
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

ROOM 395, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012I CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

, PROPOSED MITIGATED NE;::GA:,:T::::I:..;.V~E~D.:;;E:.:;;C,;;;LA;;;RA~T;.;.IO;;;.N;;;.,.=========~
!':1~"':""~-'~-"'~-fC'='~;~':V:C:A:"""'~:""::":!::':'~~S:C::':Y":""'---=--"""=-=-=-=-5 NCIL DISTRICT

, .." .. -._. ,,".'-.- - , .

; PROJECT TITLE CASE NO.
ENV-2011-1047-MND ZA-2011-1046-ZV-ZAA

PROJECT LOCATION
10101 WWILSHIRE BLVD

'PROJECT DESCRIPTION
:The project consists of a Zoning Variance for the construction of a 166-foot (variable height of 150 to 166), 803-foot (length) errant
i.'90If-ball deflection fence in conjunction with an existing golf course (Los Angeles Country Club). The fence will be located along the
[southern end of the easterly property line (South Course), paralleling the City of Beverly Hills boundary line and Merv Griffin Way; it
'Will be located approximately 1/4-mile west of the Y-intersection of Wilshire and Santa Monica BOUlevards in the eastern extremity of
I Westwood and Century City-adjacent (27-1/2-feet west of the easterly property line). The project may require the removal and
replacement of a cartpath at the northern extremity.

The fence will be located behind a grove of Canary Island Pines (Pinus Canariensis) and a storm drain easement, both of which
parallel the easterly property line

IThe fence, aka the Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device, is necessary as a barrier between the course and the proposed residential
, mixed-use development in Beverly Hills (formerly the site of the Robinson's-May department store and its parking garage, the
'proposed 9900 Wilshire project), immediately east of the LACC's easterly lot line. The fence will consist of a high-strength UV-treated
mesh barrier with pole supports,

i Site area: 67.6 acres, Zone: A1-1XL, Land Use Designation: Agricultural (Open Space). Please refer to Initial Study by CAJA

.E.nv!rcmrT1e.nt~I"El~i~El~L~~.C'.. '" .....,...._. ............_..... . .
NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY

. Kirk O. Reese, clo Wilshire Country Club
; 10101 Wilshire Blvd.
i .':-c:sA~~."les9QO~.:<!_....... ..•....•...........•. .

,RNrnNG:\
! 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.:r-~-----=---------='-"-'---------=-'="--"'-'.=....=..-----------!
Any written comments received during the public review period are attached together with the response ofthe 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 substantia.1evidence in the record~nd appropriate findings made.

THE INITIAL STUDY PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT IS ATTACHED .
.., __,_.' .._ .". _.",.~,,_." ,.,,,,,".,,._, '~", ..._"... '"_'""_"M' •• _... ._~'_., ..MM.,.. ".~'e_, '. _ .. ,_~_
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DATEADDRESS

200 N. SPRING STREET, 7th FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CA. 90012
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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ENV-2011-1047-MND

IVO. IV-1: Activities During Nesting Season

•
• Initiate grading activities prior to the breeding season (which is generally February 1st through August 31st) and keep

disturbance activities constant throughout the breeding season to prevent birds from establishing nests in
surrounding habitat (in order to avoid possible nest abandonment). If there is a lapse in activities of mare than five
days, pre-construction surveys shall be required to ensure no interim nesting. Activities Outside of Nesting Season:
Conduct pre-construction surveys for nesting birds if vegetation removal or grading is initiated during the nesting
season. A qualified wildlife biologist shall conduct weekly pre-construction bird surveys no more than 30 days prior to
initiation of grading to provide confirmation on the presence or absence of active nests in the vicinity (at least 300 to
500 feet around the individual construction site, as access allows). The last survey should be conducted no more
than three days prior to the initiation of clearance!construction work. If active nests are encountered, clearing and
construction in the vicinity of the nest shall be deferred until the young birds have fledged and there is no evidence of
a second attempt at nesting. Aminimum exclusion buffer of 300 feet (500 feet for raptor nests) or as determined by a
qualified biologist, shall be maintained during construction depending an the species and location. The perimeter of
the nest-setback zane shall be fenced or adequately demarcated with staked flagging at 20-foot intervals, and
construction personnel and activities restricted from the area. Construction personnel should be instructed on the
sensitivity of the area. A survey report by the qualified biologist documenting and verifying compliance with the
mitigation and with applicable state and federal regulations protecting birds shall be submitted to the City, depending
an within which jurisdiction the construction activity is occurring. The qualified biologist shall serve as a construction

Tree ReportIV-50.

•
• Prior to the issuance of a grading or building permit, the applicant shall prepare and submit a Tree Report, prepared

by a Tree Expert as defined in Section 17.02, indicating the location, size, type, and condition of all existing trees on
the site. Such report shall also contain a recommendation of measures to ensure the protection, relocation, or
replacement of affected trees during grading and construction activities.

IV-70. Tree Removal (Non-Protected Trees)
• Environmental impacts from project implementation may result due to the lass of significant trees on the site.

However, the potential impacts will be mitigated to a less than significant level by the following measures:
• Prior to the issuance of any permit, a plot plan shall be prepared indicating the location, size, type, and general

condition of all existing trees on the site and within the adjacent public right(s)-of-way.
• All significant (8-inch or greater trunk diameter, or curnulatlve trunk diameter if rnultl-trunked, as measured 54 inches

above the ground) non-protected trees on the site proposed for removal shall be replaced at a 1:1 ratio with a
minimum 24-inch box tree. Net, new trees, located within the parkway of the adjacent public right(s)-of-way, may be
counted toward replacement tree requirements.

VIII-3~. Explosion/Release (Fairfax District)
• An adverse environmental impact may result due to the project being located in an area of potential methane risk.

However, thi> potential impact will be mitigated to a less than significant level by the following measure:
• The applicant shall comply with Administrative procedures of Ordinance No. 175,790, Sec. 91.7104, General

Methane Requirements.
XVIII-10. Cumulative Impacts

• There may be environmental impacts which are individually limited, but significant when viewed in connection with
the effects of past projects, other current projects, and probable future projects. However, these cumulative impacts
will be mitigated to a less than significant level though compliance with the above mitigation measures.

XVIII-30. End
• The conditions outlined in this proposed mitigated negative declaration which are not already required by law shall be

required as condition(s) of approval by the decision-making body except as noted on the face page of this document.
Therefore, it is concluded that no significant impacts are apparent which might result from this project's
implementation.
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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

.(C!,:QAGuidelinesi3."cticm .15063)

COUNCIL DISTRICT:
CD 5 - PAUL KORETZ

,DATE:
, 02114/2012

LEAD CITY AGENCY:
Cit~ of Los An~eles ..

RESP()!,/SI8L.i:: A(2lE~C;IE_i3,D"p"rtme~tofc;il¥.~lannin_g ..

ONMENTAL CASE: RELATED CASES:
011-1047 -MND ZA-2011-1046-ZV-ZAA

ACTIONS CASE NO.: 0 Does have significant changes from previous actions .
.V Does NOT have sig,nificant changes frornprevious actions" ..., _ '

~EN\fPR()JJ:iCT DESCRIPTION:
The project consists of a Zoning Variance for the construction of a 166-foot (variable height of 150 to 166), B03-foot (length) errant

i golf-ball deflection fence in conjunction with an existing golf course (Los Angeles Country Club), The fence will be located along the
southern end of the easterly property line (South Course), paralleling the City of Beverly Hills boundary line and Merv Griffin Way; itIwill be located approximately 1/4-mlle west of the Y-lntersectlon of Wilshire and Santa Monica Boulevards in the eastern extremity of
Westwood and Century City-adjacent (27-1/2-feet west of the easterly property line), The project may require the removal and

, replacement of a cartpath at the northern extremity.

IThe fence will be located behind a grove of Canary Island Pines (Pinus Canarlensis) and a storm drain easement, both of which
, parallel the easterly property line
I

The fence, aka the Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device, is necessary as a barrier between the course and the proposed residential
i mixed-use development in Beverly Hills (formerly the site of the Robinson's-May department store and its parking garage, the
'proposed 9900 Wilshire project), immediately east of the LACC's easterly lot line. The fence will consist of a high-strength UV-treated
, mesh barrier with pole supports.

Site area: 67.6 acres, Zone: A1-1XL, Land Use Designation: Agricultural (Open Space), Please refer to Initial Study by CAJA
El1y~r(J[1m._ent"I.i3"ryi~,,~!~L~ _.,____ ._.. ...__.... __, ...__ ..,... '
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS:

I The site is a very large parcel of land that was formerly devoted to agricultural uses, and has since been established as a golf course
since 1911. The Project site is immediately surrounded by the South Golf Course of the LACC, which is located in a highly urbanized
setting of the City. Land uses in the vicinity of the southern portion of LACC include Wilshire Boulevard to the north; the City of
Beverly Hills, the former Robinsons May store (now vacant), and a parking lot to the east; Santa Monica Boulevard and commercial

, uses to south; and residential development to the west. Santa Monica Boulevard, formerly State Highway 2, has been declassified,

,The country club contains several unique species of trees; including Thevetia peruvian a and Pinus canariensis (at the project site).
! This Pine grove is flanked by the Benedict Canyon Channel, a concretized storm drain and easement. The easterly property line is
protected by a 6-foot chainlink fence. The area around the proposed project is mostly manicured lawns traversed by several concrete

! golf-cart paths.

I PROJECT LOCATION:
110101 VliWILSHIREBLVD
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COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: AREA PLANNING COMMISSION: CERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOOD
WESTWOOD WEST LOS ANGELES COUNCIL:
STATUS: WESTWOOD

. ...r..
Does Conform to Plan

D Does NOT Conform to Plan

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

A1-1XL n/a
MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY

LA River Adjacent:GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: ALLOWED BY PLAN

IOPEN SPACE . DESIGNATION: NO

nla
IPROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY:

I nla..,.,.~"" .._ ..... . -- ... . . ,.- .. .... -. ... - "'- ,-- .. mo.

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

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

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

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

D 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.

D 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 (213) 978-1353

Signature Title Phone

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

sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the
referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project
falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as
well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

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

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

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

5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR,or other CEQA process, an effect has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR, or negative declaration. Section 15063 (c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should
identify the following:
a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.
b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and adequately

analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

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

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

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

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

I D AESTHETICS--- .I0 AGRICULTURE AND FOREST
I RESOURCESiD AIR QUALITY
i yr BIOLOGICALRESOURCESliD CULTURAL RESOURCES
D GEOLOGY AND SOILS
L ___ . .__

,D GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
'if HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
I MATERIALS
iD HYDROLOGY AND WATER
I QUALITY
ID LAND USE AND PLANNING ,ID MINERAL RESOURCES

liD NOISE .

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

Background

PROPONENT NAME:
Kirk O. Reese, clo Wilshire Country Club
APPLICANT ADDRESS:
10101 Wilshire Blvd.
Los Angeles 90024
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST:
Department of City Plann ing
PROPOSAL NAME (if Applicable):
LA Country Club Ball Deflection Fence

ENV-2011-1047-MND

D POPULATION AND HOUSING
D PUBLIC SERVICES
D· RECREATION
D TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
D UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
if MANDATORY FINDINGS OF

SIGNIFICANCE J

PHONE NUMBER:
(310) 838-2400

DATE SUBMITTED:
04127/2011
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... -_..
Potentially
significant

Potentially unless Less than
significant mitigation significant

i.~'pact . .. i~_c~:'p_orat~~.. : ... impac~ ... ,~o im~ac:t.

I. AESTHETICS

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ...........Y'.

d. Create a new source of substantiailight or glare which would adversely affect
day or nighttlm~yiews in ,the are~?

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES

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

. Fannland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
,~_9.~n.c~!to ,:~n.~wicultural US~?

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

in Public Resources Code section 12220(9)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned TImberland Production
(as defined by (30vem",ent Codesection 511 04(9) )?

It in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

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

AIR QUALITY ._.
t with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? ........Y' .
any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or

ed air q~<:~!~ v!?lat~,:~.? _. ~ ~'_".,.~. ,_~ .__ ".... __ "". ... __.. '"~."_ _._ _.' ..
Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-attainment under' an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed

.. ~ 5!~~~titat~ve.~hre~~?ld~ fo!.o::=o..".: Er7.c_~.rs?rs)~.__ ., _. _. __ .....
d. ' Expose sensitive receptors to SUbstantial pollutant concentrations?
~. - . ..,. ..~""

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identlfled as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regionaPplans, policies, or regulations, or by the
Cali!ornia Department of F~~h and Game or U.S. Fish and V\lildlife ServJce?

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any rtparlan habitat Dr other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, pollcles, regulations or
by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife
Service?

c. Have a SUbstantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
jnterruptio~, .?r ~.~hermea~s?

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or imped.s. the u~e of n~t~ve wildl!fe nu~ery s~t~s? _ .

'e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
~_ ~uc~ as a tree pr~.serv~tion policy ,or ordi.~~.~~e? _.. .
f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
~~bitat c{:mse.rvation .plan?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES_._-----------_._-----,------------------_._------'
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'Potentially
significant

i~pa.ct

Potentially
significant

unless Less than
mitigation significant

._inc~~~o~~~~.d._a . impact '

i a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
I resource as"_~efined in,,~_1.506.~.5? ._
I b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological

esource pursuant t?",t15~64.5?
ectly destroy a unique paleontological resource Of site or
c feature?

an remains, including those interred outside of formal
es?

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

1 the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: Rupture of a known earthquake
fault. as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial

I evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

:b. pose peopl~"';~~'tr~~t~~~'~' t~"'p~t~'~t'l~'~~'bst~~tj~i"~dverse effects, inc!udi~g --.. -

risk of loss, inju::y~".~~9_e:,~~}.~y?I~,i~..~:,,~~!.~E~~.s~i~!!:I~~"wound shakl.~~,?
pIe Dr structures to potentia! substantia! adverse effects, including
ss, injury, or death involving: Seismic-related ground failure,
uefaction?

, ." -""." .. - . - .... "._ .."._-- ,,-- " ...-. " .... -". ..- ._" _. .. - -, ..

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-8 of the Uniform
'.. §~i1d!,~.~"C~.~~(!~_~~~-'.,~:"~~~!E~2s~t:~~.ta.~_tia!_:!s~~to~!i~e.?EEr?'p.e~Y7,__ _".~_._......._._"..__. _~.......""..._ ___,..

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

.." ,~~e..~isposal of waste water?

II. GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
... _ ._..". __ .~ ..... _ ••_ _ ..~_ ... __ ._. __ ... __ ._ .. ,__ , .•• , "."_"_"""_" ... _,, __ .. _.~ .....~. _._ .... _~ ..__ • __ "'".~ '" .. "" __.~ •. "." ,_"_~ ~,_,_",_",_,, __ ",, •. e"_

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may I ..".
have a significant impact on the environment?.. ... I _,_.."...._" _

: 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? ....- - ..

