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Exhibit 1  
 

Letter dated October 18, 2019 to PLUM Committee from Glaser Weil LLP on behalf of 
Applicant Los Angeles Dodgers 

  
  
Re: Appeal of Los Angeles Dodgers Centerfield Improvement Project  

Case No. CPC-1999-0157-PAD-PA5; Council File No. 19-1096 
Hearing Date:  October 22, 2019  

 



 

29 Orchard Lake Forest California 92630-8300

Telephone: (949) 837-0404 Facsimile: (949) 837-5834

 
October 2, 2019 

 

Clare Bronowski 

Glaser Weil 

10250 Constellation Blvd, 19th Floor 

Los Angeles, California, 90067 

 

 

SUBJECT: Results of a Biological Resources Assessment for the Dodger Stadium Centerfield 

Project, City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, California. 

 

 

Dear Ms. Bronowski: 

 

The purpose of this letter is to discuss biological resources associated with the Dodger Stadium 

Centerfield Project (the “Project”) in order to determine whether the proposed Project satisfies 

the requirements for a categorical exemption under the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA) as it pertains to sensitive biological resources.  Specifically, this letter evaluates 

whether: 

 

1) “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.” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(a).); and 

 

2) “The area in which the project is located is not environmentally sensitive.” (CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15301(e)(2)(B).) 

 

This letter provides a discussion of the proposed Project, the regulatory requirements pertaining 

to the CEQA thresholds for determining biological significance, the methodology utilized to 

perform the assessment, and the results of the assessment as it pertains to the CEQA thresholds 

and a determination that the Project satisfies the criteria for a categorical exemption.  Because 

this report concludes that the proposed Project qualifies as categorically exempt, the 

comprehensive analysis under each CEQA Guidelines Appendix G Thresholds contained in this 

report is provided for informational purposes. 

 

 

1.0 SITE LOCATION AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 

The proposed Project consists of renovations to portions of the existing Dodger Stadium, which 

is located at 1000 Vin Scully Avenue in the City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, California 

[Exhibit 1 – Regional Map].   The general footprint containing the proposed renovations is 
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depicted on the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic map Los Angeles, California (dated 

1966 and photorevised in 1981) at Unsectioned, Township 1 South and Range 13 West [Exhibit 

2 – Vicinity Map].  The Accessor’s Identification Number (AIN) is 5415018010.  Dodger 

Stadium is generally bounded by Academy Road to the north, Interstate 110 to the east, Stadium 

Way to the south, and Boylston Street to the west.  Adjacent land uses surrounding the Project 

site includes parking lots associated with the stadium, which are further surrounded by a 

combination of residential and open space uses. 

 

The proposed Project involves upgrading Dodger Stadium as part of an overall enhancement 

program to improve pedestrian accessibility, pedestrian circulation, security, guest services, fan 

amenities and sponsorship signage.  The furthest extent of any construction activity associated 

with the upgrades is estimated at 175 feet from the existing stadium footprint.  

 

Upgrades will occur at the centerfield plaza, perimeter circulation, and centerfield pavilion.  

Specifically, the centerfield plaza upgrades will create a new entrance area to Dodger Stadium; 

new landscaping, pedestrian amenities, and new concessions and retail booths with be added; 

and the overall security will be enhanced with expanded perimeter fencing.  The centerfield 

pavilion renovations will create greater pedestrian accessibility under the Americans with 

Disabilities Act (ADA 1990).  The overall pavilion area will be reconfigured to connect the left 

and right field pavilions to one another and to the stadium proper and open public areas.  The 

upgrades will also provide elevators, bridges, enhances concessions, ADA accessible restrooms, 

seating, and viewing experiences.  New sponsor signage will also be incorporated. 

 

The timing of the proposed Project upgrades would be implemented during the baseball off-

season in between November 2019 and April 2020.   Exhibit 3 depicts the existing stadium 

facility along with the proposed improvements.  

 

 

2.0 REGULATORY SETTING 

 

Environmental impacts to biological resources are assessed using impact significance threshold 

criteria, which reflect the policy statement contained in CEQA, Section 21001(c) of the 

California Public Resources Code.  Accordingly, the State Legislature has established it to be the 

policy of the State of California: 

 

“Prevent the elimination of fish or wildlife species due to man’s activities, ensure 

that fish and wildlife populations do not drop below self-perpetuating levels, and 

preserve for future generations representations of all plant and animal 

communities...” 
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Determining whether a project may have a significant effect, or impact, plays a critical role in the 

CEQA process.  According to CEQA, Section 15064.7 (Thresholds of Significance), each public 

agency is encouraged to develop and adopt (by ordinance, resolution, rule, or regulation) 

thresholds of significance that the agency uses in the determination of the significance of 

environmental effects.  A threshold of significance is an identifiable quantitative, qualitative or 

performance level of a particular environmental effect, non-compliance with which means the 

effect will normally be determined to be significant by the agency and compliance with which 

means the effect normally will be determined to be less than significant.  In the development of 

thresholds of significance for impacts to biological resources CEQA provides guidance primarily 

in Section 15065, Mandatory Findings of Significance, and the CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G, 

Environmental Checklist Form.  Section 15065(a) states that a project may have a significant 

effect where: 

 

“The project has the potential to substantially 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 wildlife community, reduce the number or restrict the range 

of an endangered, rare, or threatened species, ...” 

