a change in location that results in sub_stantial safety risks? 

d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or v 
dangerous intersections) orincompatib~e uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

-
e. Result in inadequate emergency access? v 
f. Conflict with adopted policies, plans. or programs regarding public transit, , 

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

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 
···--

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 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 
cause significant environmental effects? ' 

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 ' 

significant environmental effects? .. 

I 
d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing v 

entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

Ill. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves v 
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's 
projected demand in a~dition to the provider's existing commitments? I 

t. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the v 
project's solid waste disposal needs? 

. - . 

' II· Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid v 
waste? .. 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

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

. . . . . ···- -
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 effects of other current projects, and the effects of 
proba_~le future pr()j~c~>? . 

I . Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial v 
.. advf)rse E!~~cts on hum~n. bE!ings, ~itl1erdirectly ()T indire~ly? .. , . 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083, 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21080, 
21083.05, 21095, Pub. Resources Code; Eureka Citizens for Responsible Govt. v. City of Eureka {2007) 147 Cai.App.4th 357; Protect 
the Historic Amador WateiWays v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cai.App.4th at 11 09; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown 
Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cai.App.4th 656. 
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DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach 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, CuHural 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 (CECA). 

The project as identified in the project description may cause potentially significant impacts on the environment without mitigation. 
Therefore, this environmental analysis concludes that a Mitigated Negative Declaration shall be issued to avoid and mitigate all 
potential adverse impacts on the environment by the imposition of mitigation measures and/or conditions contained and expressed in 
this document; the environmental case file known asENV-2014--1751-MND and the associated case(s), CPC-2014--1750-GPA..ZC. 
Finally, based on the fact that these impacts can be feasibly mitigated to less than significant, and based on the findings and 
thresholds for Mandatory Findings of Significance as described in the California Environmental Quality Act, section 15065, the overall 
project impact(s) on tfle environment (after mitigation) will not: 

• Substantially degrade environmental quality. 
• Substantially reduce fish or wildlife habitat. 
• Cause a fish or wildlife habitat to drop below self sustaining levels. 
• Threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community. 
• Reduce number, or restrict range of a rare, threatened, or endangered species. 
• Eliminate important examples of major periods of California history or prehistory. 
• Achieve short-term goals to the disadvantage of long-term goals. 
• Result in environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable. 
• ResuH in environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
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 Cjtv jnformatjon addresses and phone numbers· visit the City's website at http://www.Jacity.org; City Planning- and Zoning 
Information Mapping Automated System (ZIMAS) cftyplanning.Jacity.org/ or EIR Unit; City Hall, 200 N Spring Street. Room 763. 
Seismic Hazard Maps • http://gmw.consrv.ca.gov/shmp/ 
Engineering/Infrastructure/Topographic Maps/Parcel Information - http://boemaps.eng.ci.Ja.ca.us/index01.htm or 
City's main website under the heading "Navigate LA". 

TITLE: TELEPHONE NO.: 
P~EPARED BY: 

City Planning Associate (818) 374-5061 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

DATE: 

10/17/2014 
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APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE 

I. AESTHETICS 

a. NO IMPACT The project is not located near a Scenic 
Vista. 

b. NO IMPACT The project is not located near any scenic 
resources. 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project may impact the visual 

' 
character in the neighborhood by 
introducing residential development which 
may be out of scale with other existing 
structures in the area, thereby being a 
dominant and visible feature in the 
immediate neighborhood, but as the 
project is completing a buiH out 
development pattern and limited in height 
the impact will be less than significant. 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project will increase lighting on the 
site compared to existing levels. Based on 
the City of Los Angeles CEOA Thresholds 
Guide, the determination of whether the 
proposed project results in a significant 
nighttime illumination impact shall be 
made considering the following factors: 
(a) the change in ambient illumination 
levels as a result of proposed project 
sources; and (b) the extent to which 
proposed project lighting would spill off 
the project site and affect adjacent 
light-sensitive areas. Night lighting for the 
proposed project would be provided in 
order to illuminate the building entrances 
largely to provide adequate night visibility 
for residents and visitors and to provide a 
measure of security, and not be out of 
character with other dwellings in the area. 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT The project site is not used or designated 
as farmland of importance, 

b. NO IMPACT The site is not zoned for agricultural uses 
and does not hold a Williamson Act 
contract. 