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

, prop'o~ed 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,
! ~ould it creat~ a slgnificant ha~ard to ..th~ pu.~.I~?or !.~e e.~yiro~ment? ..

: e.. For a project located within an airport land use plan Dr, where such a plan
i : has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use
I i airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
! i working in the project area? . .

1\ f.1 For a pr~ject wit'hin'the ~icinity of a private airstrip, would the p~~ject r~~ult in -.. .;r"~"
i a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? ~

I - ,.., .".".... , """" ...." .,," "",' "... , ""....."..

I g. i Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency ,I ~
_.J ~esp'~~~~'y~!~~,.?r_~~~rge~cy ~acuation ..Pc.[a"n.:..? ! . L ._..._:~. J .Jl
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- .. . ""~ -.. --. -

Potentially
significant

Potentially unless Less than
significant mitigation' significant

.._--- i~pac~ in?~q~~~~d ,~mp~c~." ..._~o i~y_~ct_

'h. Expose 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 QUALITY

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? . .....Y!
b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 'I/'

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 wens would drop to a level which would not support
~?,ist,i~f!}~:md uses orp!"~,~~,:~ uses for which permits have bee~,waRt~d)?_

, c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 'I/'
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 pattem of the site or area, including 'I/'
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-~,i"te? - '" ,..... _.- -

or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing 'I/'
ed stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional
of polluted runoff? - -

y degrade water quality? «.". ",,,,,,,, ...~" - " -,~

g. o-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal -'I/'
r Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard

- ~".-".

rd area structures which would impede or V
-

ase people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death V
Iving flooding, induding flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or
? ..---"~ ,_.w ' -.- "0.- ..• -_._- .... .- --, ,-_. _. . - - - - "_. '- ..

ation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? V----- .... ,,-""-, -'''-'-'"' _ ... ,,, --". .... ....~.. .--. --" .. ' " ....- "" - .~-, .- .. - .....".. _. - ... -
X. LAND USE AND PLANNING_ ..". - - . _._._- _. - ~-,-, -, -.~,~.,~~ -, _._,. .- - - .__ .. .. H_· "'- .-.., " ._,--_. " - ..
a. Physically divide an established community? V'" ~~ -_. , .. _.. .... "- - -- .. .. .. - _. - - .: ,- -, .- . - . - .- ..

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

.. .p.urpC?~~~f a.Y5)~9~~_,9r_~it~9.~ti~~an..e.~vi~onm.,enta.l.effec~ , • w_ - . - - - ... .. - . ..,~.- "'" ...... -
c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 'I/'

conservatio~,'pI~n? .'.
,.... - .... -"- ._.- -- .. -- .- ~,.. .. - "_. ,- "" ,-~

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES........ -- _. - .. ~. '"-" ... - .... -_ .. _ .•. -
a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of 'I/'
.. value to ~he.region a~9~hc:residents ~!the ~_~~!e? .. ... - - . - ",-'--" .
b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource 'I/'recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land

.. use_pla~?
.m' . -..- - ..- ...

XII. NOISE ... - - . - ..- " -a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards Vestablished in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of oth~r a~encies? .. -, .- .. .- - . -- - ---, - ... . - ,- ,

Ib. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 'I/'
~ro.:,~ndbo~ne..no,i~e ~e~eJs? ... -""_.- ._-

c. A substanfial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project 'I/'
"'.icini~ ..ab~v~ levels existin~.without the project?

._.-
d. : A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the 'I/'

I ' proj:.ct vic~~y' abov:.!:~~ls existing without the project?
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[e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use

; airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project
1.~E~.':1to ~xcessi~e noise: levels?

Potentially

Isignificant
Potentially unless Less than
significant mitigation significant

impact ~~.c?~p?r~ted impact No iITl'pa.~~

IXIII,~()PULATION AN[}HOUliING ..• _ ... _

. XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES
_ ... -""". .. ......_. - .. _ .. _. - ....'" - ',._- ,-',. ~,-,-"." ..., ._,. '" --". - .. - ~.., ..~" ,,~,.

a. ! Would the project result in SUbstantia! 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

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?

t\~'~~~idth~"'P~~j~~t~~;~i'tj~~'~'b~tantial adverse phy~ic~Ti~'p~~t~ ~~'~~~lat~d"" , ...",.._'"..
I with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for

i
i~new or physically altered governmental facihtles, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental Impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the

i , pu~lic services: Po~~e protecti~n~ ~ _

I

.

c. BWouJd the project result in substantia! 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

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

I,. ..J.e~~~C!_~~!~e~:,~~!::?t?..~s?_"'_'_'''_".''_'~''"",_~__"_ __ ,__"_."._,,,".,,'.." e_' _~ ~ _,_. ""~ __"".''''' •• ," "'_*

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

could ceuse significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the
pub!~c:~er:v:!ce~: ~,~~_~?,.".. __.,.:.~."."~ ._,_"'...,,_.__'_..,.__" _,.._...,....~. _~..., ."... _..__..__,._"...__"~_... ',._.'_

~e. ~Would the project result in substantia! adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for

I new Of physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable

i service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the
I p~blic servi~es: Other p.ublic faciljt~.s?

, XV. RECREATION ._

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

I dete~j~ration of the faci1itY,wo~ld occur or be ac~elerated? __ ," , , ,._.

I
ib. f Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or

i t expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical
, ! effect on the environment?
i ' ,".'" .- . . ...

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

I .. n~~~r~~~~!~~~!t7~Ht~:_.~.~~_~~~.Y~._~.~.d"fr::~~~ pe.destrian and bicycle paths,

ENV-2011-1047-MND
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--- - - --_. -", .. --
Potentially
significant

Potentially unless Less than
significant mitigation significant

imp~_ct i~co~po~a~~,~
- -- i~~act No imp~.~,!"..,.....

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

c. R~~~!t'in a ch~'nge i~'~i~-'tr~ffi~'-p'attems,including either an increa~e' in traffic
levels or a change.in location that results"in substan~ialsafe~,~_~ks?

d. Substantially.increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
~.angerous intersectio~s) ,I?~incom_,p..":Itibleus~~J~:.~:,!,~rr::'.~,CJ,~ipmen~F

e. Result in inadequate emergency access?

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, ,~,i~ycle racks)?,,

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
3. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water

_ Qualityc:ontrol Board}
b. Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment

facilities or expansion of exlstlnq facilities, the construction of which could
~.~~s~,~j.~~ificant ~nvironmer:~1 effects? . '_'" _" ._

C'I Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause

~i.~,:ifi?,~"~~.~~yi~o~~en!~I." ~.r:r~,~~?.
project from existing

_!~and resources, or are new or expanded entitle"~ents needed?

It in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves
y serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's

ct.e~ ~_:~a_nd. in .~9..~it!0!.l..!9.~the_pr~,~.~~.~r'~..e.?,i~~ng.~om.n:i~~ents?
served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the

lect'~ ,~o~i?..was.te~di~pos~,~~e:~~~ ._"._ _'_..~_ ,"_ _ __
mply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid

?
NDATOR'" FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

3. ' 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 populatlon to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare

. or endangered plant or anima! or eliminate important examples of the major
_'".~~r!~ds ~.!"C~l~fo~"n.i.a_h!~tc:,!:t,o!..p~eh.istory~. .~ ."_. . . . _ .. _"...

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
probable future projects)? _ _ ___

I c. Does the project have environmental effects which wi!! cause substantial
~dverse. eff~~ts on h~~~~,,~~j~~~,. e.i~her.dir~ctl¥_?~.indi~ectly~ ..

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083, 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 6508804, Gov. Code; Sections 21080,
21083.05,21095, Pub. Resources Code; Eureka Citizens for Responsible Gov!. v, City of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal.AppAth 357; Protect
the Historic Amador Waterways v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cal.Appo4th at 1109; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown
Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal.Appo4th 656. -
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DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach additlonel sheets if necessary)

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

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

The project as identified in the project description 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 as ENV-2011-1 047 -MND and the associated case{s), ZA-2011-1 046-ZV-ZAA .
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 the environment (after mitigation) will not:

• Substantially degrade environrnental 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.
/I 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.
• Result in environrnental 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 City information, addresses and phone nurnbers: visit the City's website at http://www.lacity.org ; City Planning - and Zoning
Information Mapping Automated System (ZIMAS) cityplanning.Jacity.orgl or EIR Unit, City Hall, 200 N Spring Street, Room 763.
Seismic Hazard Maps - http://gmw.consrv.ca.govlshmpl
Engineeringllnfrastruc!urerf opographic MapslParcellnformation - http://boemaps.eng.ci.la.ca:uslindex01.htm or
City's main website under the heading "Navigate LA" .

. '.

TITLE:

(213) 978-1353 0211412012
PREPARED BY: I

ArrtiJ""iO 1St7/.l<t City Planning Associate

TELEPHONE NO.: DATE:
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Impact? Explanation
Mitigation
Measures

APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE

I. AESTHETICS

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT Near the Project site, ground-level views
are primarily limited to those of the urban
development surrounding the Project site.
Potential scenic views of the Santa
Monica Mountains and San Gabriel
Mountains as viewed from the Project
area are only intermittently visible and are
mostly blocked from view due to
intervening development and
landscaping. The netting for the EGBDD
would be virtually transparent, and the
poles of the EGBDD would appear
relatively thin as viewed from off-site
locations, composing small portions of
views in the Project area that include the
Project site. Thus, the Project would have
a negligible affect on views from the
Project area. Therefore, Project impacts
related to scenic vistas would be less than
sig nificant

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The Project site is located between
Wilshire Boulevard and Santa Monica
Boulevard, both of which are designated
as scenic corridors in the Westwood
Community Plan, and is only partially
visible from these roadways. Views of the-
South Golf Course and Project site from
these roadways are purposely impeded
by existing tall, dense canary pine trees,
which surround most of the boundaries of
the LACC, and are further impeded from
Santa Monica Boulevard by existing

,'. development These trees are not.
necessarily considered valuable scenic
resources along these sections of Wilshire
Boulevard and Santa Monica Boulevard,
considering that the trees act as a wall
(visually and physically), decrease the
depth of views in the area of the LACC,
and serve as a utilitarian function rather
than a scenic characteristic, The Project
would require the removal of one canary
pine tree (ofthe 40 canary pine trees that
are in proximity to the alignment of the
EGBDD) from the eastern boundary of
the South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC. As a condition of Project
approval, the City would require the
replacement of this tree at a 1:1 ratio,
Therefore, the Project would not,
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Impact? Explanation
Mitigation
Measures

substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a scenic highway.

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

'.

ENV-2011-1047-:MND

The visual character ofthe Project site is
that of a golf course. Urban features
largely define the visual character of the
Project area. A Unocal service station is
located near the northeastern corner of
the Project site on Wilshire Boulevard.
Wilshire Boulevard, located north of the
Project site, separates the Project site
from the EI Rodeo School and low-rise
multi-family residential buildings located
on the northern side of Wilshire
Boulevard. The buildings that house the
former Robinsons-May department store
and associated parking structure are
located to the east of the site. Santa
Monica Boulevard borders the site to the
south, with commercial development of
varying heights developed along the
south side of Santa Monica Boulevard.
The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC. Golf netting is a common
feature of many golf courses, and the
proposed EGBDD would have no affect
on the ability of the South Golf Course to
continue to convey its character as a golf
course. Additionally, the LACC, incl,uding
its golf course, is a long-standing visual
component to the character of the Project
area. Because the EGBDD would not
change the character of the golf course,
the Project would not affect the visual
character of the Project area. Therefore,
the Project would not substantially
degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings,
and impacts related to this issue would be
less than significant. Shade/Shadow
Analysis:Shadow lengths are dependent
on the height and size of the structure
from which the shadow is cast and the
angle of the sun. The angle of the SUn
varies to the rotation of the earth (l.e.,
time of day) and elliptical orbit (i.e.,
change in seasons). The longest
shadows are cast during the winter
months, and tbe shortest shadows are
cast during the summer months. Shading
is an important environmental issue
because the users or occupants of
"shadow-sensitive" land uses have
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Impact? Explanation
Mitigation
Measures

expectations for direct sunlight and
warmth from the sun and because
sunlight is important tD function, physical
comfort, and commerce ..Based on the
City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds
Guide, shade-sensitive land uses include
routinely useable outdoor spaces
associated with residential, recreational,
or institutional land uses; commercial
uses such as pedestrian-oriented outdoor
spaces or restaurants with outdoor eating
areas; nurseries; and existing solar
collectors. No shade-sensitive land uses
currently exist within proximity to the
Project site. However, as discussed in
Section II (Project Description); the City of
Beverly Hills approved a large mixed-use
project known as the "9900 Wilshire" that
would place two condominium structures
within 25 feet of the eastern boundary of
the SDuth Golf Course, Please refer to the
Initial Study prepared by CAJA
Environmental Services, LLC.

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC and would not include any
sources of light or glare. Therefore, the
Project would not create a new source of
substantial light Dr glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in
the area.

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES

a. NO IMPACT The Extent of lrnportant Farmland Map
Coveraqe maintained by the Division of
Land Protection indicates that the Project

.',, site is not included in the Important
Fanmland category. Therefore, the Project
would not convert Prime Farmland,
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland) to
non-agricultural use, as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency.

b. NO IMPACT Although the Project site is zoned for
agricultural uses, the existing use of the
Project site is a golf course at the LACC.
The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC, and would not conflict with
the site's current use. Additionally, the
Project site is not under Williamson Act
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Mitigation
MeasuresImpact? Explanation

Contract. Therefore, the Project would not
conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a WiliiamsonAct
Contract.

c. NO IMPACT The Project site is not zoned as forest
land or timberland. Therefore, no impacts
related to this issue would occur.

d. NO IMPACT The Project site does not contain any
forest land. Therefore, no impacts related
to this issue would occur.

e. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC. Neither the Project site nor
the surrounding areas are used for
agricultural purposes. Therefore, the
Project would not involve other changes
in the existing environment which could
result in Farmland conversion to
non-agricultural use.

III. AIR QUALITY
a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The Project includes development of an

EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC. Although some pollutant
emissions would be generated during the
construction phase to install the poles into
the ground, these emissions would be
negligible and would not exceed pollutant
standards established by the South· Coast
Air Quality Management Distric!
(SCAQMD). Additionally, the EGBDD
would not produce pollutant emissions.
Therefore, Project impacts related to

:', conflict with or obstruction of

'. implementing the applicable air quality
plan would be less than significant.