Appendix G of the State CEQA guidelines indicate that a project may be deemed to have a 

significant effect on the environment if the project is likely to: 

 

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat 

modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status 

species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California 

Department of Fish and 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 local or regional plans, policies, regulations or 

by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service. 

 

c)  Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands 

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

corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.  

 



Clare Bronowski 

Glaser Weil 

October 2, 2019 

Page 4 

 

 

e)  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, 

such as a 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. 

 

Section 4.0 of this letter provides a discussion of each of the above criteria/threshold as it 

pertains to sensitive biological resources and CEQA significance. 

 

 

3.0 METHODOLOGY 

 

GLA biologists Jeff Ahrens and Stephanie Cashin assessed the property on September 24, 2019 

for the purpose of determining whether the proposed Project would impact resources identified 

in the CEQA guidelines discussed above in Section 2.0.  The assessment was limited to areas of 

Dodger Stadium proposed for upgrades as depicted in Exhibit 3. 

 

The assessment was conducted in such a manner as to allow inspection of all areas proposed for 

project improvements by direct observation, including the use of binoculars.  The Project site 

was inspected for: 1) habitats with the potential to support special-status plants and animals; 2) 

sensitive vegetation communities, including riparian habitats; 3) wetlands; 4) migratory wildlife 

corridors and/or native wildlife nursery sites; and/or 5) resources subject to local 

policies/ordinances. 

 

Prior to performing the field assessment, the biologists reviewed the California Natural Diversity 

Database (CNDDB) for the Los Angeles quadrangle map and surrounding quadrangles1, and the 

2010 California Native Plant Society (CNPS) on-line inventory2 to determine whether the 

databases contained records of any sensitive biological resources previously detected within the 

Project areas or on adjacent properties.  In addition, the property was researched to confirm that 

the Project was not subject to any Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP).     

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
1 California Department of Fish and Wildlife (September 2019).  Natural Diversity Database: RareFind 5. 
2 California Native Plant Society.  2010.  On-Line Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California (Eighth 

Edition). 
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4.0 RESULTS 

 

4.1 Special-Status Species 

 

Appendix G of the State CEQA guidelines indicate that a project may be deemed to have a 

significant effect on the environment if the project is likely to: 

 

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, 

on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in 

local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department 

of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

 

The Project site does not have the potential to support any sensitive plant or animal species due 

to a lack of suitable habitat, and therefore the Project will not impact any species “identified as a 

candidate, sensitive, or special status species”.  No sensitive species were detected during the site 

assessment, and no records of sensitive species associated with existing Dodger Stadium facility 

were found within the researched databases (i.e., CNDDB and CNPS).  The site includes 

portions of the existing Dodger Stadium facility, including structural components of the stadium, 

ornamental landscaping, parking lots, and public access areas such as walkways and stairwells.  

The Project site does not contain any native habitats with the potential to support sensitive 

biological resources.  Representative photographs of the Project site are included in Exhibit 4.   

 

Plant species identified during the assessment included ornamental plantings and other non-

native species, including Shamel ash (Fraxinus uhdei), Canary Island date palm (Phoenix 

canariensis), Mexican fan palm (Washingtonia robusta), Senegal date palm (Phoenix reclinata), 

Chinese windmill palm (Trachycarpus fortunei), fig (Ficus sp.), Brazilian peppertree (Schinus 

terebinthifolius), jasmine (Jasminum sp.), agave (Agave sp.), Australian laurel (Pittosporum 

tobira), Chinese elm (Ulmus parvifolia), olive (Olea sp.), hibiscus (Hibiscus sp.), koelreuteria 

(Koelreuteria sp.), plum (Prunus sp.), daylily (Hemerocallis sp.), grape (Vitis sp.), non-native 

ivy (Hedera sp.), lantana (Lantana sp.), Canary pine (Pinus canariensis), and bird of paradise 

(Strelitzia reginae).   

 

Animal species detected during the assessment included common species such as American crow 

(Corvus brachyrhynchos), common raven (Corvus corax), turkey vulture (Cathartes aura), 

house finch (Haemorhous mexicanus), Anna’s hummingbird (Calypte anna), house sparrow 

(Passer domesticus), rock pigeon (Columba livia), northern mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos), 

mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), and Great Basin fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis 

longipes).   
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4.2 Special-Status Habitats 

 

Appendix G of the State CEQA guidelines indicate that a project may be deemed to have a 

significant effect on the environment if the project is likely to: 

 

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. 