c. NO IMPACT The project site is not zoned for forest 
land or timberland. 

d. NO IMPACT The project site does not contain or 
impact any forest land. 

e. NO IMPACT The project would not result in a 
conversion of farmland to a 
non-agricultural use, or forest to a 
non-forest use. -

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

' 

Mitigation 
Measures 

. 
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Ill. AIR QUALITY 
a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Ex lanation 

t' 
I 

A significant air quality impact may occur 
if the Proposed Project is not consistent 
with the applicable Air Quality 
Management Plan (AQMP} or would in 
some way represent a substantial 
'hindrance to employing the policies or 
obtaining the goals of that plan. In the 
case of projects proposed within the City 
of Los Angeles or elsewhere in the South 
Coast Air Basin (Basin), the applicable 
plan is the Air Quality Management Plan 
(AQMP}, which is prepared by the South 
Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD). The SCAOMD is the agency 
principally responsible for comprehensive 
air pollution control in the Basin. To that 
end, the SCAQMD, a regional agency, 
works directly with the Southern California 
Association of Governments (SCAG), 
county transportation commissions, local 
governments, and cooperates actively 
with all State and federal government 
agencies. The SCAQMD develops rules 
and regulations, establishes permitting 

· requirements, inspects emissions 
sources, and enforces such measures 
though educational programs or fines, 
when necessary. The SCAQMD is directly 
responsible for reducing emissions from 
stationary (area and point), mobile, and 
indirect sources. It has responded to this 
requirement by preparing a series of 
AQMPs. The most recent AQMP was 
adopted by the Governing Board of the 
SCAQMD on June 1, 2007. The 2007 
AQMP was prepared to comply with the 
federal and State Clean Air Acts and 
amendments, to accommodate growth, to 
reduce the high levels of pollutants in the 
Basin, to meet federal and State air 
quality standards, and to minimize the 
fiscal impact that pollution control 
measures have on the local economy. 
Projects that are consistent with the 
projections of employment and population 
forecasts identified in the Growth 
Management Chapter of the Regional 
Comprehensive Plan (RCP) are 
considered consistent with the AQMP 
growth projections, since the Growth 
Management Chapter forms the basis of 
the land use and trans.portation control 
portions of the AQMP. The project is 
consistent with the regional growth 
projections for the Los Angeles 
Subregion. Thus, the proposed project 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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b. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

d. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

e. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT . 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Explanation 

would not impair implementation of the 
AQMP, and this impact would be less 
than significant. 

The project will produce fugitive dust 
and mobile source emissions as a 
resuH of construction activities of the 
development. Because of the 
construction time frame, and the 
normal day-to-day activities, it is 
difficult If not impossible to precisely 
quantify the daily and quarterly 
emissions associated with the 
proposed construction activities. 

The project will produce fugitive dust and 
mobile sources emissions as a result of 
construction activities, as well as mobile 
source emission from additional vehicle 
trips. These emissions will be partially 
controlled on-site by existing regulations 
and these emissions fall below the 
SCAQMD's daily signifiCant thresholds, 
and therefore would not be cumulatively 
considerable. In addition, the project 
would be consistent with the AQMP, 
which is intended to bring the Basin into 
attainment for all criteria pollutants. As 
such, cumulative impacts would be less 
than significant. 

Nearby sensitive receptors Include 
residences within and in the vicinity of 
the project site. Vehicle emissions and 
fugitive dust during construction of the 
project can resuH In a significant 
impac~ nearby sensitive residents. 

SCAOMD Rule 1113 limits the amount of 
VOCs from architectural coatings and 
solvents, so construction activities or 
materials are not expected to create 
significant objectionable odors. The 
residential land uses proposed for the 
project would not otherwise be expected 
to create or emit objectionable odors. 
Therefore, this impact would be less than 
significant. 

' 

The site is located in a built-up residential 
area and does not support any known 
protected or special-status species. 