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC. Although some pollutant
emissions would be generated during the
construction phase to install the poles into
the ground., these emissions would be
negligible and would not exceed pollutant
standards established by the SCAQMD.
Additionally, the EGBDD would not
produce pollutant emissions. Therefore,
Project impacts related to violation of any
air quality standards or existing or
projected air quality violation would be
less than significant.
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Impact? Explanation
Mitigation
Measures

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC. Although some pollutant
emissions would be generated during the
construction phase to install the poles into
the ground, these emissions would be
negligible and would not exceed pollutant
standards established by the SCAQMD.
Additionally, the EGBDD would not
produce pollutant emissions. Therefore,
Project would not result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the Project region is
non-attainment under applicable federal
or state ambient air quality standards, and
its impacts would be less than significant.

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT There are no sensitive receptors within
500 ft. of the site. The Project includes
development of an EGBDD in the eastern
portion of the South Golf Course between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard at the LACC. Although some
pollutant emissions would be generated
during the construction phase to install
the poles into the ground, these
emissions would be negligible and would
not exceed pollutant standards
established by the SCAQMD. Additionally,
the EGBDD would not produce pollutant
emissions. Therefore, the Project impacts
related to exposure of sensitive receptors
to substantial pollutant concentrations
would be less than significant.

e. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the

., South Golf Course between Santa,
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC. The EGBDD would not
generate any odors. Therefore, the
Project would not create objectionable
odors affecting a substantial number of
people.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS The Project site is located in a highly IVO
. MITIGATION INCORPORATED urbanized area of the City of Los

Angeles and is currently developed
with ali existing golf course. The site
do.es not contain any significant
habitat that would support any
special-status species. However,
nesting birds are protected under the
Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(MBTA) (Title 33, United States Code,
Section 703 et seq., see also Title 50,
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Impact? Explanation
Mitigation
Measures

Code of Federal Regulation, Part 10)
and Section 3503 of the California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG)
Code. The Project includes removal of
one canary pine tree. Depending on
the time of year this tree would be
removed, nesting birds could be
affected. However, implementation of
Mitigation Measure IV.1-1 would
ensure that Project impacts to nesting
birds would be less than
significant.IV-1: Activities During
Nesting Season: Initiate grading
activities prior to the breeding season
(which is generally February 1st
through August 31st) and keep
disturbance activities constant
throughout the breeding season to
prevent birds from establishing nests
in surrounding habitat (in order to
avoid possible nest abandonment). If
there is a lapse in activities of more
than five days, pre-construction
surveys shall be required to ensure no
interim nesting. Please refer to the
Initial Study prepared by CAJA
Environmental Services, LLC.

b. NO IMPACT The Project site is located in a highly
urbanized area of the Ctty of Los Angeles
and is currently developed with an
existing golf course. Neither the site nor
the surrounding areas contain any .
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
communities. Therefore, the Project
would not have a substantial adverse
effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensttive natural community identified in
local or regional plans, policies, and., regulations or by the California.',
Department of Fish and Game or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service.

c. NO IMPACT The Project sfte is located in a highly
urbanized area of the City of Los Angeles
and is currently developed with an
existing golf course. Neither the site nor
the surrounding areas contain any
federally protected wetlands. Therefore,
the Project would not have a SUbstantial
adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means.
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Impact? Explanation
Mitigation
Measures

d. NO IMPACT The Project site is located in a highly
urbanized area of the City of Los
Angeles, and is currently developed with
an existing golf course. Given the
developed nature of the Project area, the
area is not used as a significantwildlife
corridor. Additionally, there are no
waterways in the Project area that are
used by migratory fish, and there are no
wildlife nursery sites in the area.
Therefore, the Project would not interfere
substantiallywith the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of nativewildlife nursery
sites.

e. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS A survey of the Project site was IV-50,IV-70
MITIGATION INCORPORATED conducted, and all trees within

proximity ofthe proposed alignment of
the EGBDD with a 12-inch diameter
(caliper) or more at four and one half
feet above natural grade (Diameter at
Breast Height - DBH) were identified
(refer to Figures 11-5and 11-6).No
protected species trees as defined
under Los Angeles Municipal Code
(LAMC) Ordinance 177,404, i.e., Oaks
(Quercus sp.) indigenous to California
but excluding the Scrub Oak (Quercus
dumosa), Southern California Black
Walnut (Juglans californica var.
callfornlca), Western Sycamore
(Platanus racemosa) and California
Bay (Umbellularia californica), are
located on the subject sites.!n total, 40
trees (canary pine trees) that meet the

,',
City of Los Angeles trunk diameter

" criterion were recorded on the Project
site. The trees on the site are all
ornamental-exotic species that have
been planted as part of the landscape
development of the golf course. No
protected species trees as defined
under LAMC Ordinance 177,404 are
located on the site. As stated
previously, the Project would require
removal of one Canary Pine tree,
which is considered a Significant tree
(over 8-inch DBH) per the City of Los
Angeles Landscape Ordinance. As a
condition Of Project approval, the City
would require the replacement of this
tree at a 1:1 ratio.
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f. NO IMPACT The Project site is located in a highly
urbanized an!,a of the City of Los Angeles
and is currently developed with an
existing golf course. The Project site is
not subject to a Habitat Conservation
Plan, a Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other such plan. Therefore, the
Project would not conflict with the
provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved
local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES
a. NO IMPACT The Project site is currently developed as

a golf course and does not contain any
historical resources. Therefore, the
Project would not cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in Section
15064.5.

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The Project site is currently developed as
a golf course. Creation of the golf course
required substantial grading, earth
movement, and the addition of
engineered fill. Any archaeological
resources that might have been present at
the site prior to its development as a golf
course likely no longer exist. However,
the Los Angeles area contains known and
unknown archaeological resources. It is
possible that during installation of the golf
netting poles into the ground, unknown
archaeological resources could be
encountered. However, the Project
applicant would be required to comply
with the City's Standard Conditions of

'.\ Approval, which would require that prior to,
constnuction of the Project, the prime
contractor and any subcontractor(s) shall
be advised of the legal andlor regulatory
implications of knowingly destroying
cultural resources or removing artifacts,
human remains, bottles, and other cultural
materials from the Project site. In
addition, in the event that buried
archaeological resources are exposed
during Project construction, work within
50 feet of the find shall stop until a
professional archaeologist, meeting the
standards of the Secretary of the lnterior,
can identify and evaluate the significance
of the discovery and develop
recommendations for treatment. However,
construction activities could continue in
other areas of the Project site.
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Recommendations could include
preparation of a Treatment Plan, which
could require recordation, collection and
analysis of the discovery; preparation of a
technical report; and curation of the
collection and supporting documentation
in an appropriate depository. Any Native
American remains shall be treated in
accordance with state law. Through
compliance with the City's Standard
Conditions of Approval, potential Project
impacts to unknown archaeological
resources would be less than significant.

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project site is not within a known area
of Paleontological resources. In the event
that any are excavated during
construction, work within 50 feet of the
find shall stop until a professional
paleontologist, meeting the standards of
the Secretary of the Interior, can identify
and evaluate the significance of the
discovery and develop recommendations
for treatment. However, construction
activities could continue in other areas of
the Project site. Recommendations could
include preparation of a Treatment Plan,
which could require recordation, collection
and analysis of the discovery; preparation
of a technical report; and curation of the
collection and supporting documenatition
in an appropriate depository, Any
paleontological resources shall be treated
in accordance with state law. Through
compliance with the City's Standard
Conditions of Approval, potential Project
impacts to unknown paleontological
resources would be less than significant.

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The Project site is currently developed as,
" a golf course. Creation of the golf course

required SUbstantial grading, earth
movement, and the addition of
engineered fill. Any human remains that
might have been present at the site prior
to its development as a golf course likely
no longer exist. However, the Los
Angeles area contains known and
unknown areas and specific sites with
human remains. It is possible that during
installation of the golf netting poles into

. the ground, unknown human remains
could be encountered. However, the
Project applicant would be required to
comply wlth the City's Standard
Conditions of Approval, which would
require that prior to Project construction,
the prime contractor and any
subcontractor(s) shall be advised of the
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legal and/or regulatory implications of
knowingly destroying or removing human
remains from the Project site. In addition,
in the event that human remains are
exposed during Project construction, work
within 50 feet of the find shall stop until a
professional archaeologist, meeting the
standards of the Secretary of the Interior,
can identify and evaluate the discovery's
significance and develop treatment
recommendations. However. construction
activities could continue in other areas of
the Project site. Recommendations could
include preparation of a Treatment Plan,
which could require recordation, collection
and analysis of the discovery; preparation
of a technical report; and curation of the
collection and supporting documentation
in an appropriate depository. Any Native
American remains shall be treated in
accordance with State Law. Through
compliance with the City's Standard
Conditions of Approval, potential Project
impacts to human remains would be less
than significant.

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

a. NO IMPACT The Project site is not located within an
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, and
no known faults exist on the Project site.
Therefore, the Project would not expose
people or structures to potential
SUbstantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving
rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for the

:.', area or based on other substantial
.•. evidence of a known fault. The soils at the

Project site are not located in an area that
is prone to llquefactlon, The potential for
liquefaction to occur at the Project site is
very low. Therefore, the Project would
result in no impacts related to
ground-failure, including liquefaction. The
Project site topography is generally flat.
No hillsides exist on or near the site, and
there is no potential for landslides to
occur on or near the site. Therefore, the
Project would not expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving landslides.
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b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT Given the Project site's location in a
seismically active region and, seismic
groundshaking could damage the
proposed EGBDD. However, the Project
applicant would be required to design and
construct the Project in conformance to
the most recently adopted City of Los
Angeles Building Code. Conformance
with current Building Code requirements
would minimize the potential for golf
netting to sustain damage during an
earthquake event and thus, not cause or
accelerate geologic hazards or expose
people to SUbstantial risk of injury.
Therefore, Project impacts related to
groundshaking would be less than
significan!.

c. NO IMPACT The soils at the Project site are not
located in an area that is prone to
liquefaction. The potential for liquefaction
to occur at the Project site is very low.
Therefore, the Project would result in no
impacts related to ground-failure,
including liquefaction.

d. No IMPACT The Project site topography is generally
flat, No hillsides exist on or near the site,
and there is no potential for landslides to
occur on or near the site. Therefore, the
Project would not expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss; injury, or
death involving landslides.

e. NO IMPACT Soil removed from the ground as a result
of installing the metal support poles and
concrete collars would be piled and
covered at the LACC site for use
elsewhere at the LACC (for landscaping, and golf course maintenance/repair)."

None of the soil would be exposed to
open-air and weather conditions that
would allow the soil to enter into any
runoff during storm events. The Project
would not expose large areas of bare
earth to any water sources. Therefore,
the Project would not result in substantial
soil erosion or topsoil loss.

f. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT As discussed previously, the Project
applicant would be required to design and
construct the Project in conformance to
the most recently adopted City of Los
Angeles Building Code. As such, the
proposed EGBDD would be designed and
constructed in conformance with the
Building Code. Conformance with current
Building Code requirements would
minimize the potential for the EGBDD to
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sustain damage during an earthquake
event. Therefore, Project impacts related
to unstable soils would be less than
significant.

g. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT As discussed previously, the Project
applicant would be required to design and
construct the Project in confonmance to
the most recently adopted City of Los
Angeles Building Code. Conformance
with current Building Code requirements
would minimize the potential for the
EGBDD to sustain damage as a result of
expansive soils. Therefore, Project
impacts related to expansive soils would
be less than significant.

h. NO IMPACT The project will not require the use of
septic or like systems.The Project would
not generate any wastewater and would
not require the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems.
Therefore, the Project would not result in
any impacts related to soils that are
incapable of adequately supporting the
use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where
sewers are not available for the disposal
of wastewater.

VII. GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT Impacts related to greenhouse gas (GHG)

emissions primarily occur as a result of
operation of land Uses that produce.
on-going emissions, such as those from
the burning of fossil fuels for energy,
manufacturing, and traffic generation. The
Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course' between Santa,..,
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard.'.
at the LACC. Although some GHG
emissions would be generated during the
construction phase to install the poles into
the ground, these emissions would occur
temporarily and would be negligible. The
function of the EGBDD would not create
any GHG emissions. Therefore, Project
impacts related to GHG emissions would
be less than significant.

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT Impacts related to GHG emissions
primarily occur as a result of operation of
land uses that produce on-going
emissions, such as those from the
burning of fossil fuels for energy,
manufacturing, and traffic generation. The
Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
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Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC. Although some GHG
emissions would be generated during the
construction phase to install the poles into
the ground, these emissions would occur
temporarily and would be negligible. The
function of the EGBDD would not create
any GHG emissions and as such, would
not conflict with any plans, policies, or
regulations adopted to reduce GHG
emissions. Therefore, Project impacts
related to GHG emissions would be less
than significant.

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACe and would not require routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials. Therefore, the Project would
not create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials.

b. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS The Project site is located within a VIII·30
MITIGATION INCORPORATED methane zone. As part of development The project will entail boring into the

of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of ground to install several poles for the
the South Golf Course between Santa proposed fence and netting. The
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire surface area is minimal.
Boulevard at the LACC, the Project
would require ground excavation to
approximately 20 feet below ground
surface for holes to install the 17 metal
support poles that would support the
netting. Thus, to ensure no significant
impacts related to methane would

..-, occur, the Project Applicant is
required to implement Mitigation
Measure 8·1. With implementation of
this mitigation measure, Project
impacts related to risk of upset would
be less than significant.

c. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC and would not require routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials. Therefore, the Project would
no! emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school.
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q. NO IMPACT The site is NOT included in a list of
Hazardous Materials Sites. The Project is
not included on any list compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
6892.5. Therefore, the Project would not
create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment as a result of being listed
on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5.

e. NO IMPACT 'The Project site is not located within two
miles of a public airport. Therefore, the
Project would not result in a safety hazard
associated with an airport for people
residing or working in the Project area.

f. NO IMPACT The Project site is not located within the
vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, the
Project would not result in a safety hazard
associated with a private airstrip for
people residing or working in the Project
area.

g. NO IMPACT The project will not interfere or impair any
emergency access plan.The Project
includes development of an EGBDD in
the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard
and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC. This
area ofthe South Golf Course is not
included in any emergency response
area. As such, the Project would not
impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or an emergency
evacuation plan.

h. NO IMPACT The Project is located in a highly
urbanized area of the City of Los Angeles
that is not subject to wildland fires.

" Therefore, the Project would not expose'. people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are
adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands.

