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PROJECT DESCRIETION T T

The Project site includes three contiguous infill lots totaling approximatety 218,270 square feet, located at the south oorner of Eastern Avenue and Lomkardy
Bouleward in the Mortheast Los &ngeles Community Plan Area of the City of Los Angeles. The land use designation for the Project site s Low Residential, and the
Projedt site |5 2oned [QJR1-10 and [ REG-10. The Projed includes development, of the Project site with 42 single -[amidy rasidential homas. Each house would
have 3-4 bedrooms and a two-car garage. The homes would range |n size from approximately 1,729 square feet to 2,279 square feet. in arder to Imalement the
Project, the Froject Applicant is requesting apprval of the foll pwing discretipnary actions frotn the Clty: 1) Vesting Tracy Map (WTT) for Small Lot Purposes per
LAMKL Seetion 17.02 - Request is far a Vesting Tentative Tract Map to create forty-two [42) simgle-famiby 1ots in accordance with the Small Lot Subdivision
Ordinance No. 176,354 in the Mortheast Los Angeles Community Flan; 2] Tree Removal Permit = Request is authorzation from the Baard of Public Warks ar the
Advizory Agency to allow far the rermowval of up to 39 protected trees pursuant 1o LAMG Section 17.05R 1[b}; 3} Vesting Tone Change [ZC) per LAME Section 12,32 —
Request to permil a change of zone fram [QMR1-10 and |0) ROE-1D o (T)[QIRDS-10; 4} 2oming Administrater's Determination (ZADY per LAMC Section 12.24 X.26
= Request s to allow fifty-Taur [54) walls varying in height from 3.5 Teet 1o 6.0 fest in e of the maximum of twe (2] 10-fook retzinirg walls oherwise regrired in
LARLC Section 12,21 £ &{a} and 5) Haul Route Approval from the Board of Build!_@_ and Sal:ﬂmﬂi‘s’igﬂﬂidziﬂq_ﬁfqgv.

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN GITY AGENGY

fClear wates Camrmunities, LLC
[BES Machrthur Court, Sulfe 375
[Mawpart Beach, CA Q2660
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FINDING:
The City Planning Department of the City of Los Angeles has Proposed that mitigated negalive declaration be adopled for
this project because the mitigation measure{s) outlined on the attached page(s) will reduce any potential sigrificanl adverse

effects fo a tevel of insignificance
{CONTINUED ON PAGE 2}

SBEE ATTACHED SHEET{S) FOR ANY MITIGATION MEASURES IMPOSED.

Any wiitten comments received during the public review period are attached together with the response of the Lead Gily
Agency. The project decision-make may adopt the mitigated negativa dedaration, amand it, or require preparation of an £IR,
Any changes made should be supported by substantial avidence in the record and apprapriate findings made.

THE INITIAL STUDY PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT 1S ATTACHED:.
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Non-Frotected Treas

Prior ta fssuance of any permit related to development of the Project, a plot plan shall be prepared for the
Praject, indicating the location, size, type, and general condition of all existing trees on the Project site and
within the adfacent public right{s)-of-way.

All significant [8-inch or greater trunk diameter, or cumulative trunk diameter if multi-trurked, as
measured 54 inches above the ground) non-protected trees on the Project site proposed for removal shali
be replaced at a 1.1 ratic with a minimum 24-inch box tree. Net new trees located within the parkway of
the adjacent publie-right{s)-of-way may be counted toward replacement treg requirements.

Remaoval or planting of any tree in the public right-of-way shall require approval of the Board of Public
Works. &l trees in the public right-of-way shall be provided in the current standards of the Urban Forestry
Duvision of the Departrent of Public Works, Bureau of Street Services,

Protected Trees

= Al protected tree removals shall require approval from the Board of Public Works.

* A Trea Report shall be submitted to the Urban Forestry Division of the Burgay of Street Sarvices,
Department of Public Works, for review and approval prior to implementation of the Report's
recommended measures,

+ According tothe City's Protected Tree Ordinance, 2 mimmum of four protected trees [a mirkmurm of 15
gallon iri size) shall be planted for each protected tree that is remeved .. The size of aach raplacement tree
shall measure at least ooe inch or more in diameter 2t a point one foot above the base, and nat less than
seven feet in height, measured from the base.

*  Inconsultation with the Division of Urban Forestry, twenty-five percent of the protected trees removed
shall be replaced with 15-gaflon luglans californica,

* The lecation of the trees plarted for the purposes of replacing a removed protected tree shall be clearly
indicated on the required landscape plan, which shali also indicate the replacement tree speries and
further contain the phrase "Replacement Tree” in its description.

FPreviously Removed Trees

= The 8 qualifying previously removed protected trees shall be replaced at a ratio of one luglans califarnica
and three Quarcus for each of the B trees, at a minimum of 15 gallon in size. The specific size and species of
the trees to planted as replacement for the protected trees being removed shall determined by the Urban
Forestry Division,

Al Trpas

Protection Barrier: A protection barrier shall be installed around the construction area as thown on tha
mag included in the Tree Preservation Report irefer ta Appendix A). The barrier shall be &-foot-high chain-
link fencing, Twelve-inch-high silt fence shali be attached to the base of the fence with the bottom edge
buried 1-2 inches. The barrier may be placed on the line shown on the map or closer to construction, but
not further. The fencing shall be maintained in good repait throughout the duration of the Project, and
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AIR QUALITY

3-1:

2.2

3-3:

shall not be removed, relocated, or encroached upon without permission of the arborist involved.

Storage of Materizls: There shall be NO storage of materials or supplies of any kind inside the area of the
protection fencing. Concrete and cement materials, block, sand and soil shall not be placed within the drip-
ling of any tree to remain.

Fugl Storage: Fuel storage shall NOT be permitted within 150 feet of any tree to be preserved. Refueling,
serviting and maintenance of equipment and machinery shall NOT be permitted within 150 feat of
protectad trees.

Debris and Waste Materials: Dabris and waste from construction or ather activities shall NOT tw permitied
outside the construction area. Wash down of conerate or cement handiing equipmeant, in particular, shall
NOT be permitted within 150 feet of protected trees.

Planting near Trees Designated for Protection: Any digging within designated prataction zones shall done
using supersonic air directly as the digging medium, by means of a nozzle, whose nominal rated input
pressure (available from manufacturer's literature) must not exceed 120 psig {pounds per square inch at
gage} unless otherwise approved. Nozzles designed for input above 130 psig can damage fine roots. Afr
Ccompressars rated between 100 to 125 psig recommended.

Grade Chaniges: Any grade changes within the protection radius listed should be approved by a Registered
Consulting Arborist before construction begins, and precautions taken to mitigate potentizl injuries. Grade
changes can be particularly damaging to trees. Even as little as twa inches of fill can cause the death of a
tree. Lowering the grade can destroy major partions of a root systemn.

Damages: Any tree damages or injurles should be reparted to the project arborist as spon as possible.
severed roots shall be cut cleanly to healthy tissue, using proper pruning tools. Broken branches or limbs
shall be pruned according to International Society of Arboriculture Pruning Guidelines and ANS| A-300
Fruming Standards.

Freventive Measures: Pruning of the tree canopies and branches should be done at the direction af the
profect arbarist to remove any dead or broken branches, and to provide any necessary clearances for the

construction work or equipment.

All off-road construction equipmeant greater than 50 hp shali meet 15 EPA Tier 4 emission standards, where
available, to reduce NO,, PM, g, and PM; - emissions at the Project site. In addition, all construction equipment
shali be outfitted with Best Available Control Technology devices certified by CARB. Any emissiens control
device used by the contractor shall achieve emissions reductions that are no less than what coutd be achieved
by & Level 3 diesel emissians control stratepy for a sifnilarly sized engine as defined by CARB regufatians.

Require the use of 2010 and newer diesel haul trucks [e.g., material delivery trucks and soil importfexport) and
if the Lead Agency determines that 2010 model vear or newer diesel trucks cannot ba obtained, the Lead
Agency shall require trucks that meet U 5. EPA 2007 modsl year NG, emissions reguirements,

At the time of mebilization of each applicable unit of equipment, a copy of each unit's certified tlar
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specification, BACT decumentation, and CARB or SCAQMD operating permit shall be provided.

-5 Encourage construction contractos o apoly for SLAGME “SCON" funds. Incentives could be provided for
those construction contractors wha zpely for SCACMD “SO0N” funds. The “SOON* program provides funds to
acceierate clear up of off-road diese! wehicles, sech as heawy duty construction eguipment. More infarratian
on this program can be found at: httpo/fwww aamd.povfhome/programs/business/business-detail *title=off-
read-dieselengines fparent=vehitle-engine-upgrades.

35 Construction activitias shall comply with SCAOMD Rule 423, including the following measures:

»  Apply water to disturbed areas of the site three times a day

= Reguire the use of 2 grevei apron ar gther equivalent methods to reduce mud and ditt frackow onic
truck sxit routes

v Appaint & constructfon raietions officer o act as 3 community laison concerning on-site construction
activity intiuding resolution of issues related 4o PM generation.

= Limit soil disturbance to the amounts anaivzed in the Firal MND.

= All materials transported off-site shall be securely covered.

»  Apply non-toxic soil statilizers according 19 manufacturers’ spacifications to all inactive constrection
areas {previowsty graded areas inactive for ten days or mare).

= Traffic speeds on all unpaved roads to be reduced to 15 mph or less.

BIOLCHSICAL RESCURCES
41: T avoid potential significant impacts to nesting birds, including migratery birds and raptors, one of the

foliowing shall be implernented by the Project Applicant:

Conduct vegetation removal associated with construction from September 1™ through January 21%, when
birds ara not nesting. initiate grading activities pricr to the breeding season {which is generally February 17
through August 31"} and keep disturbance actirities constant throughout the breeding seasoit te prevent
birds from establishing nests ia surrpunding habitat (in order to avoid possible nest abandonmenty; if there
is 2 lapse in activities of morz than five days, pre-construction surveys shall be necessary as described in
the bullat below.

OR...
Candugt pre-construction surveys for nesting birds if vegetation remeowal or grading is initiated during the
nesting season. A gualified wildlife biclogist sha!! conduct weekly pre-construction bird sarveys no more
than 30 days prigr to initiation of grading to provide confirmation an the presence or absence of active
nasts in the vicin‘ty {at ieast 300 to 500 f2at argund the individual construction site, as aczess allows). The
last survey shouid be conducted no more than three days prior to the initiation of clearancefconstrustion
waork. I active nests are encountered, ciearing and construction in the vicipity of the nests shall te
deferred untii the young birds have fledged and there i no evidence of 2 second attempt at nesting. A
minimum buffer of 300 feet {503 feet for rzator nests) or as determined by a qualified biglogist shall be
5



NOISE

12-2:

13-3:

12-4;

12-5:

12-5:

12-7:

maintained during construction depending on the species and location. The perimeter of the nast—<ethark
zone 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 gualified biologist documenting and verifying compliance
with the mitigation and with applicable state and federal regulations protecting birds shall be submitted ta
the City and County, depending on within which jurisdiction the construction activity is occurring. The
gualified higlogist shall serve as a construction menitor during thase periods when construction agtivities
would occur near artive nest areas to ensure that na inadvertent fmpacts on these nests would occr.

The Project shall comply with the City of Los Angeles Building Regulations Ordinance No. 178048, which
requires a construction site notice to be provided that includes the following information: job site address,
permit nember, nams and phone number of the contractor and owner or owner's agent, hours of
construction allowed by code or any discretfonary approval for the site, and City telephone numbers wheare
violatians can be reparted. The hotice shall be posted and maintained at the construction site price to the
start of censtruction and displayed in a Iocation that is readily visible to the public.

Two weeks priar to commencement of construction, notification shall be provided to the off-site residentiai
and school uses within 500 feet of the Project site that discloses the construction schedule, including the
types of activities and equipment that would be used throughout the duration of the construction pericd.

Temporary seund barriers, capable of achieving a sound sttenuation of at least 10 dBA [e.g., construction
sound wall with sound blankets), and capable of blocking the line-of-sight to the adjacent residences shall be

installed as feas| ki,

Moise-generating construction equipment operated at the Projact Site shall be equippad with effective
state-of-the-art noise control devices, i.e., mufflers, lagging, solar power or electric plug-in on-site power
generators and/or motor enclosures or other shielding equipment. Al) equipment shall be praperly
maintained to assure that no additienal noise, due to worn ar impraperly maintained parts, would be

generated,

All construction areas for staging and warming-up eguipment shall be located as far as possible fram

adjacent residences.

Portable noise sheds for smaller, noisy equipment, sueh as air compressors, dewatering pumps, and
generators shall be provided where feasible.

A haul route for exporting cut materials from the site to a nearby landfill that aceess the San Bernarding
and/for Long Beach Freeways should minimize travel on residential streets with sensitive receptors,

TRANSPORTATIONTRAFFIC

16-1;

Hillside Construction Staging and Parking Plan
*  Prior to the issuance of a grading or building permit, the applicant shall submit a Construction Staging and

Parking Plan to the Department of Building and Safety and the Fire Department for review and approval.
The plan shall identify where all construction materials, equipment, and vehicles will be stored thraugh the
canstruction phase of the project, as well as where contracter, subcontractor, and laborars will park their
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16-2:

16-3:

vehicles 50 as to prevent blockage of two-way traffic on streets in the vicinity of the construction site. The
Construction Staging and Parking Plan shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

o Mo construction equipment or material shall be permitted to be stored within the public right-of-
way.

o I the praperty fronts on a designated Red Flag Street, on noticed “Red Flag” days, all the workers
shall be shuttled from an pff-site area, located on 2 non-Red Flag Street, to and from the site in
order to keep roads open on Red Flag days.

[A]

Buring the Excavation and Grading phases, all haul trucks shall be staged on the Project site. The
drivers shall be required to follow the designated travel plan aor approved Haul Boute.

L8]

Truek traffic directed ta the project site for the purpote of delivering materials, construetion-
machinery, or removal of graded soil shall be limited to off-peak traffic hours, Monday through
Friday only. Mo truck deliveries shall be permitted on Saturdays or Sundays.

o Al defiveries during construction shall be coordinated so that all vendor/delivery vehicles will stape
and make deliveries on the project site, and that a construction supervisoris present at such time,

o A radio operator shall be on-site to coordinate the movement of material and personnel, in garder
to keep the roads open For emergency vehicles, their apparatus, and neighbors,

& During all phases of construction, all construction vehicle parking and gueuing related to the
project shall be as required to the satisfaction of the Department of Building and Safety, and in
substantial compliance with the Construction 5taging and Farking Planm, except as may be moedified
by the Department of Building and $afety or the Fire Department.

Construction Activity Mear Schools

The Project developer and contractors shall maintain onpoing contact with administrators of the Farmdale
Elermentary School and the El Sereno Middle School, The administrative offices shall be contacted when
demalition, prading and construction activity begin on the Project site so that students and their parents will
kaow when such activities are 1o cecur. The developer shall obtain school walk and bus routes to the schools
from either the administrators ar from the LAUSD's Transportation Branch {322} 342- 1400 and puarantee that
safe and convenient pedestrian and bus routes to the schocl be maintained,

The develdper shall install gppropriate traffic sigas around the site to ansure pedestrian and vehidle safety.

There shall be no staging or parking of construction vehicles, including vehicles to transport workers on amy of

the streets adjacent to the schogl.

Due 1o noise impacts on the schools, no canstruction vehicles or haul frucks shall be staged or idled on these
streets during school hours.

Schools affected by Haul Route
LADBRS shall assign specific haul route hours of operation based upon Farmdale Elementary School and E

Serent Middle 5choal hours of cperatian.



16=4:

16-5:

Haul route scheduling shall be sequenced to minimize conflicts with pedestrians, school huses and cars at the
arrival and dismissal times of the school day. Haul route trucks shall not be routed past the school during
periods when schoo! is in session especially when students are arriving or departing from the campus.

Good Mefghbor Construction Practices

Whenever possible, construction vehicles should be parked on site to prevent congestion on streets with
limited parking.

When tempararily blocking portions of streets for deliveries of construction materials, a flag person shall be
provided to assist with padestrian and vehicular traffic.

Street closures shall not take place during peak traffic hours. Any street, sidewalk, or other improvement work
shail be canducted in conformance with the latest Manual on Work Area Traffic Control,

Care shall be taken not to averfill concrete trucks during deliveries, If spills oceur, it shall be the responsibility
of the concrete company to immediately provide clean up.

Construction neise shall be kept to a minimum with consideration of the surrounding neighbors, Uinnecessary
noise such as music shall be kept below legal levels.

Streets and sidewalks adjacent to canstruction sites shall be swept free of construction debris at all times.

Care shall be taken to nat interfere with trash pick-up by the Bureau of Sanitation. Constructfon and delivery
vehicles shall be subject to trash pick-up parking restrictions.

If building materials are to be stored in public right of ways, it shall be by permit from the Gepartment of Public
Works, Bureau of Street Services, Investigations and Exforcement Division and shall conform with al applicable

rules.
Alf construction/demalition activities shall comply with the construction hours in Section 41.40 of the LAMC.

The Project Applicant shal! plan construction and construction staging as to maintain pedestrian access to
adjacent active land uses throughout all construction phases. This requires the Appltcant to maintzin adequate
and safe pedestrian protection, including physical separation from workspace and vehicular traffic and
averhead protection, due to sidewalk closure or blockage, at all times. Barriers, such as K-Rails, scaffolding,

ete., shall be maintained at a height of 8 feet.
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El Sereno Project

Case Number: ENV-2015-1918-MND, VTT-73531, APCE-2015-2048-2C-ZAD

Project Location: 2320, 2532, 2608, 2668 North Eustern Avenue and 2647, 2649, 2651 Lombardy
Boulevard, Los Angeles, California. 920032

Council District: 14

Project Description: The Project site includes three contiguous infill lots totaling approximately 218,270 squarc
feet, located at the south comer of Eastemn Avenue and Lombardy Boulevard in the Northeast Los Angeles Community
Plan Arca ol the City of Los Angeles. The land use designation for the Projeci site is Low Residential, and the Project site
Is zoped [QRI-113 and [QIRD6-1E. The Project includes devclopment of the Project site with 42 single-family
residential homes. Each house would have 3-4 bedrooms and a two-car garage. The homes would range in size from
approximately 1,729 square feet 1o 2,279 square feet. In order to implement the Projcet, the Project Applicant is
requesting approval of the following discretionary actions from 1he City: T) Vesting Tract Map (VTT) for Small Lot
Purposes per LAMC Scetion 17,03 - Request is for a Vesting Tentative Tract Map to create foriy-two (42} single-family
lots in accordance with the Small Lot Subdivision Ordinance No. 176,354 in the Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan:
2} Tree Removal Permit - Request is authorization fromn the Board of Public Works or the Advisory Ageacy to allow for
the remaval of up to 39 protected trees pursuant to LAMC Section 17.05R 1{b); 3) Vesting Zone Change (7C) per LAMC
Scetion 1232 — Request to permit 8 change of zone from [QIR1-1D and [Q] RD6-1D to {THQIRDS-1T: 4) Zoning
Administrator’s Determination {(ZAD} per LAMC Section 12.24 X.26 — Request is to allow fifty-four (54) walls varying
in height from 3.5 feet 10 6.0 feet in lieu of the maximum of two (2) 10-foot retaining walls otherwise required in LAMC
Section 12.21 C.8(2); and 5) Haul Route Approval from the Board of Building and Safety Commission or Advisory

AFency.

APPLICANT: PREPARED BY: ON BEHALF OF:

The City of Los Angeics
Departtment of City Planning
Environmental Analysis Section

Clearwater Conununities, LLC
4685 MacArthur Court, Suite 375
Newport Beach, CA 92660

CAlA FEnvironmental Services
11590 5an Vicente Boulewvard
Los Angcles, CA Y0040

March 2007



I. INTRODUCTION

Introduction

The subject of this Inittal Smdy/Miiigated Negative Declaration (ISMNI) is the develnpment of 42
single-family residential homes on three contipuons infill lots totaling approximately 218,270 square feet,
located at the south cormer of Eastern Avence and Lombardy Boulevard in the Northeast Los Anpeles
Community Flan Arca of the City of Los Angeles (the “City™). The Project Applicant is Clearwater
Communities, LLC, A more detailed description of the Project is comtained in Section II (Fraject
Description).  The City's Department of City Planning is the Lead Agency under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Background

In June 2016, the City prepared and circnlated an IS/MND for development of the Project sitc with a
previous version of the Project. The previous version of the Project ineluded development of the same
land uses (single-family residential) and the same number of dwelling units {42 homes), but in a different
configuration than what is curremtly proposed. “The previous version of the Project {shown on Figure i-1)
would have required the removal of 68 protecled irces {of the 102 protected trees on the Froject site) and
64 non-protected trees {of the 72 non-protwccted trees on the sike), for a tolal removal of 132 trecs.
Cormnments on the June [S/MND submitted to the City primarily raised concemns about remnoval of existing
zees from the Projecl site, particularly removal of protected sowthern black walnul trees {(Junglans
californica). Other prevailing concems expressed by commenters included the ioss of walout woodland
habitat and traffic impacts,

As a result of these concorns, the Project Applicant revised the configuration of the Project to
substantially reduce the need for removai of existing trees. The new Project configuration (refer to Figure
11-7 10 Section I, Project Deseription) would require the removal of 37 ta 39 protected trecs (a reduction
of approximately 29 trecs) and 59 non-protected trees (a reductien of 1% wrees), which is a reduction of &
total trees when compared lo the previous version of the Project. As with the previows version of the
Project, all trees removed from the Project site would be required by the City to be replaced at a ratio and
size specified by the City (i.e., 4:1 for protected trees and 1:1 for non-protected trees).

The change in the configuration of the Project would result in an increase in cut soil at the Project site and
caport from the Project site than what was considered in the June IS/MNID.

The City has updated the Junc IS/MND to reflect the Project’s reconfiguration, tree removal reduction,
and increas¢ in seil expar during the construction phase. Also, the IS/MIND) incorporates & Biological
Resources Report prepared for the Project thal addresses the issve of walnut woodlands, and a new
Traffic Study that reflects exisling traffic conditions within the Project site area.

T ——————,—— e ————__ _ S —
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Project Information

Project Title: EI Sereno Project
Project Location; 2520, 2532, 2608, 2668 North Eastern Avenue and 2647, 2649, 2651

Lombardy Boulevard, Los Anpeles, California, 90032

Lead Apency: City of Los Angeles Deparimeat of City Planning
Contact Person: Grregory Shoop, City Planner

GregShoopi@lacily.org

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

Introduction:  This seclion provides imtroductory information such as the Project title, the Project
Applicant, and the Iead Agency for the Project.

Project Description. "This section provides a detailed deseription of the environmental setting and the
Froject, includimy Project characteristics and environmental setting.

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

Environmental Impact Anpalysiz: Fach envirommental issue identified in the Initial Study Checklis|
contains an assessment and discussion of impacts associated with each subject area. When the evaluation
ideniifies potentially signilicant effects, as iduntificd in the Checklist, mitigation incasures arc provided to
reduce such impacts (¢ less-than-significant Jevels,

Preparers of Initial Swdy and Persons Consulted: This section provides a list of City personnel, other
governmental apencics, and consulant team wembers that participaled in the preparalion of the Initial

Study.
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II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The Project site is located in the Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan Area of the City of Los Angeles
{ithe “City™y (refer to Figures H-1 and II-2). Views of the Project site are shown on Figure -3,
Spevifically, the Project site includes three contiguous lots (utaling approximately 218,270 square feet,
located at the south corner of Fastern Avenue and Lombardy Boulevard. The Project site is bound by
North Eastern Avenue on the westnorthwest, Lombardy Boulevard en the north, and single-family
residential land uses on the northeast, east, and south. The wpography of the Project siec is hilly, with
elevations ranging from approximately 440 to approximately 530 feel above sea levet {asl). The Project
site 15 an infill site that is not currently developed with any siructures. The Project site’s assessor parcel
numbers (APNs), zoning, land use designation, and parcel sizes are listed on Table 11-1. As shown, the
Project site is zoned [QIR1-1D {Quaiified Condition, One-Family Zone, Heiglu District 1} and [Q]RDS-
1D (Qualificd Condition, Restricted Density Multiple Dwelling Zone, Height Distriet 1} The land use
designation {or the Project site is Low Residential. The existing zoning and land use designation for the
Project site arc shown on Figures I1-4 and [1-5, respectively.

Existing land uses surrounding the Project site include single-family residential development to the norh,
cast, and south; Farmdale Elementary School to the nortlvrest; and El Sercoo Recrealion Center to the
west. Views of the surrounding arca are shown em Figure I1-6. The existing zoning and land usc
designation of the area surrounding the Project site are shown on Figures I1-4 and T1-5, respectively.

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

The Project includes development of the Project site with 42 single-famnily residential homes, one home
per paree] (refer to Figures [1-7 through [1-25). Each house would have 3-4 bedrooms and a 2-car garape.
The hames would ranpe in size Fom approximately 1,729 square feel o 2,279 sguare feet. OF the 102
vratected trees located on the Project site, 37 to 39 protecied trees would be removed, Qf the 72 non-
pratected trees located on the Project sile, 13 would be retained in place, and 59 would be emoved, Al
trees wounld be replaced in accordance with City tree replacement requirsments. The Project would
intlude a cistern system that would caplure rainwaler 1o use for landscape imigation. Development of the
Project would require the export of approximately 78 000 cubic yards of so1l.

Ef Sercna Profect iF Project Description
Inftiend Stiedy Page fi-1
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Photo A; Yiew of the park located to the west of the
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Table 1i-1
Project Site Informatien
i Foaing | tFeoeral Plan
P Al Ieformation | Land Use Designation
(QR1-1D ]
2520, 2532 Notth Fastern Avenue | 22 0003016 | 1ok ps 1D
Z1-2129 East
2608 Nerth Hastern Avenue 5216008034 | Los Angeles
Site EBISHERTC Low Residential
Lone
2668 North Fastern Avenue
FI1-239G
S21£009037 Northeast Tos
2647, 2649, 265| Lombardy Boulevard Angeles
! Hillsides

Sonrce. Lone Information & Map Access System (2IMAS): bttp-Yeimas. lacity. pry February 20, 2005,

REQUESTED DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

In order o implement the Project, the Project Applicant is requesting approval of the following

discrctionary acliens from the Ciry:

Yesting Treet Map (VIT) for Small Lot Purposes per LAMC Scction 17.03 — Reguest is for
Ihe Advisory Agency to grant (1) a Vesting Tentative Tract Map to create 42 single-family Tots in
accordance with the Small Lot Subdivision Ordinance No. 176,354 in the Northeast Los Angeles
Coramunity Flan.

Tree Remgval Permit — Request is authorization from the Board of Public Works or the
Advisary Agency to allow for the removal of up to 39 protected trees pursvant 1o LAME Seetion
1705R1(bY

Vesting Zone Change (ZC) per LAMT Sectior 12,33 - Regquest lo permit a change of zone
from [Q]R1-1D and [Q] RD6-1D to (FHQIRDS-1D,

Looing Administrator’s Detcrmination (ZAD) per LAMC Section §2.24 X.26 — Hequest is to
allew 54 walls varying in height from 3.5 fuet to 6.0 feet in licu of the maximem of 2 10-foot
retaining walls otherwise required in LAMC Section 12.21 C.8(a).

Hau! Reute Approval from (he Board of Building and Safety Commission or Advisery Agency,

El Sereno Project . Profect Desoriprion
Mnitial Study Pape If-27
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

1.  AESTHETICS
a) Would the project have 2 subsiantial adverse effect on a scenie vista?

Less T'han Significant Impact. Views from the Project site and immediate area primarily include those
of the mix of wrban land uses that define the area, including single- and multi-family tesidential
development, a schood. a park, commaercial land uses, and readway and oality intrastrocture, Intermitient
views of the San Gabriel Mountains are available to the norh of the Project area, but these views are
limiled by existing terrain and development. Scenic vistas are available from public trails atop the hill
toward the west of the Project site associated with the Ascol Hills Park, which bhas a peak elevation of
approximately 770 feet above 2ea level. However, the Project site iz lower in elevation than this laeation.
The root of the house developed at the highest elevation on the Praject sitc would reach approximately
543 feet shove sea level, As such, the Froject would not oeclude scenic views gvailable from the park,
Therefare, Project impacts related to scenic vistas would be less than significant,

b} Would the praject substantially damaye scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock puteroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

Leas Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. No scenic highways are located in proxtmity to
the Project site. No rock outcroppings or histeric buildings are located on the Froject site. A Tree
Preservation Feport was prepared for the Project thar identified 102 protected {rees measuring 4-inch
trumk diameter or larger and 72 non-protected measuring 3-inch trunk diameter or larger {refer to
Appendix A}' Of the 102 protecied trees, 63 1o 65 weuld be retained in place, depending on health and
conmstruclion impacts. Thirty-seven to 3% protected trees would be removed.” O the 72 nun-protected
trees, 13 would be relained in place, and 59 would be removed. However, as requircd by the City of Los
Angeles (the “City™ and as nutlined in Mitipalioo Measures 1-1 and 1-2, 1he removed non-pratected trees
would be replaced on the Project site at a 1:1 ratio, and the removed protected trees would be replaced on
the Project site at a 4:] ratio, respectively. This 4:1 teplacement mitigalion requirement is double the
miniraum 2:1 replacement requirement sci forth in the City’s Protected Tree Ordinance (LAMC Sectien
17.05R[4][a]). Pursuant to the City's Protected Tree Ordinance the trees planted to replace the removed

Free Presevalion Bepart, Arborgate Conswlting, frc, Sanaary 3, 2007, Befer to Appendin A,

According o the Tree Survey, 37 protecnad Irees musd by removed. Hawever, hwe addiifonal protfected trecs
ifor a tolel of 3% protected trecs) may aiso pecd to be pemoved due lo thelr poor healeh prioe 1o coasiruciien.
Afthough all efforts to save these pwa trees will be made by the Appifcant privr for constrictivn, beeause the
swevival of these two feees camaod be aesured gt ehis i, the ISAMND conservatively assumes the removal of o
mryTimeert of 3% protected teees.

E!l Sereno Profect V. Environmental Impact Analysis
Tnittaf Sty Page JF-1
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profecied trees on a 4:1 ratio shall be (1) a protected variety, and (2) at least 15 gallons in size or larger
measurng one inch o more in diamcter at 2 peint one foot above the base, and net less that seven feet in
height,  Additienally, prior to preparation of the Tree Survev. 8 qualifying prorected trecs were removed
by a prior owner withoat the benefit of a tree removal permit. The replacement reguirements for the &
qualifying trees and the 37 Lo 39 protected trees rhat would be removed as part of the Projeet would be
ote Suglans californice and three Quercis for cach of 1he removed protected trees. Therefore, with
implementation of these miligation measures, the Project would oot result in any signilicant impacts
related to trews.

el Wauld the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings”

Less than Significant Impact. The Project sile ares is characterized by a mix of urban/sub-urban land
uses, including single-family residential to the northeast, cast, and sourh; a park to the west; a schoal 1o
the northwest; and commereial to the narth along Fastern Avenue. The Project includes develupment of
42 single-family homes, similar to those adjacent to the Project site and within the arca. The size. height.
and massing of the homes would comply with all Los Angeles Municipal Code (the "LAMC™)
requirgments, Also, the design of the proposed homes would be required to comply with the City's design
requirernents (i.c.. bright, butlding materials, landscaping, etc.}. The homes would be developed 10
accommadate the tapography of the Project site, stepping up or down the hillside where necessury o
minimize the amount of grading necded a1 the site and the change 1o the existing lopography of the sikc,
and 1o maximize the preservalion of cxisting protected tree species. The visual character of the Projeet
would conform o the visual characwr of the surrennding arca. Therelore, no Project impacts related to
visual character would occur.

d) Would the projeet create a new source of substantal light or glare whicl would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant limpact. The Projeci site is Jocated in the Northeas) Los Angeles Community Plan
area of e City thal is developed with urban land uscs, including single- and multi-family residential
development, a school, a park. commercial land uses, and roadway and utilivy infrastrucrure, all of which
produce light and glare fe.g. indoor-outdoor lighting, windews, light-colored surfaces, cte.} tvpical of
such urban uscs i the City, The Progect site is an infill site thar s cumrently not developed with any
structures and docs net inelude any sources affight or glare.

The Project would include interior and exterior lighting that camplics with the LAMC 13 minimize the
eflcet of the new sources of lighting that would be introduced. The Project would not inelude sources of
nighttime illumination that would adversely afifect nighitime views in the arca, and no spill-over lighting
would oceur. Specifically, LAME Section 21,6205 requires that new lighting sources not exceed 1 foot-
candle of new light spillover at residential property lines. Also. the Project would be required (o use non-
relective glass, pursuant to LAMC Scetion 92.0117. For these reasons, the Project would not create a

e e e e—

Fi Serena Profect fF, Ewviranmenizt fmpact Anafisis
freitiad Seneedy- Progre fF-2
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new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.
Therefore, Froject impacts relatad (o lght and glare would be Jess than significant.

Mltipation Mezsures {Aesthefies)
I-I: Non-Protecicd Trees

+  Prior to issuance of any pemit related to development of the Projecd, & plol plan shall
be prepared Tor the Frojeci, indicating the location, size, fype. and general condition
of all existing trees oo the Project site and within the adjacent public right(s)-ol-way.

= Al sipnificant {8-inch or greater trunk diameter, or cuomulative trunk diameter if
trubti-trunked, as measared 54 inches above the ground) nonsprotected trees on the
Project site proposed for removal shali be replaced at a 1:1 ratio with 2 minimam 24-
inch hox mec, MNet new trees locaed within the parkway of the adjacent public-
tight{s}-af-way may be counled toward replacement tree: requirements.

*  Removal ar planting of any {ree im the public tght-of-way shall requite approval of
the Board of Peblic Works. All frees 10 the public nght-of-way shall be provided in
the current standards of the Urban Forestry Division of the Departinent af Public
Warks, Burcau of Strcet Scevices.

I-2 Profected Trees
+  All protected tree removals shall require approval from the Board of Public Works.

* A Tree Report shall be submitted to the TUrban Forestry Division of the Bureau of
Streat Services, Departmicnt of Public Works, for review and approval prior to
implerentation of the Report’s recommended measurcs.

*  According to the City's Prolected Tree Ordinance, a minimum of four protected trees
{a minimuam of 15 gallon in size)} shall be planted for esch protected tree that is
removed.. The size of each replacement tree shall measure at least one inch or more
in diarneter at a point one foot above the base, and not less than seven feel in height,
measured from the base.

+* In consulalivn with the Division of Utban Forestry, twenty-five percent of the
protected trees removed shall be replaced with 15-gallon Juglans califernics.

*  The location of the Irees planted for 1he purposes of replacing a removed protected
tree shall be clearly indicated on the required landscape plan, which shall alse

Ei Serene Praject IV Envirpnmental fmpact Anmlysis
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indicate the replacement tree species and fuether comain the phrase “Replacemem
Tree™ in its descriplion.,

i-3 FPrevionsly Removed Trees

¢ The B gualifying previously removed protected irces shall be replaced 2t a ratio of
one Jugfans cafiforaice and three Onereres For each of the # trees. at a minimum of 15
gallon it size. The specific size and species of the trees to planted a5 replacement lor
the prolgeted Itees being removed shall detennined by the Urban Forestiv Division,

i-4 AY Trees

*  Protection Bammier: A proetection bammier shall be installed around the consrruction atea
as shown on the map included in the Tree Preservation Repord [refer ta Appendix Al
The harricer shall be G-faat-high chain-link fencing. Twelve-inch-high silt fenee shall
be attached fo the base of the fence with the bowom cdye burcd 1-2 inches. The
barrier may be placed en the line shown on the map or closer to construction, but not
turther. The fencing shall be maintained in pood repair throughout 1he duration of the
Project, and shall ot be removed, relocated. or encroached upon without parmissian

of the arborist invelved.

*  Swrape of Materials: There shall be WO storage of materials or supplies of any kind
inside the area of the protection fencing. Conerete and cement materials, block. sand
and sail shall not be placed within the drip-line of any wee to remain.

*  Fuel Sworape: Fuel storape shall NOT be penmitted within 130 feet of any itec 1o be
preserved. Refueling, serviging and maintenance of equipment and machinery shali
NOT be permitted within 150 (eet of prowered wrees,

e Debris and Waste Materials: Debris and waste from construction or other activities
shall MO be permitted outside the construction arra. Wash down of concrele or
cement handling cquipment, in particular, shall NOT be permitred within 150 feet of
protecied trees.

¢ Planting pear Trees Desipnated for Trotection: Any dipging within designated
prutection zones shali done wsing supersonic air dirccty as the digging medium, by
means of a nozzle, whose nominal raded input  pressure {available Ffrom
manufachurer’s literature) must not exceed 130 psig {pounds per sguare inch ar pape)
unless otherwise approved. Mossles designed for input above 130 psig can damage
line roots. Air compressars rated bebween (000 123 psig recommended.

_— - =
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«  Grade Changes: Any grade changes within the pretection radius listed should be
approved by a Registered Consulting Arborist before construction begins, and
precautions taken to mitigate potential injunies, Grade changes can be particolarly
damaping Lo trecs. Even as litthe as two inches of fill can cause the death of a tree.
Lowering \he grade can destroy major portions of & roat gystem.

+  Dantages: Any treo damages or myuries shovold be reported to the project arborist as
soon as possible. Severed rosts shall be eut cleanly to healthy tssue, using praper
pruning toels. Broken branches or limbs shall be pruned according 1o International
Society of Arboriculnire Proning Guidelines and ANSI A-300 Pruning Srandards.

+  Preventive Measures: Pruning ol the tree canopies and branches should be done at the
direction of the project arborist to¢ remove any dead or broken branches, and 1o
provide any necessary clearances for the constuction wark or cquipment.

Cumulative Impacts

None of the related projects listed on Table 1V-38 and shown on Figure [V-12 included later in this
sechion are located within visual proximity of the Froject. As such, the combination of the Froject with the
related projects would nat result in any cumulative agsthetic impacts, The closcst related project is located
approximalely one mile north of the Project site at 547% East Huntinglon Drive. All new development in
the City is required to comply with LAMC requirements referenced previously related o light and glare.
Therefore, cutnulative impacts refated te aesthetics would be less than significant.

2. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unigue Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Imporiance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuani to the Farmland Mapping and
Maonitoring Program of the California Resanrces Agency, te non-agricultural nse?

No Impact. The Extent of Importamt Farmland Map Coverage maintained by the Division of Land
Protection indicates that the Project site is not included i the lmportant Farmland category.’ Therefore,
the Project would net convert Prime Farmland, Unigue Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
{Farmland) to non-agricultural use, as shown on the meps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping
and Menitering Program of the California Resources Agency. Noampacts would eccur.

I Stare of California Department of Canservarion, Division af Land Resource Protertinn, Farmland Mapping and
Moniloring Program, Los Angeles Counry Imporians Farmland, 1998,
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b} Would the project conflict with exisiing zening for agriculturzl use, ar a Williamson Act
LContract?

No Impaet. The Project site is not zoned for agricultural use, and the site is not under Williamson Act

Contract.” Thus, the Project would not conflict wath existing zoning for agricultoral use, or 3 Williamson
At Contracl. Therefore, ne impacts related 10 this issue would occur,

c) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, nr cawse rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resnurces Code scetion 12220(g]), timberland {as defined by Public Respurces
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Produetion {as defined by Governmenl Code
section 51104 [g|)?

No Impact, The Project sitc is not zoned as forest land or tmberland. Therefore, no impacts relaed w
this ssue would occur,

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

No Impact. The Project site does not contain any Forest land. Therefore. no impacts related 1o this issue
wauld secur.

el Waould the project invelve other changes in the existing envirvoment, which due to theic
lpeation or nature, could result in conversien of Farmland, to nen-agricultural use?

No Impact. The Project site and surreunding area are developed with single- and multi-family residential
land ases. Mo agricultural uses are localed on the Project site or within the area. Therefore. mo impacts
rilated to this issue would oceut.

Cumuiative Impacts

Neither the Project site nor any of the relared prajects” sites are used or designated as agricultural land or
{vrest land. Therefore, no cumulative impacts related to agriculiural resoutees would eceur.

3.  AIR QUALITY

The intormation below 15 based on the Air Quality modeling resulis prepared by DKA Planning (refer w
Appendix B,

T
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Pollutants aod Effects

Cnteria air pollutants are defined as pollutants for which the federal and state governments have
established ambient air quality standards for outdoor concentrations, The federal and state siandards have
been sef at levels above which cuneentrations could be harmtut w human health and weltare. These
standards are designed to protect the most sensitive persons from illness or discemfort. Pollatants of
concernt inchude carbon monexide (CO), ozone {04), nittogen diexide (NO:) sulfur diexide {804),
particulaie matter 2.5 microns or less in diamcter {PMag), particulale matter ten microns or less in
diameter (FM ). and lead {Pb). These pollutants ate discussed below.

= {arbon Monoxide (C0O) is a eolorless and odorless gas formed by the incomplete combustion of fossil
fucis. I is emitted almost exclusively from motor vehicles, power plants, refineries, industrial
boilers, ships, aircraft, and trains, In urban areas, awomoebile exhanst accounts for the majority of
emissions. C0 is 2 nen-reagtive air pollutant that dissipates relatively guickly, so amhbient
concentrations  generally follow the spatial and  temporal distnbutions of  vchicular  traffic.
Coneentrations arc influenced by local meteorological condilions, primarily wind speed, iopography,
and atmosphene siability. OO from motor vehicle exhaust can become locally concentrated when
surface-based temperature inversions are combined wilh calm aimospheric conditions, a typical
situation at dusk in urban areas between November and February.” The highest concentrations ocour
during the colder months of the year when inversion conditions are more frequent. £ is a health
concern because it competes with oxygen, often replacing it in the blood and reducing the blood’s
ahility to transport oxygen (o vital organs. Excess OO exposure can icad to dizziness, fatigure, and
impair central nervous system functions.

& Oeone {0 s a colorless gas that is fonmed in the atmosphere when reactive organic pases (ROG)
and nitrogen oxides (NOy} react in the presence of uliraviolet sunlight. O is nol a primary pollutant,
rathes, it is a secondary pollutant formed by complex mterctions of two pollutanis divectly emitted
inte the atmosphere. The primary sources of ROCG and MOy, the compoenents of (3, arc automobile
gxhaust amid industnial souwrges, Meteorology and rervain play major roies in Oy formation,  deal
conditions occur dunng summer and early sutomn, on days with lew wind speeds or stagnant air,
warm temperatures, and cloudless skies, The greatest spurce of smog-producing pases iy the
automobile, Short-term exposure (lasting for a few hours) to O, at levels typically observed in
Southern California can result in breathing pattern changes, reduction of breathing capacity, inereased
suscentihility ta infectinns, inflasnmation of the Jung tizsue, sapd some immunclogical changes.

Trversion s an atmosphorie comdition mowhuch o laver of warm air frqps carfer aiv eear the surface of the
curth, prevesfing e normal rising af sufoce anir,
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*  Mirogen [Moxide (MO} like 0y, 15 not dirgetdy ¢mitted into the atmosphere byt is formed by an
aunospheric chemmical reaction between niric oxade (N0 and atmospheric exvgen, O and NO; are
collectively referred to as MOy and are major contributors to Ok formation. MO also contributes ta
the formation of PMie High concenmrations of N0 can cause breathing difficulties and result in a
brownish-red cast o the amosphere with redoced visibility.  There is some indication of a
relatinnship bevweecn XG> and chronic pudmanary fibrosis.  Some inerease of bronchitis in children
§2-3 vears ald has been observed a1 concentrations below 0.3 ppm.