The site is located in a built-up residential 
area and does not support any significant 
riparian or special status habitats. 

The site does not contain any federally 
protected wetlands. 

Mitigation 
Measures 

111-10 
The timeframe for construction with 
the incorporated mitigation measures 
is anticipated to reduce air quality 
impacts during construction to a less 
than significant level. 

111-10 
The timeframe for construction with 
the incorporated mitigation measures 
Is anticipated to reduce air quality 
Impacts during construction to a less 
than significant level. 

Page 16 of28 
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d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

V.CULTURALRESOURCES 
a. NO IMPACT 

b . LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

f Explanation 

The site is located in a buiH-up residential 
area and does not support any known 
wildlife corridor or designated migration 
path. 

There are 13 trees on the site, but none 
are being removed. 

The project will not conflict with any 
conservation plans. 

No historic resources are known to exist 
on-site or in the vicinity, per City of LA's 
Environmental and Public Facilities Maps 
(Historic-Cultural Monuments & Historic 
Preservation Overlay Zones). No impact 
would occur and no mitigation measures 
are required. 

No archeological resources have been 
identified on-site or in the vicinity of the 
site, per City of LA's Environmental and 
Public Facilities Maps (Prehistoric & 
Historic Archeological Sites & Survey 
Areas). If archeological resources are 
found during excavation, the project will 
need to follow procedure as detailed in 
the California Helath and Safety Code 
Sections 7000 et seq. Less than 
significant impacts are expected and no 
mitigation measures are required. 

No paleontological resources are known 
to exist on-site or in the vicinity, per City 
of LA's Environmental and Public 
Facilities Maps (Vertebrate 
Paleontological Resources). There are no 
unique geological features located on or 
near the project site. If paleontological 
resources are found during excavation, 
the project will need to follow procedure 
as detailed in the California Helath and 
Safety Code Sections 7000 et seq. Less 
than significant impacts are expected and 
no mitigation measures are required. 

No archeological resources have been 
identified on-site or in the vicinity of the 
site, per City of LA's Environmental and 
Public Facilities Maps (Prehistoric & 
Historic Archeological Sites & Survey 
Areas). The project is not within the 
immediate surroundings of a known burial 
site. If human remains are found during 
excavation, the project will need to follow 
procedure as detailed in the California 
Health and Safety Code Sections 7000 et 
seq. Less than significant impacts are 
expected and no mitigation measures are 
required. 

Mitigation 
Measures 

' 
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

g. NO IMPACT 

h. NO IMPACT 

VII. GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Explanation 

The site is not located within the 
Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone. No impact 
would occur and no mitigation measures 
are required. 

The site is located in a seismically active 
area approximately 7.8 kilometers from 
the nearest fauH (Northridge), but the 
project is not expected to cause or 
accelerate any geological hazards. The 
project is also subject to the seismic 
standards of the Department of Building 
and Safety's Uniform Building Code, 
thereby reducing possible seismic hazard 
impacts to a Jess than significant level. . 

The site Is located In a designated 
liquefaction hazard zone as shown on 
the "Seismic Hazard Zones" map 
issued by the State of California. 

The project site is not located within an 
area of historically earthquake-induced 
landslides, and landslides on the site are 
not anticipated based on the area's flat 
terrain. 

The site is not located in an area of 
known or suspected erosion hazard. 

The site is located in a designated 
liquefaction hazard zone, with 
potentially unstable soils, as shown on 
the "Seismic Hazard Zones" map 
issued by the State of California. 

The site is not located on a known 
expansive soil area. 

The proposed project would not involve 
the use of septic tanks or alternative 
wastewater disposal systems. The project 
site is located in an urbanized area 
served by existing sewer infrastructure. 

The most common contributors to GHG 
emissions result from transportation and 
the consumption of fossil fuels. The 
project is expected to consume additional 
fossil fuel resources through electrical 
and natural gas usage, as well as 
generate additional mobile source 
emissions by introducing new vehicle 
trips. However, it is not possible to predict 
the impact on global climate change 
resulting from this specific and relatively 
c...,..all in,..ro....,cntal in,..r.e.~r-o in oft"'lie-c-inno 

Vl-70 

Mitigation 
Measures 

Soils analysis after being reviewed by 
Building and Safety may necessitate 
additional building requirements to 
accommodate anticipated 
displacements of soil due to 
liquefaction. 