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACC and would not have any
point-source discharges. Therefore, the
Project would have no impact on water
quality standards or waste discharge and
would not violate any water quality
standards or waste discharge
requirements.
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b. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the lACC and would not use or
interfere with groundwater beneath the
Project site. Therefore, the Project would
not 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.

c. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the lACC and would have no affect on
existing drainage patterns on the site or
in the area. In addition, there are no
streams or rivers ansite or in the Project
vicinity. Therefore, the Project would have
no impact on drainage pattern alterations
of the site or area that would result in
SUbstantial erosion or siltation on- or
off-site.

d. NO IMPACT The Project site is currently covered with
turf. Although the poles for the golf netting
could add a slight imperviousness at the
site of the poles, the effect, if any, this
would have on the rate or amount of
runoff from the Project site would be
inconsequential. Therefore, the Project
would not substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or

'. substantially increase the rate or amount
'. of surface runoff in a manner that would

result in flooding on- or off-site.

e. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the lACC. Therefore, the Project would
no! create or contribute runoff water that
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned s!ormwa!er drainage systems or
provide SUbstantial additional sources of
polluted runoff.

f. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT Soil removed from the ground as a result
of installing the metal support poles and
concrete collars would be piled an
covered at the lACC site for use
elsewhere within the golf course
(landscape/maintenance or repair). None
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ofthe soil would be exposed to open air
and weather conditions that would allow
the soil to enter into any run-off during
storm events. Therefore, impacts would
be less than significant.

g. NO IMPACT The project will not place housing within a
1DO-year flood zone.The Project does not
include development of any housing.
Therefore, the Project would not place
housing within a 1DO-year flood hazard
area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance
Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map.

h. NO IMPACT The Project site is not located in a
1DO-year floodplain. Therefore, the
Project would not place within a 1DO-year
flood hazard area structures that would
impede or redirect flood flows.

i. NO IMPACT The Project site is not located in any area
susceptible to floods associated with a
levee or dam. Therefore, the Project
would not expose people or structures to
a significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam.

j. NO IMPACT The Project site is not in an area
susceptible to seiches, tsunamis, or
mudflows. Therefore, the Project would .
not expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving inundation by seiche, tsunami,
or mudflow.

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING
a. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of golf

netting on an existing golf course.
:-; Therefore, the Project would not
., physically divide an established

community.

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The Project site is currently zoned A 1-1XL
(Agriculture) and is located within the
Height District 1-XL, which limits the
height of structures to two stories and 30
fee!. The Westwood Community Plan land
use designation for the site is Open

. Space. The Westwood Community Plan
identifies the LACC as significant a use in
the Community Plan area. The Project
includes development of an EGBDD in
the eastem portion of the South Golf
Course at the LAcc between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard. In order to construct the
EGBDD, the Project applicant is
requesting a Variance from LAMC Section
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12.21.1 A 1 to permit the construction,
use, and maintenance of a protective
barrier fence up to 166 feet in height in
lieu of the permitted 3D-foot height limit in
the 1XL Height District, and an
Adjustment from Section 12.21 C 1 (g) to
allow placement of the EGBDD within the
25-foot side yard.The primary
environmental impacts associated with
allowing development of the EGBDD in
excess of 30 feet in height are related to
aesthetics. As discussed in response to
Checklist Questions 1(a) through 1(d), the
Project would not result in any significant
impacts related to scenic vistas, scenic
resources, visual character,

. shade/shadow, or light and glare.As
discussed previously, golf netting is a
common feature of many golf courses,
and the proposed EGBDD would have no
affect on the ability of the golf course to
continue to convey its character as a golf
course. Additionally, the LACC, including
its golf course, is a long-standing
component to the character of the Project
area. The Project would not alter or
change the land use at the LACC and
would not conflict with the Westwood
Community Plan. Therefore, Project
impacts related to land use would be less
than Significant.

c. NO IMPACT The Project site is not subject to any
applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan.
Therefore, the Project would not conflict
with any applicable habitat conservation
plan or natural community conservation
plan.

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES

a. NO IMPACT The site is not located wtihin an area of
mineral resources.The Project site is
located on a golf course in a heavily
urbanized part of the City of Los Angeles
and involves construction and use of golf
netting. There are no known mineral
resources on the Project site or in the
vicinity. Therefore, the Project would not
result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state.

b. NO IMPACT The Project is located on a golf course in
a heavily urbanized part of the City of Los
Angeles and involves construction and
use of golf netting. The Project site is not
identified as a mineral resource recovery
site. Therefore, the Project would not
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result in the loss of availability of a
locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general
plan, specific plan or other land use plan.

XII. NOISE
a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT Intermittent and temporary noise will be

generated by equipment during
construction. However, no noise-sensitive
land uses are located in the vicinity of the
site. Additionally, it is likely that the
project would be implemented before the
proposed 9900 Wilshire development,
which includes residential land uses.
Thus, residents of this development would
not be exposed to any construction noise
generated by the project. . Therefore,
Project impacts related to exposure of
persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies
would be less than significant.

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT Construction of the project would require
the use of an auger and a backhoe, Which
would generate negligible levels of
groundborne vibration. The worst-case
groundborne vibration level associated
wtih this equipment is approximately
58VbB measured at 25 ft from the source.
The Federal Railway Administration's
vibration impact theshold for sensitive
buildings is BOVdB. There are no
sensitive buildings in proximity to the
Project site. Additionally, if the proposed
9900 Wilshire development were to be
constructed and occupied prior to
implementation of the Project, because

.~ the potential vibration levels associated
.'; with the construction equipment would

not exceed the impact threshold, no
significant groundbome vibration impacts
would occur. Therefore, Project impacts
related to groundborne vibration and
noise levels would be less than
significant.

c. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not generate any
on-going noise •.Therefore, the Project
would not result in a substantial
permanent increase in ambient noise
levels above existing ambient noise levels
without the Project.
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d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT As discussed previously, intermittent and
temporary noise would be generated by
construction equipment during the
construction of the Project. However, no
existing noise-sensitive land uses are
located in the vicinity of the Project site.
Additionally, it is likely that the Project
would be implemented before the
proposed 9900 Wilshire development,
which includes residential land uses.
Thus, residents ofthis development would
not be exposed to any construction noise
generated by the Project. The Project
includes development of an EGBDD in
the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa
Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
and would not generate substantial
temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the Project vicinity.
Therefore, the Project would not result in
a substantial temporary or period
increase in ambient noise levels in the
Project vicinity above levels existing
without the Project.

e. NO IMPACT The Project site is not located within an
airport land use plan or within two miles of
a public airport or public use airport.
Therefore, the Project would not expose
people residing or working in the Project
area to excessive noise levels and no
impact would occur.

f. NO IMPACT The Project site is not located in the
vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, the
Project would not expose people residing
or working in the Project area to
excessive noise levels and no impact

.v would occur.

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING
a. NO IMPACT The project is the construction of a golf

ball deftection fence; there are no housing
or population issues involved.

b. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not create a need
for a new or altered fire station. Therefore,
the Project would not result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered
government facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in
order to maintain acceptable service
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ratios, response times or other
performance objective for fire protection
services ..

c. NO IMPACT No people live on the Project site.
Therefore, the Project would not displace
any residents, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing
elsewhere.

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES

a. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not create a need
for a new or altered fire station. Therefore,
the Project would not result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered
government 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 objective for fire protection
services.

b. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not create any
demand for police protection services that
would create a need for a new or altered
police station. Therefore, the Project
would not result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered

.', govemment 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 objective for police
protection services.

c. NO IMPACT The project is the construction of a golf
ball deflection fence; there will be no .
impact to govemmental agencies or
buildings.

d. NO IMPACT The project is the construction of a golf
ball deflection fence; there will be no
impact to governmental agencies or
buildings.
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e. NO IMPACT The project is the construction of a golf
ball deflection fence; there will be no
impact to governmental agencies or
buildings.

XV. RECREATION

a. NO IMPACT The project is the construction of a golf
ball deflection fence; there will be no
impact to parks or other recreation
facilities.

b. NO IMPACT The project is the construction of a golf
ball deflection fence; there will be no
impact to governmental agencies or
buildings.

XVI. TRANSPORT A TIONITRAFFIC

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project is the construction of a golf
ball deflection fence. Traffic trips would
be generated during the project's
three-week construction phase. At the
beginning of the phase, construction
equipment, such as backhoes, boom
trucks, a dump truck, a manlift, and a
crane, would be brought to the project
site. This equipment would be staged at
the project site throughtout the
construction phase and removed when
the fence is installed. Development of the
concrete collars woul require
approximately at total of 15 to 20 trips to
deliver concrete to the site. Construction
workers would generate approximately
eight weekday round trips durinqthe
three-week construction phase. The
amount of traffic generated during the
project's constuction phase would be
temporary and would not result in any
permanent or substantial change in the

'. level of service at the intersections and
roadways near the site. thus, the project
would not affect the performance of the
circulation system. Therefore, impacts
related to traffic generation would be less
than significant.

b. NO IMPACT The project will not result in a permanent
increase in traffic. The Project includes
development of an EGBDD in the eastern
portion of the South Golf Course at the
LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard
and Wilshire Boulevard and would not
generate any permanent traffic or vehicle
trips that could contribute to any Los
Angeles County Congestion Management
Program (CMP) intersection or highway
segment. Therefore, the Project would
not conflict with a level of service
standard established by the county
...."'n,., ....,.fi"'''' ......""'"'''''....'''''.......0.,.,+ """'.,. .........., f.......
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, designated roads or highways.

c. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not generate any
traffic or vehicle trips. The Project site is
not located near any airports. Therefore,
the Project would not result in a change
in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in SUbstantial safety
risks.

d. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not generate any
hazards. Therefore, the Project would not
substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment).

e. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not generate any
traffic or vehicle trips. In addition, this part
of the golf course is not included in any
emergency response area and would not
create a demand for emergency access,
Therefore, the Project would not result in
inadequate emergency access.

f. NO IMPACT The project is the construction of a golf
ball deflection fence; it will not result in an

".~i
increase in permanent traffic trips. The

.. Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not generate any
permanent traffic trips. Therefore, the
Project would not conflict with adopted
policies, plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation (e.g., bus

. turnouts, bicycle racks) .

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

a. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not generate any
wastewater discharge or require any
wastewater treatment. Therefore, the
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Project would not exceed wastewater
treatment requirements of the applicable
regional water quality control board.

b. NO IMPACT The project is the construction of a golf
ball deflection fence; it will not result in
the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities.The
Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not require any
water supply, generate any wastewater
discharge, or require any water or
wastewater treatment. Therefore, the
Project would not require or result in the
construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant
environmental effects.

c: NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not generate any
storm water. Therefore, the Project would
not require or result in the construction of
new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects ..

d. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not require any

:-; water supplies. Therefore, the Project
would not impact whether Significant
water supplies are available to serve the
Project from existing entitlements and
resources, or the need for new or
expanded entitlements.

e. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not generate any
wastewater discharge or require any
wastewater treatment. Therefore, the
Project would not 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.

ENV-2011-1047-MND Page 37 of38



Mitigation
MeasuresImpact? Ex lanation

f. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not generate any I

solid waste. Therefore, the Project would
not be served by a landfill with insufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
Project's solid waste disposal needs.

g. NO IMPACT The Project includes development of an
EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course at the LACC between
santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard and would not generate any
solid waste. Therefore, the Project would
not conflict with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid
waste.

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS For the reasons stated in this Initial XVIII-10
MITIGATION INCORPORATED Study, with implementation of the

mitigation measures outlined
previously, the Project would not have
the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to
drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal, or
eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or
prehistory.

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project consists of the development
,'.

of a golf ball deflection fence within an
'. established golf course, Los Angeles

Country Club. The impact areas identified
can be reduced to less than significant
levels through the mitigation measures
highlighted.

c. POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS For the reasons stated in this Initial XVIII-30
MITIGATION INCORPORATED Study, with implementation of

mitigation measure outlined
previously, the Project would not
cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or
indirectly.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Introduction

The subject of this Initial Study is the proposed installation of an errant golf ball deflection device,
consisting of an 800-linear-fDDt polyester mesh netting, and 17 3D-inch (measured at the base) diameter
poles reaching 150 tD 166 feet in heigbt. The Project site is located at 10101 Wilshire Boulevard
(community of Westwood) in the City ofLos Angeles (the "City"). The Project Applicant is the LDs
Angeles Country Club (LACe), located at 1010 I Wilshire Boulevard. A more detailed description of the
Project is contained in Section II (project Description). The City's Department of City Planning (the
City) is the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Project Information

Project Title: LACC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device

Project Location: 10101 Wilshire Boulevard

Lead Agency: City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning

I Contact Person: [TBD], City Planner

I
I
I
I

Organization of Inltial Study

This Draft Initial Study is organized into six sections as follows:

Introduction: This section provides introductory information such as the project title, the project
applicant, and theIead agency for the proposed project.

Project Description: This section provides a detailed description of the environmental setting and the
proposed project, including project characteristics and environmental setting.

Initial Study Checklist: This section contains the completed Initial Study Checklist.

I
Environmental Impact Analysis: Each environmental issue identified in the Initial Study Checklist
contains an assessment and discussion of impacts associated with each subject area. When the evaluation
identifies potentially significant effects, as identified in the Checklist, mitigation measures are provided to
reduce such impacts to less-than-significant levels.

I Preparers of Initial Study and Persons Consulted: This section provides a list of City personnel, other
governmental agencies, and consultant team members that participated in the preparation of the Initial
Study.I
LA CC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device
Administrative Draft Initio! Study

Introduction
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II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

"

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Project Location

The Project site is located in the Westwood Community Plan Area of the City of Los Angeles (the "City")
(refer to Figure II-I). Specifically, the Project site is situated at the eastern edge of the South Golf Course
in the southern portion of the Los Angeles Country Club (LACC) at 10101 Wilshire Boulevard, between
Wilshire Boulevard to the north and Santa Monica Boulevard to the south.

Description of the Project Site

The Project site is approximately 800 linear feet and is a portion of the eastern boundary of the South
Golf Course a.tthe LACC, located approximately up to three feet from the LACC's eastern property line
between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard. The Project site is covered with turf and
contains approximately 40 canary pine trees. Views of the Project site are shown on Figure II-2.

Description of Snrronnding Area

The Project site is immediately surrounded by the South Golf Course of the LACC, which is located in a
highly urbanized setting of the City. Land uses in the vicinity of the southern portion of LACC include
Wilshire Boulevard to the north; the City of Beverly Hills, the former Robinsons May store (now vacant),
and a parking lot to the east;1 Santa Monica Boulevard and commercial uses to south; and residential
development to the west. Views of the areas surrounding the southern portion of the LACC are shown on
Figures II-3 and II-4.

Land Use Designation & Zoning
.,

The site is currently zoned AI-IXL, or Agriculture, and is located within the Height District I-XL, which
limits structures to two stories and 30 feet in height. The Westwood Community Plan land use
designation for the site is Open Space.