*  Sulfur Dioxide (3Q.) 15 2 colurless, pungenr gas formead piimarily by the combustion of sulfur-
containnge fosal fucls. Main sources of SOy ard coal and oil used n power plants and indusiries.
Crenarally, the highest levels of 50, are found near large indusirial comploxes. In recent vears, 50
concentrations have been reduced by the increasingly stringert contrals placed un siabionany source
ermissions of SOy and limits onothe sulfur content of fuels. 507 15 an irdamt gas that allacks the throa
and longs. 11 can ¢ause acwle respiratory symptems and diminished ventilalor funckon in children.
503; cao also vellow plant leaves and erode ron and stee).

*  Particulate Matter (M) consists of small fiquid and solid particles floating in the air, hloding
smoke, soot, dust, salis, acids, and merals and can fonn when gases emived from indusiries and molor
vehiclex undergo chemical reactions in the atmosphere, Fine particulaie matter, or M. 5, s roughly
1428 shie diaiperer of a4 humwan baie and results from {oed combustion {eg. motor velicles, power
generation. indostrial facilisies). residential Breplaces, and wood stoves. In addition, PA: s can be
formed in the atmesphere from gases such ps 500, NGy, and VOO, Inhalable particulate matter. or
PM.y, 15 about 177 the thickness of a human hair. Major sourees of PAL, include crushing or grinding
operalions: dust stimed up by vehicles Iraveling on roads; wood buming stoves and Nreplaces: dusl
from construction. landflls. and agriculiure; wildfires and brush waste bumning: pdostrial sources:
windblown dust lrom epen lands; and sitmospherc chemical and photochemical reactions.

PM . and MM, pose a grearer bealth visk than larger-size pamicles. When inbaled, 1hey can penctrate
the human respitatory system s nawral delenses and damage the respicatory rack. BM; o and P,
can increase the number and severity of asthma attacks, cause or aggravate bronchitis and other lung
diseases. and reduce the body’s ability 1o fight infections, Verv small particles of substanccs, such ag
lead. sulfates. and nitrakes can cause lung damage directly  These substances can be absarbed into the
biood streamn and <ause damage elsewhere in the body, These substances can wranspor absorbed
gases, such as chlorides or ammoniom, into the ungs and canse injury. Whercas PM, onds 1o
collect t the apper portion of the respitalory system, P 5 05 5o Uny that it can pengtrale deeper intg
the lungs and damaye lung tissucs. Susponded particulates also damauge and discolor surfaces on

which they sciele. 25 well us produce haze and reduce regional visibility,

*  Lead (b in the atmosplere occurs as particudade maker. Sources of Jead include ieaded gasoling; the
manufacturers of battories, paint, ink, coramics, and ammuniiion: and secondary lead smelters, Prior

w 1978, mobile emissions were the primacy suutce ol atmospheric lead. Betweoeon 1974 and 1987, the

Lt Severy Project F Envivonmenia! Inpact Analysis
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phase-out of leaded gaseline reduced the overall inventory of airborne lead by nearly 93 percent.
With the phase—out of leaded gasoline, secondary lead smelters, battery recycling, and manufacturing
facilities bave become lead-emission spurces of greater copcert.

Frolonped exposure to atmospheric lead poses a serious threat to humap heaith. Health effects
associated with exposure Lo lead include gasirointestinal distorbances, anemia, kiduey disease, and in
sovere cascs, neuromuscular znd neurnlogical dysfunction. Of particular concern are low-level [ead
exposures during infapey and childhond.  Such exposures are associated with decremcnts in
nevrobehavioral  performance, including  intclligence  quotient  performance,  psychomoeter
performanee, reaction time, and growth,

+ Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC) are airthorme pollutants that may increass a persen’s risk of
devetoping cancer or other serions health effeets. TACs include over 700 chemical compounds that
are identificd by State and federal agencies based vn a review of available scientific cvidence. In
California, TACs are identificd through a two-step process cstablished in 1983 that includes risk
idendification and risk nianagement.

Regulatury Setting
Federal

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (the “USEPA™) is responsible for enforcing the
Federal Clean Air Act {CAA), the legislation that governs air quality in the United States. The USEPA is
also tesponsible for establishing the National Ambicnt Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). NAAQS are
required under the 1977 CAA and subscquent amendments. The USEPA regulates emission sources that
art under the exclusive authority of the federal government, such as aircratl, ships, aud certain types of
locomotives. IJSEPA has jurisdiction over emission sources outside state witeis {e.2., beyond the onler
conlinental shelf} and establishes emission standards, including those for vehicles sold in states other than
California, where automobiles must meet siricter emission standards set by the Califomia Air Resources
Board (CARB).

As required by the CAA, NAAQS have been established for seven major air pollutants: CO, NG;, O;,
PMas, PM SO and Pb. The CAA reguires the USEPA to designale areas as atfainrment, non-
attainmeni, or maintenance for each criteria pollutant based on whether the NAAQS have been achieved.
The federal standards are summarized on Table 1%-1. The USEPA has classified the South Coast Air
Basin as non-attainment for Oy, PM; 5, and PM | and mainlcnance for CO and NO-,

Stare

Tn addition 1o being subject to the requirements of CAA, air guality in Califomia is alsu govemed by
mare stringent regulations under the California Clean Air Acl (CCAA), CARB, which beeame part of the
Califumnia Envirenmental Protoelion Agency in 1991, is responsible lor administeting the CCAA and

Ei Serenn Project IV, Environmental Impact Analysiz
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establishing the Califernia Ambieot Air Quality Standards (CAAQSY. The CCAA, as amended in 1997,
requires all air districts in the State to achieve and maintain the CAAQS. which are genemally more
sitingait that the lederal standards and incorporate additional standards for sulfates, bydrogen suifide,
vinyl chlotide, angd visibility-reducing particles,

CARRB has broad awhority w repulate mobile 2ir pollution seurces, such as motor vehieles. It is
respensible for setting cmission standards for vehicles sold in California and for other emission sources.,
such as consurner products and certain off-road cquipmem. CARRB established passenger vehicle fuei
specifications, which became cffuctive in March 1996, CARB oversees the functions of local air
pollution conitel districts and air quality muanagement districts, which, n mrn, administer air qualing
activitics at the regional and county levels. The state standards are sumrdanezed on Table [V-1.

The CCAA reguires CARB o designatg areas within Califomia as cither attainment or non-auainment for
cach criteria pollutant bascd on whether the CAAQS have been achieved. Under the CCA L, areas are
designated as non-altainment for a pollulant of air guality data shows that 2 State standard for the pollutant
was violated w0 least once during the previous three calendar vears, [xvewdances that are affected by
highly irrceudar or infrequent events are nou considered violations of a State standard and are not used as a
basis for designating arcas as non-aainmen. Under the CCAA, the Los Angeles County portion of the
Sowh Coast Air Basin is designated as 2 non-attainment area for 05, PM. ., and PM .0

Lacaf
Sautdr Cerast Air Onafiny Management District

The 1977 Lewis Al Quality Mansgeinent Act merged four air pollation contre] district to create the
SCAOMIY ro cootdinate air guality planning etforts throughout Southern California. i is responsible for
mantoring air quality, as well as planmnp, implementing, and enforcing programs designed to artain and
maintain State and federal ambieot air quality standards.  Programs include air qualins rutes and
regulations that regulate stationary sources. arca sources, point sources. and cerain mobile source
etnissions. The SCAQMD is also respensible for establishing statienary source permitting requirements
and for ensuring that new, moediled, or relocated stasionary sources do not creale net emission increascs.

% (4RE, Areo Presignation Maps, avatlable w htipwn wark ca gavidesigiadmiudn kim, accessed Aungust {7,

2003
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Table I¥-1
Stale and Natlonal Ambient Air Quality Standards and
Attainment Status for the Seuth Conast Air Basin

Averaglag Caliloraia Federal
Follutani Period Standards | Alainment Status Standardz | Attainment Statoa
1-hour . m.’ml Mon-altaipment - .n
Ozone (0,) (180 pgrm )
1
0070 ppm I 0.075 ppm U
#=hour (137 pg.fm:'} A (147 ]J'gl'lm]j Matl-attainment
- 5 ¥ -afta} t 150 painy Non-attai t
Respirable Padiculte ﬁz;r U pgfm Mog-aitaknmen pgint on-attainmen
3 '
Matter (Phd;,) Arithmetic Megn | 20 #&/D Noo-attainment - .-
b " N
Fine Pasticulate m .= - 35 pgim MNon-atlainment
, 3 Tnm. H 3 i
Matcer (FM: <) Arithtetic Mean 12 pa'm on-allainment 15 pgm Mon -atipinment
2.0 ppm . 9 pipen .
. E-hour (10 m g,frn3} Attainment {10 mg fml} baintenance
Carbon Blonoxide (00 20 ppm 35 pom
1-hower (23 mg,l’mj} Attainment (40 mg,fm}] MMaintenance
Annual 0030 ppm ' . 33 ppb .
Nitrogen Dioxide | Arithmetic Mcan | (57 pg/m®) Non-atiainment | oy i) PAASICERnES
(NO;} £.12 ppm I 100 ppb .
1-heur (338 4 .E"'“!] MNon-atginment (198 5 gmg} Maintenance
24-hour {1{: 024 PF,':_:;] Atlainment - Antainment
Sulfur Diexide (S04) 0 S”If;m T
1-howr (655 pg.-'m’] Attainment U%_Eafmj} Attainment
Kl T
Lead {Pb} J0-day average 1.5 pe'm Won -atizinment - s -
Calendar Quarter - -- J.15 ppfm Attainmenl

WA = CARE Bas sl dctermireeed 8-kowse Oy aftainment siqhus
Sonrce: CARE, Ambicme Air OQuality Stendards, aned aftoinsiegs surtns, areetsed Ootabar 20, 204,

[rewi: b oot gy u.-"ﬂ'esiEfaJm-"adm..ﬁ:m}.

The SCAQMD monitors air quality ever its jurisdiction of 10,743 square miles, including the South Coast
Air Basin, which covers an arca of 6,745 square milcs and is bounded by the Pacific Ocean io the west;
the San {iabriel, San Bermardino and San Jacinto mountains to the north and cast; and the San Diego
County line to the south. The Basin includes all of Qrange County and the non-desert portions of Los
Angeles, Riverside, and San Bemardino counties. The SCAQMD also regulates the Riverside County
portion of the Salton Sea Air Basin and Mojave Desert Air Basin,

El Sereno Praject IV, Environmental Impact Analysis
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All areas designated as non-attaimuent under the CCAA are required 1o prepare plans showing how they
will imeer the air quality standards. The SCAQMD prepares the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMPY
e address CAA and CCAA requiremenis by idenlilfving polivies and contrel measures, The Southern
Califomnia Association of Governments (SCAG) assists by preparing the (ransportalion portion of the
AQMP. On December 7, 2012, the SCAQMD adopled s 2002 AQMP, which is now the legallv
cnforceable plan for meeting 1he 24-hour PMy s strategy standard by 2014,

In addition 1o criteria pollatants, the SCAQMD also repulaws air toxics. A comerstone of its work was
the developinens of the Muliple Air Toxics Faposure Study (MATES-IU}. The monitoring program
measured more than 30 air potlutants, including both gases and particulates, and cstimated the risk of
cancer from breathing wxic air peliuikon throughout the region. MATES-II found that the cancer tisk in
the region from careinogenic ait pollutants ranges from about 877 in 2 million w ] 400 in a million, with
an average regional risk of about 1.200 in & million.  An addendum 1o the plan was completed in March
2064 that included an update on the implementation of the mobile and stationary source siralegics.

In its role as the local air quality regulatory agency, the SCAQMD also provides guidance on how
envirgnmental analyses should be preparad. This ocludes recommended threshelds of significance for
gvaluating air quality impacts.

€ af Lo Aetrreles

The Project is located in the Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan Area. Air quality policies are
poverned by the Cin's General Plan, which includes an Air Quality Element. Adopred on November 24,
1982 the Element ingludes six key goals that relate dicectly or indirectly to air guality:

|, Geed arr quality in an environment of continued population growth and kealihy economic
sluclure.

4]

Less reliance on single-occupant vehickes with fewer commute and non-work trips.

3. Efficient managemenr of transponiation facilitics and system infiastructure using cost-effective
syalom management and innovative demand management technigues.

4. Minimize impacts of existing land wse patterns and fumure land use development om air quabity by
addressing the relatienship between land use, transpottation, and air quality.

3. Engrgy cfficicney throngh land use and transportation planning, the use of renewable resources
and less-polluting fucls and the implementanon of conscrvation measures including passive
measures such as site orientation and troe planting.

6. Citizen awareness of the linkapes between personal behavior and air pollution and participation in
efforts to teduce air pollution,

&1 Serener Prafect IV, Environsrercad fnpecd Arclysis
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a} Would the project conflict with or obsiruet implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. In the caze of projects proposed withip the City or elsewhere in the South
Coast Air Basin (the “Basin™), the applicable plan iz the 2012 Air Quality Management Plan {(AQMP),
which is prepared by the South Coast Afr Manapement District (SCAQMD)Y.  The SCAQMD is the
ageney principally responsible for comprehensive air pollution contrel in the Basin, To that end, the
SCAQMD, a repional agency, works dicectty with the Southem California Association of Goverunents
(SCAG}Y, county transportation commissions, local governments, and cooperates actively wilth ail state
and federal government apencies. The $CAQMD develaps rules and regulations, establishes permitting
requirements, inspects emissions sources, and enforces such mensures though educational programs of
fines, when necessary,

The regional ozone atainment plan centers ot accormmodating population growth forecasts by SCAG.
Specifically, SCAG™s growth forceasts from the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTF)Sustainable
Communitics Stratcey (SCH) are largely built off local growth forecasts from local governments like the
City of Los Angeles, The RTP/SCS accommodates up o 4,609,400 persons, 1,690,301 honschoids; and
2,169,100 jobs in the City by 2040,

The Project sile is currently [QIR1-1D and [Q|RDA-1D. The Norheast Los Angeles Community Flan
land use designation {or the site is Low Residential. The rype of land use proposed as part of the Project
{single- family tesidential} are allowed under the existing zoning and land use designation for the Project
site. As discussed in more detail in response to Cheeklist Question 13a, as shown on Lable 1V-26, the
Preject would represent a negligible pereent of the estimated population and housing growth in the City.
‘The Project’s residents and housing units would be within the forecasted population and hoeuwsing SCA(
and Cily estitmates. Addirionally, the Project would help achieve a portion of the household growth
forecast for the City by adding housing to meet the need for housing identificd in the City’s Regional
[lousing Meeds Assessment (the “RHNA™), while also being consistenl with regional policics to reduce
ucban sprawl, elficiently wilize existing infrastructure, reduce regional congestion, and improve air
quality thraugh the reduetion of vekicle miles traveled (VMT) as called tor in BCAGs 2008 Reglonal
Comptehensive Plan and 2012-2035 RTP and SCAQMD™s AQMP. The Project would not substantally
induce housing growth beyond forecasted levels. Instead, the Project would sccommodate 2 pertien of
forecasied housing demand currently forecasted for the City, inchuding low-income housing. Thus, the
Project would not represent a substantial or significant growth as compared to projected growth.

h) Would the project viofate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing
ot projected air quality vislation?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. Both shod-term impacts cccurring during
construction and long-term eflects retated to the ongoing operation of the Project are discussed. This
analysis focuses on two levels of impacts: pollutant cmissions and pollutant concentrations. "Emissions™

Ei Sereno Profect IV, Envirpnmental Impact Aralysis
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teter to the quantity of pollutants released into the air. ~Cancentrations” refer te the amount of pollutagt
material per volumetric unit of air as measored in parts per million (ppm) or micrograms per cubic meter
(ugm ).

Construction — Regional Emissions

Constrection-related emissions were estimated nsing the SCAQMD's CalEEMad 2013.2.2 model using
assumptions from the Project’s developer. including the Project's constmetion schedule of 26 months.
Key assumptions include export of up 1o 7R000 cublc vards of soils: sire preparation {two wecks),
arading phase {3 moenths). building construction phase (2 months). paving (1 monih), and architectural
coatngs {18 months).

A shown on Table IV-2, the construction of 1he Troject would produce VOO, CO.L SChy, PAML, and PM: .
emissions thar do not excecd the SCAQMIY's regional thresholds. However, pnor to mitgation, NOx
emissions during any cuncuwment grading and building construction processes would cxceed 1he thresholds
for this orone precurser. As a result. prior 1o mitigation, construction of the Project could contribute
substantiully to an existing violation of air quality standards for regional pollutants (c.g., ozone).
However, with implementation of Mitigation Measures 3-1 through 3-5. Project impacts related to
regional conslruetion cmissions would be less than significant (refer to Table IV-4 shown aller the list of
Adr Qualily miligation measumes).

Table 1¥-2
Estimated Daily Consiruction Emissions - Unmitigated

Construction Phase = FPounds Per Day Tram e 41 e b iy
3 Year O ¥OC | NOy €O SOy PMy, | PMys !
207 & oase o134, o<1 [ 21 | 12 [
booams SN N B S | B S s _ | 13 _3
. N . T 2l | . = 2 ! i
I A S 1 RN J S S T B L
Maximum Regional | '. | '
. Tota] vy 2, § 15 o« 2 13 |
Regional  Significance | ! 1|_ | 3 i
Threshold 1T eSS an S EERtss 0T T SRRSO B 250 S
(ExceedThreshold> [ _No " Yes | No . Ne | No | No_
Maximum Localieed | -
Total 1. 185 135 ! <l 15 |
! Localized  Significance | : . ' - :
Threshold e 1.048 eboe 1 Akaia® s Mt = 45
Exceed Threshold? T Noe  NA Yes Yes

| Svwrce: DKA Planning, 2006 based on CHlEEMod 201322 madel runs, LST analises baved on 2-acve stte with §
L 23-merer distances to receptury e Ceniral Lo Angeles ranrce receplor wrea. Refer to Appendix B.

£ Seveng Projrce V. Envivormental fapact Auadycis
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Constructien — Local Emissions

Iz terms of local air quality, the Project would produce emissions that do not exceed the SCAQMD’s
recormmended localized standards of significance for CO during the construetton phase.  However,
construction activitics could produce Nos, PM s and PMgs cmissions thot would exceed localized
threshalds reconmended by the SCAQMD, primarily from vebicle exhaust and fugilive dust emissions
from off-roud construcrion vehicles duning the potential concurrent grading and building consteuction
phascs {refer w0 Table 1¥-2). Howgver, with implementation of Mitigation Measares 3-1 through 3-5,
Project impacts related 1o localized constraction emissions would be less than significant (refer to Table
1V-4 shown after the list of Air Quality milizalion measutres),

Operation — Regional Emistiond

Table V-3 shows the eslimated daily emissions associated the operational phasc of the Project. As
shown, vperation af the Project would not produce VOC, NOy, CO, 30y, PM; 5, and PM,, emissions in
excess of SCADMD's thresholds. Therefore, Project impacts related to operational pollutant ¢oaissions
would be less than significant.

Tahle [¥-3
Estimated Daity Project Operational Emissions

Founds Per Day
Emissions Source YOO NO 0 S0y PM,;; PM,«

Arca Source pi =1 3 =] =1 =]

Energy Source <] | <1 <] <1 =1

Mobile Source ! 4 17 =] 3 1

Total Regional Emissions 7 5 21 =1 3 1
Regional Significance Threshold 55 55 550 15 150 55
Excecd Threshold? Mo MNg No Mo No Mo

Tolal Localized Emissions 3 <1 3 =1 <} 3

Lacalized Jenificance Threshold - 108 1,048 - 2 -
Exceed Threshold? MNiA No Np M Mo NiA

Source: DKA Planning 2045 based on CalEEMod 204 3.2.2 modef runs. LST analysic based on 2- aere
site with 23-meter disiances to receptors in Ceniral Los Angeles source receptor ared.

c) Wauld the projeci result in a cumulatively considerable nel in¢rcase of any criterla
pellutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air gualify standard (including releasing cmissions, which exceed quantitative threshold
for ozone precurspes)?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation lncorporated. The SCAQMD s CEQA Air Onality Handbook
identifies several methods to determing the cumulative significance of land use projects (Le., whether the

V. Envirgnerental impaet Analysis
FPage 1F-15

Ef Sereno Projecr
fritial Stordy




Ciry nf Lex dngreles Mareh 207

contribution of a2 project’s emissions s cumulatively considerable). Howwver, the SCAQMD no longer
recommends the use of these methodologies, Instead, the SCAQMID reconunends that any constzuction-
related emissions and operational emissions from individual development projecis that excecd the project-
specific mass daily emissions thresholds identified above alse be considered cumulatively considerable.’
The SCAQMD neither recommends quantified analyses of the emissians generated by a set of cumulative
development projects nor provides threshelds of significance o be used w assess the impacts associated
wiih these emissions.

As discussed in response 10 Cheekiist Question 3h, with mitigation. the Project would not produce VOC,
Ny 00, 80y, PM: ., and PM. emissions in excess of SCAQMD s significance thresholds, As such, the
Feajeet’s comiribution to cumulative pollutant ¢missions would not be considerable.

) Wauld the project expose sensitive receptars to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact. SCAQMD recommends an evaluation of potential localized €O impacts
when vehicle-te-capacity (VOC) ratios are increascd by two peroent or mere at inlersections with a level of
service (LO%) of C or warse, andior when the LOS for an intersection womsens frem © to D or worse,
Traffic volumes that meer these eriteria have the potential to result in CO “hotspots.” The Project includes
development of 42 single-family residential homes, which would gencrate approximawly 32 AM peak-
hovr trips, 42 PM peak-hour trips, and 400 daily trips. Project traflic would not change 1.OS at any of the
intersections acar the Project site (refer to Table IV-36 Later in this section). Thus, Project rraffic wouid
not have the potential w resalt 0 CO hospows, Additionally, as discussed in response 10 Checkdist
Question 3b. the Project would not produce VOO, NQy, CO, 504, PM. .. and PM cmissions in excess of
SCAQMD's significance (hresholds.  As such, the Project would not expose sensitive receptors 1o
substanrial pollutami concentrations, Therefore, Project impacts related to this issue would be Eess than
significant.

) Wauld the project create objectionable odors affecting » substantizl rumber of peaple?

Na Impact. The Project includes development of 42 single-tamily residential homes on the Project site
and would not generate any odors. Therefore, the Project would not create ohjectionable vdors aftecting a
substantial number of peaple,

Mitigation Measures (Air Quality)

To ensure that the Project would not result in any significant impacts related to construclion cmissions,
the fullewing mitigation measures arc regquircd (refer to Table TV -4):

Whue Poper an fRegulatory Options for Adevexsing Cumulative fmpeces from Air Pollution  Emitsions.
SCAQMIY Buard Meeting, September ¥, M03, Agende Xo. 28, dppendic D p. D-3.
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3-1:

3-7:

3-4:

35

All off-road construction equiprnent greater thap 50 hp shall meet U.S. EPA Tier 4 emission
standards, where available, to teduce NO,, PM 5, and PM;; emissions at the Project site. In
addition, all construction equipment shall be outfitted with Best Available Control Technelegy
devices certified by CARB.  Anv emissions control device used by the coniractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved by a Level 3 dicsel ermissions
contrul strategy for a similarly sized engine as defined by CARB regulations,

Require the use of 2010 and newer diesel haul trucks fe.g., material delivery trucks and soil
importexporty and if the Lead Agency determines that 2010 model year or newer diesel trucks
cannot be obtained, the Iead Apency shall require trucks that meet 1.5, EPA 2007 mode] year
N0, emigsions requirements.

A1 the time of mobilization of each applicable unit of eguipment, 2 copy of each unit’s certified
ticr specification, BACT documentation, and CARB or SCAQMD operating permit shall be
pravided,

Encourage construction contiactors o apply for SCAQMD “S00N™ funds, Incentives could be
provided for those construction centractors who apply for SCAQMD “S0O0N” funds. The
“ROHINT program provides funds to accelerate clean up of off-road diesel vehicles, such as heavy
duty  construction  cquipment.  More  infornation on  this program  can be found at
hitp:iwww . agmd-gov/heme/programs/businessbusiness-detail?tle=aif-road-
digselengines&parent=vehicle-engine-upgrades.

Construction activities shall comply with SCAQMD Rule 403, including the following measures:
o Apply water to disturbed areas of the site three times a day

o Bequire the use of 2 gravel apron or other equivaient methods to reduce mud and din
trackout onte truck exil routes

o Appoint 3 construction relations officer 10 acl as a community liaison ¢oncerning on-site
comstruction activity including resolution of issucs retated (o PM generauon.

¢ Limit soil disturbance to the amounts analyzed in the Final MWL
o All materials transported off-site shall be securely coversd.

o Apply non-loxic soil stabilizers according to manufacturers’ specifications 1o all inactive
construction zreas {previeusly graded areas inactive for len days or more].

e Traffic speeds on all unpaved roads (o be reduced o 13 mph or less,

Ef Serena Profect IV, Envirgnmental Impact Analysis
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Table [V-4
Estimated Daily Construction Emissions - Mitigated

Construction Phase i_Pﬂuna’s Per Duy_ T _ VN
Year | ¥YOC | NOx ! cO | 8Ox : PMy | PMis |
17 CO R TR S U e e g 3}
2018 . |5 43 13 o« 5 , i
2019 L2 s ' 21 I T .
T L2 1 s 21 T Y
Maximum Regional : ' [ |
( Tota) ) IR L S B C ' R R S S N
Regional  Significance | : i | i :
Threshold b ol b RN S e s e, B (s e
Exceed Threshold? ~ No No ' No = No °  No_ No

Maximum localized | | ‘
1

Total _ L 1 S R W N S S
Localized  Significance |
 Threshold SO R E SRS 1,048 IS DR ] (et R
Excced Threshald? I NA | No No NA Na No

| Source: DRA Flanwing, 2016 based on CaiEEMod 2013.2.2 maded s, LET gaatises hased ur Fovere site with
S-meter thistances to receptors in Central Loy Angefes sanrce receptor arca. Refer o Appendic B,

Comulative Impacts

As stated previously, SCAQMD recommends that any construction-related emissions and operational
emissiens from individual development projects that exceed the project-speeific mass daily emissions
thresholds identiticd above also would be considered cumulatively considerable. Individual projects that
generate cmissions not o oexcess of SCAQMD's significance thresholds would not contribuee
considerabis 10 any potential cumulative impact. As discossed in response to Checklist Question 3b, with
mittigation. the Project would net generate omissions in excess of SCAQMD s significance thresholds. As
such, the Project would net contribuie considerably 10 any potential cumulative impact. Therefore.
cumulative impacts related 1w air quality would be less that significant.

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

al Would the praject have a substantial adverse effecd, either directly or through habitat
mudifications, ¢n any species identified a5 a cardidace, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regienal plans, policies, or regulation, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.5.
Fish and Wildlife Service?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation 1nestcporated. A Biclogical Resources Report was prepared for
the Project by SWCA Eovironmental Consubiants (SWCA} 1o determine the presence or absence of
sensitive natural resources (including special status species) at the Project site (refer to 4ppendis ),

£t Seveno Praject F¥. Ewvironmenal Snpeact dneafysts
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Methods

SWCA conducted a review of the Project site, reviewing aerial photographs and records of plant and
wildlife occurrences in the US. Geolopical Survey Los Angeles 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle
where the Project site is focated. Plant and wildlife ocourrences were quericd for the quadrangle from the
California Matural Diversity Database (CNDDOB) and the California Native Plant 3ociety’s Rare Planl
Inventory.*® Both darabases track special-status and semsitive species, including species that are listed
under the Srate and Federal Endangered Species Acts; considered rare, scnsitive, or of special concern to
Califomia Department of Fish and Wildlife (CIFW), the LS. Fish and Wildlife Service, Bureaw of Land
Management {BLM), 1.5, Forest Service (L/5FS); or arc on ather watch lists.

Before conducting 2 field survey SWCA biclogists reviewed aerial photographs of the Project site and
arborist’s reports for the Project.'®’' Rased on the acrial photographs showing both visible and infrared
spectra, a prelimingry map of plant cormmunities and land cover was created in a Geagraphic Tnfarmation
Systernn (GIS) using FSR1 AreMap version 10.3.4. The preliminary map was loaded onto a Trimble™
geographic positioning systern {GPS) unit with sub-meter accuracy and modified in the licld. The field
survey of the Project site was conducted on July 22, 2016 by SWCA hiclogist Alex Beakes. During the
survey, Mr. Beakes mapped the plant comumuniries angd kand cover presenlt using a minimurm mapping unit
gize of .25 acre, identified plants at the site, recorded any evidence of wildlifc use such as dens or Irails,
and took representative pholographs.

Resulis

The Preject site is characterized by hilly topography, which has a high point in the approximate center of
the site. Elevation al Lhe site ranges from approximately 450 to 525 feet above mwean sea level. The
western and worthem edges of the site are bounded by sidewalk and a strip of vegetation between the
sidewalk and mvo- and four-lane sireets, An slementary school wilth bmldings and sports fields is located
across the sirect to the west and nerth of the site. Urban residential development abuts the Prajeet sile’s

Y Culifornia Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDOE). 2016, Data refrieved wsing Ravefind 3 fweb application].
California Department af Fish and Fame, Sacramenio. Availohle ak
ferep oo, dif oo gonv'biogeodataionddbimapsanddara asp. Accessed Ocraber 2016,

® CNPS Rare Plaat Progeam. 2008, Inventary of Rare and Endangered Plants fondine edition, v8-02). Cafiforaia
MNative Plam Socieny, Saeramenin, CA. Wehsite g dawas rareplants.onps.arg. Aceessed Oelober 20167

® o Avborgate Consulting. fac. 2015, Trew Preserution Report. Prepared for Patrick Dorahue. Clearwaler

Commriciet. Preparved by Avborgate Consulting, fne., Greg Applepate. March 2015,

I drborgate Comsmbting, fnc. 205, Addendum in Tree Prescrvation Repor!. Prepured for Putrick Dunahue,

Cleamvader Camminiticr, Prepared by Arborgaze Conselting, Ine, Greg Applegare. Oerober 2015

&l Serena Praject IV, Envirpnmental Impact Analysis
Tnitinl Study FPage [¥-1%



Cit: of Los Angefos Marck 20117

castern and southern edges. Current imagery shows areas ar the hilllop and southern portion of the
propetty that have previcusly been developed, although there are no buildings currently on the Project
site. Higtorical imagery shows one building at the tep of the hill, 2 second building a1 the southemn foor of
the Inll. and aceess roads or driveways. Trees are visible in \he images around the site perimeer, and
concentrated in the north, An unauthorized encampmeni consisting of 2 singie tent was located at the top

of the Wl],
Servitive Species

A il of 27 plant species were recorded dueing (he ficld survey. which were a mix of navive specics,
plznts often used in {andscaping. and weedy non-native species, Only lour nalive species were recorded
{refer to Table TV-3) Numerous Seuthemn California slack walnut {Jugians califirical 1rees were
recorded, around the site perimeter and concentrated on the nerth-facing slape in the northern portion of
the site, This species 15 assigned 2 Culifornia Rare Plant Rank {CRPR) of 4.2 by the Califernia Native
Plant Society, meaning that it has a limited distribution ot oceurs infrequently through a broader area in
California. Plants with a ranking of | or 2 meet the definition of rare, thoeatened, or endangered, ang
require evaluation utder CEQA.

Ef Sarena Pradeet IV Exvivonmental Impect Analvsis
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Table IV-5
Flants Recorded at the Project Site
Family Scientific Name Compen Name _Life Form Status
Aioaccae Carpobrorus sp. ice plant shrub invasive
Anacardiaccae | Maloswa laurina laure] sumac shrub nalive
Sehinus terebinthifolivs | Brazilian pepper troe free invagive
. . . remial . ;
Apocypaceas Fimca mgjor periwinkle E:r;] IvasIve
. L . perennial . .
Atecaceas Fhaenix canarienyis Canary island dalc palm Eerb IMVASTYE
Washinglonia robusta Washington fan palm tree invasive
Asteraceac Ceniaurea melifensis Tocalote anrual herb | invasive
Helminthotheca . . .
L bristly ox-tonguc annual herk invasive
gchinides )
. . , .= . Ti{m=
Bignmuaceae Jucavanda primosifolia Jacaranda I tree native
. . N non=
Chenopodiaceae | Chennpodivm murale nettle leaf goosefoot annoual herb native
Salsola tragus Russian thisilc anrmal herb invasive
Euphoibiaceae | Riviaus communis castor bran ree invasive
Fabaceae Acacta mefaroxvion blackwood acacia ree IRVas] v
. . Southern  Califormia  black .
Juglandaceae Junglans califorsica free native
walnut
) - fon-
Malvacene Malva parviflora cheeseweed annual herb ative
Myrtaceac Eucalyptus giodulus blue pum eucalyphus frec invasive
Dleseeac Fraxinus uhdei Shamel ash | frew invasive
e enrapaea olive tree tree invasive
- . nan=-
Plumbaginaceac | Plumbuge auricilala cape leadwort shrub reTie
Poaceae Awverna sp. wild vat grass Invasive
| _ | Bromus diandrs tipgul brome grass invasive
Pennisetum sefaceun fuuntaingrass rass invasive
Pelysonaceae Eriosonum fascicelatur | Califomia buckwheat shrub native
Rosaceae Heterowmeles arbutifolia | Toyon tree native
Simarpubaccac | Ailanthus altissima Tree of heaven trce invasive
Sclanaccar Micoriena glaica tree tobrcco iree _| invasive
- . - T
Ulmaceae Limrns parifelia Chinese elm shrul nalive

Source: SHUA, 2008 Rofer to Appendix £
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The darabase review retumed 13 specics of plants and 9 specics of wildlife with recorded oecurrences in
the records svarch srea (approximalely 60 square miles; refer to Table 1V-6). Of these. only one was
considered 1o have the potentiai (v occur at the site: hoary bat {Lasfurns einerens), Hoary bat is included
an the CDFW list of scnsitive animals because it is listed as 2 Medium priority species by the Western
Bar Working Group (WBWG). The Medium designation indicates “o Jevel of concern that shontd
warvant eloser evabuetion, more vesearch. and couservadon actions of buth the species and possible
threats, A fack of meaningfd information is a major obstgele i adequutely astessing these species starus
and shorld he considercd a trrear™ The hoary but is solilary and roosts priarily in foliage of boath
coniterous and deviduous trecs. near e ends of branches. 10 10 40 feet above the ground. Many kinds of
trees are used. and roost sites are usually hidden from above by canopy but open below. Roosts are
usnally at the cdge of a cleating. Hoary bats frequently chanpe roost sites and have low roost fidelity.
Hoary bat is a migraory species, which in Southern California winters near the coast and breeds funther
inland. It has the potential 10 eccur i the Praject siie during the winter season {August 1 10 February 283,
Treey an the Froject site may provide roosting habitat for this species.

Discussion

Two specics with local protections or considered sensitive were identified as oceurring or having the
pelential to oceur af the Project site: Southern California black waloat and hoary bat,

Soutlherss California Black Wathur

Souhem California black walnut trees are addresscd i the Los Angeles Municipal Code (CRPR) and are
ranked as a CRIPR 4.2, The Seuthern California black walnut tree 15 designated as a protected tree in
Section 96,303.5 of the LAMC. The CRPR rank of 4.2 means that the species has limited disnibutron: no
specific protections are afferded by this ranking. As discussed in response o Cheeklist Question 1(b), 162
Southern Califomia black walnuts are located on the Project site, and up to 39 of these trees would be
removed as pant of the Project. However. as outlined previously in Miugation Measure 122, the Project
Applcant would be requited 1w replace the protected trees on the Project site at a 41 ratia,
[mplementation of Mitigativn Measure 1-2 and 14 would cnsure that Project impacts related to pratecied
trees wouilfd be less than significant.

The Western Bar Working Growg (TWAHGr is compi ived of ggencics. orgarisaiions wd individualy interes ted in
bat vesearch, management aud colsoration froar fhe 1 western states il provinces. The goafs are §13 b
fugifitaee commrunication gmang faterested portios and vedwee risks of speciet decline or extincrion; () o
provide o mecheism by which curvent information on bat ccolosy, divirehutian and rescarch tecfeigues can by
readily accessed, and (3 to develop o forum fo discuss conservaion strategies, provide technical aysisiance
ard encourgge edncation proramy. Species are ranbed av High, Medivm, or Low Friurity Iy egch of 10
regions i western Newtlh Amecice. The CNINOE tracks bat species that wre ot feast Low- Madivm Priority in
Cafifornia AMove Infrmation v avaifmhle ar Anp2Acoew whuwp ors.

£t Seremo Projece IV, Envirenmenal fmpect dnalesis
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Tahle [¥-6

Sensitive Specics With Recorded Occurrences in the
Los Angeles U.5. Geological Survey 7.5-Minuce Topopraphic Quadrangle

Name Special (;en_eral Ha_hit:at Potential to Oeenr at
i Status Microhahitat the Project
Plants
|Catalina mariposa lily CRPE |Chaparral, cismontane woodland.  MNepe. No suifable

Navarretia prostila

Cerfochoring cafalings 4.2 |coastal scrub, valley and foothill — habitat is present.
prassland.
Davidson's saltscale CRER  [Coastal bloff scrub, coestal scrub.  Neoe. Mo suitable
L{Eriplex seredana var, 18,2 |Alkaline goil. habitat iz present.
dadsonif Likely extirpated from
iL.4&. County.
Gireata's aster CRPE  |Broadleaved apland forest, ‘None. No suitable
Spenphvarrichum greatae 18.3  [|chaparral, cismontsne woodland,  (habirar is present.
lower montane coniferous
woodland, riparian woodland.
. Mesic canyons,
Flubby s phacelia CRPR [Chaparral. coasial serub, valley Mone. Mo suitable
Phacelia inbbyi 4.2 |and foothill grassland. habitat is present.
Gravelly and rocky areas; taius
slopes.
Las Angeles sunllower CRPR ([Freshwater marsh, marsh and Mane, No suitable
Helianthis nufeallii ssp. 1A [swamp, salt marsh, wetlands, habitar iz prasent.
afshii
wesa horkelin CRPE (Chapairal. cismontane woodland, |Noeoe. No suitable
|Horkelia cuneata var. 1B.1 |coastal scruh, habitat 15 present,
ithertdy Sandy or gravelly sites.
wlonkey-flower savory CRPE (Chaparral, Nonh Coast conifercus |Nooe. No suitable
Clinopodium mimuloides 42  |fores. hatyirat is present.
Stream banks, mesic sies, o
Parish's gooseberry CRPR |Ripatian woodlands, ‘Mooe. No suitable
Ribes divaricatum var. 1A |Willow swales in riparian habitats. (habitat is prescnt.
arigh i :
Plummer’s mariposa-lily | CRPR [Chaparral, cismontane woedland, :Nape. No suitable
Calochorius plummerae 42 |ooastal scrub, lower montane ‘habitat 15 present.
coniferous forest, valley and
fuothill grassland, :
{dccurs on rocky and sandy sites, |
wsually of granitic or alluvial
material. Can be very common
) after fire.
Prostrate vernal pool CRPR [Coastal scrub, meadow and seep,  (Neng, No suitable
navarretia 18,1  [valley and Foothill grassland, habitat 1z present,

vemal pools, wetlands. Alkaline

soils in grassland, or in vemal

El Sereno Frofect
freitial Seredy
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Table IV-6

Sensitive Species With Reeorded Occurrences in the
Las Angeles LS. Geological Survey ¥.5-Minute Topagraphic Quadrangle

i Naime Special General Habitat Potential to Ocour at

i Status Microhabitat the Project
pools. Mesic, alkaling sires,

Robinson's pepper-grass CRPR Chaparral. coastal serub. Dry soils, None. No suitable

L epiditm virginicun var. 43  jshrubland. ‘habitat is present.

rorbinsonit ) By

Round-lecaved filaree CRPR Cismontang woodland, valley and |Nene. No suitable

Calitaraia macrophylla 1B.2  |foothill prassland. Clay soils. ihabitar is present.

NVernal barley ¢ CRPR ICrastal dunes, coastal serub, i?\'une. N suilable

i fardeim intercedens 132 Csalley and foothill grassland, ;habital 1% present.

! vernal pools. Saline ats and : :

i _ i idepressiuns. -

iReptiles and Amphibjans .

iC"oast horned lizard . SSC  ‘Coastal sage serub and chaparral in!None. No suitable

fPIuj.‘:m.s'm:m Mainvilfii | arid and semiarid climates. Prefers thabitat is present,

: | friable, rocky, or shallow sandy

S | soils. 1

1Birds TR

iHank swallow E ol ‘Riparian scrub. riparian woosdland. [Nene No suitable

‘Riparia riparia iNESES 1 steep sand, din, or gravel |habitat is preseni,
ianks, along the edge of inland
waler. along coast, in gravel pits,

i or road crbankments. L
Burrowing awl g Open, dry amnwal or pereneaial None. No suitable :

Atrene cunicutaria

!

‘grasslands. deserts and serublands Thabitat is present.
lcharacterized by low-prowing
vegetatiom. Scbterrancan noster,
Jependent upsn bumewing
‘mammaly, most notably the
ICalifornia ground squirtel. I

;ﬂ veatcher
!Enipf:f:mux Precd BT exeiamiig

|

£ Seren Profect
Trittal Sopedy-

Least Bell's viteo FE : 3E jRiparian forest. riparian scrub, ‘None. No suilablc
Fireo bolifi pusilfis riparian woodland, Nests placed  pesting or foraging
. alang margins of bushes or on -habital present.
I twigs projociing into pathways,
lusuzlly willow, mulefat, mesguite
I
| i
iSouthwestern willow | FE: 5E |Riparan woodland. Breeds in |None. No suitable

relatively dense dparian tree and  inesting or foraging
shrub communities associated with jhabitat present
rivers, swamps. and other wetlands

including lakes and reservodrsa:

lhabitat patches st be at least i
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Table I¥-&

Sensitive Species With Recorded Occurrences in the
Los Angeles .5, Geological Survey 2.5-Minute Topographiz vadrangle

Name Special GGeneral Habitat Foteatial to Gecur at
Status _ Micrahabitat the Project
0,25 acres in size and at lcast 3
| el wide, .
Mammals L
American badger ggr  |Found in arid, open Labitats, MNone. Mo snifable
Tariden faxus panicularly grasslands, savannahs, habitar is prescal
riouniain meadows, and desert
scrub openings. Needs triable soils
for digging and open, uncullivated
pround; ocours at low to moderate |
slopes; bas been associated with
JToshua tree wondland and pinyon-
‘juniper habitats.
Big (rec-lailed bat ggc  Rocky terrain; bare Lew. If cavities are
Myerinomaops macrolin rack/talus/scree, chiff, desert, present in {roes oni-site,
woodland - bardwood. Roosts in [there 15 a very low
tock crevices {vertical or paterlial for this
horizonial} in clifis; alsp in gpecies 10 be present.
buildings, caves, and occasionally
tree holes,
Haary bat None |Forages over a wide range of Moderate. Trees on
Lasturus cinereus habitats, but prefers open habitats  (site may provide some
with aceess to trees for roosting,  [ranst sites. The Aoroyo
and water. Ranges throughout Seco wash,
mest of Califorma, Primarily approximately 2 miles
roosts in brecs and Moliage. Lo the northwest, 15 the
eloscst substantial
semi-natural water
B i source.
Western mastiff bat g |Foend in the southwestern United |[None. No suitahle
Lumogs geridis States, generally away from human [roosting habilar is
Codifornicus developiment; this specics can present,
utilize a variety of habitat types
including chapamal, cak woeodland,
pine forests, agricultural areas and
desert washes. Roosts primarily in
vertical rock crevices on oliffs,
comunon in open habilals when
foraging.