Vl-70 
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due to the project's operation. 
Additionally, the proposed project does 
include features which will reduce the 

1consumption of fossil fuels, such as 
compliance with the Los Angeles Green 
Building Program and the California 
Building Code, and as an in-fill 
development, thereby reducing 
consumption of fossil fuels in vehicles. 
Therefore, the project is expected to have 
a less than significant impact on the effect 
of GHGs on the environment. 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project is expected to consume 
additional fossil fuel resources through 
electrical and natural gas usage, as well 
as generate additional mobile source 
emissions by introducing new vehicle 
trips. However, the project is consistent . 
with existing greenhouse gas reduction 
plans or policies, including the los 
Angeles Green Building Program, the 
California Building Code, and as an in-fill 
housing project. Since the project is 
consistent with existing GHG reduction 
policies, it is expected to have a less than 
significant impact. 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

a. NO IMPACT The proposed residential use of the site is 
not expected to require the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials. 

b. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANl UNLESS The project Includes the removal of an 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED accessory building constructed in 

1954. Lead paint and/or asbestos may 
be emitted 

c. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS The project sHe Is located 500 feet 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED from a school and playground, and an 

accessory building constructed in 
1954 Is to be demolished. Lead paint 
and/or asbestos may be emitted. 

d. NO IMPACT The site is not listed as a hazardous site, 
per the EPA's Cortese List. 

e. NO IMPACT The site is not located w~hin the vicinity of 
an airport. 

f. NO IMPACT The site is not located w~hin the vicinity of 
a private airstrip. 

~ 

g. NO IMPACT The project will not interfere with any 
emergency response plans. 

h. NO IMPACT The site is not located within a fire hazard 
zone. 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

ENV -20 14-1751-MND 

Vlll-10 

Mitigation 
Measures 

. 

These measures will reduce toxic 
emissions. 

Vlll-10 
These measures will reduce toxic 
emissions. 
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a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

f. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Ex lanation 

Construction of the project would require 
earthwork activities, including some 
grading of the project site, and the 
construction and operation of the project 
may result in run-off from the site 
impacting water quality standards or 
waste discharge requirements. However, 
the project will be required to comply with 
existing City regulations regarding 
construction. grading and dust control 
measures. including Low Impact 
Development (LID). Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) and SUSMP 
requirements to reduce the discharge of 
polluted runoff from the project site. 
Therefore, any impact should be less than 
significant. 

The project will reduce the current 
permeable area of the project site, but is 
expected to provide pervious surfaces in 
the landscaped areas of the site and 
comply with City regulations for 
groundwater infiHration and recharge. 
Therefore, construction activities and 
operation of the residences would not 
substantially deplete groundwater 
supplies or interfere with groundwater 
recharge. 

The project will not significantly aHer a 
drainage pattern and no rivers or streams 
exist on the site. Minimal changes to the 
existing drainage patterns would occur 
on-site and no significant erosion impact 
is expected. 

The project will not significantly aHer a 
drainage pattern and no rivers or streams 
exist on the site. Minimal changes to the 
existing drainage patterns would occur 
on-site and no significant additional runoff 
or impact due to flooding is expected. 

The project will not result in a measurable 
increase in stormwater run-off, and the 
project would include appropriate on-site 
drainage improvements and water quality 
control measures to accommodate 
anticipated runoff or storm water flows. 
Therefore, the project would not create or 
contribute substantial runoff or 
contamination of runoff. 

Construction of the project would require 
earthwork activities. including demolition 
and grading ofthe project site, and the 
construction and operation of the project 
may resuH in run-off from the site 
impacting water quality standards or 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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g. NO IMPACT 

h. NO IMPACT 

i. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

j. NO IMPACT 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

a. NO IMPACT 

\ 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

I 

. 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Ex lanation 

waste discharge requirements. However, 
the project will be required to comply with 
existing City regulations regarding 
construction, grading and dust control 
measures, including Low Impact 
Development (LID), Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) and SUSMP 
requirements to reduce the discharge of 
polluted runoff from the project site. 
Therefore, any impact should be less than 
significant. 