This area is the location of a project approved by the City of Beverly Hills that includes development of 252
luxury condominium residences in lour separate buildings. approximately 19,856 square feet of commercial
space fronting Santa Monica Boulevard. and a two-level subterranean parking garage.

LA CC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device
Administrative Draft Initial Study
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View 1: Looking toward the southwest at the
southeastern edge of the Project site.

View 3: Looking southwest towards the southeastern
edge of the Project site frorn the former Robinsons May
parking lot.

Source: CAJAEnvirolimental Services, LLC. 2011.

View 2: Looking toward the northwest at the
southeastern edge of the Project site.

CCAJA Environmental Services, llC

+-® Photo Location
_ Project Site

PHOTO LOCATION MAP

Figure 11-2
Views of the Project Site

Views 1, 2, and 3
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View 4: Looking toward the northeast at the former
Robinsons May building Project and parking area
located to the east of the Project site

I
I

I
I

View 6: Looking west along Santa Monica Boulevard.

I
Source: CAJA Environmental Services. LLC. 2011.

I
CAJA Environmental Services, LLC

View 5: Looking east along Wilshire Boulevard.

"\

i-@ Photo Location

~ Project SIte

PHOTO LOCATION MAP

Figure 11-3
Views of Surrounding Uses

Views4, 5, and 6



View 7: Looking southeast towards the 76 Gas Station
off Wilshire Boulevard.

View 9: Looking southeast across Santa Monica
Boulevard.

Source: CAJA Environmental Services, LLC, 2011.

C§AJA Environmental Services, LLC

View 8: Looking southeast across Santa Monica
Boulevard.

WILSHIRE BLVD

4-@ Photo Location
_ Project Slte

PHOTO LOCATION MAP

Figure 11-4
Views of the Project Site

and Surrounding Uses
Views 7, 8, and 9
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City of Las Angeles October 2011

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

The Project includes development of an 800-linear-foot errant golf ball deflection device (EGBDD) along
the eastern edge of the South Golf Course at the LACC, within approximately three to five feet from the
LACC's eastern property line between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard (refer to Figures
II-5 through IT-8). The EGBDD would be constrncted of a polyester mesh netting material, supported by
17 30-inch-diameter (measured at the base) metal poles, extending 150 feet to 166 feet in height above
ground surface? 3 The metal support poles would be installed into 20-foot-deep holes with a l-foot-thick
concrete collars that would be Ill-feet by l O-feet, located I foot under ground.

The City of Beverly Hills approved a large mixed-use project known as the "9900 Wilshire" that would
place two condominium structnres within 25 feet of the eastern boundary ofthe South Golf Course. The
height of the "North Building" would range from 137 feet to 161 feet, and the height of the "South
Building" would range from 161 feet to 185 feet." The EGBDD is proposed by the LACC to prevent a
potential significant risk of damage tn property and persons associated with the 9900 Wilshire
development as a result of errant golf balls exiting the South Golf Course.

PROJECT OBJECTIVES

The objectives of the Project are as follows:

• To protect a proposed residential and commercial development ("9900 Wilshire") in neighboring
Beverly Hills by preventing errant golf balls from exiting the Project site along the eastern
boundary of the South Golf Course at the LACC and to protect LACC from potential liability
claims as a' result of errant golf balls.

• To construct an effective deflection device in a strategically located position so that it will be able
to stop errant golf balls while also maintaining as much distance as reasonably feasible from other
residential and commercial development.

.',.,
• To perroit a safe interface between a property entitled for high-rise development and a long-

established golf course.

To allow for the functional integration with existing improvements on the LACC property.

2 The poles would measure 3D-inches in diameter at the base and would taper to 16-inches in diameter at the top
of the poles -,

3 The top of the EGBDD would be level, due to variations in topography at the site. The height oftheftnce was
determined based on technical studies prepared by Golf Laboratories, Inc. and Tanner Consulting Group (refer
to Appendix A).

City of Beverly Hills, Rita Naziri, voice message, August 17,201 I.

LACC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device
Administrative Draft Initial Study
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CfAJA Environmental Services. llC Figure 11-5
Netting Plan
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Figure 11-6
Netting Plan Continued
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City 0/Los Angele., Octo her ]O! I • '. • "

REQUESTED DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

In order to implement the Project. the Project Applicant is requesting approval of the following
discretionary action from the City:

• Variance from LAMe Section 12.21.1 A I to permit the construction, use, and maintenance of a
protective barrier fence up ro 166 feet in height in lieu of the permitted 30-foot height limit inJhe
lXL Height District.

• Adjustment from Section 12.21 C I (g) to allow placement of the EGBDD within the 25-foot side
yard.

Additionally. the Project may involve a number or ministerial approvals, including but not limited to:
Department or Building and Safety permits and approvals for Project construction actions including, hut
not limited to excavation. shoring, and grading.

'.
,',

LA C(" Errant Go{(Holl Deflection Dcvic»
Administrattv« fJra/i Initio! ,)'tul~r
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City of Los Angeles October 2011

DETERMINATION (To be completed by Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

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

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

1 frod 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 I) has been adequately analyzed
in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

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

SIGNATURE TITLE
:.~

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

I. A brief explanation is required for all answers. except "No Impact" answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question.
A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the
impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault
rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where itis 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).

LACC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device
Administrative Draft Initial Study
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City of Los Angeles October 2011

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

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

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

5. Earlier analysis must 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 sbould identify tbe following:

A. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

B. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from tbe 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
Inc~'rporated," describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the
earlier document and the exten! to which they address site-specific conditions for the project

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

LACC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device
Admi17istl-otive Draft initial Study

III. ]I1Wai Study Checklist
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City of Los Angeles October 20 II

environmental effects in whichever format is selected. I
9. The explanation of each issue should identify: I

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. I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

.",

"", I
I
I
I
I
I

LACC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device
Administrative Draft Initial Study
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least an impact that is a
"Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages:

o Aesthetics
o Agricultural Resources
OAir Quality
o Biological Resource
o Cultural Resources
o Geology & Soils

o Public Services . '
o Recreation
o Transportation/Traffic
o Utilities & Service Systems
o Mandatory Findings of Significance

o Hazards & Hazardous Materials
o Hydrology & Water Quality
D Land Use & Planning
o Mineral Resources
o Noise
o Population & Housing

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (to be completed by the Lead Agency)
BACKGROUND
PROPONENT NAME
Los Angeles Country Club
PROPONENT ADDRESS
10 J 0 I Wilshire Boulevard, Los An les, CA 90024
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST DATE SUBMITTED
Ci of Los An 'eles
PROPOSAL NAME (if applicable)
LAce Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device

LACC Errant Go!f'Ball Deflection Device
AdministrativeDraft Initial Study
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City of Los Angeles October 2011

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
Explanations of ail potentially and less than significant impacts are required to be attached on separate sheets)

L Aesthetics. Would the project:

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

""

"
"

a Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
b. Substantially damage scenic resources. including, but not limited to,

trees. rock outcroppings, and historic buildings, or other locally
recognized desirable aesthetic natural feature within a city-designated
scenic highway?

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

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

2. Agriculture and Forestry Resources. In determining whether impacts to
agricultural resources are significant environmental effects. lead agencies
may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture
and farmland, In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including
timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to
information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection regarding the state's inventory of forest land, including the Forest
Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.
Would the project: .
a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide

. Importance, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency.
to non-agricultural use?

Potentially
S.ignificant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

"

"
"

".
,

",

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

c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code section 12220[gJ), 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?

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

LACC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device.
Administrative Draft Initial Study
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City of Los Angeles October 2011

3. Air Quality. The significance criteria established by the South Coast Air
Quality Management District (SCAQMD) may be relied upon to make the
following determinations. Would the project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan
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 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?
e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Imnact No Impact
,f

,f

,f

,f

,f

4. Biological Resources. Would the project::

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
,f

,f

,f

,f

,f

,f

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modification, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations
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 natural community identified in the City or regional plans,
policies, regulations by the California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

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

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish orwildlife species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as tree preservation policy or ordinance

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

5. Cultural Resources. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
'. ,f

.(

.(

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in § 15064.5?

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

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

LACC Errant GolfBoll Deflection Device
Administrative Draft Initial Study

IlL Initial Study Checklist
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5. Cultural Resources. Would the project

unique geologic feature?
d Disturb any human remains, including those 'interred outside of formal

cemeteries?

6~ Geology & Soils. Would the project:

a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
L Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most

recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of
a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

ii, Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
iv. Landslides?

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would

become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or
off-site landslide.Jateral spreading, subsidence. liquefaction or collapse?

d. Be located on expansive soil. as defined in Table 18-1-B ef the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

e. 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?

7. Greenhouse Gas Emission~. Would the project:

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the environment?

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

8. Hazards & Hazardous Materials. Would the project:

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport. use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incerperated Impact No Impact

-I'

"

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

-I'

-I'
-I'
-I'
-I'

-I'

-I'

-I'

.

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless i_Less Than
Significant Mitigation 'Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
-I'

-I'

:Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation. Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
-I'

-I'

LACC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device
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v-

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
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, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan Of, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport. would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project
area?

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

h. Expose people 01' structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

9. Hydrology & Water Quality, Would the project:

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Imnact No Impact
,;'
,;'

,;'

V-

V-

V-
V-

V-

i V-

V-

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 pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through 'the alteration of the course of a stream or river in a
manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-

. site?
d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,

including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on-or off-site?

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

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
g. Place housing within a 1DO-yearflood hazard area as mapped on a federal

Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard delineation map?

lOh. Place within a 1Ou-year flood hazard area structures' which would impede
or redirect flood flows?
i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of Joss, injury or death

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

j. Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow?
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11. Land Use and Planning. Would the project:

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

agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the
general plan, specific plan. local coastal program, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding Or mitigating an environmental
effect?

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

12. Mine;raI Resources. Would the project:

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

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

13. Noise. Would the project result in:

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

b. Exposure of persons to "Qrgeneration of excessive groundborne vibration
or groundbome noise levels?

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

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project 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? .

PotentiaUy
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

'"'" ,

'"

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Imnact No Impact
-r

'"

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact I~corporated Impact No Impact

'"
'"

'"
'"

'"

'"

'.
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14. Population and Housing. Would the project:

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
replacement housing elsewhere?

15. Public Services.

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

i. Fire protection?
ii. Police protection?
ili. Schools?
iv. Parks?
v. Other public facilities?

16. Recreation.

a. Would the project'i~crease 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?
Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction
or expansion on recreational facilities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment?

b.

16. Transportationrrraffic. Would the project:

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?

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
-I'

-I'

-I'

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

0/

if
-I'

"'
0/

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significan t Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
if

0/

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
-I'

i
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16. Transportationrrraffic. Would the project:

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact .Incorporated Impact No Impact
./

.,

./

./

./

./

./

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

c. Exceed, either individually or cumulatively. a level of service standard
established by the county congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways?

d. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety
risks?

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

f. Result in inadequate emergency access?
g. Conflict with adopted policies. plans or programs supporting alternative

transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

17. Utilities & Service Systems. Would the project:

Potentially
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Imnaet Incorporated Impact No Impact
./

./

,r

./

./

./

./

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board?

h. Require or result in the construction of a new water or wastewater
treatment 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 expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?
d. Have sufficient water supplies available to Serve the project

from existing 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 landfill with sufficient permitted capacity ro accommodate
the project's solid waste disposal needs?

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

18. Mandatory Findings of Significance.
Petentlally
Significant

Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation i. Significant

Impact Jncorncrated Imoact No Impact
./a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of he

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

b. Does the project have' impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? ("Curnulatively 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 projects?

c. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Potentially
Significant

.Petentlally Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

.;'

.,

I 18. Mandatory Findings of Significance.

I
I

I
I
II
I

II
'.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

1. AESTHETICS

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Less Than Significant Impact, Near the Project site, ground-level views are primarily limited to,those
of the urban development surrounding the Project site. Potential scenic views of the Santa Monica
Mountains and San Gabriel Mountains as viewed from the Project area are only intermittently visible and
are mostly blocked from view due to intervening development and landscaping. The netting for the
EGBDD would be virtually transparent, and the poles of the EGBDD would appear relatively thin .as
viewed from off-site locations, composing small portions of views in the Project area that include the
Project site. Thus, the Project would have a negligible affect on views from the Project area, Therefore,
Project impacts related to scenic vistas would be less than significant.

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but uot limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is located between Wilshire Boulevard and Santa
Monica Boulevard, both of which 'are designated as scenic corridors in the Westwood Community Plan,
and is only partially visible from these roadways. Views of the South Golf Course and Project site from
these roadways are purposely impeded by existing tall, dense canary pine trees, which surround most of
the boundaries of the LACC, and are further impeded from Santa Monica Boulevard by existing
development. These trees are not necessarily considered valuable scenic resources along these sections of
Wilshire Boulevard and Santa Monica Boulevard, considering that the trees act as awall (visually and
physically), decrease the depth of views in the area ofthe LACC, and serve as a utilitarian function rather
than a scenic characteristic. The Project would require the removal of one canary pine tree (of the 40
canary pine trees th4'tare in proximity to the alignment of the EGBDD) from the eastern boundary of the
South Golf Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC. As a
condition of Project approval, the City would require the replacement of this tree at a 1:1 ratio.
Therefore, the Project would not substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway.I

c) Would the project SUbstantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings?

Less Than Significant Impact. The visual character of the Project site is that of a golf course. Urban
features largely define the visual character of the Project area. A Unocal service station is located near

i.

Caltrons. California Scenic Highway Program, website:
http://www.dot.ca.govlhq/Lal7dArch/scenicj1ighways/scenic_hW; •.htm , January 14, 2008.
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I

the northeastern corner of the Project site on Wilshire Boulevard. Wilshire Boulevard, located north of
the Project site, separates the Project site from the EI Rodeo School and low-rise multi-family residential
buildings located on the northern side of Wilshire Boulevard. The buildings that house the former
Robinsons-May department store and associated parking structure are located to the east of the site. Santa
Monica Boulevard borders the site to the south, with commercial development of varying heights
developed along the south side of Santa Monica Boulevard.

I
I

The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf Course between
Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC. Golf netting is a common feature of
many golf courses, and the proposed EGBDD would have no affect on the ability of the South Golf
Course to continue to convey its character as a golf course. Additionally, the LACC, including its golf
course, is a long-standing visual component to the character of the Project area. Because the EGBDD
would not change the character of the golf course, the Project would not affect the visual character of the
Project area. Therefore, the Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings, and impacts related to this issue would be less than significant.

I
I
I
I

Shade/Shadow Analysis

IShadow lengths are dependent on the height and size of the structure from which the shadow is cast and
the angle of the sun. The angle of the sun varies to the rotation of the earth (i.e., time of day) and
elliptical orbit (i.e., change in seasons). The longest shadows are cast during the winter months, and the
shortest shadows are cast during the summer months.