Kep: M6 ¢ Federal candidate for BS54 fiviag, F¥E Fﬁer‘a!{v endangered, None
ather reasons {sve the Speciat Animals List at Riipoifaeww dfp. ca geviwitdfife nongamedist himf), 55 —
State endongered, S5C . Specier of Special Concern, 5T — Stuie threatened,

.ﬁ'p-err'-}s' incinded far

£RPE — Culifornia Rave Plant Runk. CRPR Runkings:
P4 Presumed extinet in Califirmic

V. Emvivanmeniol fmpact Analysis
FPage f¥-23
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Table V-4
Sensitive Species With Recorded Occurrences in the
Los An geles U5, Geological Survey 7.5-Minuge Topographic Quad rangl{r
Special Gencral Habitat | Potential to Occur at ﬂ
. e Status Microbabitat | the Project i
fR,_ Rave, threwtened, or endangered in Califurnia and cisewhere.
2 Rare tareatened, or endangered in California, bul pore comman efvewhere,
|3._. Needs review finformation lacking).
A Limited divtritesion (Wareh Listy.
_ A Serfauste threatened in Cufiforai,
2 Foiely threatened fn Californiu.
_ I Nor very thveatered In Colifarnia,

Nzme

WSorerce SWCA 2088, Refer v Appendiv C

Heary Bar

Doary bal is ranked as 2 Medium priority species by the WBWG and tracked by the CNDDB because
there is limited information available on this specics. The bar's ranking provides no specific protections,
Thig species has the potential to occur ar the Projecr site between August 17 and February 28%; berween
Murch 1™ and July 317, the bat maves infand and oorthward away from the Project site area to il
breeding grounds. The removal of individual trees at the Project site would net substantially chanpe
available habitat for this species, bevause of the wide range of trees availuble for roosting that wauld
reiain at the Froject site and in the surrounding arca. Sigaificant impacts to individual hoary bats could
oceur if individual bats are roostng on the trees when the trees arc cut. Removing large trees with
putéatial roosting fiabiat when hoary bats are absent (March 1™ thraugh Suly 31"y would avoid this
impact. I Targe Wrees are removed between Augusi 1™ and February 28", a noctumal sutvey for roosting
bats should be conducted by a gualified bat biologist. 1f cvidence of hals is present, then removal of
occupicd roost trees shall not occur unti] the biolugtst detenmines that the roost is no longet in use through
repeated nocrurnal surveys. Requirements w avoid roosting bats are included as Mitigauon Measure 4- 1,
implementation of which would cnsure that the Project would nut result in any sighificant impacts relared
ic the hoary bar.

Nosting Birds

The Project site does contain 174 trecs. 98 of which would be removed as part of the Projeet. {iepending
on the time of vear thal the Projeet site is developed, nesting birds (which are protected by Jaw ) could he
using the frees on the Project site. As such, the Project Applicanr would be reguired to implement
Mingation Measure 4-2 to ensure that no significant impacts related to nesting birds would oceur.
Theretore, impacts related 1o nesting birds would be less than significant.

Fi Bavenn Project £ Envirammenial fpact Amafvsis
droiticad Streely Page V-2
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] 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 ar 1.5, Fish and Wildlife Service?

L.ess Than Significant lmpact. As discussed previously in response to Checklist Question diz), a
Biological Resources Report was prepared for the Projeci by SWCA 1o determine the presence or absence
of sensitive natural resources (including sensitive nalural communities) at the Project site.

Sensitive Natural Communities

Several classification systems have been used to describe natural communities in California; the current
most widely accepted system, and the one recommended by CDFW is 4 Manwal of California Vegetation
(MCV), the most current version of which is maintained ontine."” The MCV provides descriptions of
more than 400 distinct vegetation alliances, which are plant communities domnated by native plant
species. Membetship rules for over 90 different woodland alliances are detailed, as well as numerous
shrubland alliances and herbacecus alliances.

Since the ioception of the Statc’s Matural Hentape program in 1979, CDFW has maintained a list of
special status (i.e. sensitive) natural communitics in the state.' Sensitive natural commnunitics are those
with a ranking of 1, 2, or 3, which is sssigned bascd on varity inside state borders, where 1 s the mresl
The CDFW mainteins a crosswalk to translate diffcrent vegetalion community mapping methods 1o the
cormesponding MOV alliance. The CDFW describes special slamis natural communities as follows:

Special status natiral caommunities are communities that ere of Hmired distribution statewide or
within o county or region and are ofien vrdnerable to environmental effects of prajects. These
CotELRIIes may o may nef colain spocial siatus Species ar their hobitat, The must current
version of the Department's List of California Tervesivial Natural Comunamifies indicates which
melucal  commuitities are af special sfotus gpiven the current state of the Californio

1 | alh
clagsification ™"

BOCNPS 206 A Mamual of California Vegelation, Omfine Editfon. htip:#sww cnpr orgéonpsivegetation.
Aveessed oo fufy 28 2006, Califirnia Narive Plant Socfety, Sucramento, CA

OoChRW. 2e Notwal  Commmmities. igeecfanew wildiife. ca gawlata/Veg CAMPNetral-Communitivs.
Accessed e Safe 28, 2418,

o rnEw. 2009 Guidelines for Assessing the Effects of Proposed Projecis an Rave, Thecatened avd Endangered
Plaats  and  Nuoiweof  Commumitics.  California Department of Fish  ond Wildiife. Available  from:
Rty Snrm_diy. e gov FileHarndler ashy ! Document i — A7 4944 indine.

El Sereno Profect F¥. Envirganental Impact Analyric
Tritiad Sredy Page [V-27
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The MCV also includes a few rypes of communities called semi-narural stands that are dominared by non-
hative speeics, these are included mothe MOV because they have polential value as habirat {or native
species of plants and wildlife. Mest vegelation communities dominaied by won-nalive specics are pot
included in the MOV because their polential habitat values are limited.

Water Bodies under State or Frederal Jurisdiction
There are no water bodies al the Project site. As such. no further discussion of this issuc is required.
Vegeration Communitiex und Land Cover

Vegelation at the Project site is generally characterized as conststing of a mix of native plant specics,
landscape plants, and weedy non-native plants, some of which are invasive species (reler o Table 1V-3),
No buildings were present. Substantial amounts of 1rash were observed (and mapped) thraughout the
Project site, especially an the graded pad at the southern end of the sie.

There were no arcas dominated by nalive spocics where Southern California black waltut constituted
morc than 30 pereent relative cover in the canopy. Theretore, no areas met the definition of Jugfans
califrnics Woodland Alliance as deseribed in the MCV. which is considerad a sensitive natura!
community by CDEW, No areas of the Project site were dominated by native species. Thus, the Project
site was mapped as vanous ofher land eover types, including Bare Soil/Paved, Mixed Woodland, Non-
native Crassland, and Debes (reler to Fipure [V-1),

The Bare Svil/Paved area consisted of graded arcas where building foundations and driveways were buill
in the past, including unpaved areas, degraded asphalt, and degraded conereted, The Mixed Woodland
consisted of arcas of trees of varivus species, including Southern California black walnut and several non-
native species (refer fo Table 1V-5). The Nen-native Grassland was comprised of 4 mix of non-nalive
weedy and Invasive grasses that commaonly grow in unmaintained areas, with scatered small shrubs and
uther hetbaceous planis. The Debris was comprised of shingles. hoards. chairs. tires, and other refuse.

The vegetation mapped on the Project site does not meet the criteria for a sensitive natwral community,
ner are the native trees within mixed woodlinds considered special s1ztus species under slate or fideral
regulations. Therefore, Project impacts related to sensitive natural communities would be less than
signiticant,

£l Seremo Pryfect V. Ervirewmental fmpact Avalvsis
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c] Would the project have a subsiantial adverse effect on federally protected werlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but nat limited to, marsh, vernal poal,
enastal, ete.} through direct removal, filling. hydrological interrupticn, or other means?

Na Impact. The Project site is an intill site that is not currently developed with any structures and does
not comtain any wetlands or other areas subject to the jurisdiction of the 1S, Army Corps of Engincers,
CDFW. or Siate Water Rescurces Comtrol Roard under the Clean Water Act [refer 1o respensc ta
Checklist Question 4[¢]). Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would cocur.

d) Wauld the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratoery fish or wildlifc species or with established native residest or migratory wildlife corridurs.
or impede the nse of native wildlife nursery sites?

Ne Impact. The term “wildlife movement cortider” implies a continuous, unidirectional movement of
individual animals, A lthough wildlife movement corridors may sometimes be used in this way, the mest
important functions of a wildlife movement corridor are the long-term dispursal of genctic marerial
between pupulation conters and the mainlenance of batanced, viable populations in these arcas, The 1erm
“habitat linkage"—described as “an undisturbed habitat parcel that connects two or mote reserve parcels
{(generally public Jand holdings) with habitat suilable for movement of mobile terrestrial organisms
between the reserve parcels”™ —bener characternzes this concepr. Habitar linkages are best conceived as
large “plains™ of habiwat rather than as narrow travel routes, which offer the greatest possible potential of
facilinating short- and long-term wildlife movement behween parcels, The habuiat linkages serve to both
permit movemeny between isolsted papulations and maintain an integrated, futctioning landscape-wide

ecosystem. '™

In general 2 habital finkage, relerred ro here as a wildlife cormidor. i3 @ strip of land that connects two or
maore, larger land arcas and is free of barriers that would seriously curtail or prevent wildlife passage.
These corridors can serve as useful habitat in their own night, or can serve as travel lanes for seasonal
movements of wildlife. Their value depends upon width, habinat type and sirucrure, nawre of semounding
habitat. human use patterns, and other faciors. Typically, a wildiife corridor provides refuge and case af
movement, and ¢ften follows ndgelines or draingges, Wildlife movement corridors are important for the
free movement of animals berveen population centers. for access to foud and water sources duting
droughl, as cscape roules from brush fires, and, in the longer term, for dispersal of genetic raits between
population centers.

Human encraachment fragments aawral habitats inte stmaller and more isolated units. In the process, it
destroys habitat of many speeies, modifies habitat ol others, and creates new habitat for yet others. Many

i Livhersiein. Td. I989. Reserve {esign in the Samia Momica Mownsairs, Master s thesis. Califarama Sune

[.-"n."wr-s."r), Nurthriclge
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studies have indicated that, in geperzl, habitat gize is the most important factor in determiniog land
vertebrate species diversity.”” The degree of habitat isolation and percentage of vegetative cover are other
major factors in species variety and abundance. Wildlife corriders can prevent local extinctions by
connecting relatively small open space prescrves, thereby allowing gene flow and providing for a wide
diversisy of penetic traits throughout the inlercotnected populations.

Mumsery sites are generally considered 1o inclnde specific locations nsed by groups of wildlife to bear and
care for young. Salmon spawning streams, maternity colonics of bals, and nesling areas for colenially
nesting birds ave among the types of sites typically evalualed.

No animal dens, trails, or other signs of regular use were observed at the Preject site. Many species of
wildlife typical of urban and suburban areas, such as coyote (Canis fawrans), Virginia opossum (Didelphis
virginiana), and striped skunk (Mephitis mephivisy, are primarily nocturnal and adept at avoiding humans,
they may have been present but undetceled. Compared to the surrounding residential arcas, the Project
site may provide a refuge for commen urban and suburban wildlifc.

The Project silc lacks the features of a wildlife movement comidor or native wildlife pursery site, as
defined above, The surroundings are highly developed and wrbanieed, with isolated natural areas that do
ool form 2 connected cornidor between large arcas of habital. The Project site has ¢vidence of regular
human presence, which would also generally derer wildlifc from using it. Approximately one-balf mile to
the southeast of the site a maior mil corridor running southwest to northeast acts as a barrier Lo wildlife
movement. Approximately one mite from the Project site, Interstates 10 and 710 form a major barrier to
southward and eastward movement. Ascot Park, located approximately 0.2 miles west of the Project site,
is the nearest large area of semi-natural habitat, Although it is relatively close to the Project site, wildlife
tnoving through would then be blocked by the rail and intersiate cormidors.

The Project site is located in a fairly urbavized area of the City and is surrounded by exisling residential
development and roadway and wiility infrastructure. The Project sile is an infill site that is not cumently
devcloped with any structures and contains some vegetation, bul given the developed nature of the Project
area, the area is not vsed as a significant wildlife corridor. Additionally, there are no watcrways in the
Project area that are used by migratory fish, and there are no wildlife numsery sites in the area. Therefore,
the Project would not interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife specics or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites, and no impacts related (o this issue would ocour.

i Adams, £ W, omd LE Dave 050 Wiifie Reserves und Corridors in the Lirbun Ervirenmcnt- 4 Guide to
Ecolugical Lendscape Plonming emd Resouree Capservatior. National fnstiture for Uirhan  Wildlife,
Crodumbia, Afid,

Fi Sereng Project V. Environmental Impact Arafesis
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) Would the project conflict with any lscal policies or erdinances protecting bivlogical
FEROUTCES, Such as a frer preservation policy ar ordinance?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. As discussed previously. a Tree Proservation
Report was prepared for the Project that identified 102 protecied rees measuring 4-inch trunk diameter or
latger and 72 non-protected ineasuring ¥-inch trunk diameter or larger (refer 1o Appendix A). Of the 102
profecled trees, 63 @ 65 would be retained in place, and 37 w0 39 would be removed. OFf the 72 non-
proteceed irees, 13 would be retained in place, and 59 would be removed. However. as required by the
City and as oulbined in Mitigation Measures 4-3 and 4-4, the removed non-profecicd irees would be
replaced on the Project site a1 2 111 ratio, and the removed prowcted wees would be replaced o the
Project site ar a 4:1 racio. respectively. Therefore, with implcmentation of these mitigalion measures,
Project impacts telated o wrees would be less than significant.

1} Weould the projeet conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or uther approved local, regionsl, or state habitat
conseryation plan?

No Impact. The Projcet site is not subject 1o a Habitat Conservativn Plan, 2 Natura]l Commuonity
Conscrvation Plan, or other such plan. Therefore, the Project would not conflice with the provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation Plue. Nuwral Community Conservation Plan, or other approved locul,
regionat, of siate habilal conservation plan.

Mitigation Measures (Biological Resources)

To ensure that the Project would not result in anv significant impacts related 10 hesting species. the
following mitigation measure s required:

4-10 Toavoid potential significant impacis ta reosting bats, onie of the following shall be mplemented
by the Project Applicant.

*  Treeremoval shall oceur between March 1 and Juby 317

OF...

* Titree removal would occur between August 17 and February 2829 the Project Applicam
shall retam a qualified bat biologist to conduct @ rvosting bat survey, If vvidence of bats is
present. then reimoval of pocupied reost trees shall not ecour until the bidlogist determines
that the reost is no longer in vse through repeated nocmirnal sueveys, The resulss of the
survey(s} shall be provided 10 the Deparuncot of Public Works prior w0 removal of any
pratected trees,

£1 Sereno Project ¥, Envirenmental fnpoct dnafvsic
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4-2-  To avoid potential significant impacts to nesting birds, including migratory birds and rapters, one
of the following shall be implemnented by the Project Applicant:

»  Conduct vegetation removal assoiated with construction from September 17 through
January 31%, when birds are not nesting.  Tniliate grading activities prior to the
breeding season (which is gencrally Februasy 17 thraugh August 31%) and keep
disturbance activities constant troughout the breeding season ko prevent hirds from
establishing nests in surrounding habitet {in order to aveoid possible nest
abandonment): il there is a lapse in activities of mote than five days, pre-construction
surveys shall be necessary as described in the bullct below.

OR...

= Conduct pre-construction surveys for nesting birds if vegetation removal or grading
is initiated during the nesting season, A qualilicd wildlife biologist shall cenduct
weekly pre-copstniclion bird surveys no more than 30 days prior to initiation of
rrading to provide confirmation on the prescnee or absence of active nosts in the
vicinity (at least 300 1o 500 feer around the individual construction sie, as access
allows). The last survey should be conducted no more than three days prior to the
initiation of clearance/construction work. 1f active nests are encountercd, clearing
and construction in the wicinity of the nests shall be deferred until the young birds
have flcdged and there is no evidence of a second atternpt at nesting, A minimum
buffer of 300 feet {500 fect for raptor nests) or as determined by a qualified biclogist
shall be maintained during construction depending on the species and location. The
perimeter of the nest-setback zone shall be femced or adequately demarcated with
staked flagging at 20-foot intervals, and construction personnel and activitics
restricted from the arca.  Censtruclion persenncl should be instructed on the
sensitivity of the arca. A survey repeil by the qualificd bivlogist documenting and
verifying compliance with the mitigation and wilth applicable staic and [lederal
regulations protceting birds shall be sybmitted Lo the City and County. depending on
within which jurisdiction the construction activity is ocewting. The qualified
biclagist shall serve as a construction meniter duripg those perdods when
constroction activities would occur near active nost areas to ensure that oo
inadverient impacts on these nests would oecur,

4-3: Nop-Pratected Trees

+  Prior 1o issuance of any permit related o development of the Project, a plet plan shall
be prepared for the Project. indicating the location, size, type, and gencral condition
of all existing irees on the Project site and within the adjacent public right(s}-of-way.

Ei Serena Project I Environmental impact dnalysis
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All significant (8-inch or greater trunk diameeer. or cumlative 1unk diameter i
multi-truiked, as measured 34 inches above the ground) non-protected twees on the
Project site proposed for removal shall be replaced at a 11§ ratio with a minimum 24-
inch bax tree, Net pew trees localed within the parkway of the adjacent public-
right(s)-of-way may be counted toward replacement tree requirements.

Removal or planting of any 1ree in the public right-of-way shall require approval of
the Board of Public Works, All trees in the public right-ofway shall be provided in
the cument standards of the Urban Forestry Division of the DNepartment of Pubiic
Works. Bureaw of Sircet Services.

44 Protecred Trees

All proqecied tree removals shall require approval from the Board of Public Works.

A Tree Report shall be submitted o the Urban Forestry Division of the Rureau of
Street Scrvices, Department of Public Works. for teview and approval prior to
implementation of the Report’s recommended measures.

Acvording to the Ciy's Proteeted Tree Ordinance, o minimazin of four protecicd teces
(o mirimury of 15 gallon o siee} shall be planted for cach protected tree that is
remaved., The size of cach replacement tree shull measure ot Jeast one ineh or more
it digmeter a1 a point one foo above the base, and not less than seven feet in haght,
mecasured from the base.

In consultation with the Division of Urhan Foresiry, wwenty-five percent ol the
protected trees remaoved shall be replaced with [5-pallon Mtgluns californica.

The Incatior of the frees planted for the pumposes of replacing a removed protecied
rree shall be clearly indicated on the requircd landscape plan, which shall aiso
indicute the replacement free specics and further comain the phrase “Replaceroent
Tree™ inits description.

45 Previensly Removed Trees

Ef Sevenn Project
Tnitig! Sty

The 8 qualifying previeusly removed protected trees shall be replaced at a ratio of
one Siglans cafifarnica and three Quercas for each of the § wrees, at a2 minimum of 15
gallon in size, The specific sire and specics of the trees to planted as replacement for
the pratecied rees being removed shall determined by the Urban Forestry Division,

fI Evivonmenial fmpacek Anmdysis
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4-f Al Trees

*  Protection Barrier: A protection barmier shall be installed around the consiruction area
a5 shown on the map included in the Tree Preservation Repord (refer to Appendix A},
The barrier shall be 6-foot-high chain-link fencing, Twelve-inch-high silt fence shali
be attached to the hase of the fence with the botlom adge bwied 1-2 inches. The
barrier may be placed on the line shown ok the map or closer to constructian, bul not
further. The fencing shall be maintained in good repair throughout the duraiion of the
Prajcet, and shall not be removed, relocated, or encreached upon without permission
of the atbonist imvolved.

*  Storage of Materials: There shall be NO storage of materials or supplies of any kind
inside the area of the protection fencing. Concrete and cement materials, biock, sand
and soil shall not be placed within the drip-line of aty tree to remain.

= TFuel Storage: Fuel storage shall MOT be permitted within 150 foct of any tree 1o be
preserved. Reflueling, servicing and maintenance of equipment and machinery shall
NOT be permitted within 150 feet of protected trees.

»  Debriz and Waste Maerials: Debris and waste from consioection or olher activities
shall NOT be permitted outside the construction arga, Wasgh down of concrele or
cetnent handling equipment, in particular, shall NOT be permitted within 150 feet of
protected trees.

°  Planting near Trecs Desigoaled for Protection: Any digging within designated
protectien zones shall done using supersonic air directly as the digging medium, by
means of a2 pozzle, whose nominal rated inpur  pressure  {available from
manuiacturer’s literamre) must not excead 130 peig (pounds per square inch at gage)
unless otherwise approved. Nozzles designed for input above 130 psip can damage
fine roots, Air compressors rated between 100 1o 125 psig recommended.

» (rade Changes: Any grade changes within the protection radius listed should be
approved by a Registered Consulting Arborist before construction begins, and
precaulions taken to mitigate potential injurtes. Grade changes can be particularly
damaging to trees. Even as little as two inches of fill can cause the death ol a tree,
Lowering the grade can destroy major portions of a rool system,

*  Damages: Any tree damages of injunies should be reporied to the project arborist as
soon as possible, Scvered roots shall be cut cleanly ta healthy tissuc, nsing proper
pruning tools. Broken branches or limbs shall be pruned acconding to Tnremationa)
Secicly of Arboricullure Pruning Guidelines and ANSI A-300 Pruning Standards.

El Sereno Project IV, Environmental fmpact Anafysis
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*  Preventive Measures: Fruning ol the iree canopivs and branches should be done at the
dircetion of the project arborist to remove any dead or broken bBranches, and
provide any necessary clearances for the consuruction waork or cquipment.

Cumulative Impacts

With the exception of related project #3 shown an Table 1V-38 incleded later in this docunient, all of the
site of the related projects ave either curtently developed andfer have previous!y been developed. The site
of related projuct #3 appears 10 be relatively undisturbed and could contain biological resources. Similar
s the Project. the City will require the Projcet Applicant to conduct or have conducted an assessment of
the site 1o determine the degree 1o which biological resources occur at the site and identificd {if nocessar)
mitigarion measures w reduce any potentially significant impacts w less than significant Tevels, As
diseussed previously, no sensitive natural communities ar wetlands occur as the Project site, and the site is
not within & migratory coemider. Similar 1w any site that includes trees. the Praject has the potential o
result in impacts retated to nesting birds, roosting bats. and tree removal at the Project site. However, with
implementation of Mitgation Measures 4-1 and 4-2 and Mitigation Measures |-1 through -4, Projec
impacts related  biological resources would be less than significant. Any of the related projects (hat will
involve the remenal of trees also would be required to implement mingation measures similar {o those
identificd far the Project to reduce potcnrial associated signiticant impacts 1o less than significant levels.
Yur these reasons. cumulative impacts related o biological resources would be less than significant,

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES

a) Wauld 1he project cause a suhsiantia! adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in §15064.57

No Impact. Mo historical resources are located at the Project site. No histerical resources would be
aftected by the Project, and no impacts relwed to this issue would oceur,

LY Wouid the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archacologicai resource pursuant to 15064.57

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project sile is vacant and dees ner cantain any siructures. but has
heen developed in the past. Based on a records search conducted by the South Central Coast Intormation
Center {refet to Appendix D). no archaenlopical sites have been recorded within the Project site.
ilowever, it is pessible that unknown archaeological resources could exist at the Project site, given thal
significant archaeolopical resources have been identified in the Los Apgeles arca. As such, prior to
Project construction, the prime contractor and any subcomzacter(s) shall ke advised ol the legal andior
repulalory implications of knowingly destroying cultural resources or removing artifaces, buman remains,
bottles, and other cultural mawnals from the PFroject site.  [b addition, in the event that buried
archacological resources are exposed during Project construction, work within 50 feet of the find shali
slop until & professional archaeclogisy, mecting the standards of the Secretary of the Interiar, can identify
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and evaluate the significance of the discovery and develop recommendations for treatment, in
conformance with California Public Resources Code Section 21083.2. However, comstruction activities
could continue in other sreas of the Project site. Recommendations eould inchade preparstion of a
Treatment Plan, which could require recordation, cellection and analysis of the discovery; preparation of
a technical report; and curation of the collection and supporting documentation in an appropriate
depositery.  Any Native American remains shall be treated ip accordance with state law.  Through
compliance with these requirements, potential Project impacts to unknown archaeelogical resources
would be less than siguficant,

<l Would the project directly or indireetly destrey a unique palecntological resource or site or
unique peologle feature?

Less Than Significant Impact. A records search was condueted with the Los Angeles County Matural
History Muscum o determine the likelihood for unique paleontological resources to occur at the Project
site {refer to Appendix ). The records search revealed that no paleontelogical resources are known to
cxist al the Project site, Howeyer, fossils have been found in 1he sedimentary deposits that exist withia the
Project arca and at the Project site.’® Thus. it is possible that unknown resources could be encountered
during the Project’s excavation phase. However, prior to Projeci construction, the prime contractor and
any subconiractor(s) shatl be advised of the legal andfor regulatery implications of knowingaly destroying
paleontological or unique geologic resources or sitcs from the Project site. In addition, in the event that
paleontological Tesources or sites, or unique geologic features are exposed during Project construction,
work within 50 feet of the find shell stop upti] 2 professional paleontelogist, can identify and evaluafe the
significance of the discovery and develop recommendations for treatment. However, construction
activities could continue in other areas of the Project site. Recommendativns could include a preparation
of a Trearment Plan, which could require recordation, collection, and analysis of the discovery;
prepatation of & technical report; and curation of the collection and supposting documentation i an
appropriale depository, Any paleontological resources or sites, or unique geologic features shall be
treated in accordance with Slate Law. Through compliance with these requirements, potential Project
impacts to upknown paleontological resources of sites, or unique geolegic features wauld be less than
significant.

d) Would the project disturb any buman remains, including these interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Less Than Significan1 Impact.  The Project site is vacant and does not contain any structures. No
homan remains are knawn to exist at the Project site, Howcever, in accordance with the S1ate’s Health and
Safety Code Section TO5LS, in the event of discovery or recognition of any human remains at the Project

¥ pae Argeles County Natwral History Museum, Paleontolomeal Resources Seavch Letier, October 27, 2014
frefer o Appendix D,
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site, no further excavation or distarbance of the site or any ocarby area reasonably suspecied to overlie
adjacent remains shall occur until the Los Angeles Counry Cotener has determined, in azcordance with
Chaprer 10 {commencing with Section 27468} of Part 3 of Division 2 of Title 3 of the Government Code.
that the remains are not subjeet to the provisivns of Section 27491 of the Government Code or any other
related provisions of law concerning investigation of the circimmsiances, manner, and cause of any death.
and the recommendations ¢oncemning the treatmuent and disposition of e hurman remains have been made
to the person responsible for the excavaton. or to Lis or her authorized represemarive, i the manoer
provided in Section 509798 of the Public Kesources Code, The coroner shall make his or her
determination within two working days from the time the person responsible for the excavation. or his or
her autherized representative. notifies the coroner of the discovery or recagnitien of the human remains,
[f' the voroner determings that the remains are net subject to his or her authority and if the coroner
recogrizes the human remains to be those of 2 Native Amercan, or has reason o balieve that they are
those of 2 Native American. b or she shall contacy, by elephonc within 24 hours, the Native American
ileritage Commission. Through compliance with 1his tegulation, pownual Projact impacls o hurman
remains would be less than significanc.

Cumulative Tmpacts

lmpacts related to culiural tespurces are site-specific and are assessed oo a site-bv-site basis,  All
development in the City (including the proposed Projest and the reluted projecrsh that fnvelves ground-
distutbing setivities is mquired to implement the Cliy's Standard Conditions of Approval related 10
archacological and paleontolegical resources. Additionally. these projects are eequired to comply with
State’s Health and Safery Code Section 7050.5 in the event of discoven or recopniiion of any human
remains. Though compliance with existing requiretnens, cumulative impacts related to cultwral resources
would be less than signiticant.
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6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

a) Would the project expose peaple or structures fo poteatial substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death invalving:

{i} Rupture of a known carthquake [ault, as delincated on the most recent Alguist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issucd by the State Geologist for the arca or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geelogy
Special Publication 427

MNa Impact. The Project site is not [ocated within an Alquist-Priclo Earthquake Fault Zone, and no
known faults exist on the Project site.”” The fault closest Lo the Project site is the Upper Elysiap Park
fault, located approximately 0.8 mile from the Project site. Thus, the Project would not expose people or
structures o potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving
septure of a known earthguake faolt, as delineated on the most recent Alguist-Privlo Earthquake Fauh
Zoning Map issucd by the State Gealogist for the arca or based on other substantial evidence of 2 known
fault an the Prajeet site. Therefore, no significant impacits related to this issue would occur.

{ii) Stronyg seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Sigaificant Impact. Given the Projecl site’s location in a seismically setive region, the
Project site could experience seismic groundshaking in the event of &n earthguake. Howover, the Project
Applicant would be required 10 design and conswuct the Projeet in conformance to the most recently
adopted Building Code and applicable recommendations: made in a Final Geotechmical Report prepared
for the Projeet. Conformance with the City's current Building Code requivements would minimize the
potential for structural failure, injury, und loss of life during an carthquake cvent and thus, not cause or
acceterate geologic harards or exposc people to substantial risk of injury. Therefore, Project imipacts
telated to groundshaking would be less than significant.

{iit} Seismic-related ground fallure, including liquefaction?

No Impact. A portion of the Project site is delineated by the state to be conductve to Liquefachon.
However, zccording to the Geologic & Geotechnical Engineering Review prepared for the Projec,
foltowing grading of the site that occurs duning the Project’s coastruction phase, the site would be
underlain by compacted Al placed on dense older alluviom and bedrock, and liguefaction would not pese
a threat (o the Project site. Therefere, ne significant impacts related to this issuc would occut.

” Ceologic & Geatechmical Engineering Review, Geoleils Consultants, Inc, famuary 2045, (Refer 1o Appendic
£
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{iv} Landslides?

Lcss Than Significant impact. The Project site contains hillsides and is located in an areg with known
landsiides ™ However, slope stability aralyses conducted ar the Project site indicate factors of salety
above minimunt Building Code values, Additionally. the Project Applicant would be required to design
and consiruct the Project in conformance 1o the LAMC and applicable recommendations made m a Final
Geolechnical Report prepared tor the Project.  Confurmance with the City's curreml Building Cade
requirements would minimize the potential for strucwral failure. injury, and loss of life during an
earthquake cvent and thus. not cause ur accelerate geologic hazards or expose people w substantial risk of
injury. Therefore, Project stupacts related fo landslides would be less than significant.

b Waould the project result in substantial soil erosion ar the loss of topsait?

Less Than Significant Impact. During the Project’s construction phase, the Project developer would be
required to implement SCAQMD Rule 493 - Fugitive Dust to minimize wind and warcr-borne crosion a1
the site. Alse, the Project developer would be required to prepare amd implement a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP). in aceordance with the Natonal Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
{NPDLS) General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associaied with Construction Activity and Land
Disturbance Activitics. The sile-specific SWPPP would be prepared prior 1o carthwork activines and
would be implemented doring Praeer construciion. The SWPPP would inclede BMPs and erosion coormol
measwres to prevent pollution m storm water discharpe. Typical BMPs that could be used during
construchion include good-housekeeping practices {e.g., strecl sweoeping, praper waste disposal, vehicle
and equipment maintcnance, conctele washout ares, materials storage, minimization of hazardous
maierials, proper handling and storage of hazardous maierials, et} and ervsion’scdiment contea
measures (e.g. silt fences. fiber rolls. gravei bags. storm water inlet prowection, and soil stabilization
measures, ¢ic.). The SWPPP would be subject to review and approval by the Ciny for compliance with the
City’s  Development Best Management Practives Handbook, Part A, Construction  Acrivities.
Additionally. all Preject construction activities would comply with the Ciry's grading permin repulations,
which require he implementation of grading and dust control mcasures, including a wel weather erosion
control plan if construction oveurs doring rainy season, as well as inspections o cosure that sedirensaiion
and erosion is minimized. Through compliance with these existing regulations, the Project would not
resull in any significant impacts related 1o s0il eresion during the construction phase. Addiugnally, during
ihe Project's operational phase, inwst of the Project sie would be developud with impervious surface. and
all siormwater Aows would be dirccted to storm drainage feawres and would not coma into contact swith
bare soil surfaccs. Thus, no significant impacts rebated to erosion would oceur as a resull of Project
pperation.

o thid
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<) Would the project be located on a geologle unit or seil that is vnstable, ¢r that would
hecome unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
sprezding, subsidence, Hquefacton or collapse?

Less Than Significant lmpact. Considering that the Project site incledes hillside argas and the Projeet
would inchide cut and fill slopes, unstable soils ¢ould be encountzred at the Project site. However, as
discussed previously, the Project Applicant would be required to prepare {or have prepared) a Final
Geotechinical Report that would address the building standards and recommendations that shall be
followed i order to develop the Project building in asccordance with building standards that apply to
building within the 1ypes of soils found at the site, including arcas prone to landslide. Through
compliance with the City"s building code and recommendations of a Final Geotechnical Report, impacts
telated to soil instability would be less fhan signifieant.

d} Would the project be located on expansive soil, as idenfified an Table 13-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1934}, creating substantial risks 1o lile or property?

Less Than Significart Impact. According o Ray A. Eastman (refer to Appendix E). soils al the Project
sitc huve a high expansive potentizl. As sialcd previcus, the Project Applicant would be required Lo
prepare (or have preparcd) a Final Geotechnical Report that would address the building standards and
recommendations that shall be followed in order to develop the Project building in accordance with
building standards shat apply to building within the types of soils {including expansive soils) found at the
site. Through compliance with the City's building code and recommendations of a Final Geotechnical
Report, impacts related to expansive soils would be less than significant.

) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supparting the use of seplic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systcms where sewers are not avallable for the disposal of
wastewater?

Ne Impact. The Project would connect (o the Ciny's existing sewer system and would not require the use
of septic tanks or altemative wastewatcr disposal systems, Thus, the Project would not resull in any
impacts related to soils that are incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic fanks or allemative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers arg not available for the disposal of wastewater. Therefore, no

impacts related to this issue would ocour.
Cumulative Impacts

Creolechnical impacts related te future development in the City involve hazards related 1o site-specific soil
condilions, crosion, and pround-shaking during canthgnakes. The impacts on each site are specific 1o that
sie and its users and wonld nol be in common or conttibute 10 {or shared with, in an additive sense) the
impacts on other sites. [n addition, development on cach site i subgect 1o uniform site development and
construction standards thal are designed to protect public safety. Theorelore, cumuolalive geotechnical
impacts related would be less than significant,
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7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

a) Would the preject gencrate grecabonse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. The analvsis of Projecr impacis related 1w greenhouse pas (GiHG)
einissions is based on mudeling results, prepared by DKA Planning, Inc. (refer w Appendix B).

Background

Waripus gases in the Earth’s atmosphere, classified as atmaspheric GHG emissions, play a eritical rale in
determining the Earth's surface (emperature. Solar radiation eniering Earth's atmosphere s absorbed by
the Earth's surface. When the Earth emits this radiation back wward space. the radiation changes fram
high-frequency solar radiation to lower-frequency infrarcd radiation, GG emissions arc iransparent o
salar radiation and absorb infrared radiation, As a result. radiation that otherwise would escape back inte
space 15 now relamed, warming the atmosphere. This phenomenon s Known as the wrecahouse effect.

GHL emissions that contribute o the greenhousze elfect imelude:

*  Carbon Dioxide (€0;) is relezsed to the atmosphere when solid waste. fossi) fucks {oil, namral
gas. and coal], and woeod and wood products are buiemed. CO; cmissions from motor vehicles
occur during operation of vehicles and operation of air conditioning systets, (0 eomprises

over 80 percent of GHG emissions in Califonia ™

* Methane {CHY) is emitted during the production and wansport of coal. natural gas, and
oil. Methane emissions also result from the decompositien of erganic waste in solid wasie
landfills. raising livestock, natural gas and petroleum systems, stationary and mobile combustion,

and wasiwwater ireatment, Mobile sources represent 0.5 percent of overall methane emissions.

* Niwous Oxide (Np0) s emived during agricultural and industrial aerivities. as well as during
combustion of solid waste and fossil [uels, Mobilc sources represent abow 14 pereent of N0

Califarnia Enviranmenatal Precection Agencr. Chintate Agiion Team Report 1o Governor Sefrvarzenegper and
e Legislature, Mareh 2004, p. 1.

Crited Staies Emviroamental Fragction dgency, Imveatiny of .5, Greenhouse Cus Emivvions and Sinks. 1900,
2003, Aprd 2008 (EFA 4 3-R-05-003)
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emissions.”) MO emissions from motor vehicles generelly occur directly from operation of
vehicles,

*  Hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs) ate one of several high global waming potcntial (GWP) gases that
are not paturally cccurring and are geonerated from industrial processes. HFO (refrigerant)
emissions from vehicle air conditioning svsiems occur due to leakage, losses during rechasging,
ot release from scrapping vehicles at end of their uselul life.

»  Perflunrocarbons {PFCs) are another hiph GWP pas that are nol naturally accurmng and are
peacrated 10 @ vacety of industrial processes. Rmissions of PFCs are generally negligible from
moter vehicles.

«  Sulfur Hexafluoride (8F) is another high GWF gas that 13 not nanarally occurring and are
peacrated in & variety of industrial processes, Emissions of SF, are generally negligible from

motoer vehicles,

For most non-industrial development projocts, metor vehicles make up the bulk of GHG emisstons,
particutarly carbon dioxide, methane, nilrous oxide, and HECs.® The other GHGs are less abundant but
have higher GWP than CO; {reler (o Table 1V-7). To accaunt for this higher potential, emissions of other
GHGs are frequently expressed in the equivalent mass of CC, deneted as Clze. Exprossing GHG
emissions in carbon dioxide equivalents takes the conmibution of all GHG emissions 1o the greenhouse
effect and converts them to a single unit equivalent to the effect that would aceur if only CO; were being
emitted. High GWF gases such as HFCs, PECs, and 5F; are the most heat-abserbent.

Table IV-7
Cilubal Warming_fnmntial far Grecnhouse {Gases
Cireenhouse Gas Glohal Warming Patential
Carbon Dhoxide {CCH) I
Meihane {CT1L) 28
Witrous Cide (N} 204
Hydrofluorocarbons {HECs), Perfluorocarbans T000 — 11,000
(FFs)
Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF;) 23,500
Source: Californic Air Resowrces Boord, First Updute to the Climate Change Scoping Man. May 2014,

2 Phited Stetes Envivonmental Protection Ageney, U5 Adipic Acid and Nitric Acd X200 Emivsions 1990-2020:
Frventories, Projections and Opporinilies for Beductions. December 20T

M alifornia Air Resourees Board, Climare Change Emission Coreral Regulations, 2004

_
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The effects of ncreasing plobal temperature are difticult 10 quantify, In general, increases in the ambient
glebal eemperature as a result of increased GG is anticipated to result in rising sea levels which could
threaten coastal areas through accelerated coastal erosion, threats to levees and inland water svstems and
distuption to coastal wetands and habitar

I the termperature of the ocean warns. it is anlicipated that the winter snow season would be shortened.
Snowpack in the Siera Nevada provides both water supply {runieff) and storage (within the snowpack
before melting), which is a majur source of supply for the state. This phenomenon could lead to
significant challenges securing an adequate water supply for a growing siaie population.  Fynher, the
increased occan temperature could resull in increased meismre flux into the siate; however, since this
would likcly increasingly come in the form of rain rather than snow in the high elevations. ircreased
precipitation could lead to increased potennal and severity of flood events, placing more pressure on
California’s levee/flood control system. If sea level rise occurs, resultant effects could include imcreascd
coastal flooding, saltwater intrusion and distuption of wetlands.  As the existing climawe thraughou
California changes aver time, migranon or failurc of species o migrate in ume to adapt to the
perturbations in climate, could alse result.

While efforts to reduce the rate o GHG emissions continue, the State has developed a strategy w begin
the process of adapting the State's infrastructure to the impacts of climate change. The 2009 Califurnia
Climyute Adaplation Strategy unylvzed visks and volrershilites and proposcs strategivs o roduce risks.
The Steategy began an ongong process of adapration, as directed by Govemor Schwarzeneggeo's
Executive Order 3-13-08. The Straegy anatyzed two components of elimate change: (13 projecting the
amount of climate change that may occer using cemputer-based global climae models and (2) assessing
the matural or human systems’ abitities to cope with and adapt to change by examining past cxperience
with climate variability and cxtrapolating from this to understand how the systerms may respond ta the
additional impact of clunate change. The Stratepy’s key preliminary adaptalion recomtiendations
included the tollowing:

*  Appoiriment of a Chinate Adaption Advisory Panel;

* lmproved water management in anticipation of reduced water supplies, including a 20 percent
reduction in per capita wuler use by 2020 from 2011 levels;

*  Consideration of preject altematives thal aveid significant new development in argas that cannot
b adequately protected from Aoeding due w climate change;

*  Preparation of agency-specific adapration plans, guidance or criteriz by September 2010:
*  Consideration af ¢limate change impacts for all significam S1ate projects:

= Assessment of climate change mipacts on emncrpency preparedness:
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*  Identification of key habitats and development of plans te minimize adverse effects from climate
change:

»  Development of guidance by the California Department of Public Health by September 2010 for
use by local health departments (o asscss adapiation strategics,

+  Amendment of General Plans and Local Coastal Plans to address climate change impacts and to
develop local risk reduction strategics, and

*  TInclusion of chmate change impact information into fire program planning by State fire fighling
agencies,

Repulatory Setting
fnternatiomal

Kyoto Protacol

In 1988, the United Nations established the Tntergovernmental Panel on Climate Change to evaluate the
impacts of plobal warming and to develop strategies that nations could implemment to curtail global
climate change. In 1992, the United States {the “U.8.™) joined other countries around the world in signing
the United Nations’ Framework Convention on Climate Change (the “UNFCCC") agreement with the
goal of controfling greenhouse pas emissiens. As a result, the Climate Change Action Plan was
developed to address the reduction of GHE ermissions in the U.S. The plan currently congists of more than
50 volunlary programs for member nations to adopt.

The Kyolo Protocol (the "Protocel™) is a trealy made under the UNFCCC and was the lirst international
agrecment to regulate GHG emissions, Somc have estimated that af the commitments outlined in the
Protocal are met, global GHG cmissions could be reduced an estimated five percent from 19580 levels
during the first commitment periad of 2(08-2012. Notably, while the L5, is a signatory w the Kyoto
profocal, Congress has not ratified the Protocol and the UL.S. is nol bound by the Protecal’s commilmenls.
In Decomber 2009, international leaders from 192 nations met in Copenhagen to address the future of
intemational climate change commitments post-Protocol.