 

The Project site does not contain any sensitive natural vegetation communities, including 

riparian habitats, and therefore the Project will not impact sensitive communities.  The CNDDB 

identifies several sensitive communities as occurring within the general vicinity of the overall 

Dodger Stadium facility, including California Walnut Woodland, Southern Sycamore Alder 

Riparian Woodland, and Walnut Forest.  However, none of these vegetation communities occur 

within the Project site or the remainder of the surrounding Dodger Stadium facility.  In addition, 

although not specifically addressed by the CEQA guidelines, the Project will not impact any 

unvegetated (i.e., non-riparian) waters of the State subject to the California Department of Fish 

and Wildlife (CDFW). 

 

4.3 Wetlands 

 

Appendix G of the State CEQA guidelines indicate that a project may be deemed to have a 

significant effect on the environment if the project is likely to: 

 

Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but 

not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 

hydrological interruption, or other means. 

 

The Project site does not contain any state or federally protected wetlands, nor does the 

remainder of the surrounding Dodger Stadium facility.  As such, the Project will not impact any 

wetlands through direct removal or filling, through the interruption of hydrological sources, or 

through any indirect means.  In addition, although not specifically addressed by the CEQA 

guidelines, the Project will not impact any non-wetland waters of the United States subject to the 

jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) or the Regional Water Quality Control 

Board (Regional Board). 
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4.4 Wildlife Movement and Native Wildlife Nursery Sites 

 

Appendix G of the State CEQA guidelines indicate that a project may be deemed to have a 

significant effect on the environment if the project is likely to: 

 

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. 

 

The Project site is completely developed and is landscaped with ornamental trees and other 

plantings  that are regularly pruned and maintained.  The Project site is bordered entirely by 

surface parking lots and is not part of a regional or local wildlife movement corridor.  As such, 

the Project will not interfere with the movement of any native resident or migratory wildlife 

species. 

 

The Project site also does not support any native wildlife nursery sites.  In general, nursery sites 

consist of breeding colonies of animal groups such as birds and bats.  Some of the existing 

structures and ornamental plantings within the Project site have the potential to support nesting 

birds; however, the potential for nesting is limited to individual nesting events and would not 

include bird colonies.  No evidence of bat roosts was observed during the assessment (e.g., urine 

staining, bat guano, and auditory bat social calls).  The Project will not impede the use of native 

wildlife nursery sites. 

 

4.5 Local Policies or Ordinances 

 

Appendix G of the State CEQA guidelines indicate that a project may be deemed to have a 

significant effect on the environment if the project is likely to: 

 

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a 

tree preservation policy or ordinance.  

 

The City of Los Angeles has Tree Ordinance 177404, which protects any oak tree genus 

indigenous to California, southern California black walnut (Juglands californica var. 

californica), western sycamore (Platanus racemosa), and California bay (Umbellularia 

californica).  The Project site does not contain any trees protected by the City’s ordinance, and 

therefore the Project will not conflict with the tree ordinance.  Furthermore, the Project will not 

conflict with any other local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources. 
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4.6 Habitat Conservation Plans 

 

 

Appendix G of the State CEQA guidelines indicate that a project may be deemed to have a 

significant effect on the environment if the project is likely to: 

 

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 

conservation plan. 

 

There are no Habitat Conservation Plans (HCPs), Natural Community Conservation Plans 

(NCCPs), or other approved local, regional, or state conservation plans that would apply to the 

Project.  As such, the Project will not impact with such plans. 

 

 

5.0 CONCLUSION 

 

Dodger Stadium (including the proposed Project improvement areas) is a fully developed facility 

that does not contain native vegetation communities or other habitats with a potential to support 

sensitive biological resources, including sensitive plants and animals, and does not contain 

sensitive vegetation communities (including riparian communities) and wetlands.  The Project 

site also does not contain any wildlife movement corridors or support native wildlife nursery 

sites.  The Project site also does not contain any biological resources (including protected trees) 

subject to local ordinances; and there are no HCPs, NCCPs, or other conservation plans that are 

applicable to the Project site. 

 

In conclusion, the proposed Project will not impact an environmental resource of hazardous or 

critical concern where designated, precisely mapped, and officially adopted pursuant to law by 

federal, state, or local agencies [CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(a)]; and the area in which the 

project is located is not environmentally sensitive [CEQA Guidelines Section 15301(e)(2)(B)].  

Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in any significant impact to biological resources 

and qualifies for a categorical exemption.  
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If you have any questions regarding this report, please contact me at (949) 340-2521, or at 

jahrens@wetlandpermitting.com. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

GLENN LUKOS ASSOCIATES, INC. 

 

 
 

Jeff Ahrens 

Biologist 
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Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan, Esri Japan, METI,
Esri China (Hong Kong), Esri Korea, Esri (Thailand), NGCC, © OpenStreetMap contributors,
and the GIS User Community
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Photograph 1: View looking northeast towards the northern extent of 
Dodger Stadium where a portion of the pavilion renovations are 
proposed. 

Photograph 3:  View looking towards the west side of Dodger Stadium 
where a new escalator is proposed next to an existing stairwell. S
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Photograph 2: View looking southeast at the northern extent of Dodger 
Stadium where a portion of the pavilion, concession building, plantings, 
paving and gate renovations are proposed. 

Photograph 4: View looking north towards the south side of Dodger 
Stadium where an elevated walkway is proposed. 
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