The project site is located outside of any 
designated flood zone. 

The project site is located outside of any 
designated flood zone. 

The project site is located within an area 
identified as at-risk for inundation, per the 
City of LA Environmental and Public 
Facilities Map, 1996. However, the 
project is not expected to impact existing 
aquifers or groundwater levels. In 
addition, the project will be required to 
comply with existing City regulations, 
including Low Impact Development (LID), 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) and 
SUSMP requirements for on-site filtration 
and groundwater recharge. Therefore, 
any impact should be less than 
significant. 

The site is not within a tsunami, seiche, or 
mudflow area, per the City of LA 
Environmental and Public Facilities Map, 
1996 and LA Flood Hazard Map, 1998. 

The project will not physically divide a 
community; it will provide a compatible 
land use neighboring single-family and 
multi-family residential uses. 

~ 

A significant impact may occur if a project 
is inconsistent with the General Plan or 
zoning designations currently applicable 
to the Project Site, and would cause 
adverse environmental effects, which the 
General Plan and zoning ordinance are 
designed to avoid or mitigate. The site is 
located within the Van Nuys-North 
Sherman Oaks Community Plan Area. 
The site is within the Community Plan 
Land Use Designation of Very Low 
Residential. The proposed project would 
be comprised of single-family residential 
uses of a higher density which is not 
consistent with that land use designation. 
Wrth the approved Plan Amendment to 
Low Residential and by the los Angeles 

. 

~ 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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City Planning Commission; the Mayor, 
and City Council the proposed project 
would confonn to the allowable land uses 
pursuant to the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code. 

C. NO IMPACT The project site is located in a heavily 
urbanized area of Los Angeles, and no 
conservation plans apply to the project 
site or area. 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES . 
a. NO IMPACT The site is not located in a known mineral 

resource area, per the City of LA 
Environmental and Public Facilities Maps, 
1996. No mineral extraction operations 
occur on the project site or in the vicinity. 

-
b. NO IMPACT The site is not located in a known mineral 

resource area, per the City of LA 
Environmental and Public Facilities Maps, 
1996. No mineral extraction operations 
occur on the project site or in the vicinity. 

XII. NOISE 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The proposed project is unlikely to result 
in new sources of noise which would 
exceed levels established in the General 
Plan or Municipal Code. On-site 
operational noise would be generated by 
heating ventilation, and air conditioning 
equipment installed in the new structure. 
However, any on-site stationary sources -
of noise are required to comply with the 
LAMC Section 112.02 which prohibits 

. noise from this type of equipment from 
exceeding the ambient noise level on the 
premises of other occupied properties by 
more than five decibels. A temporary 

~ increase in noise levels is expected to 
occur during the construction phase, due 
to the heavy construction equipment and 
related constructi~n activity, and could be 
audible to those sensitive uses closest to 
the project site. 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project would be constructed using 
typical construction techniques. 
Construction equipment would generate a 
limited amount of groundbourne vibration 
during construction activities at short 
distances away from the source, but will 
be subject to LAMC Sections 112.05 and 
41.40 regarding construction hours and 
construction equipment noise thresholds. 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project will not result in a significant 
permanent increase in noise levels. 
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d. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS 
MITIGATION INCORPORATED 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

I 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV -2014-1751-MND 

Explanation 

A significant impact may occur if the 
proposed project were to result in a 
substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels above 
existing ambient noise levels without 
the proposed project. As defined in the 
L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide 
threshold for construction noise 
impacts, a significant impact would 
occur If construction activities lasting 
more than one day would increase the 
ambient noise levels by 10 dBA or 
more at any off-site noise-sensitive 
location. In addition, the L.A. CEQA 
Thresholds Guide also states that 

, construction activities lasting more 
than ten days In a three-month period, 
which would increase ambient exterior 
noise levels by 5 dBA or more at a 
noise sensitive use, would also 
normally result in a significant Impact. 
As discussed above, impacts are 
expected to be less than significant for 
construction noise and vibration, and 
operational noise and vibration. 