I
Shading is an important environmental issue because the users or occupants of "shadow-sensitive" land
uses have expectations for direct sunlight and warmth from the sun and because sunlight is important to
function, physical comfort, and commerce. Based Onthe City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide,
shade-sensitive land uses inclnde routinely useable outdoor spaces associated with residential,
recreational, or institutional land uses; commercial uses such as pedestrian-oriented outdoor spaces or

'.restaurants with outdoor eating areas; nurseries; and existing solar collectors.

I

I
No shade-sensitive land uses currently exist within proximity to the Project site. However, as discussed
in Section II (Project Description), the City ofBeverIy Hills approved a large mixed-use project known as
the "9900 Wilshire" that would place two condominium structures within 25 feet of the eastern boundary
of the South Golf Course. The height of the "North Building" would range from 137 feet to 161 feet, and
the height of the "South Building" would range from 161 feet to 185 feet. Western-facing units on the
lower floors (below approximately 60 feet in height) of these two structures would experience shading
throughout the day by existing landscaping associated with the LACC and landscaping included as part of
the 9900 Wilshire development.'

I
City of Beverly Hills, Rita Nozirt, voice message. August 17, 2011.

I
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Because the Project includes development of a structure taller than 60 feet and within proximity of shade-
sensitive land uses (including proposed land uses), the Initial Study includes an analysis of potential
shade and shadow impacts. The Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide indicates that analysis of shade
and shadow impacts is required in an Initial Study if "the project would include light-blocking structures
in excess of 60 feet in height above the ground elevation that would be located within a distance of three
times the height of the proposed structure to a shadow-sensitive use on the north, northwest or northeast."

The Project comprises a polyester mesh netting with an eight percent mass and 16-inch- to 30-inch-
diameter poles to support the polyester mesh netting. The polyester mesh netting would be virtnally
transparent and would cast little, if any, shadow (depending on the declination of the sun). The only light
blocking structures in excess of 60 feet in height above ground elevation would be the support poles for
the EGBDD. Thus, consistent with the Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, the analysis reviews orily
the shade cast by the support poles. The City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide states that a
project's impact normally would be considered significant if the project would result in the following:

• Cast shadow on shade-sensitive land uses for more than three hours between the hours of 9:00
a.m. and 3:00 p.m. Pacific Standard Time (PST) (between late October and early April), or for
more that four hours between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. Pacific Daylight Time (PDT)
(between early April and late October).

The Project includes development of an 800-linear-foot, ISO-foot tall EGBDD in the eastern portion of
the South Golf Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC.3 The
EGBDD would comprise of 17 30-inch diameter (as measured at the base) poles and polyester mesh
netting.' Graphical representations of the shadows that would' be cast by the poles supporting the
polyester mesh netting of the EGBDD near the winter solstice and the spring equinox were prepared to
depict the Project's worst-case shadows, for the time between late October and early April (winter
solstice) and between early April and late October (spring equinox) (refer to Figures IV-I through IV-6).

'.\

Because existing landscaping associated with the LACC and proposed landscaping associated with the
9900 Wilshire Project would already shade nnits on the lower levels (below approximately 60 feet in
height) of the proposed residential buildings throughout the day, the project would not affect these units.
Only the condominium units above approximately 60 feet in height above ground surface to 150 to 166
feet of the structures could be affected by shadow cast by the poles supporting the polyester mesh netting

3 The Project site slopes down in elevation from north to south. The northernmost pole would extend to I 50 feel
in height as measured from ground surface, GJ?dthe southernmost pole would extend 166 feet in height a hove
ground surface. However, the top of the EGED/) would be level, due to variations in topography at the site

;,
The poles would measure 30-inches in diameter at the base and would taper to l S-inches ill diameter at the top
of the poles.

4
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I

of the EGBDD. Due to the height and the relatively small diameter of the poles supporting the polyester
mesh netting of the EGBDD, shadows from the poles would be very thin and would no way negatively
affect the living areas that might be developed at the 9900 Wilshire site. No area would be continuously
shaded by one of the poles supporting the polyester mesh netting of the EGBDD for more than three
hours.

I
I

As shown on Figures IV-l through IV-3, between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and until 3:00 p.m., shadow
from the poles supporting the polyester mesh netting of the EGBDD would cast onto various points of the
proposed 9900 Wilshire residential structures starting before 12:00p.m. aud until 3:00 p.m., but no single
area would remain shaded by a support poIe for three or more hours, and thus, the project would not
exceed the City's threshold of three hours for this time of year. As shown on Figures IV-4 through IV-6,
between the hours of9:00 a.m. and until 5:00 p.m., shadow from the support poles for the polyester mesh
netting of the EGBDD would cast onto various points of the proposed 9900 Wilshire residential structures
starting before 1:00 p.m. and until 5:00 p.m. Again, however, no single area would remain shaded by a
support pole for four or more hours, and thus, the project would not exceed the City's threshold of four
hours for this time of year.

I
I

The shadows from the support poles supporting the polyester mesh netting of the EGBDD would be very
thin, and the diameter of the poles would be limited to approximately 16 inches at the top. The poles
supporting the polyester mesh netting of the EGBDD would not block or obstruct sunlight so to cause the
residents of 9900 Wilshire to experience loss of sunlight and warmth. Therefore, the Project's shadow
impacts would be less than significant.

I

d) Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the area?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastem portion of the South Golf
Course between ~anta Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC and would not include
any sources of light or glare. Therefore, the Project would not create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.

I
I
I
I
I
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2. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. The Extent of Important Farmland Map Coverage maintained by the Division of Land
Protection indicates that the Project site is not included in the Important Farmland category.' Therefore,
the Project would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland) to non-agricultural use, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency.

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
Contract?

No Impact. Although the Project site is zoned for agricultural uses, the existing use of the Project site is
a golf course at the LACe. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the
South Golf Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACe, and would
not conflict with the site's current use. Additionally, the Project site is not under Williamson Act
Contract.6 Therefore, the Project would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act Contract.

c) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or canse rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code section 12220[g]), timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104 [g])?

No Impact. The Project site is not zoned as forest land or timberland. Therefore, no impacts related to
this issue would occur.

d) Wonld the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

No Impact. The Project site does not contain any forest land. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue
would occur.

'.

5 Siale of California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program. Los Angeles County Important Farmland. 1998.
Ibid.
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e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment, which due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC. Neither the Project site
nor the surrounding areas are used for agricultural purposes. Therefore, the Project would not involve
other changes in the existing environment which could result in Farmland conversion to non-agricultural
use.

3. AIR QUALITY

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of
the South Golf Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACe. Although
some pollutant emissions would be generated during the construction phase to install the poles into the
ground, these emissions would be negligible and would not exceed pollutant standards established by the
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). Additionally, the EGBDD would not
produce pollutant emissions. Therefore, Project impacts related to conflict with or obstruction of
implementing the applicable air quality plan would be less than significant.

b) Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing
or projected air quality violation?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of
the South Golf Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC. Although
some pollutant emr.~sionswould be generated during the construction phase to install the poles into the
ground, these emissions would be negligible and would not exceed pollutant standards established by the
SCAQMD. Additionally, the EGBDD would not produce pollutant emissions. Therefore, Project
impacts related to violation of any air quality standards or existing or projected air quality violation would
be less than significant.

c) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment nnder an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions, which exceed quantitative threshold
for ozone precursors)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastem portion of
the South Golf Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC. Although
some pollutant emissions would be generated during the construction phase to install the poles into the
ground, these emissions would be negligible and would not exceed pollutant standards established by the
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SCAQMD. Additionally, the EGBDD would not produce pollutant emissions. Therefore, Project would
not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the Project region'
is non-attainment under applicable federal or state ambient air quality standards, and its impacts would be
less than significant.

d) Wonld the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial poilutaut concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of
the South Golf Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC. Although
some pollutant emissions would be generated during the construction phase to install the poles into the. '

ground, these emissions would be negligible and would not exceed pollutant standards established by the
SCAQMD. Additionally, the EGBDD would not produce pollutant emissions. Therefore, the Project
impacts related to exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations would be less
than significant.

e) Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC. The'EGBDD would not
generate any odors. Therefore, the Project would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people.

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly 'or through habitat
modifications, ou any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulation, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation. The Project site is located in a highly urbanized area
of the City of Los Angeles and is currently developed with an existing golf course. The site does not
contain any significant habitat that would support any special-status species. However, nesting birds are
protected under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) (Title 33, United States Code, Section
703 et seq., see also Title 50, Code oj Federal Regulation, Part 10) and Section 3503 of the California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) Code. The Project includes removal of one canary pine tree.
Depending on the time of year this tree would be removed, nesting birds could be affected. However,
implementation of Mitigation Measure IV.l-l would ensure that Project impacts to nesting birds would
be less than significant.

I,
IV-I: Activities During Nesting Season: Initiate grading activities prior to the breeding season

(which is generally February 1" through August 31") and keep disturbance activities
constant throughout the breeding season to prevent birds from establishing nests in

LACC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device
Administrative Draft Initial Study

IV. Environmental Impact Analysis
Page IV-19



City of Las-Angeles October 2011 I
I

surrounding habitat (in order to avoid possible nest abandonment). If tbere is a lapse in
activities of more than five days, pre-construction surveys shall be required to ensure no
interim nesting.

I
Activities Outside of Nesting Season: Conduct pre-construction surveys for nesting birds if

vegetation removal or grading is initiated during the nesting season. A qualified wildlife.
biologist shall conduct weekly pre-construction bird surveys no more than 30 days prior
to initiation of grading to provide confirmationon tbe presence or absence of active nests
in tbe vicinity (at least 300 to 500 feet around the individual construction site, as access
allows), The last survey should be conducted no more than three days prior to the
initiation of clearance/construction work. If active nests are encountered, clearing and
construction in tbe vicinity of tbe nest shall be deferred until the young birds have
fledged and there is no evidence of a second attempt at nesting. A minimum exclusion
buffer of 300 feet (500 feet for raptor nests) or as determined by a qualified biologist,
shall be maintained during construction depending on the species and location. The
perimeter of the nest-setback zone shall be fenced or adequately demarcated with staked
flagging at 20-foot intervals, and constructionpersonnel and activities restricted from the
area. Constructionpersonnel should be instructedon the sensitivity of the area. A survey
report by the qualified biologist documenting and verifying compliance with the
mitigation and with applicable state and federal regulations protecting birds shall be
submitted to the City, depending on within which jurisdiction the construction activity is
occurring. The qualified biologist shall serve as a construction monitor 'during those
periods when construction activities would occur near active nest areas to ensure that no
inadvertent impacts on these nests would occur.

II

I
I

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local. or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

I
I

No Impact. The Project site is located in a highly urbanized area of the City of Los Angeles and is
currently developed with an existing golf course. Neither the site nor the surrounding areas contain any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities. Therefore; the Project would not have a
substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local
or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the California Department ofFish and Game or V.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service.

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

No Impact. The Project site is located in a highly urbanized area of the City of Los Angeles and is
currently developed with an existing golf course. Neither the site nor the surrounding areas contain any
federally protected wetlands. Therefore, the Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means.

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident" or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors,
or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

No Impact. The Project site is located in a highly urbanized area of the City of Lcs Angeles, and is
currently developed with an existing golf course. Given the developed nature of the Project area, the area
is not used as a significant wildlife corridor. Additionally, there are no waterways in the Project area that
are used by migratory fish, and there are no wildlife nursery sites in the area. Therefore, the Project
would not interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites.

e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

Less Than Significant Impact. A survey of the Project site was conducted, and all trees within
proximity of the proposed alignment of the EGBDD with a 12-inch diameter (caliper) or more at four and
one half feet above natural grade (Diameter at Breast Height - DBH) were identified (refer to Figures II-5
and II-6). No protected species trees as defined under Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) Ordinance
177,404, i.e., Oaks (Quercus sp.) indigenous to California but excluding the Scrub Oak (Quercus
dumasa), Southern California Black Walnut (Juglans calif arnica val'. californicas, Western Sycamore
(Platanus racemasa) and California Bay tUmbellularia calif arnica), are located on the subject sites.

I

In total, 40 trees (canary pine trees) that meet the City of Los Angeles trunk diameter criterion were
recorded on the Project site. The trees on the site are all ornamental-exotic species that have been planted
as part of the landscape development of the golf course. No protected species trees as defined under
LAMC Ordinance 177,404 are located on the site. As stated previously, the Project would require
removal of one canary pine tree. As a condition of Project approval, the City would require the

. .
replacement of this tree at a I: I ratio. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance, and impacts
related to this issue would be less than significant.
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I

fj Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Commnnity Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

I
No Impact. The Project site is located in a highly urbanized area of the City of Los Angeles and is
currently developed with an existing golf course. The Project site is not subject to a Habitat .Conservation
Plan, a Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other such plan. Therefore, the Project would not
conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.

•
I

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in §15064.5?

No Impact. The Project site is currently developed as a golf course and does not contain any historical
resources, Therefore, the Project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in Section 15064.5.

I
I

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5? J
Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is currently developed as a golf course. Creation of the
golf course required substantial grading, earth movement, and. the addition of engineered fill. Any
archaeological resources that might have been present at the site prior to its development as a golf course
likely no longer exist. However, the Los Angeles area contains known and unknown archaeological
resources. It is possible that during installation of the golf netting poles into the ground, unknown
archaeological resources could be encountered. However, the Project applicant would be required to
comply with the City's Standard Conditions of Approval, which would require that prior to coristruction
of the Project, the prime contractor and any subcontractor(s) shall be advised of the legal and/or
regulatory implications of knowingly destroying cultural resources or removing artifacts, human remains,
bottles, and other cultural materials from the Project site. In addition, in the event that buried
archaeological resources are exposed during Project construction, work within 50 feet of the find shall
stop until a professional archaeologist, meeting the standards of the Secretary of the Interior, can identify
and evaluate the significance of the discovery and develop recommendations for treatment. However,
construction activities could continue in other areas of the Project site. Recommendations could include
preparation of a Treatment Plan, which could require recordation, collection and analysis of the
discovery; preparation of a technical report; and curation of the collection and supporting documentation
in an appropriate depository. Any Native American remains shall be treated in accordance ;"'ith state law.
Through compliance with the City's Standard Conditions of Approval, potential Project impacts to
unknown archaeological resources would be less than significant.

