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After determining that a project falls within a categorical exemption, the City needs to consider 
whether any exceptions to the exemptions apply pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2. 
Pursuant to Section 15300.2, a categorical exemption may not be used if any of the following six 
exceptions apply:

Exceptions and Staff Responses:

(a) Location. Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of where the project is to 
be located -- a project that is ordinarily insignificant in its impact on the environment may in a 
particularly sensitive environment be significant. Therefore, these classes are considered to 
apply all instances, except where the project may impact on an environmental resource of 
hazardous or critical concern where designated, precisely mapped, and officially adopted 
pursuant to law by federal, state, or local agencies.
Suggested sources: ZIMAS for BOE Special Grading Areas, seismic information, high fire 
severity zones, oil zone designations, etc. Environmental and Public Facility Maps for known 
prehistoric and historic archeological sites/survey areas, paleontological resources, etc. 
Consider whether standard regulatory compliance measures can be found by City agencies 
to fully address the potential impact and discuss.

Response:

(b) Cumulative Impact. All exemptions for these classes are inapplicable when the cumulative 
impact of successive projects of the same type in the same place, over time is significant. 
Suggested sources: ZIMAS for nearby approvals/cases, LADBS for recent permits, Navigate 
LA for other entitlements requested.
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(c) Significant Effect. A categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity where there is a 
reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the environment due to 
unusual circumstances.
Suggested sources: See above for (a), greater map context, and look at the project and it’s 
interaction with its surroundings. Consider whether the project is similar to other 
development, by use, size, scale, in the surrounding area. (See attachment re cumulative 
impact analysis.)
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(d) Scenic Highways. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which may result 
in damage to scenic resources, including but not limited to. trees, historic buildings, rock 
outcroppings, or similar resources, within a highway officially designated as a state scenic 
highway. This does not apply to improvements which are required as mitigation by an 
adopted negative declaration or certified EIR.
Suggested sources: http://www.dot.ca.gov/ha/LandArch/16 livabilitv/scenic highways/ 
Appendix B of the Mobility Element.
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(e) Hazardous Waste Sites. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project located on a 
site which is included on any list compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of the Government 
Code.
Suggested sources: CA Department of Toxic Substances Control Envirostor Database: 
http://www. envirostor. disc, ca. qov/public/ and State Water Control Board Geotracker 
Database: htto://qeotracker. waterboards.ca.gov/
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(f) Historical Resources. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which may 
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.
Suggested sources: Survey LA Findings and Reports: http://preservation.lacitv.org/survevla- 
findings-and-reoorts. Historic Places LA: http://www.historicplacesla.org/. National Register 
of Historic Places: https://www. nps. gov/nr/research/. California Register of Historical 
Resources: htto://ohp. parks, ca. qov/listedresources/
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Initial Study should also include a review for: Air Quality, Protected Tree Removals, 
Traffic, etc. to ensure no thresholds that require mitigation measures are crossed. Note 
that Site Plan Review at a net increase of 50 units or 50,000 square feet always requires 
an ND/MND. If the Site Plan can be approved by ND, consider adding a CE if applicable. A 
CE may not be used with an MND, but can be used with an ND, if the CE is applicable.

Traffic Study Reguired? / /_____________________________________________________

Air Quality Study Required? _________________________________________________

Protected Tree Removals?

Any other study required or special circumstance that warrants additional review?
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