The site is not located within the vicinity of 
an airport. 

The site is not located within the vicinity of 
an airstrip. 

The project will accommOdate residential 
population growth in-keeping with what 
was originally envisioned from the 
Community Plan land use and density 
designations, and proposes a net 
increase of 2 residential units. The 
physical secondary or indirect impacts of 
population and housing growth such as 
increased traffic or noise have been 
adequately mitigated or addressed in 
other portions of this document, and 
therefore the increase of population will 
have a less than significant effect. 

The project is not displacing any housing. 

The project is not displacing any housing. 

The site is located approximately 0.5 
miles travel distance from the nearest Fire 
Engine Company (#39), less than the 
maximum response distance preferred by 
the Los Angeles Fire Code (LAMC Sec. 
57.09.07). The project is not otherwise 
located in any fire hazard zones. 

Xll-20 

Mitigation 
Measures 

The implementation of Mitigation 
Measure Xll-20 would ensure the 
proposed project would not result in a 
substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity, and these impacts 
would be less than significant. 

' 

' 
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b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

-

e. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

XV. RECREATION 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

XVI. TRANSPORT A TIONITRAFFIC 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

r"'·--

Explanation 

The project is served by the Van Nuys 
Community Police Station, located 
approximately 1 mile from the subject site. 
The proposed development would resuH 
in a net increase of 2 residential units, 
which is less than the significance 
threshold of 75 residential units, as 
identified by the City of LA CEQA 
Thresholds Guide. Therefore the project 
would not have a significant impact on the 
City's police services. 

The proposed development would result 
in a net increase of 2 residential units, 
resulting in the addition of new students 
into the school system. However, the 
development will be required to pay 
school fees to the Los Angeles Unified 
School District to offset some of the 
increased demand for school services. 
Therefore the project will have a less than 
significant impact on the City's school 
services. 

The proposed development would result 
in a net increase of 2 residential units, 
creating a slight additional need and 
usage of park facilities. The parcel map 
may require Quimby fees. These 
amenities will help to offset any potential 
impacts the project might have on the 
City's park system. 

Potential project impacts on other City 
services haye been addressed in other 
portions of this document, including 
transportation improvements, and have 
been mitigated to a less than significant 
level. 

The proposed development would result 
in a net increase of 2 residential units, 
creating an additional need and usage of 
park facilities. The parcel map may 
require Quimby fees, helping to offset any 
potential impacts the project might have 
on the City's park system. 

Construction-related impacts on the 
project site have been mitigated to a 
less-than significant levels through the 
implementation of measures identified in 
the remainder of the document. 

Mitigation 
Measures 

. 

-~-
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a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

.. 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

I 

ENV-2014-1751-MND 

Ex lanatlon 

The project would result below a 
threshold of 500 daily trips and less than 
43 p.m. peak hour vehicle trips on the 
street system. Therefore the project will 
not cause a significant or substantial 
increase in traffic. However, LAOOT may 
recommend mitigation measures to 
ensure safe and adequate site access. 

The project would result in below a 
threshold of 500 daily trips and less than 
43 p.m. peak hour vehicle trips on the 
street system. Therefore the project will 
not cause a significant Of substantial 
increase in traffic. In addition, the project 
would not conflict with any existing 
congestion management plan. 

The project will not alter air traffic 
patterns. 

The project does not include any changes 
to transportation design features. 

The project will provide adequate 
emergency access. 

The project will not interfere with public 
transit plans or policies. 

The City's Department of Public Works 
provides wastewater services for the site, 
and generated wastewater is transferred 
to Hyperion Treatment Plant, which is 
currently operating at 362 mgd, below a 
capacity of 450 mgd. The proposed 
project is also not located in any Sewer 
Capacity Threshold Area, per LA CEQA 
Thresholds Guide, Exhibits M.2-1 -
M.2-12. Full occupancy of the project 
would produce approximately 400 gpd in 
wastewater flows, less than the 4,000 gpd 
threshold identified by the City's CEQA 
Thresholds Guide. However, as the site is 
in an arid region, the decision maker 
should require water conservation 
measures to lessen the demand for water 

The project would result in increased 
water demand and wastewater 
generation. However, the project will not 
require the construction of additional 
water or wastewater facilities, as 
discussed in XVIIa. Therefore, impacts 
would be less than significant. 