The major feature of the Profocol is that it sets binding targets for 37 industrialized countries and the
Europran communily for reducing GHEG emissions.  The targets amount 10 an average of five pereent
reduction levels against 1990 levely over the five-year period 2008-2012. The major distinction between
the Protocol and the UNFCCC is that while the UNFOCC encovraged industrialized countries to stabilize
GHG cmissions, the Protocol commits them to do so.  Recopnizing thal developed ceuntnies are
priticipally responsible for the current high levels of GHG emissiens in the stmosphere as a result of more
than 150 years of industrial activity, the Protocol places a heavier burden an developed pations under the
priticiple of “commen but differentiated responsibilities.”
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On December 12, 2015, a Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC and the 1™ session of the Kyoto
Protocol negotiated an apreement io Paris that would keep the rise of fempetature below 2 deprees
Celsius. While 186 countries published their action plans detailing how they plan to reduce their GHG
emissions, these reductions would still result in up to three degrees Celsius of global warming. The Paris
agreemenl asks all countries to review their plans every five years [rom 2028, acknowledges that $100
billion is needed cach year to enable countrics to adapt 1o climate change. The agreement was signed into
law on April 22, 2016,

The Western Reglenal Climate Aotion fnitfative 111CH)

The Western Regional Chimate Action Inittative {the “WC{"} is a2 parmership MNOnE SEven SEAlCs,
including Califomia, and four Canadian provinces to implement a regional, ceonomy-wide cap-and-trade
systemn to reduce global warming pollution, The WCI will cap GHG emissions from the region’s
clectricity. indusirial. and wapsportation scctors with the goal (0 reduce the heat trapping cmissions that
cause global warming to 15 pereent below 2003 levels by 2020, When the WCl adopted this goal in 2047,
it estimated that this would require 2007 levels to be reduced worldwide between 50 percent and 45
pereent by 2050 California is working closcly with the other siates and provinees to design a regionat
GHG reduction program that includcs o cap-and-trade approach, The California Air Resources Board's
(CAREB) planned cup and-trade prograni. discussed below, is also intended to link Califarmia and the other
member states und provinces,

Federal

The United States Envitonmental Proteclion Agency f{the "U.S. EPA™} has historicaily ao regulared
GHGs because it delermined the Clean Alr Act did not authorize it (o regulate emissions that addressed
climate change. In 2007, the IS Supreme Count found that GHGs could be considered within the Clean
Ait Aet's definition of a pollutane™ In December 2009, LS. FPA issued an endangerment finding for
GiiGs ander the Clean Air Act, setting the stage for future regulation. In Seplember 20009, the National
Highway Tratfic Safety Administration and US. EPA announced 8 joint rele that would ne fuel coonomy
to GHOG emission reduction requiremenss.

In June 2013, President Obhama announced a Climate Action Plan that calls for 8 number of initiatives,
weluding funding $8 billion in advanced fossil energy olticiency projeets, calls for federal agencics 1o
develop new emission standards for power plants, invesis in renewahle c¢nergy svurces, calling for
adaptation programs, and leading internarional efforts to address climate chanpe. In September 2013,
LS. EPA anneunced its first steps to implemen: & portion of the Gbama Climate Action Plan by
proposing carbon pellution standards for new pewer plants,

Massachusests v. Envivonmeniad Pratection Agenrp e:al f127 S, Cr. 143§ (20070
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Fehicle Standardy

Cther regulations have been adopied to address vehicle standards incloding the U.S. EPA and National
Highway Traffic Salety Administration {the “NHTSA™) joint rulemaking for vehicle standards.

*  (OpWarch 30, 2009, the MTITSA issued a final role for mode] year 2011 2

= Qo May 7, 2010, the U5, FPA and the NHTSA issued a final rule regulating fucl efficiency and
GHG cmissions pallution from metor vehicles for cars and light-doey trucks for model years
2012-20186.7

*  (On August 9, 2011, U.S. EPA and NHTSA issucd a Supplemental Notice of Intent anacuncing
plans te propose smringent, coordinated federal GHG emissions and fuel ceomomy standards for
model year 2017-2025 light-duty vehicles.™

*  MWHETA intends to set standards tor model years 2022-20235 i a fulure rulemaking. ™

= In addition 1o the regulations applicable w cars and light-duty trucks, oa August 9, 2011, the U5,
EPA and the NTITSA announced fucl cconomy and GTIG emissions standards for medium- and
heavy-duoty trucks thal applies ¢ vehicles from model year 2014201 gt

Energy mdependence and Security dct {the "EIFA 7}

Among cther key measures, the EISA would do the following, which wonld aid in the reduction of
national GHG cinissions, both mobile and non-mobile:

HONHSTA 2009 dverage Fuel Eeonomy Standords Fossenger Cars and Light Trueks Model Year 20011, Final
Rl 75 Fed. e, 25324,

FoUs EPg 20000 Light Duty Vehicle Gregnhouve Gar Emission Stondards and Corparare Average Fuel
Eperamy Frandards, Final Rule. 75 Fed. Reg, 25324,

o Avarfable: Ritp:ivww.gpo govifdsysiplg/FR-20 1-08-0%pd 20 1- 19905 pdf. Accessed May 2014

FONHSTA. 2002 2007 and Later Model Year Light-Dutv Vehicle Greemhouse Gas Emissions and Corporaie
Average Prel Ecomowy Standards. 77 Fed. Reg. £24624.

¥ 15 EPA Whce of Traniportation and iy Ouality 2081, EPA and NHTSA Adupw First-Ever Program io
Reduce Greeshuwse Gus Emissions and Improve Fuel Efficiency of Moedivm-ond Hoewoo-Duye Pekicles.
Avaifable: Ritpiwow.epa govetag/climate/docrmenis A 200 103 Lpdf. Aveessed May 2014,
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1 Increase the supply of altemative fuel sonrces by setting 2 mandatory Rencwable Fuel
standard (BFS) requiring fuel producers to use ar least 36 billion pallons of biofuel 1n
022,

2y Prescribe or revise standards affeching regional elficiency for hemting and cooling

products, procedures for new or amended siamdards, energy conservation. enerpy
efficiency labeling for cansumer electronic products. residential boiler efficiency, eleviric
mater efficiency, and honte appliances.

3 While superseded by NHTSA and US. EPA actions described above, EISA also set tiles
per gallon targets for cars and light trucks and directed the NHTSA 1o establish a fucl
ceongmy pragram for mediom- and heavy -duly trucks and create a separate fiel economy
standard for work trucks.

Additional provisions of the EISA address energy savings in govermment and public instiubions,
promoting research {or alternative encrgy. additional research in carbon caplure, inlernational encrgy
programs, and the ereation of ™green jobs ™

Staie
Asvemmbiy Bl 1493

California has adopied a sceries of laws and programs o reduce emissions of GHGs into the almosphere,
Assembly Bill (AB) 1493 was enacted in September 2003 and requires regulations o achieve “the
raxinum feasible reduction of greenhouse gases™ emitied by vehicles used for persanal rana ol faRon.
The Team reponed several recommendations and stralegies for reducing GG emissions and reaching the
targets established in the Excowmive Order.”™  Funhermore, the teport provided o Governor
Schwarzenegger in 2006, referenced above. indicated that smart land use and increased fransil availability
shauld be a priority in the State of California. ™ Aceording to the Califomnia Climate Acnon Team, smart
land use is an umbrella term for sirategies thar integrale transportation and land-use decisions. Such
strategies generally encourage jobs/housing proximity. promote transit-aricnted development {TOE, and
encourage high-density residential cornmercial development along transit corridors. These Ktrakegies
develop more efficient land-usc patterns within cach jurisdiction or tegion 10 match population metcases,
workforce, and socioceonomic needs for the full spectrum of the popularion.

= Cafifornia Climate Action Teasm. Cfierate Aetion Tegm Report to Gemernor Sehwarceregger and the

Legislarure, MWereh 2008,

California Climate Action Teao, (limale Action Team Repart te Gavernne Sedrveczeneymer and the
Legisfomee, March 2006, p, 37,
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Executive Order B-30-15

On April 29, 2015, Governor Brown issued an executive order setting a Statewide GHG reduction target
of 40 percent below 19940 levels by 2030, This action aligns the State’s GHG targets with those set in
Octaber 2004 by the European Union and is intended to belp the State meets its target of reducing GHL:
cmissions 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050, The measure calls on State agencies w implement
measures accordmgly and directs CARR (o update the Climate Change Scoping Flan.

A recent study shows that the State™s existing and propesed regulatory framework will allow the State to
reduce its GHG cmissions level o 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 (comsistent with Executive
Order B-30-15), and to 60 pereent below 1990 Jevels by 2650, Even though this study did not provide an
exact regulatory and technological roadmap to achieve the 2030 and 2050 goals, it demonstrated that
various combinations of policies could allow the statewide emissions level to remain very low through
2050, suggesting that the combination of new technologics and other regulations not analyzed in the sudy
could allow the Skate 10 meet the 2030 and 2050 targets.

Executive Ordder 5-3-0F

On Tune 1, 2005, Governor Schwarzenepper issued Fxecutive Order 8-3-05, which ser the fellowing
GIIG emission reduction targets: by 2010, reduce GHG cmissions to 2000 levels: by 2020, reduce GHG
emissions to 1990 levels;, and by 2050, reduce GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels. The
California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal EPA) formed a Climate Action Team (“CAT"} that
recommended stratepies that can be implemented by state agencies to mect GHG emissions targets. The
Team teported several recormendations and strategies for reducing GHG emissions and reaching the
targets establishcd i the Executive Order™  Furthermore, the rcport provided to (overnor
Schwarzenegger in 2006, referenced above, indicaled that smart land use and increased transit availability
should be a priarity in the State of California.™ According tu the California Climate Action Tean, smart
land wse is an umbrella term for strategics that integrate \ransporration and land-use decisions, Such
strategies penerally encourape jobs/housing proximity, promole transit-oriented development (TOI), and
encourage high-density residential/commercial development alony transit corridors. These stralegies

B Greenblut, Jeffrey. Energy Policy, “Mudeling Californio Impacts on Greenhowse Gas Entissions " (Ved 78, pp.

TAf=173)

M Californic Climare Action Team, Climate Action Feam Report to Governor Schwmzenegger and the
La‘g:'.nramrf, Marek 2o,
B Catifornie Climate Aciion Team, Climate Action Team Report te Governor Schwartemepger and the

Legistatee, Mavch 206, p. 37,
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develop more etficient land-use patrerns within each jurisdiction or region o match poputation incresses,
workforce, and socioeconmmic needs for the full spectrum of the popularion.

Aszembiv Biff 32

In September 2006, AB 32 was signed imo law by Governor Amold Schwarzencager, focusing on
achieving (GGHG emissions cquivalent to statewide levels in 1990 by 2020, It mandares that CARRB
cstablish a quantified emissions cap. instimile a schedule to meer the cap, implement regulations to reduce
statewide GHG emissions from stationary sources. and develop wracking, repotling. and enforcemnem
mechanisms to ensure thal reductions are achicved. A companicn bill, Senate Bill (8B} 1368, requirss the
California Public Utilities Commission and the Californiz Energy Commission o establish GG
emission performance standards for the pencration of clectricity. These standards will also apply to
power that is generated cutside of Celifornia and imporied injo the staie.

AB 31 charges CARB with the responsibility to monitor and regulate seurces of GHG emissions, On
June 1, 2007, CARB adopred three early action measures; selting a low carbon fuel standard, reducing
refrigerant doss from motor vehivle air conditioning maintenance, and increasing methane capture Irom
landfills. ™ On October 23, 2007. CARB approved measures impreving wruck efficiency (ie.. reduging
acrodyramic drag), clectritying port cquipment, reducing PFCs from the semiconductor Inedusiry.
reducing propellants in consumer procducts, promoting proper tive inflation i vebicles, and reducing
sulfur hexaflouride emissions from the ned-clectricity sector CARB determined that the tatal statewide
aggregated GIG 1990 cmissions level and 2020 emissions limit is 427 million metric tons of CO-e. The
2020 warget reductions are currently estimated to be 174 million metric wns of C Oae,

CARR developed an AB 32 Scoping Plan that contains strategies 1o achieve the 2020 ermssions cap. This
Scoping Plan. which was developed by CARB in coordination with 1he Climate Action Team, was first
published in October 2008 (the ~2008 Scuping Plan™. The 2008 Scoping Plan proposed a conprehensive
set of actions designed to reduce overall GRG emissions in Califomia, improve the enviranmen, reduce
the state’s dependonce on eil. divessify the state’s emergy sources. save crergy. cleate new jubs, and
enhance puhlic health.  An smportant component of the plan is & cap-and-trade program covering 85
pereenl of the stare’s emissions,  Additienal key recommendations of the 2008 Scoping Plan include
sttalcgies o0 cnliance and expand proven cosr-saving crergy efficiency proprams, implementation of
Califomnia’s ¢lean cars standards and increasing the amount of clean and renewable eneray used to power
the state. Furthermare. the 2008 Scoping Plan proposes full deployment of the California Solar Inniative,
high-speed rail. water-relawd crergy efficiency measures, and a range of regulations to reduce cmissions
from trucks and frum ships docked in Califomia ports. As required by AB 32, CARB must update its
Scoping Plan every five years to ensure that California remains on the path 1oward 2 lew carbon fulure.

¥ Californiu dir Resources Board, Froposed Early Action Measures v Mitigute Climate Change in Cafifrenia,

Apreit 20p 2007,
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In order 1o assess the seape of reductions needed Lo return to 1990 emissions levels, CARB first estimated
the 2020 business-as-usual (BAU} GHG emissions in the 2008 Scoping Plan. These are the GHG
emissions Lhal would be expected to result if there were no GHG emissions reduction measures, and as if
the slate were 10 procecd on its pre-AB 32 GHG cmisstons track, After cstimating that siatewide 2020
BALI GHOG emissions would be 596 metric tons, the 2008 Scoping Mlan then identified recommended
GHG emissions reduchion measures that waupld reduce BAI] GHG emissions by approximately 174
metrc ons (an approximately 28.35 percent reduction) by 2020

On May 22, 2614, CARB spproved its firsi update do the AB 32 Scoping Plan, recalculaing 1920 GHG
emissians using 1PCC Fourth Assessment Ruport (AR4) released in 2007, [t siztes that based on the AR4
global warming potentials, the 427 MMTCO:¢ 1990 emissions level and 2020 GHG emissions limit
would be slightly higher than identified in the Scoping Flan, at 431 MMTCO;¢. Based on the Tevised
estimates of expected 2020 emissions identified in the 2011 supplement to the FEDY and updated 1990
emissions levels ideatified in the draft first update to the Scoping Plan, achieving the 1990 cmission level
wauld require a reduction of 76 MMTCO,¢ {down from 507 MMTCO;e) or a reduction by approximately
15.3 percent {down from 28.4 percent) to achicve im 2020 amissions levels in the BAU condition.

CARB's First Update “lavs the foundation for establishing & bread framework for continued emission
reductions beyand 2620, on the path to 80 percent below 1999 levels by 2050, and many of the cmission
reduchion sttategies recommended by CARR would serve to reduce the Project’s post-2020 emissions
level to the extent applicable by law by focusing on reductions from several sectors. B

As shown on Table 1V-%, these reductions are to come from a variety of sectors, including energy,
trapsportation, high-global warming polential sources, waste, and the State's cep-and-trade emizsions
progrant.

Nearty all teductions are to come from sources that are coatrolled al the statewide level by State agencics,
including the Air Resources Board, Public Utilitivs Commission, High Speed Rail Authonty, and
California Energy Commission. The few actions that are directly or indircctly associated with Tecal
government conwol are in the Tramsporiation sector, which is charged with reducing 4.5 percent of
baseline 2020 cmissions. Of these aciions, only ene (GG reductions trough coordinated planning)
specificatly identifies local governments as the responsible agency.

H O CARB, First Update, p. 4. May 204, Sce afso id. at pp. 33-33 frecent stdivs show that achieving the 2050
gnal will require that the “electricity sector will have 1o be essentiafly zeve carbun: and that eleelricily or
bydrogen will huve to power much af the transportativd sector, incfuding afmost aff passenger vehicler. 7f

M CARE, Fiest LUpdute, Table 6 Summary of Recommended Actions by Seelor, pp. 94-09, May 2014,
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Ceap Arid Trade

CARDB adopted s Califorria Cap-and-Trade Program pursuant 1o its authority under AR 32. The Cap-and-
Trade Program is designed 1o reduce GHG emissions from majer sources (deemed “covered colitics™) by
selling a firm cap on staigwide GG cmissions and employing market mechanisms to achieve AB 32
entission-reduciion mandate of returning te 1990 levels of emissions by 2020, The sfatewide cap for
GHG emissions from the capped sectors (e.g., clectricity gencration, peiroleum refining, and cement
production] ¢ommenced in 2013 and will decline over time, achieving GHG emission reduciions
threughout the program's duration,

Table 1V-8
Emissions Reductions Needed to Meet AB 32 Objectives in 2020
El -
E Million Percent of
L! Sector hlz}r(i;{;l; :ns St?:tgt:de Summary of Recommended Actions
Reduction Inventory |

- Energy =25 _ -4 995 { Reduce Staie’s electvic and cnergy wility

; ! cmissions, reduce ermissions from Jarge

] indystrial facilimies, contrg] fugitive
i © entissions from oil and gas production.
~ [ | reduce leaks from industrial Facilives _

[ Transpamation i -23 ! -4 3% Fhase 2 heavy-duty truck GHG standurds,

' ! ZEY action plan for trucks, construct High

Speed rul systermn from SF te LA,
coutdinated land use planning. Sustainable
Freight Stralcey

_I'th Global Warming -5 T e Reduce use ofhigh-{}‘»'w".!"_cmupaunds {Tirm
Waste -2 -0.4% Eliminale disposal of orpanic materials at

landfills, in-State infrastructure
developraent, address challenges with

1

Potential | . refrigeration, air conditioning, aetosols
1
; coanposting and anacrobic digestion,

E

3

o+ = r—

_ additional methane control and landfills
Cap and Trade =23 ’ -4 5%, Sratewide program that reduces emissions
Reductions ' ! front regulated entities through
: ) . f i perfurmance-based targets L
: Total -78 P -is3% |

k2114,

Souree. Caffformin Faviconmemind Protection dgency. “Fiese Updite 1o the ('.fr'nm?{'!rungc Scaping Plan. " My

Under the Cap-and-Trade Program, covered entities that emit more than 25,000 metric tons COge per vear
must comply with the Cap-and-Trade Program. Triggering of the 25000 metric tons COe per year
“imelusion thrashold™ is measured against a subset of emissions reported and verificd under the California
Regulation for the Mandarory Reporting of Greenhouse Gas Emissions. CARB issues allowances equal
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to the total amount of allowable emissions over a given compliance period and distributes these to
regulated entities, Covered entitics are allocated free allowances in whele or pant {if eligible), and may
buy allowances al auction, purchase allowances from athers, or purchase offset credits.

The Cap-and-Trade Program works with other direct regulatory measures and provides an economic
incenhive 1o reduce emissions. I Californda’s direct regulatory measures reduce GHG cmissions inore
than cxpected, then the Cap-and-Trade Program will be responsible lor relatively fewer emissions
reductions. If Califorma’s divect regulatory measures reduce GHG emissions loss than expecied, then the
Cap-and-Trade Program will be responsible for relarively mare emissions reductions, Thus, the Cap-and-
Trade Program assures that California will mect ies 2020 GHG emissiens reduction mandate.

In sum, the Cap-and-Trade Program will achicve aggregate, mather than site-specific or project-level,
GHG emissions reductions.  Also, due to the regulatory framework adopted by CARB in AB 32, the
reductions attributed te the Cap-and-Trade Program can change over time depending on the Staic’s
emissions foreeasts and the effectivencss of direet regulatory measures.

As of January 1, 2015, the Cap-gnd-Trade Program covercd approximately 85 percent of Califomia's
GHG emissions. The Cap-and-Trade Program covers the GHG emissions associated with clectrivity
consumed in California, whether generated in-state or impotted. Accordingly, GHG emuissions associated
with CEQA projects” clectricily usage are covercd by the Cap-and-Trade Program.

While the 2020 cap would remain in effect post-2020,"° the Cap-and-Trade Program is not currently
scheduled to extend beyond 2020 in terms of additional GHG emissions reductions.” However, CARB
has expressed its intention to extend the Cap-and-Trade Program beyond 2020 in conjunction with setting
a mid-term target. The “recommended action™ in the First Update for the Cap-and-Trade Program is:
“Develop a plan for 2 post-2020 Cap-and-Trade Program, including cost containment, o provide market
certainty and address a mid-term emissions target.™  The “expected completion date™ for this
recommended action is 2017.* [t is therefore reasonable to assume that the Cap-and-Trade Program will

cxtend beyond 2020,

¥ Californic Health & Safety Code § 38551¢a) {"The statewide groenhouse gar emissions {imit chall remgin i
effect umlesy atherwite amended or repedaied ')

A Sep AD 288 [dtkinx, fatrodwced 20050 that weeld eltminate the December 31, 200, et om the Capeand-
Tratdde Prograni.

' CARE, First Update ta the Climate Chaage Scoping Plan: Buitding oa the Framework. at 98 (May 2044).

¥ fhid
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Sfore Bilf 1368

Senatc Bill {5B) 1368, requircs the California Public Utilisies Commission and the California Energy
Comrmission 10 establish GNG emissions performance standards for the generation of electricity, These
standards witl alse apply to power that is gencrated outside of Califurnia and imperted inte the siale.

State Bilf 97 and CEQA Guideiines

In Avgust 2007 the California State Legislature adepted Senate Bill 87 (SR 973, requiting the Govemor's
Office of Planning and Reseatch (OPR; Lo preparc and wansmit new CEQA guidelines for dhe mitigation
of GHG emissions or the efiects of GHG emissions to the Resources Agency by Juby 1, 2006 In response
to 8B 97, the Governor's Office of Planning and Rescarch (OPR ) adopted CEQA guidelines that became
effective on March 18, 2010, The amendments provide guidance to public agencics an analysis and
mitigation of the ¢ffects of GHG emissions in CEQA documents, including the following:

= lcad agencies should quaniify all refevant GHG emissions and consider the full range ol projeqt
featurcs that may increase or decrease GHG omissions as compared ta the existing sctting;

*  Consistency with the CARB Scoping Plan is not a sufficient busis 1o determinge that a project’s
GHG emissiuns wanld nor be comaiative!y considerable:

* A lead apency may appropriately louk 1o thresholds developed by other public azencies.
including the CARB s reccommended CEQA thresholds;

*  To qualify as mitigation. specific wmeasures from an existing plan must be identified and
mcorperated inte the project. General compliatee with a plan. by itself, is not mitigation;

*  The effects of GHG emissions are cumuiative and should be analyzed in the context of CEQA s
requirernents for cumulative impact analvsis; and

* Coven that impacts resulting fromm GHG emissions are cumudative, significany advantages may
resull from analyzing such impacts on a programmatic level. TF analyzed properly, later prajects
Ay tier, incorpotale by relerence, or otherwise rely on the programmalic analysis.

Sriere Bilf 3735

On september 30, 2008, SB 373 was instiluted to help achicve AR 32 goals through regulation of cars
and light wrucks. SB 375 aligns three policy areas of itnportance to local govemment: (1) regional long-
range lransportation plans and investments: (2) regional allocation of the abligation for ciries and countics
to zone for housing; and {3} a process to achiove GHG emissions reductions targers for the trapsportation
seetor. It establishes a process for CARR 10 develop GHG emissions reductions targets for each region
{ns opposed to individual local governmenis or households). 8B 375 also requires MPOs to prepare 2

4 Serene Projoer V. Envivonmental Impaet dnalveis
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Suslaipable Communities Strategy {SCS) within the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) that guides
growth while taking into account the transportation, housing, environmental, and economic needs of the
repion, SB 375 uses CEQA streamlining as an incentive to encourage residential projects, which help
achieve AB 32 poals'to reduce GHG emissions. Wlhile 38 375 docs not prevenl CARE from adopting
additional regulations, such activns are not anticipated in the foresecable fure.

On Ccotober 24, 2008, CARB published draft puidance for sefting interim GHG significance thresholds.
“This was the (irst step taward developing the recomymended statewide interim thresholds of significance
for GHG cmissions that may be adopted by local agencies for their own use. The puidance does not
altempt lo address every type of project that may be subject to CEQA, bt instead focuses on common
project types that are responsible for substantial GHG emissions (ie., indusirial, residential, and
commercial prajects). CARB beligves that thtesholds in these sectors will advance climate objectives,
streamlbine project review, and encourage in CEQA analyses of GHG emissions throughout the State.

On September 23, 2010, CARB adopied regional targets for the reduction of GHG cmissions applying to
the years 2020 and 2035.® For the area under the Sowhern Califurniz Associgtion of Govemnments”
(SCAG) junsdictien—including the Project area—CARB adopied Regional Targels for reduction of
GHG emissions by & pereent for 2020 and by 13 percent for 2035, On February 15, 2011, the CARB's
Executive Officer approved the final mrgets.q"'

Title 24 Energy Efficiency Standards

California’s Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nearesidential Buildings, located at Title
24, Pant 6 of the California Code of Regulations and commonly referred to as “Title 24,” were established
it 1978 in respanse to a legislative mandate to reduce Calitornia’s energy consumption.  The standards
are upduted periodically to allow vonsideration and possible mcorporation of pew energy efficiency
technologics and methods,

Cafifornia Green Building Standards

The California Green Building Standards Cede, which iz Part 11 of the Calitornia Code of Regulations
{the “CCR"™Y, is commonly referred to as the CALGreen Cede, The 2008 edition, the first edition of the
CALGrcen Code, contained omly voluntary standards. The 2010 CALGreen Code is a code with
mandatory requirements for stale-regulated buildings and structures throughouwt Califorma beginning on

 California Air Resowrces Board. Notive af Decision. Regional Greenhonse Gas Ewvissions Redvcting Targets
for Artomohiles and Light Triechs Pursugnt dra Kenate &ild 373
Artp:www, arrhca. govioodsh 3 Thinatice 3200 %% 2decision peff

O CARE 2011 Erecutive Crder No. G-11-03: Reloting 1o Adoption of Regianal Creenfionie Gas Emission
Reductian Targets far Aitemobites and Light Trucks Purstant o Senate £ilf 375,
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January |, 2001, The 2000 CALGresn Code contains requirements for construction site selection, storm
water control during construction, construction waste reduction, indoor water use reduction, niaterial
selecrion, natural resource conservalion, site irrigation conservation and more. The CALGreen Code
provides [or design optiens aliowing the designer to determine how best 10 achieve compliance for a
given site or building condition. The CALGreen Code alse requires building commisstoning which is a
process for the verificauon that all building systems. like heating and cooling equipment and lighting
systems are functioning at their maximum efficiency. The cwrrent 2013 CALGreen Code became
effective January 1, 2014 and includes new requirements far additions w existing residential and non-
residenttal development. The upcoming 2016 CALGreen Code standard will beeoine effective January 1,
01T

Regianal
SCACMDY Recommendarions for Sipeificence Threphofds

The SCAQMD convened a GHG CEQA Significance Threshold Working Group to provide puidance o
local lead agencies vn determining significance for GHG emissions in their CEQA documents. Members
of the working group inclide povernment agencies implementing CEOQA and reprasentatives from
stakeholder groups that will provide inpus to the SCAQMD staff on develeping GHG CEOA significance
threslolds. On December 5, 2008, the SCAQMD Governing Board adopred dnerim GHOG signifizance
threshold for projects where the SCAQMD is lead apency.  This threshold uses a tiered approach 10
determing a project’s significance, with 10,000 metric wns of GO equivalent (MTCQse) as a serecning
numerical threshald for staticnary sources.

The SCAQMD has not adopted guidance for CEQA projects under other lead agencies.  In September
2010, the Working Graup released additional revisions which recommended a sereening threshold of
31,500 MTC e Tor residential projects. 1,400 MTCO-e for commercial projects, and 3,000 MTCO: tar
mixed use projects. additionally the Working Group ideniified project-level efficiency target of 4.8
MTCOe per service population as a 2020 target and 3.0 MTCOue per service populatian as a 2035 barget,
The recommended ares wide or plan-level warget for 2020 was 6.6 MTCO. and the plan-level target for
35 was 41 MTCO:e. The SCAQMD has not cstablished a timeling For formal consideration of these
threshalds.” In the meantime, the project level thresholds are used ss a nen-binding guide.

The SCAQMD has also adoped Rules 2700, 2701, and 2702 hat address GHO emissions teduclions.
However, these vules addruss boilers and process heaters, forestty, and manurc management projects,
none of w hich are proposed or requeiced of 1he Project,

“ 8CA4G. Fwal PEIR S the 20 2-M035 0 RYP NUS, Appendiv Aocessibie  at fitpdipees,
sedg e Qo ocrmen s peie 200 MPEIR_Appeadiz(?_ FExempleMewsuvenpdl
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SCAG 2076-2040 RTP/SCS

On April §, 2016, SCAG adopted its 2016-2040 RTP/SCS update, calling for a continuation of integrated
planning for land use and transpertation that will help achicve the State’s geal of reducing per capita
GG emissions by eight percent by 2020 compared 10 2003 levels, by 18 pereent by 2054, and 21 percent
by 2040. The Plan calls for public transportation improvements that will reduce GHG cimissions per
househeld by ap to 30 percent, one percent reduction in GHG emissions from having zero cmission
vehicles, neighborhood vehicles, and car-sharing/ride-sourcing make up two percent of the vehicle flect
by 2040 However. until the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS is incerporated mio the reglon's federally -approved
AQMP, the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS is the relevam fransportation plan for air quality regulatory purposcs.

Local

The City has adopted its T.A Green Plan that outlines goals and actions to reduce the generation of GHG
emissions (o 35 percent below 1990 levels. Key strategics include ingreasing the generation of rencwable
energy, improving ¢norgy conscrvation and efficiency, and changing land usc patterns to reduce
dependence an autos.

The City adopted a Grecn Building Ordinance in April 2008 that calls for reduction of the wse of natural
resources for new devclopment, Larger projects must be certified by the Leadership in Energy and
Enviratumental Design {LEED), including the following:

s Yew non-residential building or stmacture of 50,000 gross square feet or more of floor area;
v New mixed-use or residential building of S0.000 pross square feet or more in cxcess of six stores;

v New mixed-use or residential building of six or fower stories consisting of al least 50 dwelling
units in a building, which has at lcast 50,000 gress square fect of floer area, and in which al least
80 percent of the building’s floor arca is dedicated 10 residential units;

«  The altemation or rehabilitation of $0.000 gross square feel or more of loor area in an custing
nen-residential building fer which construction costs exceed 2 valuation of 30 percent of the
replacement cast af the existing building,

*  The alteration of at least 50 dwelling units in an existing mixed-use or residential building, which
has at least 50,000 gross square feet of floor area, for which comstruction costs cxeced a valuation
of 50 percent of the replacement cost of the existing building.

The City's Green Building Ordinance has scveral requirements that call for reductions in (HG emissions
from reducing in energy usc, water use, and solid waste generation, including (he following:

Ef Sereno Frojecd V. Envirpamental fmpact Analysis
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Section 99.04 204, Energn Redwctivs, Tquipment and fixmres shall camply with 1be following whese
applicabie;

t. [nstalled gas-fired space heating equipment shall have an Annual Fuel Lhilization Ratio (AFUE}
of 80 ot higher,

2. Inslalled elecwric beat pumps shall have a Heating Seasonal Pertormance Factor {HSEF) of 8.0 or
higher.

3. Installed cooling equipment shall have a Seasonal Encrgy Efficiency Rave (SEER) higher than
| 3.0 and an Energy Effivicncy Raio (ECR) of a1 least 11,5

4. Installed wnk type water heelers shall have an Uncrgy Factor (EF) higher than 6,
3. Installed tankless water heaters shall bave an Energy Factor (EF) higher than 80,

6. Perform duct leakage testing to verify 4 total leakage rate of less than 6 percent of the total fan
o,

7. Building lightng in the kitchen and bathrooms within the dweiling units shall consist of at least
90 percent ENERGY STAR qualified hard-wired fixtures {luminaires).

& lustalled swimming poel cirylating pump mators shall be multi-speed or variabe-speed, The
pump maotor controls shall have the capability of operating the pump at a minimum of three
speeds; low speed. medium speed, and high speed. The daily low speed shall not exceed 300
walls. The daily medium speed shall be adjustable.

Scetion 99.04.210. dppliances.  Appliance Rating. Gach appliance provided and installed shall mem
ENERGY STAR if an ENERGY STAR designation is applicable for that appliance,

Section $9.04.211. Renewable Energy. Future Avcess for Electrical Sufar System. An electrical conduin
shall be previded from the clecirical service equipment ta an accessible location in the attic or other
locstion suitable far finure connection to 4 sodar syslemn. The conduit shall be adequarcly sized by the
designer but shall net be less than one inch. The conduit shall be labeled as per the Los Angcles Fire
Drepartmeni requirements. The electrical pancl shall be sived to accommodate the installation of 2 {inure
clectrical solar system. Fxceprion: Buildings designed and constructed with a sular photovaltaiv system or
an alternate system with means of generating electricity at time of final inspection,

Section $9.04 21141 Space for Future Electrical Sotav Svsiem Instaliatiss. A minitnum of 250 SUArE
feel of contipuous unobstructed roof area shall be provided for the inssallation of future photovaltaic oc
other electrical solar panels, The location shall be suitable for installing future solar pancls as delermined
by the designcr.
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Sectian §9.04.303. 1. Twenty Percent Savings, A schedule of plumbing fixtures and fixture fittings that
will reduce the overall use of potable water within the building by at least 20 pereent shall be provided.
The reduction shail be based on the maximum allowsable water use per plumbing fixture and Htting as
requircd by the Califamnia Building Standards Code. The 20 percent reduction in potable water use shall
ke demonsitated by vne of the following methods:

1. Each plumbing Bxture and fitting shall meet reduced flow rates specified on Table 4.303.2; or

2 A calculation demonstrating a 20 percent reduction in the building “water use™ baseling as
established on Table 4.303.1 shall be provided. For low-rise residential occupancies, the
calculation shall be limited to the following plumbing fixture and fitting types: watcr clozets,
utinals, lavatory faugets, kitchen faucets and showerheads.

Section 99,04, 303.2. Multiple Showerkeads Serving One Shower. When single shower fixtures are served
by more than one showethead, the combined flow rate of all the showerhcads shalt not exceed the
maxirmuem fAow rates specificd in the 20 percent reduction column contained on Table 43032 or the
shower shall be designed to only allow une showerhead to be in oporation at 4 time, Exception: The
maximuen {low rate for showerheads when using the caleulation method specificd in Scetion 99.04.503.1,
[tern 2, is 2.5 gpin (& 80 psi.

Section 99.04.304.]. frrigation Controllers. When automatic irvigation system controllers for landscaping
are provided and installed at the time of final inspection, the controllers shall comply with the fellowing:

1. Contrallers shall be weather- of soil moisturc-based controtlers rhat automaticaily adjust
imigation in response to changes in plants’ needs as weather conditions change;

2. Weather-based controllers withaut integral rain sensors or commuricatiun systems that account
lor local ramfall shall Lave a scparate wired or wireless rain sensor thal connecls of
communicates with the controllerfs}, Soil moisturc-based controllers are not required 1o have rain
sensor input, Huildings en sites with over 2,500 square feet of cumulative wrigated landscaped
areas shall have irmigation controllers that meet the criteria in Section 99.04.304 .|

Section 99,04 406, Enhanced Durability and Reduced Maintendnce. Joints and Openings. Openings in
the building envelope separating conditioned space from unconditioned space needed to accommodate
gas, plumbing, electrical lines and other necessary penetrations must be sealed in compliance with the
California Energy Code.

Section P05.4017.3. Water Resistance and Moisaure Management.  Flashing Petails. Provide {lashing
details on the building plans which comply wilh accepted industry standards or manufacturer’s
instructions sround windaws and doors, taof valley, and chimneys te roaf intersections.
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Section 994 4074, Marerial Protection. Protect Luilding materals delivered to the construction sile
frum rain and other sources ol motsiure.

Section 9904 408 Comsiruction #aste Reduction, Disposal And Recycling. Construction Waste
Reduction of ur Least 56 Percent. Comply with Section 66.32 et seq. of the LAMC.

Mobifity Plan 20033

On Jannary 20, 2016, the Ciry of Los Angeles adopted its Mobiliny Plan 2035, a transpontation element of”
its General Plan. The Plan calls for stralepies that advance five goals: 1) Safery First. 2) World Class
Infrastruciure, 3) Access for Al Angelenos, 4 Coliaboration, Communication, and Informed Chaoices,
and 57 Clean Environments and Heulthy Communitics.

While the Plan focuses on developing a malti-mudal transporiation sysiem, its key policy initiatives
nclude considering the strong link between land use and transpanation and targeting GG emissions
through & mote sustainable transportation system. As sueh, the Plan's call for imegrated land use
planning, clean fuel vehicles are consistent with State and regional plans calling %r mare compact growth
in areas with mansportation infrastructure,

Methodology

The methodelopy utilized for this analysis is based on a Techuical Advisory released by the Governor's
Office of Planning and Research (OPR) on June 19, 2008 titled CEQA and Climate Change: Addvessing
Climare Change Throngh Cualifornia Envirouwmenial Quality Act fCEQA) Review.  Both onc-time
emissions and indirect emissions are expected te vccw each vear after build-aut of the Project. Qne-time
emissions from construction and vegelalion removal were amartized over a Mhyear period because no
significanee threshold has been adepted for such emissions. The Project emission reductions are results
of Project’s commitments and regulatory changes. which inclede 1he implementation of the Renewables
Portfolio Standard (RP3) of 33 percent, the Pavley regulation and Advanced Clean Cars program
mandating higher fuel efficiency standards for light-duny vehicles, and the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
(LCFSY,

The California Climate Acion Regwsiry (Climaie Registry) General Reporting Profocol provides basic
procedures and guidelines for caleulating and weporting GHG emissions from a number of peneral and
industry-specific activities.™ The General Reporting Protecol is bascd on the “Greenhouss (fas Protocal:
A Corporate Accounting and Reponing Siandacd” developed by the World Business Council for

* Catifarna Climate Aciion Repistry, Geagral Repoeting Prowesl Veesion 3 lavuary 2004 wew,

ferviramment orgiites defanit fesiTiersifilesvear, gro X0 ey 2008 sfe-wob pdf accessed Argrne F
26,
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Sustainable Development and the Wotld Resources Institute through “a multi-stakeholder effort to
develop a standardized approach to the volunlary reporting of GEG emissions.™ The General Reporting
Protocol provides a basic framework for caleulating and reporting GHG emissions from the project. The
information providcd in this analysis is consistent with the General Reporting Profocel’s reporting
requirermnents.

The General Beporting Proloco] tecammends the separation of GIIG emissions into three categories thal
reflect difierent aspects of ownership or control over emissions. They include the following:

Scope 1 DJirect, on-site combustion of fossil fucls {e.g., natural gas, propane, gasaling, and
diesel}.

Scope 2: Indirect, off-site emissions associated with purchased electricity or purchased
stcarm.

Scope 3: Indircct cmissions associared with other emissions spurces, such as third-party

vehicles and embixdicd energy {e.g., enorgy used to convey, treat, and disteibute
waler and wastewater). ™

The General Repurting Protocol provides a range of basic calcalations methods. However, the General
Reporting Protocol caleulations are typically designed for cxisting buildings or facilities.  Thesc
refrospective calculation methods are not directly applicable to planning and development situations
where buildings do not yet exist.

CARE recommends consideration of indirect emissions to provide a more complete picture of the GHG
footprint of 2 facility. Annually reported indircet energy usage aids (he conservation awarcness of a
facility and provides information to CARB to br considered for foture strateyics ™ For example, CARB
has proposed requiring the calculation of dircct and indirect GHG emissions as part of the AB 32
repurting requirements. Additionally, the Office of Planning and Research bas noted that lead agencies
“shonld make s good-faith effort, based on uvailable information, to calculate, mode). or estimate.... GIIG
crissions trom a projeet, imchiding the emissions associated with vehicalar teaffic, energy consumption,

7 Ibid

B Embodicd energy iy a scientific term that refers to the qraniio: of energy reginred to marfucivee and supply o

thre paiag of use o prodiel, material, ov serviee.

¥ Cwlifornie dir Resoweces Boord, Taitiad Stacesent of Regsons for Rufewaking, Proposed Reguloiten for
Mandatory Reporting of Grecetheuve Grs Emisséons Pursiont to the Cafiferain Global Warming Sofutions Act
af 2006 (4B 32). Planwing and Technical Support Division Emission faventory Branch, Oviober 19, 2007,
wnw.urb.cd, govregact 2007 ghe 2007 drar pdf, aceessed August 1 2008,
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water usape and construction acnvilies,"™™ Therefore, direct and indirect emissions have been calculated
tar the Project.

GHG emissions were quantified from consiruction and operation of the Project uzing SCAQMD’s
Colilornia Enussions Estimator Mode! {(CalEEMod),  Operanonal emissions include both direet and
indirect sources including mobile sources, water use, sofid waste, area sources, patural pas, and eleciricity
use cmissians. CalEEMeod is a statewide land use emissions computer moded designed o provide o
ugiform platfortn for governmenm agencics, land use planncrs, and environmental professionals 1o
quantify peteatial criteria poilutant and GHG eissions associared with both constitetion and operations
froty a variely of land use projects, The model is considered by the SCAQMD w be an accurete and
comprehensive tool for quantifying air quality and GHG impacts from land use projccis throughout
California.”

Fhresholds of Sigwificance

CARB, SCAQMD and the City of Los Angeles have yet to adopt project-level significance thresholds for
(GHG emissions that would be applicable to the Project.™ As a result, this analysis relies on primary
direction from the CEQA Guidelines. OPR’s amendments to the CEQA Guidehnes for GHGs were
adepted by the Resources Ageney on December 30, 2000, indicating that a project would have a
sapnileant et i e woong i

1. Generate greenhouse ypos emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment; or

1. Centlict with an anplicable plan. palicy, o regelation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases.”

* PR Technical Advisory, p. 5.

o

See www.caleemad. cam.

The South Coasr Air Quafiry Masugemets Disiricr fornud o € Signiffcance Threshold Workieg Graup,
faprrniingion e Heis Warkemsr Creoape és avettffele v agmd povdhome/regmdanonsicegalair- gualitp -analysis-
Sraunrdboal/Eh \g-rignifieance-thresholds/page/2

A rovemt spinion by the Califarmia Supreme Court on November 30, 2045 {Center for Biclagical Diversity v,

O efifuruiy fepavement of Fich and Wildlifz) has supgesied that environmental aaafyses et o support i

assumptions and provide evidentiany sepport to Bud cosestency with @ “Beciness ax { angt approach weh
AR 32 Scoping Plan.
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Section 15064.4 of the CEQA Guidelines was adopted to assist lead agencies in delermining the
significance of the impacts of GHGs. It urges the quantification of GHG emissions where possible and
ircludes language necessary to avoid an implication that a “lifecycle” analysis is required. It also
recommends considering other qualitalive faclors that may be psed in the determinarion of significance
{i.c., extent to which the project may increase or reduce GHG emissions: whether the project exceeds an
applicable significance ihreshold; and cxtent o which the project complies with regulations or
fequirements adopied to implement a reduction ar mitigation of GHGs). Further, il states thal:

1. A lead agency should consider the following factars, ameng others. when assessing the
significance of preenhouse gas cnuissions ol the enviromment:

a. The extent to which the project may ncrease or reduce greenhouse gas emissions as
compared 1o the existing envirenmental setting,

b, Whethcr the project emissions exceed a threshold of significance thar the lead apgency
dewenmines applies to the project; and

¢. The cxtem o which the project complics with regulations or tequirements adopted fo
implement a Statewide, regional, or local plan for the reduction eor miligation of
grecnhouse gas cmissions,  Such reguirements must be adopted by 1he relevant public
sgency through a public review process and mest reduce or mitigate the project’s
incremental contribution of greenhouse gas emissions. If there is substantial evidence
that the possible effects of a particular project are still cumulatively considerable
notwithstanding compliance with the adopted regulations or requirements, an EIR must
be propared for the projecl.