I

I

I

I
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c) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is currently developed as a golf course. Creation of the
golf course required substantial grading, earth movement, and the addition of engineered fill. Any
paleontological resource or site, or unique geologic feature that might have been present at the site prior
to its development as a golf course likely no longer exist. However, the Los Angeles area contains known
and unknown paleontological resources. It is possible that during installation of the golf netting poles
into the ground, unknown paleontological resources could be encountered. However, the Project
applicant would be required to comply with the City's Standard Condition of Approval, which would
require that prior to Project construction, the prime contractor and any subcontractor(s) shall be advised of
the legal and/or regulatory implications of knowingly destroying paleontological or unique geologic
resources or sites from the Project site. In addition, in the event that paleontological resources or sites, or
unique geologic features are exposed during Project construction, work within 50 feet of the find shall
stop until a professional paleontologist, meeting the standards of the Secretary of the Interior, can identify
and evaluate the significance of the discovery and develop recommendations for treatment However,
construction activities could continue in other areas of the Project site. Recommendations could include a
preparation of a Treatment Plan, which could require recordation, collection, and analysis of the
discovery; preparation of a technical report; and curation of the collection and supporting documentation
in an appropriate depository. Any paleontological resources or sites, or unique geologic features shall be
treated in accordance with State Law. Through compliance with the City's Standard Conditions of
Approval, potential Project impacts to unknown paleontological resources or sites, or unique geologic
features would be less than significant.

d) Would the project disturb any human remains, Including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is currently developed as a golf course. Creation of the
golf course required' substantial grading, earth movement, and the.addition of engineered fill. Any human
remains that might have been present at the site prior to its development as a golf course likely no longer
exist. However, the Los Angeles area contains known and unknown areas and specific sites with human
remains. It is possible that during installation of the golf netting poles into the ground, unknown human
remains could be encountered. However, the Project applicant would be required to comply with the
City's Standard Conditions of Approval, which would require that prior to Project construction, the prime
contractor and any subcontractor(s) shall be advised of the legal and/or regulatory implications of
knowingly destroying or removing human remains from the Project site.. In addition, in the event that
human remains are exposed during Project construction, work within 50 feet of the find shall stop until a
professional archaeologist, meeting the standards of the Secretary of the Interior, can identify and
evaluate the discovery's significance and develop treatment recommendations. Ho\vever, construction
activities could continue in other areas of the Project site. Recommendations could include preparation of
a Treatment Plan, which could require recordation, collection and analysis of the discovery; preparation
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of a technical report; and curation of the collection and supporting documentation in an appropriate
depository. Any Native American remains shall be treated in accordance with State Law. Through
compliance with the City's Staudard Conditions of Approval, potential Project impacts to human remains
would be less than significant.

I

6. GEOLOGY ANDSOILS

a) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk ofloss, injury, or death involving:

(i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as deliueated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
other 'substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Miues and Geology
Special Publication 42?

No Impact. The Project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, and no
known faults exist on the Project site. Therefore, the Project would not expose people or structures to
potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a
known earthqnake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantialevidence of a known fault.

(ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact. Given the Project site's location in a seismically active region and,
seismic groundshaking could damage the proposed EGBDD. However, the Project applicant would be
required to design and construct the Project in conformance to the most recently adopted City of Los
Angeles Building Code. Conformance with current Building Code requirements would minimize the
potential for golf netting to sustain damage during an earthquake event and thus, not cause or accelerate
geologic hazards '6r expose people to substantial risk of injury. Therefore, Project impacts related to
groundshaking would be less than significant.

(iii) Seismic-related gronnd failure, including liquefaction?

No Impact. The soils at the Project site are uot located in an area that is prone to liquefaction. The
potential for liquefaction to occur at the Project site is very low. Therefore, the Project would result in no
impacts related to ground-failure, including liquefaction.

(iv) Landslides?

No Impact. The Project site topography is generally flat. No hillsides exist on or nea/the site, and there
is no potential for landslides to occur on or near the site. Therefore, the Project would not expose people
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or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving
landslides.

b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

No Impact. Soil removed from the ground as a result of installing the metal support poles and concrete
collars would be piled and covered at the LACC site for use elsewhere at the LACC (for landscaping and
golf course maintenance/repair). None of the soil would be exposed to open-air and weather conditions
that would allow the soil to enter into any runoff during storm events. The Project would not expose
large areas of bare earth to any water sources. Therefore, the Project would not result in substantial soil
erosion or topsoil loss.

c) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

I

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed previously, the Project applicant would be required to
design and construct the Project in conformance to the most recently adopted City of Los Angeles
Building Code. As such, the proposed EGBDD would be designed and constructed in conformance with
the Building Code. Conformance with current Building Code requirements would minimize the potential
for the EGBDD to sustain damage during an earthquake event. Therefore, Project impacts related to
unstable soils would be less than significant.

I d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as identified in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

I Less Than Siguificant Impact. As discussed previously, the Project applicant would be required to
design and construct the Project in conformance to the most recently adopted City of Los Angeles
Building Code. Conformance with current Building Code requirements would minimize the potential for
the EGBDD to sustain damage as a result of expansive soils. Therefore, Project impacts related to
expansive soils would be less than significant.

I
I e) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or

alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?I

I
No Impact. The Project would not generate any wastewater and would not require the use of septic tanks
or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Therefore, the Project would not result in any impacts related
to soils that are incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater. . '.I
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7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. Impacts related to greenhousegas (GHG) emissions primarily occur as a
result of operation of land uses that produce on-going emissions, such as those from the burning'of fossil
fuels for energy, manufacturing, and traffic generation. The Project includes development of an EGBDD
in the eastern portion of the South Golf Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard
at the LACe Although some GHG emissions would be generated during the construction phase to install
the poles into the ground, these emissions would occur temporarily and would be negligible. The
function of the EGBDD would not create any GHG emissions. Therefore, Project impacts related to GHG
emissions would be less than significant.

b) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Less Than Significant Impact. Impacts related to GHG emissions primarily occur as a result of
operation of land uses that produce on-going emissions, such as those from the burning of fossil fuels for
energy, manufacturing, and traffic generation. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the
eastern portion of the South Golf Course between SantaMonica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the
LACe Although some GHG emissions would be generated during the construction phase to install the
poles into the ground, these emissions would occur temporarily and would be negligible, The function of
the EGBDD would not create any GHG emissions and as such, would not conflict with any plans,
policies, or regulations adopted to reduce GHG emissions, Therefore, Project impacts related to GHG
emissions would be less than significant.

8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment throngh the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC and would not require
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, Therefore, the Project would not create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials,

i.
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b) Would the project create significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

No Impact. The Project site is a portion of an existing golf course at the LACC. Creation of the golf
course required substantial grading, earth movement, and engineered fill. The likelihood that the ProJ:,ct
site contains soil contamination is extremely low, and no contaminants would be released into the
environment as a result of the Project. Therefore, the Project would not create significant hazard to the
public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involve the
release of hazardous materials into the environment.

c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC and would not require
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials: Therefore, the Project would not emit
hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-
quarter mile of an existing Orproposed school.

d) Wonld the project 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, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

No Impact. The Project is not included on any list compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
6892.5. Therefore, the Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment as a
result of being listed on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5.. '.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. The Project site is not located within two miles of a public airport. Therefore, the Project
would not result in a safety hazard associated with an airport for people residing or working in the Project
area.
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f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area? i
No Impact. The Project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, the Project
would not result in a safety hazard associated with a private airstrip for people residing or working in the
Project area.

g) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

I
I

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC. This area of the South
Golf Course is not included in any emergency response area. As such, the Project would not impair
implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or an emergency
evacuation plan.

h) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands? I
No Impact. The Project is located in a highly urbanized area of the City of Los Angeles that is not
subject to wildland fires. Therefore, the Project would not exposepeople or structures to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands.

9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a) Would theproject violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
. ':.

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC and would not have any
point-source discharges. Therefore, the Project would have no impact on water quality standards or waste
discharge and would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.

b) Would the project 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 pre-existing nearby wells would drop
to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned nses for which permits have been
granted)?

i.

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC and would not use or
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interfere with groundwater beneath the Project site. Therefore, the Project would not 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

c) Would the project substantlally alter the extstlng drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner, which would result
in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC and would have no affect
on existing drainage patterns on the site or in the area. Inaddition, there are no streams or rivers onsite or
in the Project vicinity. Therefore, the Project would have no impact on drainage pattern alterations of the
site or area that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site.

d) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate
or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

No Impact. The Project site is currently covered with turf. Although the poles for the golf netting could
add a slight imperviousness at the site of the poles, the effect, if any, this would have on the rate or
amount of runoff from the Project site would be inconsequential. Therefore, the Project would not
substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that
would result in flooding on- or off-site.

e) Would the project create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACe. Therefore, the Project
would not create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity .of existing or planned
storrnwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff.

f) Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water qnality?

Less Than Significant Impact. Soil removed from the ground as a result of installing the metal support
poles and concrete collars would be piled and covered at the LACC site for use elsewhere at the LACe
(for landscaping and golf course maintenance/repair). None of the soil would be exposed to open-air and
weather conditions that would allow the soil to enter into any runoff during storm dvents. The Project
would not affect the quality of runoff from the LACC site. Therefore, Project impacts related to water
quality would be less than significant.
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g) Would the project place housing within a lOO-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary.or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

No Impact. The Project does not include development of any housing. Therefore, the Project would not
place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard'Boundary or
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map.

h) Would the project place within a IOO-year flood hazard area structures which would
impede or redirect flood flows?

No Impact. The Project site is not located in a IOO-yearfloodplain. Therefore, the Project would riot
place within a 1DO-yearflood hazard area structures that would impede or redirect flood flows. •i) Would the project expose people or structures to a significaut risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

No Impact. The Project site is not located in any area susceptible to floods associated with a levee or
dam. Therefore, the Project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam.

j) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. The Project site is not in an area susceptible to seiches, tsunamis, or mudflows. Therefore,
the Project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.

10. LAND USE AND PLANNING

a) Would the project physically divide an established community?

No Impact. The Project includes development of golf netting on an existing golf course. Therefore, the
Project would not physically divide an established community.

b) Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an
agency with jurisdiction over the project (Including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
an environmental effect?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is currently zoned AI-IXL (Agriculture) and is located
within the Height District i-XL, which limits the height of structures to two stories and 30 feet. The
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Westwood Community Plan land use designation for the site is Open Space. The Westwood Community .
Plan identifies the LACC as significant a use in the Community Plan area.

The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf Course at the
LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard. In order to construct the EGBDD, the
Project applicant is requesting a Variance from LAMC Section 12.21.1 A I to permit.the constructior;,
use, and maintenance of a protective barrier fence up to 166 feet in height in lieu of the permitted 30-foot
height limit in the IXL Height District, and an Adjustment from Section 12.21C I (g) to allow placement
of the EGBDD within the 25-foot side yard.

The primary environmental impacts associated with allowing development of the EGBDD in excess of30
feet in height are related to aesthetics. As discussed in response to Checklist Questions I(a) through led),
the Project would not result in any significant impacts related to scenic vistas, scenic resources, visual
character, shade/shadow, or light and glare.

As discussed previously, golf netting is a common feature of many golf courses, and the proposed
EGBDD would have no affect on the ability of the golf course to continue to convey its character as a golf
course. Additionally, the LACC, including its golf course, is a long-standing component to the character
of the Project area. The Project would not alter or change the land use at the LACC and would not
conflict with the Westwood Community Plan. Therefore, Project impacts related to land use would be
less than significant.

c) Would the pro] ect conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

No Impact. The Project site is not subject to any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan. Therefore, the Project would not conflict With any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community conservation plan.

11. MINERAL RESOURCES

a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would
be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

No Impact. The Project site is located on a golf course in a heavily urbanized part of the City of Los
Angeles and involves construction and use of golf netting. There are no known mineral resources on the
Project site or in the vicinity. Therefore, the Project would not result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state.
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b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated ou a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

No Impact. The Project is located on a golf course in a heavily urbanized part ofthe City of Los Angeles
and involves construction and use of golf netting. The Project site is not identified as a mineral resource
recovery site. Therefore, the Project would not result in the loss of availability of a locally-important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan.

12. NOISE

a) Would the project resnlt in exposure of persous to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

Less Than Significant Impact. Intermittent and temporary noise level would be generated by
construction equipment during the construction of the Project. However, no existing noise-sensitive land
uses are located in the vicinity of the Project site. Additionally, it is likely that the Project would be
implemented before the proposed 9900 Wilshire development, which includes residential land uses.
Thus, residents of this development would not be exposed to any construction noise generated by the
Project. Therefore, Project impacts related to exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies would be less than significant.

b) Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction of the Project would require the use of an auger and a
backhoe, which would generate negligible levels of groundborne vibration. The worst-case groundborne
vibration level ass'6ciated with this equipment is approximately 58 VdB measured at 25 feet from the
source. The Federal Railway Administration's vibration impact threshold for sensitive buildings is 80
VdB. There are no sensitive buildings in proximity to the Project site. Additionally, if the proposed 9900
Wilshire development were to be constructed and occupied .prior to implementation of the Project,
because the potential vibration levels associated with the construction equipment would not exceed the
impact threshold, no significant groundborne vibration impacts would occur. Therefore, Projectimpacts
related to groundborne vibration and noise levels would be less than significant.

c) Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate
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any on-going noise. Therefore, the Project would not result in a substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels above existing ambient noise levels without the Project.

d) Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed previously, intermittent and temporary noise would' be
generated by construction equipment during the construction of the Project. However, no existing noise-
sensitive land uses are located in the vicinity of the Project site. Additionally, it is likely that the Project
would be implemented before the proposed 9900 Wilshire development, which includes residential land
uses. Thus, residents of this development would not be exposed to any construction noise generated by
the Project. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate
substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity. Therefore, the
Project would not result in a substantial temporary or period increase in ambient noise levels in the
Project vicinity above levels existing without the Project.

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

No Impact. The Project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport. Therefore, the Project would not expose people residing or working in the
Project area to excessive noise levels and no impact would occur.:

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?

No Impact. The Eroject site is not located in the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, the Project
would uot expose people residing or working in the Project area to excessive noise levels and no impact
would occur.

13. POPULATION AND HOUSING

l.

a) Would the project 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)?

[
No Impact. The Project includes the construction and use of golf netting and would not generate any
population growth. Therefore, the Project would not induce substantial population growth in the area.

LACC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device
Administrative Draft initial Study
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•b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. No housing exists on the Project site. Therefore, the Project would not displace any existing
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. ..
c) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere? •
14. PUBLIC SERVICES

No Impact. No people live on the Project site. Therefore, the Project would not displace any residents,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere.

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered government 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 objective for any
of the following public services:

(i) Fire protection?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not create a
need for a new or altered fire station. Therefore, the Project would not result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered government 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 objective for fire protection services.

(ii) Police protection?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not create any
demand for police protection services that would create a need for a new or altered police station.
Therefore, the Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered government 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 objective for police protection
'.