. 

, 
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c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT Drainage patterns and post-development 
runoff quantities under the proposed 
project would be similar to the existing 
site conditions. If the project is required 
any additional construction of connections 
to the existing drainage system, the 
construction would be mitigated by other 
construction mitigation already required 
for the project. Therefore any potential I 

construction for sewage connections 
would be less than significant. 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT A significant impact may occur if a project 
would increase water consumption to 
such a degree that new water sources 
would need to be identified. Based on the 
City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds 
Guide, the determination of whether the 
project resuHs in a significant impact on 
water shall be made considering the 
following factors: (a) the total estimated 
water demand for the project; (b) whether 
sufficient capacity exists in the water 
infrastructure that would serve the project, 
taking into account the anticipated 
conditions at project build-out: (c) the 
amount by which the project would cause 
the projected growth in population, 
housing or employment for the 
Community Plan area to be exceeded in 
the year of the project completion; and (d) 
the degree to which scheduled water 
infrastructure improvements or project 
design features would reduce or offset 
service impacts. Based on a net increase 
of 2 units, the net increase for water 
demand would be 470 gallons per day. As 
concluded above, the proposed project 
would have a less-than-significant impact 
on water demand. 

e. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT Based upon the criteria established in the 
City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds 
Guide, a project would normally have a 
significant wastewater impact if: (a) the 
project would cause a measurable 
increase in wastewater flows to a point 
where, and a time when, a sewer's 
capacity is already constrained or that 
would cause a sewer's capacity to 
become constrained; or (b) the project's 
additional wastewater flows would 
substantially or incrementally exceed the 
future scheduled capacity of any one 
treatment plant by generating flows 
greater than those anticipated in the 
Wastewater Facilities Plan or General 
plan and its elements. The sewage flow 
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will ultimately be conveyed to the 
Hyperion Treatment Plant, which has 
sufficient capacity for the Proposed 
Project. Therefore, impacts would be less 
than significant. 

f. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project will generate waste due to the 
demolition, construction and operation of 
structures. The 2009 County of Los 
Angeles CoiWMP report on landfill 
capacity also states that without changes 
in the status quo, a shortage of permitted 
solid waste disposal capacity at in-County 
Class Ill landfills is projected by 2014. 
However, the report also anticipates that 
future disposal needs can be adequately 
met through 2024 through landfill 
expansion, new technolOgies, and waste 

I reduction programs. Estimated daily use 
of the multi-family residential building will 
contribute Jess than the City's operational 
threshold of 5 tons per week identified in 
the City's CEQA Thresholds Guide. In 
addition, the project would be required to 
comply with all applicable regulations and 
recycling programs, including the LA 
Green Building Code and AB939 to 
reduce the amount of solid waste 
disposed of at local landfills. Therefore, 
waste generated by the construction and 
operation of the site would have a less 
than significant impact on local landfills. 

g. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project will generate waste due to the 
demolition, construction and operation of 
structures. The project would be required 
to comply with all applicable regulations, 
including the LA Green Building Code and 
AB939 to reduce the amount of solid 
waste disposed of at local landfills. 
Therefore, waste generated by the 
construction and operation of the site 
should be in compliance with all 
applicable regulations and would result in 
a less than significant impact. 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project site does not contain any 
threatened or endangered species, 
sensitive habitats, or known historic 
resources. The project will not 
significantly degrade the environment or 
affect any plant or wildlife areas. 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project will not result in any 
cumulative effects. 
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c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

E~-2014-1751-~ 

Explanation 

Any potential substantial adverse effects 
on human beings have been addressed in 
other portions of this report (air quality, 
grading, traffic, hazardous materials, 
infrastructure impacts) and have been 
adequately mitigated to a less than 
significant jevel. 
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