Lecad agencies are to establish thresholds in which a lead agency may appropriately look to thresholds
developed by other public agencies, or suggested by other experts, such as CAPCOA, so long as any
threshold chosen is supported by substantial evidence {scc CEQA Guidelines Secuon 15064.7(c)). The
CEQA Guidelines amendments also claridy that the effects of GHG emissions are cumulative,  The
CEQA Guidclines were amended in response to Scnate Bill 97 to specify that compliance with a GHG
emissions reduction plan renders a cumulative impact insighificant.

To qualify, such a plan or program must be specified in law or adepted by t(he public agency wilh
jurisdiction over the affected reseurces through a public review process to implement, interpret, or make
specific the law enforced or administered by the public agency.”t Examples of such programs include 2
“water gqualily contrel plan, air quality altainment or maintenance plan, integrated wasie makagement
plan, habitat conscrvation plan, natural cormmunily conservation plans [and] plans or regulations for the

Mg
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reduction of preenhouse pas emissions.”™  Put another way, CEQA Guidelines Section 15064{h}{3)
allows 2 fead agency to make a finding of nen-significance for GG emissions if 3 project compiles with
the Caltlornio Cap-and-Trade Program and‘or other regulatory schemes to reduce GHG emissions, ™

Per CEQA Cinidelines Section [5064th) 3. a project’s ineremenial contribution tv 4 cumylative lmpact
¢an be found not cumnlatively considerable if the project will comply with an approved plan ar mmgatian
program thal provides spocitic reguivements that will avoid or subslasially lessen the comulative preblem
within the peographic area of the project ™’

To evaluate a project’s petential greenhouse gas emissions under CEQA, a lead apency may adopt a
sigificance criterion of whether the project will be consistent with statewide grecnhause gas emission
reduction goals, as set forth in the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 for “AB 32") and
the California Air Resources Board 2008 Climarte Change Scoping Plan (“Scoping Plan™} that impicments
A B. 31 (Cenrer for Bivlogical Diversity v. Cal Dept. of Fisk awnd CGame (2015} 62 Cal Ath 204, 2 sec
also CEQA Guidelines § 15064.4.)

The statewide greenhouse gas reduction goals include cutting greenhousc gas emissions by approximately
W percent from the BAU cmission levels projected for 2020, The Scoping Plan sets forth the BAL
projection, which assumes so conservation or regulatory efforts bevend what was in place when the

T Id cemplianis adfded.

*  See San Jooguin Valley Air Pollutin Ceartoef Divicre s, CEQA Letermnitons af Significance tor Prajeces
Subfect 10 ARE's GHG Cup-and-Trade Regulation, APR—2030 (Fune 25, 2014), where the SIVAPCD
“Wfrtermdmed thed CHRG catticdoi fecnenser Boad e colered pades SR8 Ctprstied: Teatofe rossitfalion casmedt
constitute significant increases under CEQA .. " Further, SCAQMD bus taken this pusition as a lead agency,
prepuring three Negative Declarations and one Draft EfR that upplicd itc 15000 MO0 %e sivnificans
weshold i wcd o wnn Bt G8Ry coisgions covered fie e e eraeed Veergle 'rarream e anr consdite
erussions thal sl be mewsurcd qroinst the threshold, See SCAQMD, Finat Negative Declaration for
Ultramar Inc. Wilmington Refinery Cogeneration Project, SCH w200 204 1014 fwwiw.agmd. govidocs/defaule-
faureeleegaldocumentspermit-projects/ ) dullramar nes dec pdfsfern=3)  fOember LI KEACGM
Frnal Negapive Leofaravion s Phiflips 660 Lox Aigeles Beglmers Carsan Plawr Orude 51 Storage © ity
Frapect, SUIF N, 2003001008 (fhopmber 2014 fwww.agmd govidocsidefmli-source/oege/documents permit-
profects 2 1 4k iilipa-t6-frd pdfPsfiran=2); Fiaol Miigared eative Declaration fir Torie 45 Covtamicmgng
Reduction for Compliance with SCAQMD Rudes 1420.1 and {402 at the Exide Technologies Facility in Vernua,
Lo SCH Koo 2054701040 fwiww. agimd govidocs/defauit-source/cega/documentsipermir-projects/ 0 texide-
el fimal pdiPsfursn=2) (Devember 20041, andd Dvaft Encirormnieal Impact Repart for the Breitbars Sanfa Fe
Spesigy Mlocks  ADTIY Upirade Pegpert,  SCH da. JSOFREXING i agmd. gowidoc el
fourvelcegaidocnmenisipermit-profecisi201 $ideir-breithurn-chapiers- 1-3 pdPsfvron = 2) € lpril 2083

OLOUR £ 150640RK3).

Lf Serena Profeet IV Envivonmentad fmpare Auefonns
fritéad St Fage IF.64



'R Loy rerfurs Aarek 2017
Loty e Loy Argeefe qri

forecast was made. A lead agency may use the BAU projection as the baseline lo compare a project’s
expeeled preenhouse gas emissions rather than using a baseline of emissions in the existing physical
environment. However, the lead agency must provide substantial evidence to show that a project’s
specific projeci-feves reduction in groenhouse gas émissions as compared Lo the BAL projection will
aciually meel the shefewide poals of greenhouse gas reductions.

There are three ways a lead agency could make that showing. First, & lead agency may evaluate the data
behind the Scomng Plan's BAL model to determine how a speeilic project in a proposed location would
contribute to the statewide greenhouse gas reduction goals, Second, a lead agency may assess a project’s
consistency with AB 32°s goals in whole or in parl by considering a project’s compliance with regulatory
programs designed 1o reduce greemhouse gas emissions from particular activities, such as building
efficiency and conservation standards. Third, a Jead apency may rely on existing numerical thresholds of
significance for greenhouse gas emissions reductions,

Thus, in the absence ol any adopied, quantitative threshold, the Project would nut have a significant gffcct
on the envirowment if i1 is found to be consistent with the applicable regulatory plans and policics (o
roduce GHG cmissons:

*  Exceurive Orders $-3-03 and B-30-15;

» AP 32 Scoping Plan;

»  &SCAG's 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy;
* ity of Los Angeles Mobitity Plan 2035;

* City of Los Angeles ClimatcLA implementativa plan; and

*  City of Los Angeles Green Building Ordinance

The foliowing information provides an exlensive analysis of the Project’s consistency with these State,
regional, and local climate action-related policies. This section focuscs on disclosing poential GHG
emissions.

Project Impacts

Construction of the Project would emit GHG emissions through the combustian of fossil fucls by heavy-
duty construction equipmunl and through vehicle trips gencrated by construction waorkers iraveling to and
from the Project site, These emissions would vary day to day over the 26-month duration of construciion
activities. As illustrated on Table 1Y-9, construction emissions of CO; would peak in 2013, when up to
2% 6%6 pounds of COac per day arc anticipated (with implementation of Mitigation Measures -1 through
3-5)
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Tabhle TV-9
Estimated Construction Emissivns {Pounds Per Dav)

:  Construction Year e MEO edivs TGHL T N O

o | 24419 | 5 0 L 24520 B
Iy _ ., 2363 | 6 0 28,686 |
12019 B _ VL RS B A 3281

2020 i 32an <] 0 3,248

Avnrcin DEA Planning 2083, bissed on CalEENMod 208322

Greenhouse gas emissions were calculated fur lomg-term operations.  Both one-lime emissions and
indirect ennissions arc cxpecied 1o occur each year afier build-cut of the Praject, One-time cmissians
[rom construction and vegetalion removal were amartized over 3 30-vear period because no significance
thresheld has been adopied for such emissions. The Project emission reductions are results of Project's
commitments and regulatery chanpes, which include the implementation of the Renewsbles Portfolic
Standard (RPS) of 33 percent, the Paviey regulation and Advanced Clean Cars program mandating higher
fuel efficiency standards for light-duty vehicies, and the Low Carbon Fuel Standard {LCFS).

This analysis compares the Project’s GHO emissions 1o the emissions that would be generated by the
Praject i the ubscnce of any GG reduction measures (1. the No Action Taken (*NAT™ Scenario.
s approach is consistent with the concepts used i the CARB's Climare Change Seaping Plan for the
impiementation of AB 32, This methodoiogy is esed 10 analyze consisiency with applicable GHG
reduction plans and pelicies and demenstrate the efficacy of the measurcs contained therain, bu it is not &
threshold of significance.

The analysis in this section includes polential ctnissions under NAT scenarios and from the Praject at
build-our based on actions and mandates expected to be in foree in 2020 Early-action measures
identificd in the Climate Change Scoping Plan that have not been approved were not credited in this
atalvsis. By not speculating on puotential regulatory conditions, the analvsis mkes 2 conservative
approach that likely overestimates the Project’s GIIG emissions ai build-out,

The NAT scenario is used to establish & comparison with project-penerated GHG cmissions. The NAT
scenario does nof consider site-specific conditions, project design feawres, or prescribed mivgation
measures. As an cxample, a NAT scenario would apply a base ITE tnp-generation rate tor a project and
watid net consider sife-specific benefits resulting from the proposed residential uses ot close proximiry to
public transportatien, such as the Metro 256 and DASH El Sereno’City of Tomance. The analysis below
establishes NAT as complying with the minimem performance level required under Title 24. The NAT
scendrio also considers State mandaltes hat were already in place when CARB preparcd the Supplemental
FED [eg., Pavley 1 Standards, full implementation of California’™s Statewide Renewables Portiolio
Standard beyond current levels of rengwable energy. and the California Low Carbon Fuel Standard).
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Emissions calculations for the Project imclude credits or reductions for the regulatery compliance
maeasures and project design features set forth throughout this analysis, such as reductions in energy or
water dermand. In addition, as mobile seurce GHG emissions are directly dependent on the number of
vehicle trips, a decréase in the number of Project generated trips ag a result of project features will
provide a proportional reduction in mebtle source GHG emissions. This scenario conservatively did not
include actioes and mandates that are not already in place bul are expected ta be in force in 2020 {c.g.,
Pavley 1T), which sould further reduce GIHG emissions from use of light-duty vehicles by 2.5 percent.

As shown on Table 1%-140, the emissions for the Project and its associated CARB 2020 NAT sconano are
estimated o be 937 and 1,357 MTCOe per year, respectively, which shows the Project would reduce
emissions by 31 percent from the CARB 2020 NAT scenario. Based on these results, the Project execeds
the reduction target as a numeric threshold of 13.3 percent set forth in the 2014 Revised AB 32 Scoping
Plan.

Table 1Y-10
Estimated Praject Annoal COpe GHG Emissions (Melric Tons per Year)
Reduction Change
from from
Business As Business As | Business as
Usoal As Proposed Lsual Usual
Scenariv and Source | Sceparie* Scenarlo Scenarin Seenaria
Area Spurces Il 11 - 0%
Energy Sources 408 237 -171 -42%
Mobule Sources 834 SRS -24% -304%4
Waste Sources 22 22 - 0%
| Water Sources 34 ) 34 : 0%
Constuction 10 I 30 - o
Total Emissions 1.338 919 <A -31%

Daily construction emissions amortized over 30.vear period pursuant to SCAQMD guidance.  Annual
consirpction emissinng derived by taking fotal esmugions over duration of activitivs amd dividing By
corstrictiva period. To ersure @ consenadive silimale, caissions from existiog devielepeeed! wore ol

included in the calewlotion of net emission: mereares,

& BALF seenario does nol assume 30% reduction (v in mobile source emissions from Pavley emiscion
standards (19.8%5), low carbon fiel standards ¢7.2%}), vehicle efficiency measures 2.8%¢); does rot assume
42% reduction in emeviy production smirsions feom (he Siate s renewables parfolio standard {13%),
natirel oy extraction efffciency measures (6%, and momral gas transmission and disteibuation officiency
mraares {74

Semeees FIA PE:’H:'.I'IJ:HE_. 2T

The analysis in this documcnt uses the 2014 Revised AB 32 Scoping Plan's statewide goals as onc
approach to asscss the efficacy of the Project’s GHG reduction features and charactenistics, as well as the
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Project’s consistency with statewide and regional GHG reduction plans. . The repont’s methodology is to
corpare the Project’s emissions as proposed [o the Project’s emissions if the Project were huikt using 2
NAT approach in terms of desien, methodology, and technology, This means the Project's emissions
wore calculated as il it was consiructed with project design features to reduce GHG and with severai
regulatory measurcs adopred in furtherance of AR 32.

While the AB 32 Scoping Plan’s cumulative slatewide ebjectives were nat intended 1o serve as the basis
tor project-level assessments. this analysis finds that its NAT comparison based on the Scoping Plan is
appropriase becauwse the Proposed Project would comribute 1w statewide GHG  reduction goals.
Specifically, the Proposed Prejeci’s location in an existing urban setting provide opporiunities to reduce
transportation-ralated cmissions.

It should be noted that each source category of GHG emissions from the Proposed Project is sulyject to a
number of regularions that dircedly or indirecly reduce climate change-related emissions:

Statignary and area sources.  Emissions from small on-site svurces are subjeet to specific
emission reduction mandates and/ar are included in the State’s Cap and Trade proygram.

Iransponation. Both construction and operational activities from the Project Site would generate
Iransporiation-related emissions from combustion of fossil fuels that arc covered in the State's
Cap and Frade program,

Energy Use. Beth construction and vperational activities from the Project Site would generate
energy-reiated emissions that arc covered by the State’s renewahle pofolio mandates. inchnding
5B 330, which requires that at least 50 percent of electricity scnerated and sold to retail
customers from renwable energy sources by December 31, 2030

Building structares, Opuerational efficiences will be built into the project that reduce ENCTEY UNC
and waste, as mandated by CALGreen building codes.

Water and wastewater use. The Project would be subject (o drought-related watet conscrvation
emetgency ofders and related State Water Quality Contrel Board restrictions.

Major applianves, The Projevt would include major appliunces that are regulated by Califomnia
Energy Commission requirements for cnergy efficiency.

Solid waste management,  The Project would be subjeet o solid waste diversiom policies
administered by CalReeyele that reduce GHG emissions.

In addition to the GHG cmission reductions deseribed above, it iz important to nate thar the €0, estimates
from maobile sources {particularly CO;, CHy, and NyO emissions) are likely much greater than the
ermissions that would actually ocour, The methodolegy used assumes that all emissions seurces are new
sources and that emissions from (hese soutces are 100 percent additive to existing eonditions. This is 2
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standard approach taken for air quality analyses. In many cases, such an assumption is appropriate
because it is impossible to determine whether emissions sources assoclated with a project move from
outside the air basin and are in effect new ermissions sources, or whether they are sources that were
already in the air basin and just shifted to 2 new location. Because the effects of GHGs are global, a
project that shifts the location of a GHG-emitting activity {e.g.. where people live, where vehicles drive,
or where companies conduct business) would result in no net change in global GHG cmissions levels.

For example, if 2 substantial pertion of Califomnia™s population migrated from the South Caast Air Basin
to the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin, this would likely decrease GHG emissions in the South Coast Air
Basin and increasc emissions in the San Tnaquin Valley Air Basin, hut little change in overall global GHG
emissions. However, if a person moves from one lecation where the land use patiein requires auta use
{e.g., commuting, shopping) to a ncw development that promotes shorter and fewer wehicle trips, more
walking, and overall less energy usage, then it could be argued that the new development would result in
a peteniial net reduction in global GHG emissions.

As described throughout this anabysis, the Projeet contains numerous regulatory compliance measorcs and
preject design features that would reduce the Progoct’s (THG emissions profile and would represent
improvemetits vis-a-vis the NAT scenario. Also, the Project would not exceed the SCAQMD s propased
{but not adepted) threshold of significance of 3,000 metric tons per year of GHG cmissiuns for residential
projects. As a result of this and the analysis of net ¢missions, the Project’s conlributien to global climate
change is not “cumulatively considerable™ and is considered less than significant,

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

Less Than Significant Impact,  As noted eatlier, the Project would be consistent with a number of
retevant plans and policies that govern climate change.

Execotive Orders 5-3-05% and B-30-15;

= AR 32 Scoping Plan;

»  SCAG's 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sostainable Communities Strategy,
*  Citr of Los Angeles Mobility 2035 Plan;

= ity ol Los Angeles ClimalelA implementation plan; and

« Uity of Les Angeles Green Buslding Ordinanee

El Serenn Frofect 1. Envirenmental Impact Analysis
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Cansisteney with Executive Ordees $-03-05 and B-30-15.

The Project is consisteat with the State’s Executive Orders 5-3-05 and B-30-15. which are orders from
the Staic’s Cxecutive Branch for the pumose of reducing GLIG emissions, These sirategies call for
developing more efficient land-use patterns to match papulation increases. warkforce. and sucivcconomic
needs for the full spectrum of the pepulation. The Project includes elements of smart land use as it is
located in an urban infill area well-served by transpurtation infrastructure that includes public transit
provided by dletro and LADOT.

Although the Project’s ¢missions level in 2050 cannot be reliably gquantified. staicwide eitors are
underway to ficilitate the State’s achievement of thar goal and it is reasonable o expect the Project’s
enuissians profile o decline as the repulatory initiatives idenuificd by CARB in the First Updawe are
implemented. and other technological innovations oceur. Stated differentdy, the Project's emissions total
at build-owt presented i this analysis represents the maximum emissions invetwory for the Project as
California’s emissions sources zre being regulated {and foreseeably cxpected to continue i be regulated
ity the future) in furtherance of the State’s cnvironmental policy objectives. As such, given the reasonably
anticipated decline in Project emissions enee fully constructed and opcrational, the Project is consisient
with the Exeeutive Order’s horizon-year goal,

Many of the emission reduction strategics recammuended by € ARB woull serve to reduce five Frojeot’s
post-202) emissions level to the cxtent applicable by law and help lay the foundation . . for extablishg
2 broad framewaork For continued emission reductions bevond 2020, on the path to 80 percent below 1990
levels by 2050." as called for in CARB’s Firsi Update ta the AB 32 Scoping Plan. ™™

As such, the Project™s post-2020 cmissions irapectory is expecied to follow a declining trend. consisient
with the 2030 and 2030 tarpets and Evccutive Order §-3-05 and B-30.15

Consistency with the AB 32 Scoping Flan

The AB 32 Scoping Plan provides the basis for policies that will reduce cumulative GHG cmissions
within Califomia to 1990 levels by 2020, As a resull. the Proposed Project 15 judged apainst i
comsistency with the AR 32 Scoping Plan 1o determine whether it will resuit in adverse cumulative
impacts 1o global climate change. The Propased Project is consistent with the AR 32 Scoping Plan's
focus on emission reductions from several koy scotors:

¥ UARB. First Update, p. 4, Moy 200&. See alvo i af o, F2-35 Frecent siadtes shaw that auflievimg e 250
goal will reguire that the “vlecivicity sectve will Buve to be exsentially zore cavbun; wad thar elecricin or
Rvilrogen will have fo power much of the treamsportation secear, including wtmose all passenger vehicles. ™}

T CARE. First Update, Table 6: Jummary of Recommended Aciions by Sector, pp, 94-99, May 214
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Energy Sector: Continued improvements in Califernia’s appliance and building energy
efficiency programs aund jnitiatives, such as the State’s zere net encrgy building goals, would
serve to reduce the Project’s emissions Tevel ™ Additionally, further additions e Califomia‘s
renewable resource portlolio would favorably influence the Project’s emissions level."
Transportation Sector: Anticipated deployment of improved vebicle efficicncy, zero emission
technologies, lower carbon fucls, and improvement of cxisting transportation systems all will
serve o reduce the Project’s emissions level

Water Seclor: The Project’s emissions level will be reduced as 2 result of further desired
enhancements to water conscrvation technologies.®

Waste Management Sector: Plans to tusther improve recycling, reusc and reduction of solid

waste wil) beneficially reduce the Project's emissions level

As showp on Table 1V-11, the Project would be consistent with all feasible and applicable strategies
recomniended in the Scoping Plan.

Table T¥-11
Project Consistency With AB 32 Scoping Plan GHG Ermissions Reduction Strategies

California Cap-and-Trade Program, Implement a broad-
based Calilomia cap-and-trade program to provide a fitm
fimil un cmissions.

Strategy Project Consistency

N/AL The statewide program is ol
relevani o the Project.

California Light-Dury Vehicle Greenkouse Gay Standards. |
Imaplement adepted Pavley standards and planned second
phase of the system. Align zero-emission vehicle,
alternarive and renewahle fuel and vehicle technology

| programs with long-derm climate change goals,

Energy Efficiency. Maximize energy efficieney building

and appliance standards and pursue addittonal efficiency
effuris incleding new technologies, and new palicy and
mechanisins, FPursue cemparable investment in energy
elficiency from all retail providers of electricity in
California. _
Rencwables Portfoliv Standard. Achiove 33 percent _ Consistent. The Praject would use energy

N/A. The development of standards is not
relevant o the Project,

Consistent. The Project would be
designed and constructed to meet Cal
Green building standards by including
several measures designed in reduce
energy consumption.

i

&I

L5

#F

CARE, First Update, pp. 37-38, 83, May 2074,

CARE, First Updaee, pp. 4041, May 20014,
CARR, Firse Update, pp. 55-56, May 2004,
CARE. Férst Lpdete, p. 65, Map 204

CARE. Firss Update, p. 69, Moy 2014
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Table IV-11
Project Consisiency With AB 32 Scoping Plan GHG Emissions Reduction Strategics
| Strategy . Praoject Consistency
! renewable energy mix stalewide. fram the Los Angeles Department of
Water and Power, which has goals to
diversify ils portfolio of eneray sources to
o N _ _inerease the use of renewable encrpy,
Low-Carbon Fuel Standard. Develop and adoptthe Low  N/A. The statewide prosram is not
{ Carben Fuul Standard, relevant w the Project.
N/A. The dcvctapm:m ol regional
plannme 2oals 15 not relevant o the
Proposed Project. The project’s infill
location near Los Angeles County
| Regivaal Transpartation-Related Greenhonse Gases. Metropolitan Transportation Authority
| Develop rugional greenhouse gas emissions reduction L, Routes 256, 79, 78, 378) and the City
t largets for passenger vehicies. of Les Angeles DASEL El Serena City
Terrace roude ransit services make 1t
comsistent with the sman growth objectives
of the region’s Sustainable Communitics
_ _ . _ Strategny (SCS). N
| Fehicle Efficienc ; Measnres. Implement light-duty vehicle | NiA. State agenclca arc responsible for

fe oy m e a— s

| efficiency measures. | mplementing efficieney meastres.
%_(rﬂfi'ff'n Menemens, il:lp[urfm adapled rcj;,uldhun:. for the N/A. State agencies ar responsible fur

| us¢ of shore power for ships at berth, linprove cfficiency | implementing regulations and promoting
|_in poods movemew acrivitics. _| efficiency in goods movement,

* Newtral. The Project does not melude
- salar roofs and is not part of the proposed
_ Staeewide iniiative,
N/A. State apencies are rg‘:ponmbh, for
implementing efficiency measures.

Midtion Yolar Roofe Prapraw, Install 3000 MW of solar-
electric capacity under California’s existing sular programs.

| MediwnHeavy-Diny Pehicles. Adupt medium and heavy-
' duny vehicle efficiency measures.
; Imdustrial Emissions, Require assesstent of large
. industrial sobrces to detenmine whether individual sources
{ within a facility can cost-eftectively reduce greenhouse gas
| cmissions. Reduce greenhouse gas eimissions from fagitive
|_emissions from oil and gas extraction and gas transmission. ]
] . N/&. This calls for the California High |'
i [figh Speed Roil. Support impleréntation of « high speed | Speed Rail Authoniy and stakeholders 1o l
b orail sestem. | develop a sttewide rail transportation ]
__i system, o ) f

! i | Consistent. The I’m]c:-::l would he
[ Green Building Strateyy. Fxpand the usc of green building ' designed and constructed to meet Cal
I practices to reduce the carbon footprint of Cadifornia’s new  Green building standards and would

and existing inventory of buildings. - inglude several measores designed 1o
! . reduce energy cunsump_lmn ]
i Iigh Glohat I Wearming Potential Gases. Adopt measures to | N/A. State agencics are responsible for

NiA. This measure uddresses mdustrial
I facilitics.

teduce high global warming potential gases. ___| implementing these measores,

I Recy cyeling and Waste, Reduce methane emissions at Consistent. The Project would have

E landfills, Increase wasic diversion, composting and other ' minimal impact om solid waste facilitics. |
Ll Serene Profect T Emvivonmentad fmpact Analvsis
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Table I¥-11
Project Consistency With AR 32 Scoplng Plan GHG Emissions Reduction Strategies

Strategy pomd LS 1 Project Consistency

beneficial uses of organic materialg and mandate
comimercial recycling. Move toward zcro waste,
Susiainable Forests. Preserve forest scquestration and
encourage \he usc of forcst bomass Tor sustainable encrgy

M/A. Resource Apgency departmends are
responigible for implementing this measure,

generation, o _ o )
- Consistent. The project would use waler-

Fater, Continue efficiency programs and wie ¢leancr cilicient landscaping including point-lo-

energy sources to move and Lreat water. poimt irrigation and a smar controller drip

system to reduce water use.

Agricutiure. In the near-term, encourage investment in

menure digester and at the five-year Scoping Plan ypdate N/A. The Project dogs nat inclade
determine if the program should be made mandatory by agricultural facilities.

2020,

Sonrce: DA Plaaming, 21116,

Congistency with SCAG's 2016-2040 RTP/SCS

At the regional level, the 2016-2040 RT1' and Sustainable Communities Strategy rcpresent the region’s
Climate Action Plan that defines strategies for reducing GHGs. In order to assess the Project’s potential
1o confliet with the RTP/SCS, this section analyzes the Project’s land use profile for consisteney with
these in the Sustainable Communities Straiegy. Generally, proicets are considered consistent with the
provisions and general pulicies of applicable City and regicnal land wse plans and regulations, such as
SUAGs Sustainable Communitics Strategy, if they are compatible with the general intent of the plans
and would not preclude the araimment of their primary goals.

The Project is an infill development that is also consistent with the 2016 RTP/SCS and its [ecus on
integrated land use planning. Specifically, the Project site is served by both Mewe Rouwe 256 and the
LADOT's Fl SercneiCity Terrace connmunity shunle. Table 1¥-12 illustrates the Project’s congistency
with the Actions and Sirategies set forth in the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS. The Project weuld also be
consistent with the applicable goals and principles set forth in the 2016-2040 RTF/SCS and the Compass
Crowth Vision Report.  Thercfore, the Project would be consistent with the GHG reduction related
actions and strategies contained in the 2016-2040 RTR/ECS.

El Sereng Frofece f¥. Envirenmenio! Inpact dralysis
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Table IV-12
Fraject Cansisteney with SCAG MHH6-2040 RTPISCS

| Responsibie
f Actions and Strategies Partv{ies) Consistency Analysis |
_E__.[ﬂmf Lse Strarepics , _

Refleer  the  changiog ! Local | Consistent. The Project includes residences that would

papulation  and  demands, | jorisdictions «add @ the supply of housing in tneeropolitan Los
Fl including combaring { Angeles County.
7 wentrificarion and )

ydisplacement, by increasing

{housing supply ar a variewy

of affordability levels,

ﬂ:Fm:us new growth around
i transit.
i

SJunsdictions

Local Consistent. The Project is an infill deveiupnicnl that
ywould be consistent with the 2016 RTE/SCS focus on

i growing near iransit facilities,

gFlan for growth around

SCAG, Local | Consistent, The Projeci is an inhll developmnenn tha
th'ab]t’: varridors, including | Jurisdictions would be consistent with the 2016 RTP/SCS focus on
fgrowth on  the Livable growing aleng the 2,980 miles of Livable Corridors in
{Comidors netwaork, | the region.
|i Provide mwre optiens Tor | 3CAG,  Local j Consistent. The Projeet woeuld  help ﬁlt‘t]’E‘
| short iripy through | Turisdictions ljobs/housing halance obiecrives that can improve the use
ENcighbc:rhnnd Wiobility ,@f Neighborhood Electric Vehicles for short wips. by
tAreas and  Complere pre-wiring far cleetric vehicles.  The Project is also
{ Comnmnities, generatly consistent with the Complete Comomunities |
FI initiative that focuses on creation of mixed-use disiricts |
P _ in growth areas.

! Support local sestainability | Local Not Applicable.  Winle this strategy calls on loczi
Eplannjng, including ; Turisdictions povernments (0 adopt {icneral Plan updates, zoning
ﬂdet'cloping suslainable codes. and Climate Action Plans ro further sustainabie
! plannimg arnd design communitics, the Project would not inlerlere with sech
ipolicies, sustainable zoning policymaking and would be consistent with those policy
! codes, and Climate Action objectives. .
! Pians. o - | !
metecl nawral and  faym | SCAG ECunsisttm. The Praject is an infill development thsl.lll1
] lands, including developing | Local | wonld help reduce demand for growth in urbanizing ;

L conservarion srategics.

urisdictions janas. —

* Transportation Strategicy o

IEPresen'e ot existing ! SCAG Mot Applicable. While this sirategy calls on investing
[ ITANsPBOITANON System. County in the maintenance of our cxisting transpotiation system,
f Transportation | the Project would ned interfere with such policymaking,

il Commissions

b Local

:|_ Turisdiclions ’I
ﬁ.’ﬂanugu cangestion through | County Cousistent. The Project is an infill development that |
| Programs like the | Transponation ! will minimize congestion impacts on the region because §
I Congestion  Manapement | Commissions of its  proximiry  te  public  transil,  Compleie !

Fi Sgeemo Projoct
Initial Study
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Table IV-12

ect Consistency with SCAG 200 6-2040 RTR/SCS

Pro
Responsible
Actions and Strategies Party(ies)
Program,  Transpuoration | Local

Demand Management, and
Transportation Systerns
Managemen siratepies.

Jurisdictions

. Consistency Analysis
Comtaunities, and general density of population and
Jobs,

Promote safely and securiry | SCAG Not Applicable. While (his stratepy aims o improve
n the transpottalion | County the safety of the trenspontation svsteml and protect users
Syt Transpoctation | from security threats, the Project would not interfers
Commissions with such policymaking.
Loeal
Jurisdictions
Complete our  transit, | SCAG Mot Applicable. This strategy calls for transportabion
passenger  rail,  active | County planning pariners 1o amplement major capitai and
transportation,  highways | Transporlation | operational projeets Lhat are designed o address regional
and  arerials, regional [Commissions growth. The Projecl wonld not interfere with this larger
CXpress fares, goncts | Local gal of investing in Lhe ransportalion system.
movemnenl, and  airport | Jurisdictions
pround Iransporiation
Eysiems.
Technological Innovation and 2151 Certury Transportation
Promate  zero-emissions | SCAG | Consistent. While this action/sirategy 15 oot necessarily
vehicles, Local applicable on a project-specific basis, the Project would
Jurisdictions include pre-wiring for electric vehicle charging
. imfrastyucture.
Promale neiphborhood | SCAG i Consistent. While this actiow/strategy is nor necessanily
electric vehiclkes. Local applicable on a project-specilic basis, the Project would
Jurnsdictions include pre-winng  for clectric  vehicle charging
infrastruchare. L
Implement shared mobilily | SCAG Nat Applicable. While this strategy is designed to
PINErams, Laocal intepraie new technologics for jast-mile and alternative
Junsdictions iransporialion programs, the Proposed Project would not

interfere with these emerging programs.

Source: Southern California Association of Governments; 203 62040 RTESCS, Chapler 3. The Road to (renter
Mobility and Susiginable Growk; Aptil 2016,

Consistency with the City of Los Angcles Mobilicy Flan 2025

While the Mobility Plan 2035 focuscs on developing @ multi-modal trangportation system, its key policy
imitiatives include considering the strong link between land vse and transportation and targeting GHG
through a more sustainable transporiation system. The Proposed Project is fully consistent with these
gencral cbjectives, including the most relevant strategy, Program No. D7, which calls for the development
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of GHG tracking program thal would guantify reductions in GG from reductions in vehicle miles
traveled.

Conslstency with the City of Los Angetes Climatel A Plan

Construction of the Project would be consistent with the ~ClimawelL A" plan's goal of reducing or
recycling 70 percent of wash (including construction waste) by 2015 The Praject would promote this
goal by complying with wasie reduction measures mandated by CALGreen and Cityv's Green Huilding
Code. as well as solid waswe diversion policies administered by CalBecvele that in wm reduce GHG

LIIESLONS.

Long-tzrm operations of rthe Project alsa would be consistent with the "ClimateLA™ focus on
g, and econgmic factors (o

=13

lranspoTtation, cnorgy, water wse, land use. waste. open space znd grecnin
achicve gmissions reductions,

With regand 10 transportalion, the Project is consistent with the Plan’s focus on reducing emissions from
private vehivle use, Specifically, the site’s infill location with immediate access 1o sipmificant public
tranail, pedestrian. and bicvele tacilities results in a transit-oncuted development thal will teduce aute
dependenee,

To reduce gmissions from enerey wiare. the Project would be consistent with “ClimateL A" and its focus
ou increasing the ameunt of renewable cnergy provided by the Los Angeles Departnent of Water and
Power; presenting a comprehensive sel of green building policies o guide and support private sector
development; and helping citizens to vse less energy. Both cansiruction and eperational activities from
the Project site would gencrale cnergy-related emissions that are reduced by the Stale’s renewable
portfolio mandates, including SIt 350, which requires that at least 30 parcent of electricity generated and
sold ro retatl customers come from renewable energy sources by Drecember 31, 2030,

With regard to water. the Project would be consistent wirh reducing waler from growih through water
conservation and recveling; reducing per capita water consumption by 20 percent; and impicmenting the
Lty s water and wastewater integrated resources plan thar will inerease conservation. and maximize the
capture and reuse of storm water,  Specifically, the Project would be subject to drought-related water
conservation emergency orders and related State Water Quality Control Board restrictions, as well as
CAlLGreen and City Creen Bualding Code dua eall for waler-conserving fixeures and processes, These
elements of the Project would be consisient with goals st forth inahe “ClimateLA™ plan.

With repard to waste, the Project would be consistent with the “Climatel A™ poal of reducing or recycling
70 percent of ash by 2015, Operatonal efficiences will be built into the Project that reduce vncrey use
and waste, as mandated by the City’s Green Building Code and CALGreco building code, With regard (o
ongoing operations. the Projeot woeold be subjeer 1o solid waste diversion policics administered by
CaltReevele that reduce GHEG cmissions.

e e e ———
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With regard to open space and greening, the Project would not interfere with “ClimateL A and its focus
on creating 35 now parks; revitalizing the Los Angeles River to create open space opportunities, planting
ane million trees throughoul the City; identifying opportanitics te “daylight” streams; identifying
promising locatiens for stormwater infiltration w recharge groundwater aquifers: and collaborating with
scheols o creale more parks im neighborbeods,

Consistency with the City of Los Anpeles Green Buoilding Ordinance

The Lus Angeles Green Building Ondinanee requires that Prajects filed on or after Janvary 1, 2014
comply with the Los Angeles Green Building Code as amended to coniply with the 2013 CALGreen
Code. Because of the Project includes fewer than 50 homes, the Project would not be subject to the
mandatory measures under the Green Building Ordinance that would help reduce GHG emissions. The
Project would comply with these mandatory measures, as the Project would provide en-site bicycle
parking spaces. Furthermoere, the Green Building Ordinance includes muasures that would increasc
energy cfficiency on the Project Site, including installing Energy Star rated apphiances and installation of
watcr-consctving fixturcs. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the Los Angeles Green Building

Orrdinance.

The Project's design features as required by CALGreen would nevertheless be compatible with fhe City
of Los Angcles” Green Building Ordinance standards that reduce emissions beyond 3 NAT scenario and
are cansistent.

The Project would be congistent with applicable State, regional and local GHG reduction strategies.
Given that the Project would generate GHG emissions that are less than significant, and given that GHG
emission impacts are cumulative in namure, the Projocl’s incremental contribulion to curnulatively
significant GLIG etnissions would be less than cumplatively considerable, and impacts would be less han
significant.

Cumulative Impacts

The omission of GHGs by a single project inte the atmosphete is not itself necessarily an adverse
environmental effect. Rather, it is the increased accumulation of GHG from more than onc praject and
many sources in the atmosphere that may result in global climate change. The consequences of that
climate change can cause adverse environmental effeets, A preject’s GHG emissions typically would be
very stmall in comparison (o state or global GHG emissions and, consequently, they would, in isalation,
have no significant direct impact on climate change. The State has mandated a goal of reducing statewide
emissions to 1990 lovels by 2020, even though statewide population and commerce is predicted to
comlinue to expand.  In order to achicve this goal, CARB is in the provess of establishing and
implementing regulations to reduce statewide GIG emiszions. At a minimum, most project-related
emissions, such as cnergy, mobile, and construction. would be covered by the Cap-and-Trade Program.

El Serenc Profect IV, Envirapmental Iimpact Analysis
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Currenily, there are no applicable CARR, SCAQMD, ot City ot Los Anpéles sipnificance thresholds or
sperific reduction targets. and no approved policy or guidance 1o assist in determining sighificance at the
project or cumulative levels.  Additionaily, there is corrently no eencrally accepted methodology o
determine whether GHG emissions assaciated with a specific project represent new emissions or existing,
displaced emissions. Therefore. consisten! with CEQA Guideline Section 15064h{3}, the City as Lead
Apency has detenmined that the Project’s contribytion to cumuiative GHG emissions and clobal elimare
change would be less than significant if e Project is consistent with the applicable reglilatory plans and
pelicies to reduce Greenhouse Gas Crussions: Execulive Orders 5-3-05 and B-30-15; AB 32, the 2002
2035 RTP/SCS and the Ciry of Los Angcies Green Building Ordinance and Mobility 2035 Plan.

Unplementation of the Preject’s regulatory compliance measures and projecr desiun features, including
State mandales, would contribule to GHG reduciions. These reductions tepresent a reduciion from WAT
and support State geals for GHG omissions reduction.  The methods wsed 1o establish Ihis relarive
reduction are consistént with the approach used in the CARB's Clintate Change Scoping Plan for the
implementation of AR 32,

The Project is consistent with the approach outhined in CARE's Climaie Change Scoping Plan,
particularly its cmphasis on the identification of emission reduction epperinities thn PIOMOE Cronoemic
growth while acheving greater encrey efficiency and accclerating the transition to a low-curbon
ceonomy, Ly addition. as recomimended by CARB's Climate Change Scoping Plan, the Project would use
“green building” features as a framework for achicving Cross-Culling cmissions reductlions as new
busidings and infrustruecture would be desipned ta achieve the standards ol CAL Grecn.

As part of SCAG's 2006-2040 SCS/RTP, a reduction in VMT within the tegion is a key COmpinent ko
achicve the 2020 and 2035 GHG exnssion reduction targets established by CARBE. The Praject reselts in
significant VMT redueetion in comparison to NAT and would be consisient with the SUS. RTE.

The Project alse would indirectly compiy with the City of Los Anpeles Green Building Code, which
ehiphasizes improving cnergy conservation and cnerpy efficicncy, increasing rencwable energy
generation, and changing transportation and land use pateerns to reduce auto dependence. The Projeet's
regulatory compliance measures and project design features provided above and throughout this analysis
would advance these ohjectives. Further, the related projects would also be anticipated 10 comply with
many of these same emissions reduction goals and ebjcetives,

Additiomally, the Project has incorporated sustainabilily design features in aceordance with repulatory
requitements as provided in the reguiatory comphance measures throughour this analysis and projoct
design features to reduce VMT {ie., the Project site’s localion adjacent to transit service) and to teduce
the Prodect’s potential impact with respeet to GHG emissions. With implementation of these fealres, the
Project resulis inoa 31 percent reduction in GHE emissions from NAT. The Praject’s GHG reduction
nmeeasures make the Projoct coosistont with AR 32.
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As discussed above, the Project is consistent with the applicable GHG reduction plans and policies. The
NAT comparison demonstrates the efficacy of the measures contained in these policies. Moreover, while
the Project i$ not directly subject to the Cap and Program, that Progrem will indirectly reduce the
Project’s GHG emissions by regulating “covered entiries” thal affect the Praject’s GHO emisyions,
including energy, mobile, and constructivn emissions, More importantly, the Cap-and-Trade Program
will hackstop the GHG reduction plaps and pelicies applicable te the Project in that the Cap-amd-Trade
Program will be responsible for relatively more emissions reductions should California’s direct regulatory
mcasures teduce GG emissions less than cxpected. This will ensure that the GHG reduction targets ol
AR 32 arc mot.

Thus, given the Project’s consistency wilh State, regional, and City of Los Angcles GHO emission
reduction goals and objectives, the Project would not cemfliet with any applicable plan, policy, ot
regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGs. In the absence of
adopted standards and established significance thresholds, and given this consistency, it is concluded that
the Project’s impacts are cumulatively less than significant.

8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a) Would the project ereale a significant hazard te the public ¢r the environment through the
reutine trapsport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

No Impact. The Project includes development of 42 single-family residential homes and would not
require routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. Thus, the Project would not create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routing transport. use. or dispesal of
hazardous materials. Therefore, no impacts refated to this issuc would cecur,

b) Would the project create significant bazard to the pohlic ar the cnvironment throogh
reasonably Toresceable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardons materials
into the cnvironment?

Mo Impact. A Phasc I Environmenta] Site Assessment {ESA) was prepared for the Froject by AEI
Consultanis (1efer te Appendix F). The following are the findings of the assessment:

Recognized Environmental Condition (REC) is defined by the ASTM Standard Practice E1327-13 as the
presence or likely presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum products in, on, of a1 a property: (1)
duc to telease to the environment; {2) under conditions indicative of a release to the envirenment; or {3)
vnder cenditions hat pose & naterial threat of a future release to the environment. AED's assesstnent hag
revealed the following RECs associated with the subject properiy or nearby properties:

+  Based on & review of aerial photographs, there is a potential thar the subject property was
listorically used for agricultural purposes. There is a potential that agricultural chemicals, such as
pesticides, herbicides and fertilizers, were used on site, and that the subjert property has been
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impacted by the use of such agricultural chemicals. In general, historical agricultural use is oo
1he subject of environmental enfurcement actions by regulatory agencics, and therefore, could be
considered a de minimis condition. Additionally, potential agricultural uses were anly nowed in
1923: by 1928 patential agricultural wses bad ceased. As such, amy potential zgriculrural
chemicals would have likely naturally attenuaied since rhis time. However, AF] undersiands that
the subject property is slated for redevelopment. Canscqguently, it is considered prudent to
determing whether sampling relating to the former agricultural use of the subiect nroperty is
required by the loval planning departiment or other applicable oversight agency prier o the
commencement of redevelopment activities. As such, AEl contacted the local planping
depariment to determine whether sampling relating to the former agricultural use of the subjeet
praperty & requincd in preparation for development, and the agency stared that no such
requircrments exist at thiz dime.