•
services. •

I
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(iii) Schools?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC and would not create a
need for a new or altered school. Therefore, the Project would not result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered government 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 objective for school services.

(iv) Parks?

No Impact . The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard at the LACC and would not create any
demand for park services that would create a need for a new or altered park facility. Therefore, the
Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered government 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 ohjective for park services.

(v) Other public facilities?

I
Libraries

l
No Impact .. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not create any
demand for library services that would create a need for a new or altered library facility. Therefore, the
Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered government 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 objective for library services.

I
I 15. RECREATION

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

I
No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not create any
demand for parks and recreational facilities. Therefore, the Project would not increase the use of existing

l
lr
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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?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and does not include the
development of recreational facilities. Therefore, the Project would not require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

16. TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

a) Would the project 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?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of
the South Golf Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard. Traffic
trips would be generated during the Project's three-week construction phase. At the beginning of the
phase, construction equipment, such as backhoes, boom trucks, a dump truck, a manlift, and a crane,
would be brought to the Project site. This equipment would be staged at the Project site throughout the
construction phase and removed when the EGBDD is installed. Development of the concrete collars
would require approximately a total of 15 to 20 trips to deliver concrete to the Project site. Construction
workers would generate approximately eight weekday round trips during the three-week construction
phase. The amount,of traffic generated during the Project's construction phase would be temporary and
would not result in any permanent or substantial change in the level of service at the intersections and
roadways near the Project site. Thus, the Project would not affect the performance of the circulation
system. Therefore, Project impacts related to traffic generation would be less than significant.

b) Would the project conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including,
but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, 01" other standards
established by the count congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate
any permanent traffic or vehicle trips that could contribute to any Los Angeles County Congestion
Management Program (CMP) intersection or highway segment. Therefore, the Project would not conflict
with a level of service standard established by the county congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways.

LACC Errant Golf Ball Deflection Device
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c) Would the project result in a change iu air traffic patterns, iucludiug either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate
any traffic or vehicle trips. The Project site is not located near any airports. Therefore?the.Project would
not result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change' in
location that results in substantial safety risks.

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

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate
any hazards. Therefore, the Project would not substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment).

I e) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

I
No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate
any traffic or vehicle trips. In addition, this part of the golf course is not included in any emergency
response area and would not create a demand for emergency access. Therefore, the Project would not
result in inadequate emergency access.I

I
f) Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

I No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf.',
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate
any permanent traffic trips. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks).I

I
17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

I
a) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable regional
water quality control board?

I
No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate<,

any wastewater discharge or require any wastewater treatment. Therefore, the Project would not exceed
wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable regional water quality control board.

LACC Errant Gal/Ball Deflection Device
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b) Would the project require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which conld cause
significant environmental effects?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not require any
water supply, generate any wastewater discharge, or require any water or wastewater treatment
Therefore, the Project would not require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects.

c) Would the project require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could canse significant
environmental effects?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACe between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate
any storm water. Therefore, the Project would not require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects.

d) Would the project have significant water supplies available to serve the project from .
existing entitlements aud resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACe between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not require any
water supplies. Therefore, the Project would not impact whether significant water supplies are available
to serve the Project from existing entitlements and resources, or the need for new Or expanded
entitlements.

e) Would the project 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?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate
any wastewater discharge or require any wastewater treatment. Therefore, the Project would not 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,

"
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f) Would the project be served by a laudfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate
the project's solid waste disposal needs?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate
any solid waste.. Therefore, the Project would not be served by a landfill with insufficient permitt~d
capacity to accommodate the Project's solid waste disposal needs.

g) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?

No Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD in the eastern portion of the South Golf
Course at the LACC between Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard and would not generate
any solid waste. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste.

18. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or auimal 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?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation. For the reasons stated in this Initial Study, with
implementation of the mitigation measures outlined previously, the Project would not have the potential
to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California 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 probable future projects)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project includes development of an EGBDD at a long-established
goIf course.

i.
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c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause snbstantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation. For the reasons stated in this Initial Study, with
implementation of mitigation measure outlined previously, the Project would not cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.
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Golf Laboratories, Inc. Errant Golf Ball Analysis Test Report

Golf Ball Trajectory Study
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Golf
Laboratories, Inc.
Independent Equipment Testing

Golf Laboratories, Inc. Errant Golf Ball Analysis Test Report
August 20,2010

Report Overview: The following test report is based upon a request by the Los Angeles Country Club "
to determine the maximum height that an errant golf ball could reach when leaving the eastern edge
of their property line adjacent to a par 4 golf hole .

.In order to achieve this a physical inspection of the property Wasperformed, followed by the
establishment of a test matrix to determine the types of typical errant golf shots that could
potentially leave the property.

GolfLaboratories conducted testing using a computer-controlled robot to simulate these shots and
recorded the golf ball flights, marking the peak height of the errant shots.

Los Angeles Country Club Golf Hole Walkthrough: OnJuly 7th, 2010, Gene Parente, President of
GolfLaboratories, Inc. conducted a walk through of the property at the LosAngeles Country Club. The
area of focus is the east property line adjacent to golf hole #16 of the south course, a 331 yard par 4
hole that has a landing area left of the tee box and a green right of the landing area creating a slight
"dog leg right" shape to the hole.

The tee box at the beginning of the hole is approxlrnately 10 yards in width by 20 yards in length. The
right edge of the tee box is 18 yards to the left of the property line.

Trees line the right edge of the golf hole. The trees run roughly parallel to the right edge of the
fairway for the length of the hole. The trees adjacent to the fairway begin approximately 20 yards
past the end of the tee box. .

The distance of the trees to the fence line starts at a width of 21 yards at the beginning ofthe fairway
and extends to 30 yards at a distance of 220 yards from the center of the tee box.

Test Matrix:.~ test matrix was designed to simulate a number of different golf shots and their peak
height potentlal when hit off line.

The testing was conducted at the Golf Laboratories test site located in San Diego, California. Testing
was conducted on July 22"',27'\ 28th, and 29t\ 2010. A centerline was established along with
marking posts simulating the property line on the golf hole. The shots were set up so that they would
simulate a player hitting a golf ball down the right edge of the fairway. TrackMan radar data was used
to adjust the shot so that its peak trajectory was at the property line.

Allof the golf shots that were simulated are shots that players are capable of producing,

The machine was set up to produce a high velocity and medium velocity swing. The swing path was
set 7 degrees inside/out to simulate a player who has a positive attack angle at impact This
simulates a player who hits the ball on the' upswing of their swing arc.

i,

For the initial setup the ball was placed in the center of the clubface and the club was lined up to hita
straight shot Next, the clubface was opened and the ball was placed on the high toe of the clubface
(the only exception was the "Pop Up" shots where Yz of the ball was placed on the top of the
dub face). The clubface is defined in the industry when facing the face as the left side of the face is the

1



"Toe" and the right side towards the shaft is the "Heel'{On a right handed golf club). High Toe refers
to the upper quarter of the c1ubface at the farthest toe position while still making complete ball
contact on the clubface.

"

i
J

•

The golf shots were adjusted so that the peak trajectory of the shot was between 20-30 yards off of
the centerline simulating a shot that starts on the right side of the fairway and turns right peaking at
the measured property line.

The following equipment was used for the testing:

Driver-TaylorMade Burner 10.5 degree Xflex
Driver-TaylorMade R910.S degree Rflex
3-Wo.od-TaylorMade R9 3 wood S flex
3-Wood-TaylorMade R9 3 wood R flex
S-Wood-TaylorMade R9 5 wood 5 flex
S-Wood-TaylorMade R9 5 wood R flex
7 Iron-TaylorMade r7 5 flex
8 lron- TaylorMade r7 5 flex
9 Iron- TaylorMade r7 S flex

I

Titleist NXTTour golf balls were used for all of the testing.
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The following golf shots were chosen to simulate golfers with different club head speeds using
standard golf clubs, and hitting errant shots to the right:

High Velocity Driver- 115 mph club head speed, 14 degree launch straight
High Velocity 3-wood-115 mph club head speed, 16 degree launch straight
High Velocity 5-wood-115 mph cluh head speed, 18 degree launch straight
Mid Velocity Driver-95 mph club head speed, 12 degree launch straight
Mid Velocity 3-wood- 93 mph club head speed,14 degree launch straight
Mid Velocity 5 wood-92 mph club head speed, 16 degree launch straight
High Velocity Driver Pop Up-l08 mph club head speed,14 degree launch straight
High Velocity 3-wood Pop Up-102 mph club head speed, 16 degree launch straight
High Velocity 5-wood Pop Up-102 mph club head speed, 18 degree launch straight
High Velocity 7 lron-88 mph club head speed, 24 degree launch straight
High Velocity 8 Iron-87 mph club head speed, 26 degree launch straight
High Velocity 9 Iron-8S mph club head speed, 28 degree launch straight

Test Results: The fpllowtng test results document the club delivery, launch data, and maximum
height of the golf ball, The maximum height data illustrates the position at which the golf ball reached
its peak trajectory vertically, downrange, and horizontally Callshots hit were to the right of the target
line).

All of the errant shots listed below were set up to start down the middle to right side of the simulated
hole and then to travel to the right reaching a peak trajectory between 20-30 yards to the right. This
ensured that all of the shots simulated would begin their flight down the fairway before veering
offline to reach their peak trajectory at the property line and continue on a path to the adjacent
property.
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Statistical Data

The following data shows the lauuch conditions and peak trajectories of the simulated golf shots.

Club Delivery Balf Launch Max Height

Club Attack Vert.
Dyn. Ball Smash Vert. Spin

Club
Hort

Speed Angle Swing
Loft Speed Factor Angle Angle Rate

Spin Axis Dist. Height Side
Plane

[mph] [deg] [deg] [deg] [mph] n [deg] [deg] [rpm) [deg] (yd,)

'.
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Graphical Data

The following data gives a graphical illustration of the flights of the errant golf shots. For each of the
four set ups there are three graphs: rear view, side view. and landing view.

High Velocity Woods-Rear View

4

High Velocity Woods.-Side View
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High Velocity Woods-Landing View

Mid Velocity Woods-Rear View
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Mid Velocity Woods-Side View
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Mid Velocity WoOds-landing View



I i

High Velocity Woods Pop Up's-Rear View

High Velocity Woods Pop Up's-Side View
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High Velocity Woods Pop Up's-, .rding View
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High Velocity Irons-Rear View
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High Velocity Irons-Side View
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Conclusions: Based upon the shots simulated in this report it can be assumed that errant shots hit
from the tee box at Hole #16, of the south course, at The Los Angeles Country Club can potentially
leave the east property line starting at a peak trajectory of 155 feet, 59 yards down range from the
rear left position of the tee box (See High Velocity 9 Iron Data).

The max height that a shot can reach. while leaving the property line, based upon the testing
cond ucted, is 207 feet. The position that it would leave the property line would occur at 146 yards
from the rear left position of the tee box. (See High Velocity Driver Pop Up Data).

From the data it can be assumed that an errant high velocity 3 wood and or 5 wood pop up shot hit
from the left rough located on the left side of the hole can reach the peak height of 199 feet
continuing from the 126 yard downrange distance to 30() yards down range dependiog ('11 the shot
starting point on the left side of the hole.

The max height of an errant iron shot recorded was 155 feet. The downrange distance on this hit was
60 yards (See High Velocity 9 Iron Data). This shot can potentially he hit and reach its height from 40
yards down range of the tee box to the end of the golf hole.

Company Background: Golf Laboratories, 1I1C. is an independent testing company that has been in
business for 21 years. The company provides both robotic and player testing services to the golf
industry. In addition to its testing services the company also manufa ctures and sells the computer-
controlled rabat that it uses for testing. It has sold machines worldwide that are used for testing by
the major golf manufacturers and the governing bodies of golf: The USGAand the R&A.

Golf Laboratories has set independent standards for testing of golf dubs, balls, and shafts. The
company conducts tests for major manufacturers in the golf industry that involve competitor
comparison and performance analysis.

The Golf Laboratories computer controlled robot is capable of duplicating any type of golf shot under
highly repeatable conditions. In conjunction with the robot Golf Laboratories uses a TrackMan Radar
unit to capture all of the swing and flight data. The TrackMan unit is a Doppler radar device that
captures club swing data, initial launch data, and the flight data of the golf shot. The device is an
industry and PGAstandard for measuring the fllght of a golf ball.

The TrackMan unit is capable of measuring the peak trajectory of the golf shot in X,Y,Z space. The X·
axis refers to the lateral dispersion of the shot, the Y-axis refers to the down range distance of the
shot, and the Z-axis refers to the vertical height of the shot.
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l~GE~D: tOT 2 AND PO~nON OF LOT 1. lAACT NO ~555, ALSO LOT A, TRACT NO. 84ZD. AND PORTION OF lOT Z TRACT NO. !I7U2. (~EE APPLICATION)

C.D. S
C,T. U!l1.CD,26sr.OO
!>A Wl;SlWliOO

3055 WEST VAllEY BOUUWARO
A~!IFV<CAP1!103

{llm)441.105D FAX (6~$)MI-815D
g=pp,"g@ .. ~"""" •• ,,,",,,

ZONE VARIANCE
GC MAPPING SERVICE, INC.
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Case Number:
ZA-2011-1046-ZV -ZAA-IA
Determination Letter Mailing
MAILING DATE: Oct. IS, 2013

Dept of Engineering
quyen.phan@lacity.org

Jim Ries
Craig Lawson & Co.
8758 Venice Blvd., #200
Los Angeles, CA 90034

Kirk O. Reese/Dave Tannar
Los Angeles Country Club
10101 West Wilshire Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90024

Bennett Ross
712 N. Whittier Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

Ken Tannar
8038 21lB St.
Langley, BC Canada
V2YOK3

Linda Clarke
City Hall, Room 763
Mail Stop 395

Sue Chang
City Hall, Room 763
Mail Stop 395

Bradley D. Hombacher
c/o CTF Development, Inc.
I Alhambra Plaza, Ste., 605
Coral Gables, FL 33146

Michael McRosket
771 Ocampo Drive
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272

Dan Chandler
4116 W. Magnolia Blvd., #203
Burbank, CA 91505

Dale Neal
1508 San Remo Dr.
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272

GIS/Fae Tsukamoto
City Hall, Room 825
Mail Stop 395

Council District 5
City Hall, Room 440
Mail Stop 208

Patrick A. Perry, Esq
Allen Matkins Leek Gamble
Mallory & Natsis LLP
515 S. Figueroa St., 9th FI.
Los Angeles, CA 90071

Allan Alexander
9595 Wilshire Boulevard, #900
Beverly Hills, CA 90272

Mark Armbruster
11611 San Vicente Blvd., Ste. 900
Los Angeles, CA 90049