Controlicd Recognized Evvironmental Condirion (CREC) is defined by the ASTM Standard Practice
E15327-13 as a past release of hazardous substances or petraleum preducts that has becn addressed o the
satisfaction of the applicable regulatory authority, with harardous substances or petroleum products
allowed (o remain in place subject to the implemcntation of required controls. AFI's assessment has
revealed the following CRECS associated with the subject property or nearby properties:

*  Noe on-site CRECs were identified during the course of this agsessment.

Historical Recognived Fnvirommental Condition (HREC)Y is detined by the ASTM Swndard Practice
E1327-13 a5 a past releasc of any hazardous substances or pewoleumn products that has accutred in
connection with the property and has heen addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory
awthority or moeeting unrestricted wse criteria established by a regulatony autharity, withoat subjecting the
property W any raquired controds. AFD's assessment has reveaivd the following HRECs associated with
the subject property or necarby properties:

* Mo on-site TR12Cs were identificd during the course af this assessnent.

Orther Environmental Cousiderations warrant discussion, but do not qualify as RECs as defined by the
ASTM Standard Practice EI527.13. These inelude. but are aot limited to, de minimis conditions and-ar
environmental considerations such as the presence of ACMs, LBP. radon, meld, and lead in drinking
wiler. which can affect the lisbilities and fimancial abligations of the client, the heaith and safety of site
occupants, and the value snd marketability of the subject property. AED's assessment has revealed the
following envirenmental considerations associated with the subject property or neathy properties:

*  Although aceess to the subject propetty 15 ¢urrently pated. the area was lormerly sccessible by the
grneral public, The subjecl propeoty appears 10 have been utilized for upautherized dumping of
waste building materals, tires, and ather equipment. Mr. Al Benegas, key site manager, indicated
these tnatwrials were planued to be removed during the demolition of the curtent structures at the
property. No dumping of hazardous materials was observed. No evidence of impact (o the subject
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property, such as surface staining, odors, stressed vepelation, or spillage of conients, was
observed. Based on this infermatien, the materials are ot considered 1o represent evidence of a
recognized environmental condition. However, the materials represent a housekeeping concetr,
and should be removed from the preperty. Addinonally, it should be noted that if any of the
building materials arc found ro be asbestos comtaining, additional costs may be incurred in
remowving these takerials.

»  Based un the date of duvelopment. it is possible thal the subject property was historically
equipped with at least one seplic systen. Based on the residenlial namare of eccupancy, any on-
sitc septic systems are not expected 1o represent a siguificant enviranmental concern. However, if
any septic systems are encountered upen future redevelopment, they should be should be
addressed under local regulatory guidelmes.

«  The northern adjacent propery (AR Morse, Stove’s Aute Repair, 2700 & 2705 Monh Eastern
Avenye) was Hsted in the database as a LUST site. The casc was openhed during tank removal of
two USTs. The coptaminants of concern were listed as hydrocarbons. Soil was lisied as the anly
media impacted. The case was npen in 1989 and closed in 1996, Llowever, no other significam
infurmation about the release was available from the regulatory database report or online. This
praperty is located across Lombardy Boulevard (approximately 50-50 (eet from the propery
boundary} in 2 hydrologically downgradiend position relative to the subject property. Bascd on the
information available te date, the site may be a potential source of vapor-phase contaminant
migration. A review of the LUST case file with the RWQCB may provide additienal information
in determining if & potential source of vapor-phase contaminant migration Is prescnt. Based on
the case <losure, relative distance, media impacted, time elapsed allowing for natural attenuation,
identificalion of a responsible parly, and the hydrological gradient, groundwatcr impacts from this
adjacent site are not expecied to represent a significant environmental cancern at this time.

Conclusions: The Phase [ ESA was conducted in conformance with the scope and limitations of 45TM
Standard Practice E1527-13 of the subject property and revealed no evidence of RECs in connection with
the subjcct property ofhor than those stated above. AE] recommends no further investigations for the
subject property at this time. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur.

) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste withln one-gquarter mile of an existing ot proposed schoal?

No Impact. The Project includes development of 42 single-family residential homes and would not
require routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials.  Also, the Project site 15 not localed
wilhin one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. Thus, the Project would not emit hazardous
emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous malerinls, substances, or wasic within one-guarter
wile of an existing ur proposed schook. Therefure. po impacts related ta this issue would cccur.
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o) Would the project be located oo a site which is included on 2 list of hazardous materials
sites eompiled persuant to Goveroment Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
sigrificant hazard to the poblic or the environment?

No Impact, The Project is not included om any list compiled pursvant 10 Government Code Section
6892.5. Thus, the Troject would nut create a significant harard to the public or the envitonment as a
result of being listed on a list of hazardous matctials sites compiled pursuant 10 Goverumem Code Section
639625 Therefure, no impacts related o this ssue would occur.

) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan hus no? been
adopted, within twe miles of a public airport or public use airport, wauld the project resmdt in a
salety hazard for peeple residing or working in the project area?

No [mpact. The Projert site is not located within rwo miles of a public airpott. The closest airport is the
Cl Montc Airpon located approximately 11 miles northeast of the site. Thys, the Proicet would nat resuh
in 2 safety hazard associated with an airport for people residing or working in the Project area, Therefore,
na impacts related to 1his issue would occpr,

N For a prejeet within the vicinity »f a private airsirip, would the project result in a gafety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area®

No [mpact. The Project sitle is net located within the vicininy of & private airsirep. The closest airport is
the E! Monte Airport located approximaiely 11 miles northesst of the site, Thus, the Project woubd net
eselt in a safety hazard associaled with an airport for people residing or warking in the Broject area,
Therefore, no inipacts refaved oo his issue would occur.,

£l Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergeney response plan or emerpency evacuation plan?

No Impaet. No aspects of the Project woutd inhibit aceess 1o hospials, CIIETEENCY TCSpPOmse conters,
schoal locations, communication tacilities, highways and bridges. or aifports. Further, ihe Project would
camply with all applicable City policies relaied w disuster preparcdness and emcrgeney tesponse. Thus,
no inipacts related 10 this issuc would ocour.
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h) Waould the project expose people or strictures to = sigoificane risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized arcas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Less Than Significant lmpaet. The Project is located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. ™
The Project would be reqoired to be designed and consiructed in accordance with the Los Angeles Fire
Code and would be reguired to incorperate measures. including but not limited the following:

*  lgnitiou-resistant roofing and other building matenials

*  Fire-Retardant-Treated Wood or nencombustible materials
* Roof coverings, valleys, and gutters

«  Attie ventilation

* Eave or comice vents

*  Sprinkler syslems

= Landscaping with lire-retardant plants

*  Yegetation clearance

Additionally, prior to issuance of an Oceupancy Permit, Ihe Project Applicant would be required o
coordinale with the Los Angeles Fire Department {[LAFD) to ensurc that the Project incorpurates all
appropriate fire-prevention measures. Through compliance with the LAFI)Y s requirements, no si gnificant
impacts related t wildland fires would oecur as a result of the Project.

Cumulative Impacts

The geopraphic extent of the Project’s environmental impacts is himited o the Project sile and would not
contribute to any other potential environmental impact that may occur beyond the Project sile houndaries.
All related projecis would be subject to discretionary or ministerial review by their respective
jurisdictions, which would be rcsponsible for assessing potential hazards risks associated with those
related projects, and if necessary, the applicants of those projects would be required W implement
mcasurcs appropriate for the type and extent of hazardous materials present and the land use proposed 1o
reduce the risk associated wilh the hazardous materials to an acceptable level. As statcd previously, with
mitigation, the Project would not result in any significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous
natetials, Therefore, no significant cumulative impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials would
QeCUr,

Y ZIMAS Report for the Project sise, February 19, 2005,
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9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a} Would the project violate any water guality standards or waste discharge requirements”

No Impact. The Project includes development of 42 single-family residential homes 2nd would not have
any peint-source discharges. Theretore, the Project would bave no impact an water quality standards ar
waste discharge and would not violaie any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.

b} Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or inferfcre substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer voleme or a lowering uf
the local groundwater tahle level (c.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}?

No Impaet. The Project site contains hillside arcas. Subsurface materials at the Project site primarily
include artificial fill, eoltuvium, older alluvium, and bedrock of Monterey Formation. During stonm
events, mosk of the stermwater flows from the Project site 1o the lucal sireets where the runoff enters the
Ciy’s storm drain system. Ten borings were conducted at the Project site to a maxirum dapih of 45 fecr
According 10 the Geologic & Geatechnical Engincoring Review preparcd for the Praject. although
seupage was encountered in three of the borings. 1o grosndwater was encoumicred {rofer e Appendix E),
it is unlikcly that any srmwater that contacls the Project site reaches groundwater level, For these
reasons, the Project site is not an area of groundwater recharge. All waler consumption associated with
the Project would be supplied by the Metropolitan Water District (MWD} and not from groundwater
bearath the Project site. Thus, the Prajeci would have no affect on groundwater supplics or recharge, and
no impacts related to this issue would oveur.

cl Weuld the project subsiantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area.
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manaer, which would result
in substzriial crosion nr siltation on- or aff-site?

Less Than Significant Impact. Buring the Project’s construciion phase, the Project developer waould be
required to implement SCAQMD Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust to mininize wind and water-borme erogion al
the side. Alse. the Project developer would be required v prepare and implement = SWEPP, in accordance
with tbe NPDES General Pennit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construetion Activity
and Land Disnurbance Activities, The sile-specific SWPFP would be prepared prior W carthwork
activities and would he implemented during Project construetion. The SWITT would include BMPs and
erosion conlrol measures wa prevent pollution in storm water discharge. 1ypical BMPs that could be used
during constraction include good-housckeeping practices (.., stroct sweepiny, proper wasig disposal,
vehicle and cquipment maintenance, concrete washouwt ares, materials storage, minintization of hazardous
malerials, proper handling and storage of hazardous materials, ¢te) and crosion’sediment conirol
measures (v, il fences, fiber rodls, pravel bags, storrn water inlet protocuion. and soil stabilizatien
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measures, etc.). The SWEFP would be subject to review and approval by the City for compliance with the
City’s Developmenl Best Management Practices Handbook, Part A, Censtruction Activities.
Additionally, all Project construetion activities would comply with the City's grading permit regulations,
which requite the implementation of grading and dust centrol measures, including a wet weather erosion
control plan if construction accurs during rainy season, as well as inspections 1o ensure that sedimentation
and erosion is minimized. Through compliance with these cxisting regulations, the Project would not
result in any significant impacts related fo soil erosion and siltation during the construction phase.
Additionally, during the Project’s operational phase, most of the Project site would be developed wilk
impervious surface, and all stermwater flows would be directed to storm drsinage features and would not
come into condact with bare soil surfaces. Thus, no significant impacts related 1o crosion and siltation
would ocour as a result of Project operation,

d} Would the preject substantially alter the existing draimage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the couwrse of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate
or armaunt of surface runeff in 2 manner which would resolt in Booding on- or aff-site?

Less Than Significant Impact. As stated previously, during storm events, most of the stenuwater flows
from rhe Projcet site to the local streets where the runofT coters the City's stom drain system. Although
implementation of the Project would eesult in the ereation of ather impervious surfaces at the Project site,
such as the proposed residential homes and driveways, the Project developer would be required to
implement BMPs znd 1o develop appropriate drainage infrastructure on the site to meet regulatery water
quality requirements and to control drainage from the site to not exceed existing rates, Thus, the Project
would noet inerease the runoff from the site entering the City's existing storm drain facilities. As such, the
Project would not cause floeding on or off site. Therefore, Project impacts related to flooding would be
less than significant

€} Wauld the project create or contribnte runoff water which would exceed the capaeity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
palluted runeff?

Less Than Significant lopact. As stated previously, during storm events, most of the stormwater flows
from the Project site to the local streets where the runoff enters the City's storm drain system. Aithough
implementation of the Project would result in the creation of other impervious surfaces at the Project site,
such as the proposed residential building, driveways, and pedestrian walkoways, the Project developer
would be required 1o implement BMPs and 1o develop appropriate drainage infrasiructure on the sitc 1o
meet regulatory waler qualily requirements and to control drainage fron the site to not execeed existing
rates. Thus, the Project would not increase the ranoff from the site entering the City's existing storm draity
facilitics. As such, the Mroject would nut exceed the capacity of 1he cxisting or planning drainage systcm.
Therefare, Project impacts related to storm drain capacity would be less than significant.
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) Waunld the project othervwise substantially degrade water quality?

Less Than Sigrificant Impact. T¢ address water quality duting the Project’s construction phase, the
Project Applicant would be required to prepare and implement 2 SWPPP. in accordance with the NPRES
General Permi: tor Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity and Land
Diswrbance Activities. The site-speoific SWPPP would be prepared prior to earthwerk activiries and
would be implemented during Project constraction. The SWPPP waould include BMPs and erasion control
mcasures woprevent pollwion in sionn water discharge, Typical BMPs that could be used during
construction include good-housekeeping practices {c.p.. street sweeping. proper waste dispasal, vehicle
and equipnient maintenance, concrete washout area. matenials storsge. minimization of hazardous
materiais. proper handling and swerage of hazardous marerials, cwe) and erosionfsediment control
measures (egr. silt fences. fber rolls, gravel bags, stotm water inlet prorection, and sl stabilization
measures, ele.). The SWPPP would be subyeet 1o review and approval by the City for compliance with the
City's Development Best Management Practices Handbook. Pant A, Construction  Activitics.
Additionally, all Project construction activities would comply with the City’s grading permit reguladions,
which require the implementation of grading and dust control measures, including a wet weather cresion
contre] plan i construction occurs during rainy scasun, as well as inspections (o ensure that sedimentation
and crosion is minimized. Therefore, through compliance with NPDES requirements and City grading
regulations, Project construction impacts related 10 water quality would be less than significant,

During the Praject’s construction phase. in accopdance with the City's Low lmpact Development (LID}
Qrdinance, the Projeet Applicant would be required to incorparate appropriate stormwater pollution
camttrol measures into the design plany and submit these pians to tne City's Department of Public Works,
Bureau of Sanitanon, Watershed Protecrion Division {WPD) for review and approval. Upon sausfaction
that all stormwater requirements have been met, WPIY staff would stamp the plan approved. Thruupgh
compliance with the City's LID Ordinance, the Project would meet the City's water quality standards.
Therefore, Project impacts related 10 operetional water quality would be less than significant.

gl Wauld the project place housing within a 14f-year flong hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Harard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other Bood hazard delineation
map?

No Impact. The Project site is not Jocated within a 100-vear flood hazard avea, Thus. the Project would
not place housing within a 108-year flood hazard arca as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary ot
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other tlood hazard delineation map, Therefure, no impacts related tw this
issue would oceur,
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h) Would the project place within a 100-vear flood hazard area structures which would
impede or redirect Moad Nows?

Mo Impact. The Project site is not located within a 100-vear tloed hazard area. Thus, the Projeet would
nol place within a 100-vear floed hazard area structures that would impede or redirect flood flows.

Therefore, no impacts related 1o this issue wouold cocur,

i) Would the project expose penple or structures to a significant risk af loss, injury or death
invalving Mooding, 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 10 floods associated with 2 levee or
dam. Thus, the Project would not expose people or structures ta a significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving flooding, including fleading as a result of the failure of 2 levee or dam. Therefore, no impacts
related o this issue would ogcur,

[1] Would the preject expose penple or structures te a significant risk of loss, injury or death
invelving inondativn by sciche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impacl. The Project site is not in an area susceplible to seiches, tsunamis, or mudflows. Thus, the
Project would not cxpose people of strucures to a significant risk of loss, injury, er death invelving
inundation by seiche, tsunami, or madilow. Therefore, oo impacts related Lo this issue would ooear,

Cumulative Impacts

The sites of the proposed Mroject and the relatcd projects are located in an urbanized area where most of
the sutrounding properties are already developed. The existing storm dramage systern serving this area
has been designed to accommedate runoff from an urhan bunit-out enviromment. When new construction
accurs it generally does nol Iead to substantial additional runoff, since new developments is required 1o
control the amount and quality of stormywater runofT coming from thetr respective sites. Additionally, all
new devclopment in the City is required to comply with the Ciny's LID Ordinance and incorporate
appropriate stormwater pollution control measures into the design plans o ensure (hat water quality
impacts are minimized. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to hydrology and watet quality would be
less than significant.

10. LAND USE AND PLANNING

a) Wauld the project physically divide an es¢éablished commuonity?

Mo Impact. The Projeet sile is located in an urbanized area of the City. The site is surrounded by existing
open space, schoal, commercial, and residential land uses, roadways, and other infrastructure. The site 13
zoned and designated for residential land uscs. Thus, the Project would not physically divide an
cstablished cormmunity. Therefore, no impacts related (o this issue would sccur.
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h) Would the praject conflict with any applicable land use plan, paolicy, or regulation of an
agency with jerisdiction over the projecd (including, but not limited to cthe generzl plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
ap environmental effect?

Less Than Significant impact. As discussed below, the Project would be substantially consistenn with
all of the applicable plans. policies. and regulations associated with development of the Project site.
Therefore. Project impacts related (o land use and planning would be less than significani,

Regulatory Framewnrk
Regiomal Plans
Southern Cafifornia Aszociation of Covernments

The Southern California Association of Governments {SCAG) funciions as the Metropolitan Planning
Orgunization for six counties: Los Angeles, Orange, San Bemardine, Riverside, Ventura. amd Imperial.
The SCAG region eneompasscs a population exceeding 18 million persens in an arca of more than 38,000
squate oules. As the federally-designatcd Metropolitan Planoving Organization. SCAG 15 mandated o
tescarch and create plans for transportation. growth manapement, hazardons wasle management. ane ajr
quality. Applicable SCAG publications are discussed below,

Compass Blueprint Growth Vision Report Compass Blueprinl 2% Stratepy Areas

The Compass Blueprint Growth Vision Report:Compass Blueprint 2% Steategy (the “Compass Blueprint
Report™), adopted by SCAG a5 part of its June 2004 Southern Califomia Compass Growth Vision Report,
s an implementing mechanism for the regional growth strategies cudined in the SCAG s 1996 Repional
Comprehensive Plan and Guide {the "RCPG"). The Compass Blueprint Report is intended to provide &
strategy t¢ accommodate the projecied 24 million residents expected w live in the region by 2035, whilc
bajancing valuable gquality of lite goals. The Compass Blueprint Report emphasizes focusing growth in
cxisting and emerging cenices and along major ransportation comidors, ercating significant arcas af
mixed-use development and walkable communitics, targeting growth around existing and planncd transit
stations, and preserving existing open space and s1able residemial areas.

Four principles were established for the Compass Blueprint Report thal are intended to promotc and
maxtmize regional mobility, livabiliy, prospedtly, and sustainability, It is SCAG s intention that
decisions regarding growth, transportation, land use, and economic development should support and be
guided by these principles. Specilic policy and planning sirategics are atso provided as u way to achiove
cach of the principles, oy summarized below:,

¢ Principle . Improne mobifitc for aff residents.  Sirstegics 10 suppart Principle 1 include: (1)

CREOUTARE transportation jnvestments and land use decisions that are mutually supportive; {23
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locate new housing near existing jobs and new jobs near existing housing; (3} encourage transit-
oriented development; and {4) promaote a variety of ravel choices.

*  Principle 2. Faster fivability in afl communities. Strategies o suppaort Principle 2 inclode: {2)
promete infill development and redevelopment to revitalize existing communiiics; (b) promote
developments that previde a mix of uses; {¢) promote “people scaled,” pedestrian fricndly
commumties; aied {d) support the prescrvation of stable, single-family neighborhoods.

s Principle 3. Enable prosperity for all people. Sirategies to support Pronciple 3 include: (a}
provide a variety of housing types in each community Lo meet the housing needs of all incume
levels;, (b} support educational opportunities that promete balanced growth; (o) ensure
environmental justice regardless of race, ethmicity, or income class; (d) encourage civic
engagement; and {e) supporl local and state fiscal policies that encourage balanced geowth,

s Prisciple 4. Promote sustainability for fiture gensretions. Sirategies to support Principle 4
include: {a) preserve rugal, agricultural, recreational, and enviroomentally scositive ateas; (b}
focws development m urban centers and existing citics; {¢} develop strategies to accommodate
growils that use resources cfficienily, eliminate pollution, and significantiy reduce waste; and {d)
ulilize “green” development lechniques.

The Compass Elueprint Report is a guideling for how and where the Growth Vision can be implemented.
Tt calls for moderate changes to cument land use end transportation trends in two percent of the land area
of the region, known as the 2% Strategy Opportunity Areas. These areas are defined as having 2 high
potential to imiplement projects, plans, and/or policies consistent with the Compass Blueprint Repont
principles that would result in the greatest progress lowards economic, mobility, livability and
susrainahitity benefits to local neighborhoods.

Regional Comprehensive Flan

SCAG has also prepared the 2008 Regional Comprehensive Plan {the “2008 RCP”) in response to
SCAG's Regional Council ditective in the 2002 Strategic Plan 1o defing solutions 1o interrelated housing,
traffic, water, air guality, and other regional challenges. The 2008 RCP is an advisory document that
describes future conditions if current trends continue, defincs a vision for a healthier region, and
recommends an Action Plan with a target year of 2035, The 2008 RCP may be voluntarily used by local
jurisdictions in developing local plans and addressing tocal issues of regional significance. The plan
incorpurates principles and goals of the Compass Growth Vision Report and includes nine chaplers
addressing land use and housiog, transportation, air quality, coergy, open space, water, solid wasle,
economy, and security and emezgency preparcdness, The action plans contained therein provide a series
of recoininended near-term policies that developers and key stakeholders should comsider for
implementation, as well as potential policies fur consideration by lecal jurisdictions and agencies when
conducting praject revicw,
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The 2008 RCP replaced the RCPG for use in SCAG's [nterpovemnmental Review (IGR} process. SCAGS
Communiry, Economic and Hyman Development Committer and the Repional Counci! took action w
accept the 2008 RUP, which now serves as an advisory document for local governments in the SCAG
region for ibheir infennatiorn and voluntary use in developing local plans and addressing loca) issues of
regional significance. However, as indicated by SCAG, because of its advisory nature, the 2008 RCD is
hot used in SCAG's [GR process, Rather, SCAG reviews new projects based on consistency with the
Repional Transportation Plan (the "RTP™) {discussed below} and the Campass Biueprint Report,

2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Susizinable Comimunities Strategy

On September 30, 2008, SB 373 was instinyred to help achieve AB 32 poals thriongh regulation of cars
and light trucks, 3B 373 aligns three policy areas of importance to local povernment: (1) regional lotg-
range iranspoftation plans and investments; (2) regional allocation of the abligation for cities and couniies
t zone tor housing; and {3} u process to achieve (FHG emissions reductions targets for the Lransporiation
seelor, It establishes a process for the CARB 1o develop GHG emissions reductions targets for euch
region (as oppuscd to individual local governments or houscholdsy. 5B 375 also requires Metropolitan
Planning Crganizations to preparc a Sustainable Communities Strategy {$CS) within the RTP that guides
growtl while tking into account the transponiation. housing, envirunmental, and coonemic needs of the
cegion. 3B 373 uses CEOQA streamlining as an incentive 10 encoutage residential projucts. which help
achicve AB 32 gouls woreduce GIIG emissions.

On September 23, 2010, CARB adopled regional targels {or the reduction of GHG emissions applving 1o
the years 2020 and 2035. For the arca under the SCAG jurisdiction, including the Project area, CARB
adopted Regional Targets for reduction of GHG emissions by cight percent far 2020 and By 13 percent
for 2035, Gn Febroary 15, 2011, CARB s Executive Officer approved the final targets.

On April 4, 2012, 1he Regional Couneil of SCAG adopted the 2012-2035 Repional Transportation
Flan/Sustainable Communities Strategy {the ~2012-2035 RTP/SCSE™), SCALG updates the RTPSCS cvery
{our yvears. Through the conduct of a cantinuimg, comprehensive, and coordinated transporiation plannitg
process in conlormance with all applicable federal and state requirement, SCAG develaped and preparcd
its latest RTP.SCS, the Final 2016-2040 RTMSCS (the “2016-2040 RTP/SCS™). which seis forth the
lonz-range regional plan, policies and straicgies for twansportation nnprovements and regional growth
throughout the SCAG region through the horizon year of 2048, includes a regional orowth forccast that
was developed by warking with local jurisdietions using the most recent land use plans and policies and
planning assumptions, and a financially constrained plan and a steategic plan. The constrained plan
includes transportation projects that have committed, available or reasonabiy available revenue sources,
and thus, are probable for implementation. The straregic plan is an illustrative list of additional
transportation investments that the region would pursue if additional funding and regional vorumitment
were seoured. Such investments are potenmial candidates for inclusion in the constrained RTPR.SCS
thremgh fiture amendments or updates. The strategic plan is provided for infunmation purposes oy and
is not part of the financially constrained and conforming 2006-2040 RTP/SCS.
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The 2016-2040 RTP/SCS includes a financial plan identifying the revenues committed, available or
reasonably available to support the SCAG region’s surface transportation investments. The finencial plan
was developed following basic principtes including incorperation of county and local financial platning
documents in the region where available, and utilization of published data sources to evaluate historical
trends and augment local farecasis as necded.

The 201 6-2040 RTPSCS includes a susiainable communities strategy which sets forh a Jorecasted
development pattern for the region, which, when imegrated with the transpuriation network, and other
transpottativns measures and policies, il implemented, will redoce the GHG emissions tram automnobiles
and light trucks to achicve the regional GIG targets set by CARR for the SCAG region.

Sourk Caast Aiv Quality Management District

Adr Cualiny Management Plan

The Project is also logated within the South Coast Air Basin {the “Basin™} and is, therefore. within the
jurisdiction of the SCAQMD, In conjuaction with SCAG, the SCAQMD 15 responsible {or forrmulating
and inmplementing air pellution control strategics, including periodic updates 1o the AQMP, and guidance
to local government about how Lo incorparate these stralcgies into their land use plans and decisions about
developmeni.

SCAG is responsible for gencrating the socio-economic profiles and growth forecasts on which land use,
transportation, and air quality management and implementation plans are based. The growth forecasts
provide the sociceconomic dats used ko estimate vehicle trips and VMT. Emission estimates then can be
forecast by SCAQMD based on these projected estimates. Reductions in emissions due fo changes in the
sucio-cconontic profile of the region are an hnpeortant way of taking account of changes in land use
patterns.  For example, chapges in jobsthousing balance induced by changes in urban form and transit-
oniented development induce changes in VMT by more closely linking housing to jobs, Thus, soeio-
economic growth forecasts arc a key component to guide the Basin toward attainment ol the NAAQS,

The current AQMP cstablishes a comprehensive regional air pollution control program leading to the
attaitument of State and federal air quality standards in the Basin. In addition to sefting minimum
acceptable exposure standards for specified pollutants, the AQMP incorporates SCAG’s growth
management strategies that can be used 1o reduce vehicle trips and VMT, and hence air pollution. These
include, for example, co-location of erployment and housing, and mixed-use land patterns thal allow the
integration of residential and nen-residential uses,

Air quality impacts of the Project and consistency of the Project with the AQMP are discussed in
response to Choecklist Question 3a of this TS/MNIL
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Los dngefes Connny Metropolitan Transpartation duthoriy
Congestivn Management Plan

The Congestion Management Plan (CMP} for Los Angeles County is intended to address vehicular
congestion reliel by linking land wse. sransportation, and air quality decisions. The CMP also seeks o
develep a parinership ameng transportation decision-makers to devise appropriate transpontation sohitions
that include all modes of travel, and to propose Iransportation projects, which are cligible to compete for
state zas 1ax funds. Within Los Angeles. the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Tramsportation Authority
(Mciro} is the designated congestion management ageney responsible for coordinating the CAMP.

The Project’s polential impacts with respeet (o the CMP are discussed it response to Checkbist Question
1k of ehis TSN,

Local Plans
Ciy of Loy Angeles
City of L.os Angeles General Plan

The Cin of Lys Angetes General Plan (Mhe “General Plan™). adopted December 1996 and re-adopted
Aupust 2001, provides peneral guidance on land use issues for the erire City. The General Plan consists
of a Framework Elernenr, a Land Usc Element. and 18 citvwide elements. The Framewerk Element of the
Creneral Plan serves as guide for the Ciny's overall long-range growth and development policics and
serves s 4 puide to update the commuanity plans and the citywide clements. The citvwide clements
address Tunctionel topics that eross comumunity boundarics, such as transportation, and address these
lopics in more detail than is appropriate in the Framewerk Element. which is the "umbrella document”
that provides the direction and vision necessary to bring cohesion to the Cirv's overall genaral plan. The
Framework Element provides a conceptual relationship between land use and transponiation. and provides
guidanee for fiture updates to the various clements of the General Plan, but does not supersede the mare
detailed community and speeific plans. The Land Use chaptar of the Framework Elenient contains long
Range Land Use Diagrams that depict the gencralized distribulion of centers, districts. and mixed-use
boulevards throughout the City, but the community plans determine the specific land use desighations.
The Land Usc Element of the General Plan is comained within 35 comumunity mlans.

Maortheast Los Angeles Community Plan

The Northvast Los Angeles Communiry Plan arca was established more than 30 years ago to CNCOTPAsS
the hills and valleys Tying cast of the Los Angeles River and north of the Boyle Heights Community Plan
ured within tie City. The arca serves as a wransition benween the downtown center of Los Angeles and the
neighboring citics of Glendale. Pasadena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra 1o the north and east, as well as
the City of Monterey Park and the unincorporated community of City of Terrace an fhe south,
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The Community Plan area comptizes some 15,000 acres and is oveupied by roughly 230,000 inhabitants
living in a diverse collection of communities and neighborhoods, Their histories can be traced back to the
mid-nineteenth century when the first farms and orchards, subdivisions, railroad and streetcar lines, and
irrigation canuls were established,

By the beginning of the twenticth eenlury, Northeast Los Angeles was a major gateway to traffic meving
between Central Lus Angeles and distant regions to lhe east and north, Jiwas alse recognized thronghoul
the emerging metropolis as the location of major recrcational resources (Eastlake Park and the Los
Angeles Zoo), 1he largest medical facility (General Hespiral). one of the arca’s most important centers of
higher leaming {Qecidental Cotlege), and the City's first museuny, the Southwest Muscum.

By the end of the Twentieth Century, these institutions largely remain and have been augmented by the
Southwest Indian Museum, the University of Southern California Health Sciences Schpols, and California
Statc University at Los Angeles, as well as a major shopping center, The Eagle Rock Plaza. Howevet, the
area's promincnee in the region has been diminished since World War IT because of the tremendons
cxodus 1o growing suburbs fostered by freeway devclopment and commercial and industrial
decentralization that characterized development in Southern California.

The impact of freeway development on the Plan Area cannol be overemphasized. 1t has provided an
efficient means for developing oullying arcas amd allowing the resulting traffic o bypass the older
industrial and commercial corridors of Nartheast Los Angeles. It also had the effect of dividing former
neiphborhoods and communities; altering established commercial activity almost exclusively serving the
immediate neighberhoods scattered along Cypress Avenue, Figueroa Street, and San Femando Road.

These major developments in Northeust Los Apgeles bave chanped the arrangement of land uses and the
relatioaship of the plan area with the rest ol the expanding metropolis, However, within the plan area, the
distinctiveness of neighborhoods and communiues persists because they are separated by hills and
watercourses, and man-made featores such as railroad tracks and freeways. Localized demographic,
social, and econmmic faciors have alse varied over time,

The Project site falls within the El Screno conimunity, which is located in the southeast part of the Plan
area adjacent to the cities of South Pasadena, Alhambra, and Monterey Park and City Terrace, an
utincotporated community in Los Angeles County. The San Bemardino Freeway (I-10) penerally
corresponds to the southem boundary, and the Long Beach Freeway (I-710) and its proposed northerly
extension to Pasadena parallels the eastern boundary. [Tuntington Drive, which formerly camicd a major
streeicar line is 1he principal commercial east-west cotridor, and Fastern Avenue is the nost prominent
narth-south commercial strect.

Land uses bave evolved into a complex and troublesome mixture in some areas. Residential uses are often
not buffered adequatcly from neighboring industrial and cemmereial uses. Some cxuremely large
apariment complexes intrude into older, lower deusity residential arcas. There are also inadequate
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neighborhood rewil services to support the sreas where several of ihe large Tesidential complexes, mostlw
Built in the 19%('s. are concentrated.

Enteriainment uses are almast pon-existent. In recent years, Glasscll Park has increased iis visihility and
identity in Northeast Los Anpeles. The Mount Washington/Glassell Park Specific Plan is widely known
25 the primary mechanism repulating development east of Verdupo Read and south of El Pase Drive,
Moreover. the community has erceted attractive monument signs in the median of Lagle Rock Boulevard
(0 announce ilself o passing motorisis,

The land use desipnarion for the Project site in the Northeast Las Angeles Community Plan is Low
Residential,

£ty of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code

All development activily in the City, meluding the Project site, is subjecr to the LAMC, particularly
Chapter 1, General Provisions and Zaning. also known as the Ciny of Los Angeics Manning and Foning
Code {the "Zening Code™. The Zoning Code includes development standards fur the varous distcicts i
the City. As shown on Figure 11-4 (reicr to Section 11, Project Description). the Project site is currently
roned [QRI-1D (Qualified Condition. One-Family Zone, Heighe District 1) and [Q)RDE-1D {Qualified
Condition. Restricied Depsity Multiple Dwelling Zone. Height District 1),

Project Impacis
Compasy Bluepring Repori

The Project’s consistengy with the Compass Blueprint Report is discussed on Table [V-13. As discussed.
the Praject would be consisient with applicabic land yse policies of the Compass Blieptint Report, and
Praject impacts tetated to inconsistency wikh this repart would be less than significant.

Tahle 1V-13
Project Consistency with Applicable Policies of the Compass Blucprint Repart

Polic Project Consistenry :
¥

Envowrage mansportative investiments and land wse ; Consistent. The Project would ake advantagy of
decisions tha are mutually supparcive. Pexisting and proposed tansportation investments by
¢ redeveloping the Project site with iand wses what are
; wonsisient with the existing Low Fesidential Lamed wse
[ designation fur the Project site near £XISRE tTansLT

lines.

Locate new howsing near existing jobs and new jabs | Consislent. The Paojeer s infill developroent of
REar eXisdiny housing, ' housing within the Northeast Los Anpeies Comiounity
T Plan area of the City and within proanmily to transin.
i
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Table 1¥-13
Project Consistency with Applicable Pollcies of the Compass Blueprint Report

Policy

Project L onsistency

Encourage iransportalion invesiments and land usc
decigions thal are muntoally supportive.

Consistent. ‘The Projecol is infiil development of
housing within the Northeast Los Angeles Community
Blan arca of the City and within proximily lo transit.

locate new howsing nesr oxisting jobs and new jobs
near existing housing,

Cansistent. The Project i¢ infill developmeot of
hetsing within the Mortheast Los Angcles Commnmily
ilan arca of the City and within prozimity to traonsit.

Encourage trnsit-oriented development.

Consistent. The Project site is in clese proximity to
existing transit lines, including Mero lines 76, 78, 79,
378, and 256 and LADOT s DASH line.

Proapute & variety of travel ehoices.

Consistent. The Project site is i closc proximity Ly
existing transil lincs, including Mctea Lincs 76, 78, 79,
378, and 256 and LADOT s DASH bine

Promote infill develaprent and redevelopment to
revitalize exisling communites.

- Consistonil.

The Project is infill development of
housing within the Northeast Los Angeles Community
Plan ared of the City and within progimity 1o 1ransi,

Support the preservation of stable single-family
neighhorhoods.

Consistent. The Project site is zoned for single-family
residential land uses, and the Project includes
development of single-family hames, consistént with
the cxisting Low Residential land wse designation for
e Projeet gite and the Cine’s Small Lol Sebdivision
Ordinance. The Progect would be an catension of the
cxisting  single-famuly  homes  logated 1w the
nertheasiceast of the Project site, and would nol
impinge on apy existing single- family neighborhoods.

Frovide a varicly of housing types in each
community to moed the boosing needs of all inceme
levels,

Consistent, The Project ingludes development of 42
hemes, cach with 3 bedronims.

Focus development in whan centers and existing
cihes,

Consistent. The Project is infill development wof
bousiog within the Wortheast Los Angeles Community
Plan area of the City and withit proximity to transil,

Clilize “green” developiment iechnigques,

Coosistent. The Frojoct would comply with Cailirecn
requiremends of the Califomia Building Code and
incatporales green and conservation featurez. The
Frojeet would also be consisient with ihe City of Los
Angeles Building Code, which includes measures te
reduce the Project’s encrgy and waler uge, reducc
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Table 1V-13

Project Cansisiency with Applicable Policies of the Compass Blucprint Report

f Policy

Project Consistency

¢ waste, and reduce the carbon footprine.
|

groenhouse gas emissions.

Develop sirategies o accommodate growth that use | Consistent. The Project inchodes development of
resources cfficiently, and minimize pollutivn and | single-famély residential land wses, land uscs that are

allowed under the cxisting land yse designation.. The
Proqect 1s mfill developmem of housing within the
Nattheast Los Anpeles Commanite Plan area of the
City and within proximiny to transi,

Cafttorain Compass Sluemrint Srowdh Vision Repart. Jene 2,

Surree: Southarn Culifarnio Astaciation of Gevernmenis, Sougeen Califarnta ¢ parpar: Bluepeing 256 Strateyr, Sauthern

2008 RCP

A discussion of the Projeet’s consistency wilh the televant policics of the 2008 RCE is presented on Tahle
IV-14. As discussed, the Progect would be consistent with all of the applicable 2008 RCP polictes, and no

significant impacts related to inconsistency with the 2008 RCP would oceur.

Table I'V-14
Project Consistency with the 2005 RCP

|

|
H
I
A

Paolicies

(

Consistency Discussion

!
|
k]
I

|
{ Land Use¢ and Housing

LU-A Lacal gov crmments shayld provide for new housing,
consisieni with % Housing  Flement  law, o
§ accommodale their share of forecas! regicnal prowth,

1
h !

Canslstent. The Praject would provide 42 net
dwelling units, which woold accommodate a share of

the lorecasted repional growth.

EL-4.1 Local governments should adopt ard implement
General Plan Heusing llemens that sccommodale housing
needs adentified through the Regonal Housing Needs
Assessment (1IN AY process. Affardable housing shonld be
provided consistent  with  RHENA  income  calepor,
distribuniens adopled for each jurisdiction. Te provide
housing, especiully affordable housing, jurisdictions should
beverage cxisting State programs such az HCD s Workfarpe '
Incenting Program and densiy bonos law and creare local |
incentives {¢g., housing trust funds, mnclusionary zoning, |
tax-increment-financing districts in redevelopment areas |
and  tramgit  villages) and  partnerships  with  non- |
| governmental stakeholders. I
1

L

Consistent. Az discussed in response 1o Checklist
(uestior: 13a. the Project would provide howsing tha
15 conaistent wih housing needs called o in he

RilMA.

|
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Table T¥-14
Project Consistency with the 2008 RCF

Policies

Consistency Discusslon

LU-6.2 Thevelopers and Jocal governments should integraty
preen building measures into projeel design apd zoning
guch ar ibose dentifted in the USRS, Groen Building
Couneil's Leadership in Encrgy and Enviconmental Design,
Energy Star Homes, Green Point Ratcd Hemes. and the
California Green Builder Program.

Consistent. The  Froject  would  comply  with
CalGreen requirements of the Califomia Building
Crde and  incorporates  preen  and  conservalion
fearures. The Project would alsa be consistent with
the City of Los Anpeles Building Code, which
includes measures o reduce the Project™s coergy and
water use, reduce wasle, and reduee the carbun
footprint.

Open Space and Habitst

Ple0}SC-10 Developers and local governments  should
premote inAll development and redevelopment Lo revitalize
cxisting communities.

OSC-11 Developers  should  incorporate  and  logul
governnients should inciude land use principles. such as
green building, hat wse resources elficicntdy, climinate
pollution and signilicantly reduce wasic inta their grujects,
zoning codes and ¢ther implementation mechanisins.

Consistent. The Froject is an inhll development in
an cxisting communiiy.

Consistent. The Feoject  would  ipcorporate
sustainable building praciices te elininate pollution
and reduce waste, As described above, the Projec
would comply with the CaliGreen requirements. of the
Califormia Building Code,

05C-12 Developers snd locel governments should promote
water-cificient Jand use and development,

Consistent. The Project would comply  with
CalGreen requirements of the California Building
Code, which includes measores to reduce  the
Projeet's enetey and watcr wse, This would include
the use of drought roleram landscaping and water
efificient fixturcs and plumbing.

O%C-14  Developers and  loeal  governments  should
implernert mitigation for open space impacts through the
following activities:

«  Individual projects should either aveid significant
impacts to regionally sigoifican) open space
resources of mitigabe the significanl impaets
through measures consistent with régional open
gpare policies for conserving natiral lands,
community open space, and fanulands. All poojects
should demenstrate considerulion of alternatives
that would avoid o redoce impacts to Dpen spacsd.

e Peoject sponsors should cnswere that transportation
systems propoged in the ETE aveid or mitigate
significant impactz to oatwral Jands, community
open space and importamt farmland, including
enmulative inpacts and open space impacts Tom

the growth associated wilh transportotion projects

Consistert. The Project would be an urban infill
development thet avaids significont impacls Lo
reptomally  significant open space resources. The
Pruject is located on a developed sile surrounded by
a dense urban covirentoent in the City. There are na
rural, agticultural, recreational, or envirenmentally
sensitive areas on the Project sife,
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Table 1%-14
Project Coosistency with the 2008 RCP

Palicies i

I

Consisteney Discussion

and frRprovemecns. |
' Project sponsars skould fully mitigaic dirccr and

inditeet impacls W open space resulting fmm!

uriplementation of regionally signiticant bmpagrs,

T T L ML L lr—— e

e T

e ]

Water

WA.9 Developer: apd local governmenny should consider
i potemial ¢limate change hydzalogy and resaltant IS on
i available water supplics amd relisbality in the procass of
creating or modifiing svstemis [0 manage water resources
for boh wear-round use and eeosystem health.

e, ——

. includes measures 10 reduce the Project™s energy and
{waleT usc.
. foatprin,

Consistent.  The Project would cowmph  with
Callireen requiremenis of the Californiz Building
Code znd  mcarparates  green and  conservation
features The Projeer would alse be comsistent with
the Citv ol Los Angeles Building Code. which

reduce waslc, and Toduce the carbon

WA-T1  Developers and  lpcal  govermments  should |
encourape urban deveiopment and land uses 1o make greater .
use of exisling aed wpyraded facilivies priot o neuming
new nfrastrieceure impacts.

M “A-ll Develupers and [ocal governments should reduce
r exlerior uses of water in public areas. and should promote
i teduced s in private hotnes and businesscs. by shifting 1o
drought-roleramy  native  landscape  plamis {xenscnpmg}.
using weather-based imigation systems, cducaling other
public agencics about water use, and instabling water related

——

. be required 1o construct any upprads to the water

Consistent. The Project would be required 0o
confirm with LAaDWP ot the cspacity of the
cxistihg  water  infrasiruciene supply  the
domcstic needs of the Projeoy during the cors iruction
and opération phases. The Project Applicant wayld

cirisled

infrastructune serving the Froject sine that is needed

te accomenodate the Praject’s waler consurapivn
needs.
Consistent. The Project  would  comply  with

Callireen roquirements of the California Building
Code ated  incorporates  grecn and  conscrvarion
features. The Project wonld alse be consistenr with
the Ciry of Los Angeics Building Code, which
includes messures 1 reduce the Praject s energy and

{ PTICIng incentives. |wa1cr usc. reduce waste, and reduce ahe carhon
t : foaipein,

|
E WA-32 Developers and Llocal governmients should purse | Consistent.  The Project  wouid comply  with

waler menagernenl practices that avaid energy waske and
CTCARe Cnergy savipgs supplics.

CalGreen requirements of the California Building
Code for water and encrgy conservation.

Encrgy

EN-8 Develepers should incorporate and local governments
sheuld inchule the foliowmg land use principles that wse
resources efticiently. olinunaic pujlunun and significantiy
rr.ducc waste inta their projects, zoning codes and other

Eatate NI SN Lt TR

|E{ln5is1ent The Project includes developmeon of

simgle-family residemial land uses, lanl uses that are
altowed uniler the exigting land use designation., The
Frojeel 1 infil! development of housing within 1he |
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Table IV-14
Project Consistency with the 2008 RCP

Pollcies

Consistency Discussion

implementation mechanisms:

*  Mixed-use residential and commereial
devalopment that iz connected with  public
rransportation and utilizes existing infrastructure,

s Land use and plarming strategics to increpse biking
and walking trips.

Naortheast Los Angeles Community Flan area of the
City and within proximity to ransil.

EN-10 Developers and local governments should integrate
green building measurcs into prject Jesign and zoming
auch as those identified in the U.3. Greem Building
Couneil's Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design,
Energy Star Homes, Green Point Rated Homes, and the
California Green Builder Program, Encrgy saving measurcs
that should be explored for new and remodeled buildings
include:

+  Using energy efficient matedals in building design,
consituction, relsabilitation, and remalil.

=  Encouraging new development te excced Title 24
cnergy efficiency requirements.

*  Developing Cool Communities measurcs including kee
planting and light-colored roofs. These measures focus
on reducing ambient heat, which reduces energy
consumption related to air conditioning and other
cooling cquipment.

+ Lhilizing cofficient commercial/residential space and
waler heaters: This could include the advertisenoent of
existing and‘or devclopmenl of additional imcentives
for encrgy cificient applisnce purchases 1w reduce
cxcess energy wse and save meney. Federal tax

incenhves arc provided online at
bl e energystar. powiindex.cfm o+ Projects prta
x credils,

=  Encouraging landscaping that requircs no additional
irfigation; wtilizing native, drought lolerant plants can
reduce water usage up to 60 pereent compared to
traditional lawns,

=  Encouraging combined heating and cooling (CHF),
alsn known as cogencration, in all buildings.

=  Encouraging neighborthood epcrgy  systems, which
allew cumypunities 1o generate their own elacmiciby.

«  Orienting strects and buildings for best solar access,

s Epcoursging buildings to obfain al teast 2080 of thoir
electric load from renewshle energy.

Coosistent. The Project would meet'exceed Title 24
standards through compliance with the CalGreen
standards.

EN-12 Bevelopers and local governments should cncourage
that new buildings arc able to incorporate solar panels in
roofing and tap oiher renewable energy sources Lo offzet

Partially Conosisteni. Although the Project is oot
required to include solar panels, the Project would
receive  elecinedy supply from LADWP, which

El Sereno FProfect
Friticl Steedy

IV, Enviroamental impact Analyeis
Pape FF.00
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Tak:le [V-14
Praject Consistency with the 2008 RCP

Policies

Consistency Discussion

i L

hew demand on convenlipnal power seurces.

obains a porlion of its elecrricily supplics fron |
renewable seurces.

I §

Solid Wasie

SW-ld Developers and Ioeal governments shoald inlggrate

green building measeres into prodect desipgn asd zoning
mncleding, hw not limited to, those idemified in the 7.5
Green Building Cooneil’s  Leadership i Fnergy and

Environmeenta! Design, Docrey Star Homes, Green Point |
Rated Honses, and the California Cheen Builder Frogram. |

Construciion reduetian meassnes w be explored for new and
reredeled buildings inglede;

*  Reuwse and minimization of construstion and demolvion
{CED debris and diverston of C&D wyste from
landlills 1o recveling facilities.

= An ordinatve tha teguires the mwlusion of o waste
managemenl  plan har promotes maximwn C&D
diversivn,

= Bowtee reducten theaegl §1) use of building matenals
thal sre more durable and gasier 16 ropair and emaintain,
{2} design to generaie less scrap materials through
dimensional plannmyg, (3} increased recweled vantem,

(4] wse ol revlaimed busldiog materials, and §9) use af
striciecal materials in o dual cole as fnish materiel -

(c.p.. swined coogrete Pooring, unfinished ceilings,
el ),

*  FReuse of casting beilling strucwre and shel]l in
renovatiom projocts.

Building lifedime wasie reduction measurcs that should be
explored [or new and remedeled buildings nclude:

*  Dievclopment of indoor reeveling program and space.
* [hesigm for deconseuction

raiscd  floors, modular  fumitere, moveable  1ask
lighding. and wher reusable components.

Consistent, The Project would patticipatc in a
demolition and eansretion waste recyeling prowram
as well a5 an operational recycling program.

i
*  Dewign for Nexibilin through vse of movcable walls,

Yowree: Fautheed Cafifarmi dssociation uf Governmoents, Reyiuma! Comrrproficnsive Plun, Ociobor 208,

£l Seeenn FProject
Frétioed Strredy

V. Emvivansmental Impact Anafysis
Lage - 100
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20145-2040 RTPSCS

The Project’s consistency with the applicable goals of the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS 1z diseussed on Table IV-
15. As discussed, the Project would be consistent with the 2016-2040 RTPR/SUS. Thercfore, impacis
related o inconsistency with the 2016-2040 RTF/SCS would be less than significant.

Table 1¥-15
Project Consistency with the 2016-2040 RTP/SCE
Cnal Consistency Discassion

Protect the environment and health of our residents by - Comsistent. The Froject would reduce VMT by
improving air quality and ¢ncouraging aclive transpartation  providing & residential infill development m close
(non-motorized transportation, such as bicycling and | proximity to existing transit lines, mcluding Metro
walking). lines 76, 78, 79, 378, and 256 and LADOT's DASH
line.

Agtively encourage wmel create incendives for energy | Comsistent. The Project would comply with
cfficicnoy. where possible. CalGreen requirements of the California Building
Cede, for waler and encrgy comservation. The I'reject
would exceed Title 24 siandards with compliance
with the City's Green Building Ordinance and the
Froject would also be consistent with the City of Los
Angeles Building Code. which includes measures lo
redice the Project’s epergy and water ute, teduce
waste, and reduce the carbeon footprnt,

Encourage Jand use and growth patterns that facilitate | Comslstent. The Project would teduce VMT by
transit and non-motorized transponalion, providing a residencial infill developrmont in closc
proximily Lo exisling (ransil lings.

Saurre. Sunharn Califoraa Assncigtion of Goversments, Regional Transporiation Ploa/Susteinable Communilies
Straregy, April 2012,

General Plar (Framework Element)

The Project’s consistency with the General Plan Framework Element land use policies is discussed on
Tahlc I'V-16. As shown, the Projeel would be cansistent with many of the applicable policies, and Project
impucts related to inconsistency of the Project with the General Flan Framework Llement would be less
than sigmilicant,

El Seveno Project IV, Emvivanmental Fmpaet Analysis
Faftiaf Snrdy Page -1
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Tahle 1¥-16
Protect Consistency with Applicable Policies of the Framework Elcment

Objective

Project Consistency

Framework Elemeny: Land Use Chapter

321 Provide a pattern of development consisting
of dislinct districts, ¢centers, boulevards, and
neighborhoods thar are  differentizted by their
functional role, scale, and character, This shail be
accomplished by considering factors such as the
exisiiog concentrations of uge, communiry-oriented
sctivity centers 1hat currently or patentiglly service
zdjacent neighbarhoods, and exisling or petentral
B lic feamsit oo dors snd stations.

Conslstent. The Project includes infill development of
single-Tamily residential land uscs that are allowed
uader the exisling land use desipnalion,,

3.5.2  Fatablish, through the Framework Long-
Range Land Use Diagram, community plans, and
viber implementing tools, patierns and types ol
development that improve the integralion of
housing with commercial uses and the integration
of public services and warous densities of
residential development within ncighborhoods at
appropoiale locations.

Conslstent. The Project inclydes infill development of
single-family residential land usez that are allowed
under the existing fapd use designation..

1.2.4 Pruvide for the siting and design of the Cigy's
stable residential neighborhoods and enhance
character of commercial and indugtrial districes,

Censisenc The Pojeel site s omd desigimi)
tar sinahe-Bevily regdemind fand uses, The Project
includes development of the Froject site with single-
(amily residenlial vses thet are allowed uonder the
caisting land use designation.,

37T Accormmodaic the development of multi-
family residemtial wpits in arcas designated in rthe
conumunity plans.__with the Jdensity permitied for
sach parce! 1o be identifed i the commuiiy plans.

Consistent. The Frojeet site iz zoned and designated
for single-family residentia] jand uses. The Project
includes development of the Project site with zingle-
Pamiiy vesadlentin) wses thal sre slowed under the
gxisting Jand use dezignation for the site.

e e

T4 Jprove the guality of wow  nsali-family
dwellime waits based vn the standards i Chapler §
Lrban Form and Neighbosdond Design Chapter of
this Etement,

—

Congistent. The Projoct would be required 1o comply

with all of the City"s applicable design slandards,

Fowroe: Oty of Lo Avepeden Gemeraf Flas.

L s s &

Northzast Comprunity Plan

As discussed on Table 1V-17, the Project would be consistent with all applicable pelicies of the Norheast
Los Angeles Community Plan. A~ such, the Project would ot result in any inconsistensizs with the Plan.

Serenn Pr(.iq,?(.‘f
fuitial Steedy

¥ Enmvivormental Ipﬂc'.rna{y.ﬂ'_v
Page [V-102
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Therefore, Project umpacts related to inconsistency with the Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan

would be less than significant.

Tahte 1V-17
Project Consistency with Applicable Policies of the
MNoribeast Loz Anpeles Community Plan

Policy

Project Consistency

Rasidensial

1-1.1 Protect cxasting stable single-family and other
lower density residential neighbothoods from
encroachment by higher demsily resudestial and
other wses that are incompatible as to scale and
character or would otherwize diminish the qualiny
o life.

Coosistent. The Projeet ibcludes development of
sinple-family homes and iz an extension of the existing
single-family residential neighberhood in the existing
El Secrens neighborbood within the Northeast Los
Angeles Community Plan area.

1-1.2  Promote  peighborhond  presereation,
particular]y in axisting sngle-Tamily
neighborhonds, as well as in areas with exisiing
rmaltiple-family residences.

Consisienl. The Projest includes development of
sipgle-family homes and is ap cxtension of the cxisting
single-family residential neighboehood in the exisfing
Bl Screno neighborhood within the Monheag Los
Angoles Community Flan area.

1-2.1 Dusignaie specific areas to provide for
adcquate residential development to accommadate
enticipated  increases  in  population  while
maintaining a balaoce between single-lamily and
multiple-family uses.

Consistent. The Project includes development of
single-family homes and is an sxlension ol the existing
single-family residential neighborhood in the existing
El Sereno neighborhood within the Northeast Los

. Angeles Community Plan area. As discussed in

rexponse 0 Cheeklist Guestian 13a, the Project would

" provide heusmg that is consistent with housing meeds

called out 1n he RHWA.

1-3.1 Prutect the quality and scale of the tesidential
environment through afention to the appeatance of

fiter desipin.

communitics. melndmg attention to building and -

Consistent The Project wotld comply with all of the
City's applicable Design Guidelines and Stendards for
residential developrienl

1-5.1 Liraut development aceording to the adequacy
of the existing and assured sireet circulation system
within the Plan Area and sumeunding areas.

Consistent. Az discussed in respomse to Checklist
Cuestion 16a, the roadway infrastruciure serving the
Project site would be adequate to accommodare the
Project, apd the Project would not result in any
signifieant traffie impacts.

- - —_

1-3.2 Ensure the availability of paved sirests,
adcquate sewers, drainayge fucilities, fire protection
serdices  and  Eacilities, and other cmergency
serviees and public utilitics to support development
in hillside areas.

Consistent. As discussed in tesponse o Checklist
Chucslion 16a, the madway nfrastrociure serving the
Projece st would be adequate to sccommodale the
Froject, and the Project woold not tosull inooany
significant treffic mpacis,

As discussed in response to Checldisi Issue 14, Public
Services, existing fire and palice protection serviees

El Serenc Profect
Tritial Sredy

I, Environmental Impact Arnafysic
Page FV-103
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Table 1¥-17
Project Consisteney with Applicable Policics of the

Northeast Los Angfles Comnmunity Plao

Policy

Project Conslstency

A=z

the  geologic  stabilie o anv  propesal  for
b deseiapment within the Plun arga. |
|

= e —

| significant impacts related to fire and police pratesion

1-5.3 Copsider the stecpness of the wpagraphy and | Cansistent. The Project site is located in o hiMside !

i required b he Ciby.

waould be adequate to serve the Projecl. and oo

wouid ooour.

area. The Peoject would be designed and constyeted in
accondance with the recommendzlions of a Final
Cioatechnical Report and the (7iny™s Building Code. as

{1-5.4 Require that any proposed development be
. designed w0 enhance and be cemparible  wilh
¢ adjacent development.

_!
|
)

Consistent. The Project includes development of
single-family homes and is an extension of the existing
single-family residential neighbarheod in the cxisting
El Sereno peighborhood wirthin 1be Nonheoast Lps
Angeles Comenonity Plan area. The Projed! wouid be
required to be designed and constructed in acvoerdance
with ull of the Cin's applicable design standards, and
the Cilywide Hillside Ordinance.

¢ Open Space

4-1.| Encouwrage the retention af passive and visual
apeR 3pacs which provides a bulance to the urban
devetapment ot the Plan Arca.

|Consisient. The Projedn includes development of

L
!
single-family homes and is an exiension of the exsting
single-farylv residemial neighhochoad in the existing
Et Screno neighborhood within the Nortdeast Los
Angeles Communily Plan arca, As discussed 1n

response to Cheeklist Chuestion la. the Project would
not gffect any seetic views,

T

. Pork gnd Recreatianal Fociiities

s

i
!
|
|

fe Y

and General Plan Amendmens affceting land use o
determing the impact on service demands.

!
| 14iiy |

5-1.0 Preserve 1he existing recremional [acilitics » Consistent. The Project would nol affect any L
and park space. i designated recreationa facilitics v park space. ;

. ! i

- |

Foliee Protection ;

E &-1.1 Coordinate with the Pelice Department as part | Consistent. As part af prepuration of this MK, thci
i of the review of significant development projects | Los  Angeles  Palice Department  (TLAP[Y  was {

consulted fo help determine what demard the Project
could have vn LAPD services and any mlligatinnﬂ
measures that could be implemented w reduee Project -
demand. {Refer 0 response to Checklist Queslion

1

Ef Serene Project
Tritiel Ky

IV, trnvivnamendal fmpact Amalvsis
FPage [F-Ti4¢
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Table 1V-17
Project Consistency with applicable Policies of the
Northeast Los Angeles Community Phan

Pulicy

Project Consistency

8-1.3 Encourage design of buildiog and facilities in
accordance  with  priciples that  minimize
cppertnnities  for crime and  enhsnce  personal
safety.

Through PFaviranmental Design,” published te the

Consistent. The Project developer would be reguered
b design and construct the Frojecl in aceordance with
"Design Out Crime Guidelines: Crime Prevention

LAPD.

Transporiation

149-1.1 Maintain Levels of Service fot streets and
highways not to exceed LOS "D for secondary
arterials, coellector strects, and loval sireels, nol to
excead LOS "E" on Mujor llghways or in the
communily's major businsss districts.

Consistent. A traffic impact analysis was prepared lor
the Project (refer to response o Checklist Question
162y The anulysis woncluded that the cxisting
transportaiion facilities are adequale 0 sccommmbate
the Mroject's traffic, and no significanl impacts related
ta traffic would socuar,

13-1.4 New development profects  should  be
dosigned w minimize disturbance lo existing flow
widh proper ingress and cgress bo parking,

Consistent. The Project would  include  adegaeate
driveway accoss to prevenl duby queling.

Source: Moptheast Los dnse'{e: Contmunity Pian,

Zoning Code

The Project site is cwmenily zoned [QJR1-1D (Qualificd Condition, One-Family Zone, Height Distriet 1)
and |{}JRDé-1D {Qualitied Condition, Resiticted Density Multiple Dwelling Zone, Height Pisinet 1), To
allow for development of the Project, the Project Applicant is requesting the following zoning-related

discretuonary approvals:

= Yesting Tract Map (VTT) for Small Let Purposes per LAMC Section 17.03 — RKequest is for
the Advizory Agency to approve a Vasting Tentative Tract Map to create 42 single-family lots 1o
accordance with the Small Lot Subdivision Ordinance No. 176,354 in the Northeast Los Angeles

Community Plan,

e  Tree Removal Permit — Reguest is authorization from the Board of Fublic Works or the
Advisory Agency for the removal of & maximom of 39 protecied Lrees, pursuant to LAMC

Scection 17.05.

e Vesting Zone Change (ZO) per LAMC Section 12.32 - Request o pennit a change of »onc
from |QJR1-1D0 and [Q] RD6-10x to (THQGIRIIA-1TH

Ef Serena Praject
Fnitial Study

. Emvivanmentel fmpact Analvsis
Fage f1-10F
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> The proposed  Conditions for the Praject are as tollows:

1} [ofrastroeture. Constraction materials and equipnient shal! nol be permited 1w be siored
in the public right-of-way in any manner that reduces roadway clearance o less than 20-
feer In widih. Storage of consiruction materials and equipment an public property
requites a sreet use permit from the Bureaw ol Street Sarvices.

2] Building Design. The design ot the project shall conform 10 the approved Project Plans,
Specilically, they shall provide for and adhere to

& Building malerials mawh architectural siyle of new development.

b, Architectural design clemenis of the front and rear building clevations imcluding
articulation of facades, modulations of walls, shape. tvpe details and the locatios
af windows. doors, coluins, balcomes and parage doors vane from the
adjacent-abunting buildimps.

¢. No building or structire shall cxceed 30 foer in height from adjacent finished
grade. measuted as the vertical distance from the adjacent finished grade of the
$ite Lo an imagthary plane iocated above and paratlel to (he fnished prade: excem
that when the roof of the uppermost storv of a building ot strucTire or porton of
the building or structure has a slope of less than 23 percent, the maximum beight
shall be 26 feet above adjacent finished grade, with the exception of the stair
englosures 1o the roof decks that may exceed 26 feet in height.

d. The finished foor clevation ditecily abueve an exposed underfloor area shall be
limited 10 6 fect above finished prade. (This daes not apply w cantilevers above
the parages.)

¢ Atached decks shall be limited such that no portion of the walking surface of a
deck with visible underpinnings shall excced a height of & above grade and
decks shall be inlegraied into the archticelure of the house, and not appear as an
add-on 1o the primary building mass.

f. Lots 39 thru 42 shall be orienwd so that their front entry is facing Lombardy

Boulcward,

g External sccurity grilles or pormanently affixed sccurity bars auached to
windows or doors shall be prohibited

3y Floor Area. Floor Arca shali be limited to a maximum of 0.75 FAR (The frst 300s1 of
covered parking area shail not be counted 1owards the maximum Floor Area.)

i Sevens Projeer 1. Environmontul fmpoct Analyeiz
Frifieed Stucly FPaye TV 1
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4) Parking. Each lot shall be provided two (2} covered parking stalls. The overall
development shall provide guest parking at a ratio of 0.25 stalls per unit.

5) Landscape. The landscape design of the project shal] conform to the approved Project
Plans. Specifically, they shall previde for and adherc Lo

a. Landscaping palette Jor required landscape plans shall be comprised of drought
wlerant andfer native plant material that is fire retardant and controls erosion.

b. Rctaining walls and building understory arcas shall be Rully screened with
plantings it a reasenable amount of time, as shown on approved landscape plan

Landscape plans muyst be submined to Bureau of Street Services Urban Ferestry
Division prior to DCP clearance. Upon satisfaction of the requirermnents set forth
under LAMC Ordinance No. 177,404 (Protected Trees) deemed nocessary by the
Lthan Foresiry Division. an approval lener will be issued by the Urban Forestry
Tiivision and submiiled with new development filings as part of submission
packages,

c. A signed "Cenified Arborisfs or Licensed Landscape Architect's Certificate of
Compliance” must be filed with 1he Department of Building & Safety prior to
issuance of z "Certificate of Compliance" to ensure that landscaping plans are
fully implemented

d. A public "entryway Improvement” of signape, landscaping, and oflier distinctive
elements shall be installed at the intersection of Eastern Avenue and Lombardy
Boulevard a5 identificd on the approved Landscape Plan, The area shall be
maintained by the project’s Homeowners Association.

6) Retaining Walls. The engineering and design of the project shall conform to the grading
and wall plans shown on the approved Project Plans. Specifically, they shall provide for
and adhere to:

a. The overall development site shall be limited to a total of fifty-four (54) retaining
walls as depicted on the approved Project Plans. (Walls less than 427 in hright
shall not be counted 1pward this overali limitation.)

b. Retaining walls shail net gxtend beyond 6.0 et in heighr.

c. Individual walls are not limited to length and may extend beyond the proposed
lot lines shown on VTT -73531-8L0 so long as cach future lot has no mare than
two (2) retaining wallsfwall segments located within its hounds.

Ef Sereno Prafect I¥. Emviroamenral fmpace Analysis
Initiaf Stdy Pape IV-107
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d. Retaining walls located within 1he public right-of-way and required by the
Bureau of Engineering — Pubiic Works shall not count against Lhe retaining wall
litnitalion on this site.

¢ All retaining walls shall provide a standard surface backdrain system and all
drajnage shalt be conducted 1o the street in a non-crosive device, as reguired by
approved Soils Repont.

i. All retaining and garden walls shall be landscaped per the approved Landscape
plan.

7} Environmental, The engincering and design of the project shall conform to the grading
and wall plans that are part ef the approved Project Plans. Specifically, they shall provide
for and adhere to;

8. A Cicowchnical Investigation Repont that evaluales the proposed project's soil
and grading shall be submitted to the LADRS Grading Division for teview, An
approved Soils & Crading report lemter from LADBS - Grading Division shall be
required prior to approval of a grading. foundation or building permir.

b Adi new graded slopes shall be no steeper than 2-1 [rise:run), excopl wien the
Grading Division has determined hat slopes muy exceed 2: | as part of an
approved Soils Repor,

. Grading shall be limited 1o 3 maximum of 82,000 cubic vards cut and 5,000 il
Expun of soils from the project site shall be limited to 78,000 cubic vards,

d. To meet LIIr requirements. cisterns shall be installed to collect all nm-off
tequired to meet waler quality srandards.  Raiowater collecred in the cisterns
shail be ased for on-silc landscape irHgation.

3) Truck Traflic Restricted Hours. Truck tratfic dirccted to the projeet site tor the purposc
of delivering construction materials of construction-machinery shall be liymited to the
houirs begiuning at 8:00 AM and ending at 4:00 PM, Monday through Saturday, No truck
deliverics shall occur vutstde of that time peried. No truck gucuing related io such
deliveries to the projeet site shall oveur on any local ur collector street within the projeet
vichuty autside of that tire period.

9) Constractien Workers, Consiruction workers shall be encouraged (o carpool or vanpoo]
to the Project Site during construction of the Proposcd Praject to reduce vehicle Irips. All
construction vehicles shall park on-site during construction.

Et Eoremy Prafect V. Enviroamental Impact dwaheris
fitierd Stoeety Page H-108
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101 Security. Construction fencing/canopies shall be built on Eastern Avenue and Lombardy
Roulevard areund the site to minimize trespassing, vandalism, short-cut atiractions and
atractive nuisances. Counstruction fencing with wind-screen shall be constucled along
the castern and southern property lings adjacent to R1-10 zoned properties.

11} 24-Hour Contact. A 24-hour “hotlinc” shall be required (o teceive and forward
information relayed by adjacent homeowners and stakeholders 1o site represematives tor
immediate dissemination to the project tearmn. The applicant shall be required to respond
within 24 hours of any complaint received on this hotline.

» Zening Administrator’s Determination (ZAD} per LAMC Section 12.24 X.26 — Request 1s to
allow 54 walls varying in height from 3.5 feet to 6.0 feet in lieu of the maximum of 2 10-foot
retaining walls otherwise required in LAMC Section 12.21 C.8{a).

«  Hanul Route approval by Lhe Board of Building & Safety Commissioners or Advisory Ageucy.

The existing zaning lor the Project site allows for development of single-family residential homes, similar
to what js proposed. The Project would tneet all zoning requirements related to building height, selbacks,
and parking. As such, the Project would nut conflict with the xoning code. Therefore, Project impacts
relaled to zoning ingonsisicney would be less than significant.

) Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan ar natural
community conservation plan?

No Impact. The Project site is not subject to any applicable habia conscrvation plan or natural
communily conservation plan. Therefore, the Project would net conflicl with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community conservation plan.

Cumulative Impacts

As discussed previously, ike Project would not result in any inconsistencics with any of the applicable
plans, policies, or regulations associated with development of the Praject site. The City would assess the
consistency of the related projects with all applicable plans, policies, and regulations associated with
those sites, individually. Regardless of any potentially inconsistencies the related projects may resvit in,
because the Project would not tesult in any inconsistencies, the Project would not have the potential to
contribute to any cumulative inconsistency hnpacts.

Ei Serena Profecr IV, Emvivonmental impact Analysis
fritial Sindy Page V. 10%
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1I. MINERAL RESOURCES

a} Would the projeet result in the loss of availability of a known mincral resource that would
he of value to the regien and the residents of the state?

No Impact. The Project site is located in a fairly urbanized part of the Ciry. There are no koown mineral
resources on the Project site or in the vicinity. Thus, the Project would nat result in the loss of
availability of 4 known mineral resource that would be of value to the repion and the residents of the siate.
Theretore, no imnpacts related 1o issue would occur,

) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a lecally-important mineral resavree
recovery site delineated on a local general play, specific plan or other land use plan?

No [mpact. The Project site is located in a lairly urbanized part of the City. The Iroject siic is not
identificd as a mineral resource recovery site Thus, the Project would not result in fhe loss of availabiliy
of a locallv-imponan mineral resuurce recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or
other land use plan. Thereforc, no impacts related © jssue would veeur.

Cumulative Tmpacts

A discussed previouslv, the Project would not result inany impacts relzted to mincral tesources.
Regardless 1o what degree the related projects could result in impacts related 1o mineral resoarees,
because the Project would not result i any impacts related to mineral resources. the Projeet wouald not
have tie potential to contribute 1o any cumulative impacrs,

12. NOISE

aj Wauld the project result in exposure of persens to or generzation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the lacal gencral plan or noise erdinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

Less Thae Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. The information Below is bused on a noise
madeling results prepared for the Project by DKA Planning {rafer to Appendix G),

Characteristicy of Sound

Sound is twehnically described in tenms of the Toudness (amplitude) and frequency {pitch) of the sound.
The standard unit of measurement for sound iz Lthe decibel {dB). The human ear is nat equally sensitive 1o
sound at all frequencies.  The “A-weighted scale,” abbreviated dBA. reflects the normal heaning
sensitivity range of the human ear. On this scaie, the range of human hearing exiends from approximalely
310 140 dBA, Table 1V-18 provides examples off A-weighted noise levels from common sources,

Ef Saresto Praject 3 Environtrnenta! fmpict Analvsis
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Table [V-18
A-Weighted Diecibel Scale
Typical A-Weighted Sound Levels Sound Level (dABA, Lo}

| Threshold of Pain ) _ o 140

Tot Takcofl at 108 Moters ) N | 125

Jackhammerat 15 Meiers o _ . I

Fleavy Diesel Truck at 15 Meiers ~ B85

Conversation at 1 Meter _ &l

Soft Whisper a1 2 Meters i5

Sowrce: Uaited Sttes Gee wpational Safedy & Health Administration, Noise und Hoa mg Conversuhon Technical

AManugl, [993 N

MNalse Deffnitions

Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNELY: CNEL is an average seund level during a 24-hour pericd.
CNFEL is a noise measurement scale, which aceounis for noise source, dislance, single evenr duration,
single evenl occurrence, frequency, and time of day. Human reaction o sound belween 7200 p.m. and
10:00 p.m. is as if the sound were zctually 5 dBA higher than if it occurred from 7.00 am. to 7:00 p.m.
From 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 am., humans perccive sound as il it were 10 dBA higher duc 1o the lower
background Jevel. Hence, the CNEL is oblained by adding an additional 5 dBA to sound levels in the
eveming from 7:00 pon. to 10:00 p.m. and 19 dBA to scund levels in the night from 1000 pm. Lo 700
am Because CNEL accounts for human sensitivity to sound, the CNEL 24-hpur figure is always a
higher number than the acteal 24-hour average.

Equivaleni Neise Level (o). Lcg is the average noisc level en an energy hasis for any specific time
pericd. The E, for one hour is the cnergy average naise level during the hour. The average nmse level is
based on the energy contenl {acoustic encrgy) of the sound. Ly can be thought uf as the level of a
continuous noise thal has the same encrpy content as the fluctuating noise tevel. The cguivalent neise
level s cxpressed in unils of dBA,

Effects of Moisc

The degree to which noise can impaet the environment racges from levels that interfere with speech and
sleep to leve]s that cause adverse health effects. Human response o noise is subjeetive and can vary from
person 1o person. Factors that influence individual respense include the intensity, frequency, and pattern
of noise, the amount of background noisc present before the intruding noise, and the nature of work or
human activity that is exposed to the noise source,
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Aubdible Noise Chanpges

Small perceprible changes in sound level for a person with normal hegring sensitivity 15 approximately 3
dBA. A change of at least 5 dBA would be noviceable and would likely couse some commimity reacticn.
A 10-dBA inerease is heard as & doubling, in loudness and would cause a community FoMpOnSE.

Nuise levels decrease as the distance from the noise source to the Teceiver increases. Noise generalod by
a statinnary noise source. or “point source,” will dectease by approximately 6 JBA over hard surfaces
fe.g.. reflective surfaces such as parking los ot smooth bodies of walerh and 7.5 dBA aver sofi surfaces
{e.g., absorptive surfaces such as sofl dirt, grass, ot scaticred bushes and trees) for cach doubling of the
distance. For example. (f a noise source produces a noise level of 89 ¢BA at a reference distance of S0
feer, then the noise level would be 83 dBA ar a distance of 100 feet frorm he noise sourge, 77 dBA at a
distance of 200 feet. and so on. Noise gencrated by a mobile source will decrease by approximalefy 3
dBA over hurd snefaces and 5.5 dBA over soft surfaces for each doubling of the disiance.

Noise 1s most audible when traveling by divect line-of~sight,™ Barrers. such as walls or buildings that
break the linc-of-sight between the source and the receiver can greatly reduce nise levels from the source
since sound can only reach the receiver by diffraction. Sound bamicrs can reduce sound levels by up o
20 dBA. However. u banier is not high or long enough to break the line-of-sight from rhe souree to the

recgiver, it effectivencss is vreatly reduced,
REGULATORY SETTING

Federal
Noisc Standards

There ate no federal noise standards that directly repulate environmental noise related 1o the canstruchion
or eperation of the Project. which is a privaie development inthe Citv, With tegare 10 nodse exposiee and
workers, the Office of Safety and Health Administration (OSI1A) regulations safeguard the hearing of
workers exposed to occupational nojse,

Stare
Moive NStandards

The California Departinent of Health Senvices (the *DHS™) bas established zuidelings for evaluating the
compatibility of various land uses 45 a funclion of community neise expusure. These puidelines for land
use and noise exposurc compalibility are shown on Table TV-12, [n addiiion. Seclion 330201} of 1he

e Limcwofasight g vioeal path detween the noise sowree ard e nojse Feocpor,
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California Government Code requires each county and city in fhe state to prepare and adopt a
comprehensive long-range general plan for its physical development, wirh Section 63302(g) Iequiring a
noise glement to be included in the general plan. The noise element musl: (17 identify and appraise noise
problems in the community; {2) recognize Office of Noise Control guidelines: and (3} analyze and
guantify current and projected noise levels.

Tahle 1¥-1%
Comtounity Neise Exposure (CNEL)

MW rnnally Conditionally MNormally Clearly

Land Use Aeceprable” Acceptzble® Unacreptable’ lfnatncpuhlc"
Single-family, Duplex, bobile Homes 50 - @0 55.70 70 -T5 ghave 15
Mult-Family Hormes 50 - 65 o - 70 T-TE above 75
Schu_u]s, Libraries, Churches, Hospitals, 50 - 70 5070 0. 80 abave
Mursing Homes 50
Transient Lodging — dotels, Hotels 30 -63 Gl - T Y - W) ab:;a:
Aunditoriums, Coocert Habls, 50- 0 abave
Amphitheaters 76
Sponis Arena, Uutdeor Spectalor Sports - -7T5 “a- ah;;'e
Playgrounds, Neighborhood Parks 5070 67-75 A
Golf Courses, Riding Stables, Water 50 .75 o 0 - B0 ahove
Recreation, Cemetenes 50
L'lﬂ"lf:c I:iuildlnlgs, Busir_lr:ss and 5070 67.717 above T4 .
Professional {omnercial
Indqsniﬁl. Maoufaciuring, Utilities, 50.75 6 - 30 sbove 75
Agricalture

A Narmally Avceprable; Speeified lund woe is satistactony, based npar the assmppiion thet any medldings fnolved ave af worsal
conventicrnal construachion withont auy 2pecial neire fulation veguirements.

¥ Comditionuliy dcepioble: New construciion o develnpntent shonls e wndertaten onfy ofter a detaded analpric of the aoise
rediclion reguirements i5 made and needed noise Grsilalion Yeatures tnefuded me the Jesign, Conventional comstruction, bue
with clesed werdows and fFesk aie supply gystems or afr conditioning wiff morsaiy suffice.,

C Normally Cnsepapioble:  New construclion or developmen! showld gemerally be discovraged.  {f rew corstriciion o
deveinpmeni does proceed. a delailed amalysis of the Hoise rediecrion veguirements mu! be prade and weeded nolse fnstletion
features included tr the desipn.

d Clearty Uicoepiuble. New consipction or developmtent thotdd penerally wot be wrdertrken

Kource: (Hfice af Plamning anid Research, State of Califone Genere Man Guidefires, Cotatrer 2007 (in COUPRINEIDN with the
Calfrnia Doparinrent of Health Sapvices); Oy of Lo dngeles, General Plan Nolse Element, uidopred February 1998
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City

The LAMC provides two types of noise slandards that are relevant to this anaiysis: 1} construction nnise
standards, and 2) general noise ordinance standards. The construction noise standards apply only 1o
conswruction achivites, while the general noise ordinance s1andards apply 1o noise generated by land use
activities,

Construction Naise Standardy

LAMC Seciion 41.40 regulates noise due o construction work, LAMC Scevion 41,40 prohibits the use of
any “power driven drill, riveting machine, excavaior or any olher machine, tool, deviee or cquipment
which makes loud noises ta the disturbanee of persons occupying sleeping quarters in any dwelling hotel
or aparttnent ot other place of residence” berween the hours of 9:00 PM and 7:06 AN Scetion 41.40
further states that “the operation, repair or servicing of construction equipment and the job-site delivering
of construction materials in such ateas shadl be prohibited” during the hours of 2:00 FM and 7:00 AM.
LAMC Scetign 41,40 also prohibits any construction work, including the operation, repair, or scrvicing of
construction equipment and the job-site delivering of construction materials. within 300 feet of residential
Builditigs before 8200 AM ar after 6:00 PA on Saturday or national holidays or at any time on Sunday.
Within the permitted consiroction times and diswnees, there are no noise hmits.  Constnicrion noise
IMneding unle propenty zoned for manufacturing or indusirial uses s exempled from the LAMC Section
4| a0 swandards.

LAMC Secoion 112,05 states that between the hours of 7:00 AM and 10:00 PM, in any residential zone of
the City or within 300 feer thercol, no person shall opcrate or cause to be operated aty powered
cquipment or pewered hand (ool that produces a maximum noise level exceeding 75 dB{A} at 2 dislance
of 50 feet, This limit applies to construction equipment, ingluding crawler-tractors, dozers, rotary drills
and augers, loaders, power shovels, cranes, derricks, motor graders, paving machines. off-highway trucks.
ditchers, Irenchers. compaciors, scrapers, wapois, pavement breakers, compressors, and pneumatic or
other powered couipment. This limil shall not apply where compliance is 1echnically infeasible. The
burden of proving that campliance is lechnically infeasible shall be on the person or persons charged with
any violation of this section. Technival infeusibiliiy shall mean that the noise limit cannot be complied
with despite the use of muofflers, shields, sound barricrs and or other noise reduction devices or techniques
during the operation of the ecquipment,

Generul Netie rdinance Stondardy

LAMC Chapter X1, "Noise Regulaiion,” regulates noise from non-transportation noisc sources such as
commercial or industrial vperations, mechanical cquipment or residential agtivities, Although these
regulations do nol apply to vehicles operating on public rights-of-way, the regulativns do apply to noise
generated by vehicles on private propery. such as truck operations al commercial o dusirial favilitics.
The exact noise standards vary depeoding on the type of noise source, but the allowable noise levels are
generally determined relative to the existing ambicnt noise levels at the affecied logation, LAMC Section

B Sereno Profect IV Envirattmentel fmpact Analyiis
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111.01 {a} defines the ambient noise as “the composite of noise from all sources near and far in 2 given
environment, exclusive of occasional and transieol inbusive noise sources and of the particular noise
source or sources o he measvered.  Ambient neise shall be averaged over a period of at least 15
minutes..." LAMC Beclion 11103 provides minjrmum ambient noise levels for various land mses, as
described on Table 1V-20. In the event that the actus] measured ambient level at a sulject location is
lewer than that provided in the table, the level in the table shall be assumed.

Table IV-24
City of Los Angeles Minimum Ambient Naige Levels

Allowable Average Noise Level (L.g) |
Daytme Niphttime

Zone (Fam-10pm) | (10 pm -7 am)

Al, A2, BA, RE, RS, RD, BW1, EW2, K1, R2, R}, R4,

and RS 50 dB{A) 40 dB{ A)

P, PB, CR,C1,C1.5,C2.C4, C5, and CM 60 dB{AY 35 dBiA)

ML MRI. and MR2 650 dBEAY 55 dB{A)

M2 and M3 65 dBLA) 5 dB{A}

Soupee: LAMC

At the boundary line betwesn lwo zones, the allowable noise level of the quieter zone shall be used. The
allowable noise levels are then adjusted if certain conditions apply to the alleged offensive noise, as

follows:

*  For steady tonc noise with an audible fundamental frequency or overtones (except for noise
cmanating from any elecmical transformer or gas meterning and pressure conirol equipment
cxisting and installed prior to September 8, 1986) — reduce allowable noise level by 5 dB{A).

= For repeated impulsive noise = reduce allowable noise leved by 5 dB(A)

*  For noise aceurning less than 15 minutes in any period of 60 consecutive minuies between the
hours of 700 Al and 1040 PM — increase allowable noise level by 5 dB{A)

The City’s noise ordinance is not explicit in defining the length of time over which an average noise level
ghould be assessed. Hoewever, based on the noted reference to “60 consecutive minutes,” above, 1f is
concluded thai the ane-hour Ly metnic sheuld be used.

Regarding the location at which the noise measurements should be taken, the TAMUC states that “excepl
when impractical, the microphone shall be located four to five feet above the ground and ten feet or morc
from Lhe nearest reflective surface.  Towever, in those cases where another clevation is deemed
appropriatcd, the latter shall be utilized ™

Ef Serene Provece IV, Emvironmental Impact Anpiveis
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LAMC Section 11202 addresses noise from air conditioning. refrigeration. hearing, pumping. and
filiering cquipmenr. The section states thal such equipment may not generate noise that would exceed the
ambignt noise levei ar any adjacent propetty by morc than 5 dBiA).

LAMC Section 114.02 addresses noise from motor driven vehicles (the LAME only addresses vehicles
on privale property and does not address vehicles on public highways), The section slales that such
vehicles may not generate nolse that would exceed thu ambicnl noise level at any occopied residential
property by more than 5 dBIA).

LAMC Section 114.03 stares that ~Ir shall be unlawiul for any person, berecen the hours of 10000 PM
and 7200 AM of the following day, 1o load or vnlead any vehicle, or operate any dollies, carts, forklifts, or
other wheeled cquipment, which causes any impulsive scund, raucous or unhécessary noisc within 240
feet of any restdential building .~

Project Impacts
Constractian Nofse

During Jemolilion, consiruction, ground clearing, grading, stictuzal, and other noise-generating activitics
would occur at the Project site berween the howrs of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. in accordance with the LAMC.
Table IV-21 summarizes projecied noise Tevels at nearby sensitive receptors during construction. 1.and uses
on the properties surrouniding the Project site include an clementary schoo), and single- and multi-family
residential buildings. Therc are a number of nearby sensitive receptors o the Project site, ineluding the
Tollowing:

+  Farmdale Elementary School. 90 feet northwest of the Project site

* 2633 Lombardy Avenue, single family residence about 135 feet cast of Projeet site
* 2543 Mallory Streer, single family residence about 15 teet case of P'roject site

* 2518 Eastern Avenue, multi-fanly residences 15 foer south of the Project site

*  RKlamnath Sirect residences, diteetly suuth of the Project site

o ascertam current ambicut noise devels at nearby receptors, DKA Planning took shor-term, §5-minute
noise readings on April 10, 2018 ueing a Quest Technelogies SondPro DL Sound Level Meter™  Noise

¥ The SewndPro meier comeplier willt the dmevican Nodorel Stoadards Sesiftvee (ANSE and frieraationa)
Flectrathnieel Comaission (FEC) for gomeral exmviraumeniad nuise measerement insirastentetion. The meter
wus equeipped with on amni-divectivnal micrephane, calibrated before the dav's measurements, and ser
approxirtel five feet above the grodnd. Wealhor conditions were cledr with megligible wind.

LY Sevens Pregoece fF. Environmente! Tmpeet dnafysis

Mnitial Sty Page fT-ftn



Lk of Lug Angeles Mareh 207
=

measurements were taken at the first four Jocalions near the Preject site. Predominant noise was caused by
motor vehicles traveling on adjacent roadways, including Eastern and Lombardy Avenues, including bus
stoghs af the intersection of these two arterials, As shown on Table IV-21, ambient noise levels ranged from
61.0 dBA L, at the residence at 2543 Mallory Street 10 7).6 dBA L at Farmdale Elementary Schuol,

Tzhle IV-21
i Construction Noise Levels - Unmiligated
Maximum Existing New -
Distance | Construction | Ambient Ambieot
from Site | MNoise Level {dBA, = (dBA,

Sensilive Receptor (feet) - (dBA} Leg) Lo  Iocrease
Residence, 2543 Mallory Strest 15 T8.5 6.0 78.0 17.6
Residence, 2635 Lombardy Avenue 15 Bl.5 62.8 Bi.6 18.8
Residences, 2518 Eastern Avenue 15 81.5 §9.7 £1.8 12.}
Farmdale Elementary School s 764 | 71.6 | 77.6 6.0

Source. DA Flapaing, M5

Construction aclivitics would gengrate noise [rein canstruction activiiies that would vary over the 24 months
of activity on- and off-site, and would include on-sitc cquipment such as scrapurs, tractors, loaders ard
smaller equipment such as saws, hammers, and preumatic tools associated with the Project’s construction.
There would be sccondary notse from construciion worker vehicles and vendor deliveries. Given the ambient
conditions in the neighborhood and the proximity of the nearby receptors, significant noise impacts could
occur at all five monitoring locations during construction of the Project.

+  Naoise levels of up to 31.8 dl3A are projected at the restdences at 2518 Castern Avenue, an increase of
12.1 dBA. This elevaled noise level would exceed the 758 dBA limit established m the LAMC for
construction machinery at 50 feet. These would also exceed the 5 dB noise increase comsidered to be
a noise violation by the LAMC,

+  Noise lovels of up 10 81.6 dBA arc projecied at the residence at 2635 Lombardy Avenue, an increase
of 18.8 dBA. This elevated noise level would cxeeed the 75 dBA limit established in the LAMC for
construction machinery at 50 feet, These would also exceed the 5 dB noist increase considered to be
a noise vielation by the LAMC,

o Noise levels of up to 78.6 dBA are projected at the tesidence at 2543 Mallory Streef, an increase of
176 dBA. This clevated noisc level would exceed the 75 dBA linit established in the LAMC for
construction machingsy at 30 Feet, This wrould also exceed the 5 dB neise ncrease considered 1o be a
nuise violation by the LAMC,

a  Noise levels of up 16 77.6 dBA are projected at Farmdale Elememary School, an increase of 6.0
ABA This elevated noise level would excced the 75 dBA limil established i the LAMC for

El Serenc Profect IV, Enmvirarm ental Impact Analysic
Fnitial Shufy Page fV-117



i of Loy Angeles Mee y 2017
—

consirection machinery at 50 feet. This would also exceed the 5 dB nowe increase considered 1o be a
noise viplation by the LAMC,

These on-site constmuction-relaicd noise impacis would be significant, Uowever. mmplemegntation of
Mingation Measures 12-1 tbrough 12-6 would reduce the Project’s construction noise impact to less than
sipnificant (refer o Table 1Y-M shown afier the list of Noise Mitigation Measures).

With regard to off-site consiruction-related notse impacts. up o 7,800 haul truck trips are expected to remove
up o 78,000 cubic yards of cut matedals from the Project sife, conservatively assuming 10 cubic vards of soit
capacity per hawl truck. This cut material could be ransported 20 miles to nearby landfills by ten-wheeled
heavy-duty 1nucks. This would equate tw an average of approximately 87 haul wips per day aver a turee-
month gradine perind,  While such vehicle activity would marginally increase ambicnt noise levels alonyg
local roadways. this is not cxpected 10 significantiy increase ambient noise levels by 5 dBA at sensilive
receptors for two reasons. First this evel of haul activity would average four haul mps per hour anto local
strects, which woitld oot produce sustained imcreases in noise levels over an hour or any wther meonitanng
peried. A noted im the Cin’s “L.A, CEQA Thresholds Gaide,” a 3 dB.A increase in roadway noise levels
requites an approximate doubling of roadway waffic volume, assurning trave] speed and fleet mix remain
constant. Second. the Project site is immediately adjacent 10 two freewsavs fic.. San Bernarding and Long
Beach freeways) and allows immediaic aceess for haul trucks thar would asvoid travel on local roads with
sensitive receptogs, This noise inpact would be significars. However. mmplementation of bitiganon dMeasure
12-F would redace the Project’s constnicnon noise impact to less than significant by ensuring the haul tnuck’s
wnmediate ingress ontae either of the two adjacent lreeways.

perativnal Xoive

During Praject operations, the development would produce buth direel noise impacts on the sitc from
residential-related activities, as well ay indirect noise impacts from vehicles traveling on lacal roads to
access the site, The direet impacts would include stationary noises from sources associated with butlding
operalions, such as beuting. ventilation. and air conditioning (14v AL systems,

Seetion 41.40 and Chapwr X1, Articles 1 through 6, of the LAMC requites that noise penerated by
mechanical equipment not exceed 3 dBA above ambient noise levels at adjacent propery lines. Large
ground level heating. vennlation, and HVAC sysiems typically pencrale noise levels between 50 and 65
dBA at 50 feet.”* Roof-top mounied equiprment typically preduecs noise levels of up 1o upproximately 36
dBA at 50 feet. Based on the distance from the Froject sie to nearby receptors, the ambient noise levels,
and the relatively quiet operation off IIVAC sysiems, there would nov increase in ambicnt noise fevels
from these oft-site noise sources. Thetelore, noise impacts associated with stationary noise would be less
than significant.

Los dryeles Depavtment of Uity Planning, Sau Pedro Communite Plarn Drafe EIR, Angust 2012
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The majority of operational noise impacts would he from indirect noise impacits associated with the 400
net new vehicle trips cach weekday.” During the peak morming hour, the Project would add 32 new
vehiele trips to local roadways and 42 rips in the peak evening howr, an average of up 1o 0.75 vehicle trip
per minute. This increased vehicle raffic would result in maudible increases in roadway noise. As noted
in the City's “L.A. CFEQA Thresholds Guide,” a 3 dBA increasc in roadway noise levels requires an
approximate doubling of readway traffic volume, assuming travel speed and flect mix remain constant.

As u tesull, mobile noise generated by the Project would not cause the ambient noise level measured at
the property lines of adjaccat uses along affected roadways (o rise to the “normally unacceptable™ or
“clearly unacceptable” category as defined by the 2003 California General Plan Guidelines or resull im
any 5 dBA or more increase in noise level. As a result, noise impacts agsociated with these inaudible, off-
site vehicular noise would be less than significant

b) Wuuld the project resalt in expasure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundberne noise levels?

Less Than Significant Impact. The information beluw is based on a neise modeling results prepared for
the Project by DA Planning (refer o Appendix G

{Characteristics of Vibration

Vibration is an ascillatory motion through a solid medium m which the motion’s amplitude can be
described in terms of displacement, velocity, or acceleration. Unlike neise, vibration is not a common
epvironmental problem. It is unusval for wvibration from sources such as buses and trucks (o be
perceptible. Common sources of vibration include trains, buses, and some construstion agtivities.

Vibration Deftuitions

There are several differont mothods that are used to quantify vibration. The peak particle velociry (PPV)
iz detincd as the maximum instantancous peak of the vibration signal. The PPV is most {requenty used
o deseribe vibration impacts to buildings and is usually measured in inches per second, The root mean
square: {RMS) amplitude is most frequently used to describe the effect of vibration on the human body.
The RMS amplitude is defined as the average of the squared amplitude of the signal. Decibel notation
{(VdB} is commonly used to measure RMS. The decibel notation aets to comprass the range of nombers

required to describe vibration.™

#  KiiA Corporation, Trip Generation Review — Propascd Project ar 2320-2608 Nowith Eastern Avenue, El Sereno,
Mawch 18 XIL3,

M Federa! Transit Adminivteation, Transit Noise qad Vibration timpact Asseszment, May 2006,

Ei Sereno Profect IV, Envirenmental Impact dnalysis
Faitial Stedy Fage FF-11%



Criv of Lay Angeles March 2047
——

Effects of Vibration

High levels ot vibration may cause physical personal injury or damage 1o buildings. However, ground-
buome vibration levels rarcly affect human healih. Instead, most people consider pround-bome vibration
to be an anmoyance that may aifect concentration or disturb sleep. In addition, high levels of ground-
bome vibration inay damage fragile buildings or imerfere with cquipment that 15 highly sensitive o
grognd-botne vibration,

Perceptible Vibration Changes

Unlike noisc. grownd-bome vibration is nal an cnvironmental issuc that most people cxperience every
day. The background vibrarion velocity level in residential arcas is usuallv 30 RMS or lower, well below
the threshold of perception for humans, which is around 65 RMS, ' Most pereeptible indoor vibratien is
caused by sources within buildings, such a: movement of people o slamming of doors. Typics] owdoor
sources of ground-borne vibration arc construction cywipment, trains, amd traffic on rough roads. T the
roadway is smooth, the vibration from 1raffic is (vpically not perceptible.

Applicable Regulations

To counter the effects of ground-borne vibrauon, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA} has published
guidance selative to vibration impacts.  According w the FTA. non-enpineered timber and masos
buildings can be exposed 1 ground-borne vibration levels of 0.2 inches per second without expetiencing
struciural damague, while reinforced-conerete, steel, or timber buildings can be exposed to ground-horne
vibration levels of 0.5 inches per second.

[n rerms of construction-relared impacts on buildings, the City has tot adopted policies or ruidelines
relative 10 groundborne vibration. While the Los Angeles County Code {LACC Section 12.08 350 states
a presumed pecception threshold of 001 inch per second RMS, this threshold applies to groundbome
vibraltons from long-term operational activities. not construction. Conscquently. as both the Citv and the
County of Loz Angeles do not have a significance threshold to assess vibration impacts during
construction, the FTA and Calitornia Depaniment of Transportation's (Caltrans) adopred vibrauon
slandards for buildings are used to evaluate potential impacts relared 10 Project consrruction.  Based an
these standards. impacts relative w0 groundbome vibration weould be considered significant if the
following were ta occur,

Y bid.
T Ibid.
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*  Project construclion activites would cause a PPV groundbome vibration level to exceed 0.5
inches por second at any off-site reinforeed-conerete, steel, or timber structure;

»  Project construghion agtivitics would cause a PPV groundbome vibration level w exceed 0.2
inches per second at any non-engincered timber and masonry buildings {ie., “fragiic”
buildings}:" and

»  Project construction activitics would cause a PI'V ground-borme vibration level w exceed .12
inches per second at any building that iz extremely susceptible o vibration dsmage (e,
“extremely fragilc” buildings).™

Table IV-22 identifies PPV and RMS velocity (in VdB) levels for the types of off-road and on-read
equipmment that conld operate at the Project site during construction.

Table T¥-22
Vibration Souree Levels for Construction Equipment

Approximate PPV (infsec) Approexitmate RMS (VdAB)

25 1l (i 5 100 25 =l &l T5 1940
by Feet | Feset I-"l:get Feet Feet | Feet | Feet | Feat | Feet | Feet
Latge Bulldozer | (LGRS | 0.031 o02q | 0017 GA11 BY TH 14 13 69
Caisson Drilling | 0.089 o031 | 0024 | 0017 | 0011 87 78 76 73 69
Loaded Trucks 0076 | 0.027 | 0,020 | 5015 | 0.010 ) 77 T 72 6%
Jackhammer 0.03% | 0012 | G009 | 0007 | G004 (L] 70 of 65 &1
Stnall Bulldozer | 0003 | 0001 | 00008 | 0.0006 | 00004 | 358 449 47 44 40

Soreee: Federad Transis Adminisiration 20064

Equipment

Project Vikration Impacts

As shown on Table 1V-22, vibration velocities could range from 0.003 o 0,082 inch/sec PPV al 25 lecl
from the source activily, wilth corresponding vibration levels ranging from 38 VdB 10 87 VdB at 25 feet
from the source activity, depending om the fype of construction equipment in usc.

Groundborne vibration would be generated by a number of construction aclivities. Vibration velocities
projected to occur at the nearsst off-site sensitive receptor would produce up to a (191 inches/second
PPV at the three residential sites adjacent (o the Project site that were analyzed. This PPV is below the
(1.2 inches/second that are considered potentially harmfut levels of vibration for a non-engimecred limber

T reid

™ Ihid
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and masonry building. Other potential 1ypes of construction equipment would produce ess vibration and
have lesser potential impacts on neighboring sensitive receplors.  As shown on Table 1V-23, the peak
particle veloctny and vibration levels that would vecur at these on- and off-site sensitive uses during
construction would be less than the thresholds associated with building damage. Therefore. construetion-
related vibration impacts would he less than significant.

Table [V-23
Vibration Levels at Off-Sire Sensitive Uses from Project Construetion

£ : ; Estimated
. Distance ¢0 | Estimated PPV | Vibration Levels |
Sensitive Uses Offsite | Project Site (ft.) (infsec) {(VaR) "
Residence, 2543 Mallery Strect ; 15 0,191 0.2
Residence, 2035 Lombardy Avenue 15 o0l .2 )
Pesidences, 25 08 Fastern Avenue i3 o191 0.2
Fanndale Flementary Schonl ' o0 ; 6.013 ! 0.2

T The vibearfon velocities at the affosite sensifive wes are determined with the folling coreation from the

Federal Trausit Adminfseranan’s Transit Nefse aud Fibraron  Impaet Assesomens Fast Beport:
PPV = PPV x rZ}.'D,.I"s, wheve PPV = peak particle velucity in insec af efuipment, PR, -]
rettrence vibration level in incsec ar 25 feet, B dictance from the equipment Ly the receive, g

The vibrativn fevels ar the offovite sensitive rses are dersrmimed with the falioviug equatan from the Federal
Frangit Adwencstegbon s Transic Noise and ibenrion Sepace Asseeimonr, Finel Repors foifh =Ly 27 fry

alrage AV 25y, wherr Lo = vifwation fevel el equipment ©t = disiguce from the wiipmenl f oy reccfuer, Lai 2
S wibranon fevel af equipment at 23 fiel,

Fource: Satece. LM Planning 2015,

ot Vould the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient neisc levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing withoot the project?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incerporated. As discussed in response 1o Checklist £jucstion
123, with mitigation. the Projeet would net pencrare a subsiantial permanent increase in ooisc in excess of
Cily noise standards. Therefore, Project impacts related o penuanent noisc increase would be less than
signilicant,

d} Would the project vesuit in a substantial temporary or periodie inerease in ambicnt noise
[evels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation lncorporated. As discussed in respunse w Checklist Question
12a, with mitigation, the Project would not result in a substantizl temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in excess of Ciry noise stiandards. Therefore, Project impacts related to temporary or
periodic noise increase would be less than significant.

£l Serene Project T Enviresmented fmpact Anirfvris
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) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has oot becn
adopted, within two miles of 2 public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people
residing ar workiog in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The Project site is nol located within an airpart land use plan or within twe miles of 2 public
aitport or public use aitport. Therefore, the Project would not expose people residing or working in the
Project ared to excessive poise levels and ne impact would ocour.

y For a project withie the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area te excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The Project site ie not located in the vicinity of a private airsmrip. Therefore, the Project
would nat expose people residing or working in the Project area to excessive noise levels and ne impact
would occur.

Midigation Measures (Moise)

To ensurc that the Praject would not result in significant noise impacts during constraction, the followimy
tnitigation measures are required (refer 1o Table IV -24):

12-1: The Preject shall comply with the City of Loy Angeles Building Regulations Ordinance No.
178048, which requires a construction site notice to be provided that inchudes the following
information: job site address, permit number, name and phone number of the contractor and
gwnet of owner's agent, hours of construction allowed by code or any discretionary approval for
the site, and City telephone numbers where violalions can be reporied, The notice shall be posied
and maintained at the construction site prior 1o the star of constniction and displayed n a
location that 1 readily visible 10 the public.

12-2:  Two wecks prior 1o commencement of construction, natification shall be provided to the off-site
residential and school uses within 500 fect of the Project site thatl discloses the constroction
schedule, incleding the types of activities and equipment that would be used throughout the
duration of the construction period.

12-3:  Temporary sound barriers, capable of achieving a sound attenuation of at least 10 dBA {e.g.,
construction sound wall with sound blankets), and capable of blocking the line-of-sight to the
adjacent residences shall be installed ay feasible.

12-4: Noisc-generating construction equipment opetated at the Project Site shail be equipped with
effective stalc-uf-the-art noise control devices, ic., mufflers, lagping, solar power or electric
plug-in on-site power generators andfor motor coclosures or other shiclding equipment. All
cquipment shall be preperly maintained to assure that no additivnal noise, due o wom or
improperly mamtained parts, would be pencrated.

El Sereno Project IV, Environmenial Impact Aralvsis
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12-3:  All construction areas for staging and warming-up cquipment shall be located as far as possible
trom adjacent residences.

12-6  Portable noise sheds for smaller, nodsy equipiment, such as air comptessors, dewatering purnps,
and generaters shall be provided where feasible,

12-7: A heul route for exporting cut materials from the site to a nearby landfill thal access the San
Rernardino andfor Long Beach Freeways should minimize travel on residential streets with
SERSITIVE FCCOPLOTS,

Table TV.24
Construction Noise Levels - Mitipated
f Maximum  Existing = New | |
| Distance | Construction ' Ambient ' Ambient i

e

: | from Site | Naise Level i (dBA, | (dBA, ‘

1 Sensitive Receptor | {f -;-ct! _ {dBA) L e Lt Increase |
Residence, 2543 A Mallory Strewt | . __ 625 _l» 610 | _648 3R
Residence, 2635 Lor T_un]hardk .ﬁ.\enue B 15 £5.3 T oeg to6Y4 46
Residences, 2518 Fastemn Avenuc 15 | 853 1 eny i [ 1.4
Farmdale Elememary School oW L es04 0 6 [ TI8 | 03
Lenres DRA Flanning, 2013,

Cumulative Impacts

Notie of the related projects are in close proximity to the Project site. As such. distance and intervening
busldings would aticnuate noise generuied by construction and operatianal activities associated with the
related prujecis at the Project site fand vice versa) and would not resolt in any significant cumolative
OOIsE HNPAcTs.

13, POPULATION AND HOUSING

a} Wonld the project induce substantial populatien growth in an area, either dircetly {for
cxample. iy proposing new hames and businesses) or indirectly (for example. through extension uf
roads ar other infrastructure}?

Less Than Significant Impact. Duc to the scale af which houwsing markeis operate, the analysis of
putential Project impacts is presemed in lerms of the following two principal geographic scales/zones
around e Project site;

*  2HU Census Data, The local Census Tracts in and around the Project sie provide the smallest
geographic measurable unit for existing population and housing.

i Servno Project I Emviroamented Teepirct Anadviis
Irtiticd Siredy Fage IT-124



Cﬂa‘ uf Los Angelvs March 2017

v City of Los Angeles. SCAG's 2016.2040 RTP/SCS and the California Department of Finance
consider the City as a separate unit from othet cities and any unincorporated arcas.

Regulatory Framework
Regiong!
Seuthern Callfornie Association af Governmemls

SCAG is the federally designated metropelilan planning organization for six Southern Califormia counties
including the County of Los Angeles. SUAG prepared, and adepted, the 1996 Regional Comprehensive
Plan and Guide (RCPG), the 5% Cycle for 2014-2021 Regional Housing Needs Assessment (2014-2021
RHNA) (approved November 26, 2012}, the 2008 Regional Transpoertation Plan (RTF), and the Regional
Transpertation lmprovement Program (RTIP) to address regional growth and measure progress Lpward
achicving regional planning goals and abjectives. SCAG has released its 2008 Regional Comprehensive
Plan {RCP), as an updaie to the adopted 1996 RCPG. In April 2016, SCAG adopled (he 2016-2040
RTP/SCS hased, in part, on data from the 2010 U5, Census.

2002 Regional Comprehensive Plan

SCAG prepured and issued the 2008 RCP in response to the SCAG's Regional Couneil dircetive i the
2002 Statepic Plan to define solutions to imterrclated housing, maffic, water, air quality, and other
regional challenges.

The 2008 RCP serves as a policy framework for implementation of short-term strategies and long-term
initiatives 1o improve tepional mobility and sustainability, while alse directly addressing the
interrelationships herween natural resource sustainability, econemic prosperify, and guality of life. The
2008 RCP incorporates principles and goals of the 2004 Compass Blueprini Growih Vision, as discussed
below. The 2008 RCP includes nine chapter areas: Land Use and Housing, Transportation, Air Quality,
Energy, Open Space and Habitat, Water, Selid Wusle, Economy, and Security and Emergency
Preparedness. Fach chapter is organized inwo three sections: goals, outcomes. and action plans,

The RCP chapters that are relevant to pepulation and housing are the Growth Management and Housing
Chapters. The purpose of the Growth Management Chapter is to present forecasts which establigh the
sociseconomic comtext for the RCPG, particularly the Regional Mability and Air Quality Chapiers. 1t
alsa addresses issues tekaled to growth and land consumption by encouraging local land usc achons that
could ultimately lead 1o the develepment of an urban furm that will help minimize development costs,
save natural resources, and enhance the quality of life in the region.

The Housing Chapler includes advisory strategies for bringing housing costs and decent shelter within
reach of more households in order to support the coonomic health and social vilality of the region. Tis
goals include providing tor decent and affordable housing for all people; an adequate supply and

El Berano Frojont IV, Emviroamental tmpact Analvsis
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avatlability of housing; housing stock maintenance and preservation; and promoring a4 mix of honsing
opportunities region wide,

Begional Housing Meeds Assessinent

The RHNA is a key tool for SCAG and its member gavernments o plan for growth. The 20014-2021
RHNA quantifies the need for housing within each jurisdiction between 2014 and 2021, Communities
then plan, consider. and decide how they will address this necd through the pracess of comploting the
housing clements of their general plans. The RHNA does not necessatily enrcourage or promote growth,
but rather z2llows communities o anticipate growth, so that they can grow in wa ys that enhance guality of
life, and improve access 1o jobs, iransportalion and housing, without adversely (mpacting the
environment, The RHNA is produced periodically by SCAG, as mandated by State law, to coincide with
the region’s schedule for preparing housing elements. Tt consists of two measirements of housing need:
{a) existing need; and (b future need.

The existing need agsessment is based on data from the most recent U.S. Census to measure ways in
which the housing market is not mecting the needs of current residents. These variables inchide the
tunber of low-income housebalds paving more than 30 percent of their income for housing, as well as
severe overcrowding.

The fulure need for housing is determined primarily by the forecasted growth i booseholds o s
community, based on histerical prowih pattems, job creation, bousehold fanmation rates, and oiher facioos
to estimate bow many houscholds will be added to each community over the projection period.  The
housing need for new houssholds is then adjusted 1o account tor an ideal level of vacaney necded 1o
pramaote housing cheice, maintain price competion and encourage accepable Tevels of housing upkeep
and regair. The RHNA alse accounts tor units expected to be lost due 1o demolition, narural disaster, or
conversion te non-housing wses, The swm of ibkese factors - houschald growth, vacancy need and
replacemoent need - form the “constructivn need™ assigned 1o each community. The City of Los Angeles
was assigned a RUNA of 82,002 units for the 2014-2021 planning period. ™ There is no process for
allocating the clivwide total o Cily subareas, such as a Community Plan Arca. Finally, the RHNA
considers how cach jurisdiction might grow in ways that will decrease the concentration of lnw-income
houscholds in certain communities. The need for new housing is distributed ameng income groups so
that cach community moves claser to the regional average income distribution.

Ciny of Los Angeles General Plan Hoysing Element, Houstng Needs disessment, December 3, 13,
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2016-2040 Repiong] Transportation Plan

The 2016-2040 RTR/SCS includes a proposed growth forecast for population, housshold, and
employmett for the City of Los Angeles in 2012 and 2040

*  Population: 3,245 500 persons in 2012 and 4,609 400 in 2040,
s Households: 1,325,500 households in 2012 and 1,690,300 in 2040, and
+ Employment: 1,696, 40¢ jobs in 2012 and 2,169,100 in 2040.

City

City of Los Angeles General Plan

The General Plan addresses community development goals and policies relative (o the distribution of land
use, both public and private, including housing. The General Plan integrates citywide elements,
Commupity Plans, and Specific Plans and gives policy direction for planning regulations and
implementation programs,

General Plan Framework Element

The Gencral Plen Framework Element (General Plan Framework or Framewotk Element), adepted in
December 1996 {re-adopted August 2001), is a stratcgy for leng-lerm growth thal sots a citywide conteat
to guide the update of the Comrmmity Plans znd citywide elements. The Framework Element provides
that precisc determinations regarding future growth and deveiopment will be made through the
Community Planning process.  The Framework Element encourages futare growth and development
within target areas, but docs not require that futere development and growth be limited to target areas.
The Framework Element’s certral howsing goal is an cquilable distribulion of housing upporunilies by
type and cost accessible to all residents of the City.

The General Plan Framework focuses on providing straggies for accommodating growth by encouraging
growth in a number of higher-intensity commercial and mixed-use districts, centers, boulevards and
industrial districts particularly in proximity to transportation comidors and transit stations. It is intended
to be fexible and provides a Long Range Land Use Diagram recommending the creation of new land use
categories for targeted growth areas in various areas of the City that will contain international ceniers,

T SCAG, 2018.2040 Rewivnal Transpartarion Plan/Susiainoble Communities Strategy, Current Demographics

e Forecuast, Tahle It piEe 24
Rstgs My omgripyes. aet Lo uments/ 201 6/draft 20N 6RTPECR DemagraphicsGrovwihForecast pdf.
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regional centers, community cenrers. neighborbood districts. and mixed-use boulevards based on the
planning principles, goals, ochjectives. and policies it discusses.

General Plan Howsing Element

The Housing Elemem of the City™s General Plan identifies as its overall goal the crearion of a city ol
livable and sustainable neighborhoods with a range of housing fypes and ¢osts in mutgal proximity to
jobs, infrastructure and services,

On December 3, 2013, the City Council adopted the update to the Housing Element of the General Plan
Tor the period of 2013-202 1. The Housing Elemam provides the numbet of housing units cach comtnutiity
must plan and accommodate during the S-year period pursuant to the RHNA allocation, The Housing
Elemcin docs not alter the development petential of anv site in the City, nor modily tand use of the
Zomimg Code. It alse does net undermine, in any way. neighborhood planning ciforts such as Conymunity
Plans, Specific Plang, or Histaric Preservation Overlay Zones. While the State requires the Ciry to
evaluate and plan for the existing capacity 10 accommodate Tuture prajected growth, the Heousing Element
does not have any material effect on development pattems. nor specify areas for inereased height or
density,

An objective of the Housing Element s o promole an equitable distibution of affordable housing
oppanunines throughout the City ey providing incentives to include affordable Rousing in residential
development. The Project would further the goals und objectives of the Housing Flement by providing
additicnal housing stock.

Existing and Ferecasted Population and Housing for City of Los Angeles

According to analysis by the State’s Housing and Commuynine Development Department, prior to the
recenl econoinic downium znd foreclosure crisis. Cadilornia had expericnced decades of undersupply of
kousing. contnbuling & significant price escalation and the atfordability crisis,”” The factors contributing
to Califarnia’s conlinuing housing supply and affordability problems include a chronic mismalch berween
the existing huusing stack and the demand for housing by type and location; lack of suflicicnt housing
consttuction to meet demand, and persistently high housing costs relative to household incomes. even
with the effects of the recent national recession.

Almost all Rulure Califomia population and houschold growth will eccur in metropolitan areas, and most
of thar will ocvur in southern Californiz. According to SCAG™s 2008 growth Fforccast, the six-pounty
region is projected to add about 4.6 million people and about 1.6 million households between 2010 and

St af Calfforaio - Buciress, Tronsporiation oed fiousing Agency, The Surie of Honsing in California 2053:
Afferdabilite Worsens, Supply Proflems Remoin, 2012,
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2035. In Log Angeles County alone, the forecast envisions about 1.7 million people and about 646,000
households between 2010 and 2035. As the largest ciry in the County, the City of Los Angeles will
receive most of the County’s fulure growth.

SCAG's State-approved 3° Cycle 2014-2021 RHNA assigns 82,002 wnits of housing production need to
the City of Los Angeles for the 2003-2021 Housing Element (which aclually covers a 7.5-year planning
period), ar an annual average of aboul 15,000 new dwelling units per vear.”"

The Housing Llement of the City's Gieneral Plan, mentioned above, notes that for over 10 years, the City
has been pursuing 2 sustainable approach o accommodating long-range growth. This approach is
established in the Framework Element of the General Plan, first adopted in 1995, which encourages
sugtaipahle prawth in hipher-intensity commercial and mixed-use digtricts, centers and boulevards, and in
preximity to transit. The goals and pelicies of the Framework Element establish a balanced approach to
growth by linking it 1o the land uses and infrastructure that will support the type of infili development that
incurs the least cconemic, environmental, and soctal costs,

Table 1V-25 lists the 20019 and 2016 population, honseholds, and subsequent persons/housig ratio, the
BCAG forecast for 2040, a5 well as the number and percent change.

Table I'V-25
Population and Hougeholds in the City of Los Angeles
Year Population Houreholds Person/Households
210t 1102 621 1,412,006 2.0%
2016 3,957,022 1,453,271 2.74
2040* 4 G0 400 1,690,300 2,12
Change 201 fo 2074
Mumber Changed . +1a4d. 0! +41,. 265 +.05
Change 2016 to 2040
MNumber Chanzed +452 378 +237.02% =02
Y X004 Census data, reported 4712010,
F o 20i6: Ar of January 1, 2016, Department of Finance!
hitp orwiedef ca. poviForecanting/Demagraphics/Estimates/E- 5
b 2020: Bosed on the adopted 207 2-2035 RTPSCS by SCAG. page 32:
Betp firip et coqg oa o Doeimene 2 2 ina i8R0 HRTP GrowthForecase pf.
Y 2ma; Baped on the adapted 20782040 RTFECS by SCAG. paga 24,
hitp: fseagripscs. et Documems 201 6/draft/d 20 1 6RTPSCS_DemographicsGrowthForeces! pdf

. Citw of Los Angeles General Plan Houdtng Flement, Housing Needs Assessment, December 8, 2013,
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Existing Project Sitec Conditions
The Project site is an infil! site thar is currently nol developed with any structures.
Craject Impacts

The Project includes of the site with a 42 single-family homes. Based on the 2016 persons-per-houschold
rate for fhe City shown on Table 1V-25, the Project would generate approximately 114 residents.

As shown on Table TV-24. the Project waould represent a neshpible percent tless than one-half of one
percent) of the cstimated population and housing growth in the Ciry. Thus, the Project’s residents and
housing units weuld fall within the cstimates and RENA allocation. Additionally, by utilizing the Ciyy's
»mll Lot Subdivision Ordinance for efficient singie family home devclopment, the Project would help
achieve a portion of the heuschold growth ferccast for the City and the Norheast Los Angeles
Community Plan area, whilc also being consistent wilh regional policies to reduce urban sprawl
efficiently utilize existing infrastructure, reduce regional congestion, and improve air guality through the
reduction of YMT. Thus, the Project would not substantially induce housing growth beyond forecasted
levels and would mect a portion of forecasted housing demand corrently forecastzd for the City. Thus, the
Project would not represent a substantial or significant growth as compared to projected pinwili.
Therefore, no significant impacts related to populanion wsd howsey, would occur ax a result of the Projeer.

+

Table IV-26
Project Estimated Comparizon —
Project Comparicen Amaoant J‘_ %% of Comparisan
P AS ¢umpar—ts .tu Growth Foreeast from 2016 to 2040 - o ]
114 residents +652,378' 0.017
A2 units +237929" o017

Az eompared to City's 2004-2021 Housing Element

—— ammin_r—]

.69

47 units 6,018 (Cammunity Plant
|—.-_..-.-.—.—.—.—u——-.—-- . —— B .-.;.-.—.-_--..__-...n_-_ e
42 units E2002 {Citywidey b.0%
Y Rufir bu Tufule FEXY
: Ly of Las Angeiss, Mowsaig Elvmen, 20152024 adapted Docemier 3 2003, Tatle 31, page 3.4,
] T it of Les Anyedes, Howsing Etertent, 2003 2007, andopied Decontbar 3. 2013, poge 3-3.
b} Would the project displace substantial nombers of existing housing, necessitating the

construgtion of replacement honting elsewhere?

No Impact. No housing exists on the Project site. Therefore, the Project woulkl net displace any existing
heusing, necessitating she construction of replacement housing «bwwhere, and no impacts related 1o this
issue would oecur.

£1 Serenes Profect . o IV, Environmenial Impaci Anafvsis
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<) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the consirnetdon of
replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. No people live on the Project site, Therefore, the Project would not displace any residents,
necessilaling the construction of replacement housing clsewhere, and no fmpacts related to this issue
would eocur.

Cuomulative [mpacts

Implementation of the related projects histed on Table 1Y-38 could resull in howsing and populalion
growth. However, as discussed previously, the Project’s population growth would be consistent with the
anticipated growth for the Project area and in the General Plan. The Project would not creste unplannad
growth, and impacts related to population and howsing would be less than significant. As such, regardless
of whether the related projects would result inunplanned growth, the Project would nol have the potential
lo contribule ko any potential cumulative Iinpact.

14, PUBLIC SERVICES

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered goveromeni facilities, meed for new or physicaily altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which ¢ould cause sipwificant environmental impacts, in
order to mainiain acceptable service ratics, vesponse times or other performance objective for any
of the fellowing publle services:

$1] Fire protection?

Less Than Sippificand lmpact, The Project includes development of a 42 single-family residential
hownes al Uie Project site, incteasing the need for fire protection services at the Project site. Los Angeles
Firc Depariment [LAFD) considers fire protection services lor a project adequate if a project: (1) is within
the maxtmum response distance for the land uses proposed; (2} complics wilh cmergency accuss
reguirements; (3 complies with fice-flow requiremnents; and (4) complies with fire hydrant placement.
Pursuanl to LAMC Section 57.09.07, the maximutn response distance between z low-density residential
neighborhood land use and a LAFD station that houses an sngine or truck company is 1.5 miles, IFf this
distaince s exceeded, all stuctures shall be constructed with automatic fite sprinkler system 5. However,
projects that fall wilthin Wery High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (as is the Project} are required to install fire
sprinkler svslems.

M LAFD website: hiprifafid comiprevensiondrantsidivision_$_fe homi, accesied Octoher 21, 2014,
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The Project site is served by several fire stations, as shown on Table TV-27. As stated previously, the
Project is located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone, Thus. the Projeet would be required to
be designed and constructed i accordance with the Los Angeles Fire Code and would be reouired to
incorpotate measures, including but not limited the following:

*  lgnition-resistant roofing and other building materizls

*  Firc-Retardant-Treated Wood or noneombustible materials
*  Raolcovirines, volleys, and guttecs

*  Alic ventilation

*  Eave or ¢nmice vents

*  Sprinkler sysiemy

*  Landscaping with fire-retardant plents

*  Wuogelarion clearance

Additionally, prier 1o issuance of an Occupancy Permit, the Project Applicant would be required to
coordinate with LAFD te cnsure that the Project incorporates all approprate Tire-prevention meisures. All
ingressiegress associated with the Project would be designed and constructed in conformance to all
applicable City Building and Safety Department and LAFD standards and requirements for design and
construction, Therefore, the Project would not result in any sienificanr mpacts selaled 10 emereerey
access. Approximate fre-flow requirement for the Project is 2,000 gallons per minute with a 20 pounds-
per-inch residual pressure. Final firg-Aow demands, fire hydrant plagement, and other fire prowciion
cquipment would be determined for the Project during LAFD's plan check process. Through compliance
wilh these requirements, Project iimpucts related to fire protection services would be tess than surnificant

Table I¥-27
Fire Stations Scrving the Project Sire
|

No. Address Disdance fron Praject Siie

! 2234 Pasadéma Aveoue 3.8 miles

12 34931 Nunh Figusroa Stree 1 Amiles

16 2011 Mork Eastern Avenue o 0.7 mile ) )
47 4575 Huntington Drive Souk L7 ke

Spuree: hup. Alafd orgdfive stationsistation_results/%24 *zipeode = 90065, aceessed April 15, 2015,

Cumulative Impacits

Tmplememation of the related projects on Table TV-38 could result in a net mireass in fhe number of
residents and employees in the Profect area end could further imcrease the demand for five protection
setvices. Comulative developiment seguires the LAFD (e continually evaluate the need for new or
physically altered facilities in order to maintain adequate service ratios. Similar te the proposed Project,
the related projects would be subject to the Fire Code and other applicable regulalions of the LAMC
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including, bur not limited to, automatic fire sprinkler systems for high-rise buildings and’or residential
projects |ocated farther than 15 miles from the nearest LAFD Engine or Truck Company to compensate
for sdditione! respanse time, and cther recommendations made by the LAFD to ensure fire protection
safety. Through the process of compliance, the ability of the LAFD 1o provide adequate facilities 1o
accommodate fulure prowlh and mainlain acceptable levels of service would be ensured. Furthermore, the
increased demands lor additional LAFLY staffing, equipment, and facilities would be {funded via existing
mechanisms {e.g., properly laxes and govermment lunding} to which the Project and relaled projecis
would conteibute. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to fire protection services would be less than
significani.

(i} Police protection?

Less Than Significant lmpact. The Project includes development of 42 single-family residential homes
al the Project site, increasing the need for police protcction scrvices al the Projeet site. In accordance with
the City's Standard Condition of Approval, the Project developer would be required 10 refer to "Design
Ol Chme Guidelines: Crinre Frevention Through Environmental Desizn” published by the LAFLD.
Conlact the Community Relations Division. Yocated at 100 W. 1¥ Stroet, #2500, Los Angeles, CA 90012,
(213 486-6000, The Project would inciude standard security measures such as adequate security lighting,
cortrolled residential access, and secure parking facilitics. These messures lor the Project shall be
approved by the LAPD pror lo the issuance of building permils, Through complisnce with the
requirements of the LAPD, Project impacts relaied to police protection services would be less than
significant.

Camulative Impacts

Implemeniation of the related projects listed on Table IV-38 could result in 2 net inercase in the number
of residents and emiployecs in Lhe Project area and could further increase the demand for police pratection
services. Curmulative development requires the LAFD w continually evaluare the need [or new of
physically altered facililics in order lo mamtan adequale service ratios, Similar to the propesed Project,
the related projects would be subject Lo the site plan review, recommendations of the LATD related to
come prevention featores, and other applicable regulations of the LAMC, Through the process of
compliance, the ability of the LAPD to provide adequete facilities to accommodate future growth and
maintain acceptable levels of service would be ensured Furthermore, the increased demands for additional
LAPD staffing, equipment, and facilities would be funded viz existing mechanisms {¢.g., propefty taxes
and government funding) to which the Projecr and related projects would commbute. Thercfore,
cutniulative impacts related 1o police protection services would be less than signilicant

(iif) Schools?

Less Than Significant Impact. Los Angeles Unified School Distriet™s {LAUSDY schools thar serve the
Projeet site and area are shown on Table [V-28, As shown on Table 1V-29, the Project would generate a
total of approximately 11 students, inchuding $ elcmentary students, 3 middle school students, and 3 high

e —
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school studenls. Based on the remaining capacity shown on Table IV-28. the schoals serving the Praject
site would have adequaic capacity to serve the Projecl’s student generation. Pursuant to the Califochia
Government Code. mandatory pavment of the school fees established by the LAUSD in accordance with
exishing rules and regulmions regarding the caleulation and pavment of such fees would. by law, provide
full and complew mitigation Tor any potential dircet and indirect impacis 10 schools as a result of the
Project. Additionally. the Project Applicant would be required to implement Miligatiun Measures 16-2
and 10-4 irefer 10 Checklist Question |6a, Transportation Traffic} to ensure thal construction-related
traffic would not cavse any safuty issues for Farmdale Elememary School and El Sereno Middle School
located near the Project sile, Thercfore, Project impacts o school services would be less than significant.

Cemuiative Impaeis

The related projects listed on Table [V-38 could result in an itcrease in the number siudents in the Project
arei. However, similar to the applicant of the proposcd Project, the applicants of all the related projects
would be required to pav the applicable schood fees 1o the LAUSD to ensure that no sighificant inpacts to
sehool serviees would occur. Therefore, cumulative impacts 1o schoal services would be less than
significant.

Table [V-25
LALSD School’s Serving the Profect Arca Student Capacity and Enrollment

f {(-)Under /
| Actual {(+)0ver
School Type Capacity | Eorcllment Capacity |
{Grade) School Name {students) | (students) {students) [
lemsntarpSeival | = i i ermenemy Sdimal 546 501 .45
e El Sereno Middle Schooi 1,568 1,364 264
| High Schools Lingeln Senior High School 702 1,363 -137
1 Wilson Senior High School 2,077 1,748 -329

Soirce: LALSD, Rena Pevez Divector, Afureh 8 200 F frefer ta Apnendiv 1),

rE—— . ———— — ——— _____ ——————— e ——___ .
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= =
Table I'V-29
Estimated Project Stodent Generation
Student Taotal
Amount of Crenerativn Students
Use Typc Development School Type Factor® C-enerated
Elementary Schenn] {K-5) 0.1266&dw A
Residential 42 du Middle Schoal (4-8} 0.06%2:dw k]
High Sehoal {(9-12) 0.065%du 3
Total 11
dw = dwelling vail MNumber of students has been rounded to the nearest witale mimber.
! Loy Angeles Unifted Schoof District, Student Generation Rate Caleulation, February 25, 2008

(iv) Parks?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would consist of 42 single-Tamily residential homes, which
would generate an estimated 114 residents. The standard minimuom parkland-to-populaiien ratio, provided
in the Ciry's General Plan Framework Element, is two acres of parkland per 1,000 residents pencrated.
Therefore, implementarion of the Projeet would require approximately 0228 acrc of parkland.™
However, the Project Applicant shall pay all required parkland {ie., Quimby) fees pursuant to the LAMC,
incleding, in consultation with the City of Los Angeles Depanment of Reereation and Parks, the Project
Applicant shall be required ta comply with one or more of the following: 1) dedicawe two acres of
parkland per 1,000 residents, 2Y pay in-liey fees for any land dedicativn requirement shortfzll, or 3)
provide on-site improvemnents equivalent in value of the in-liew fecs, or any portion thereol. Through
compliance with the LAMC, Project impacts related 16 parks and recreational facilities would be less than

significant.
Cumulative Impacts

The related projects listed on Table TV-38 could result in an increase demand fur parks and recreational
services. However, employees generated by the commezcial projects and the commercial portions of
mixed-use projects on the related projects list would not typically enjoy long perieds of time during the
workday to visit parks andfer reorcational facilities. Therefore these related-project-generated employees
would net contribute 10 the foture demand on patk and recreational facifity services. The cxtent to which
the related residential projects include parksirecreational amenties is unknown, However, the applicants
of these projects would be sobject to the parkland fees pursuant to LAMCO Scction 17.12, ensuring that

L8 residontsy < (000 = 0114 thewsand residents. (2 acres of parkiond) x (0. 114 housend residentolf -
@ 228 reguired ace.
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any potential impacts o parks and recreational facilities would be less than significant, similar o the
proposed Project. As statwd previousty, Project impacls related to parks and reereational faciljties would
be less than significant. Thereforz, cumulative impacts to park and recreational lacilities would be less
than significant,

{v) Other public facilities?
Libraries

Less Than Significant Tmpact. The City of Los Angeles Public Library (LAPL) provides library services
throughout the City, The LAPL™s Branch Facilities Plan includes criteriz for new libraries and
recommends new sive standards for the provision of LAPL facilities: 12 500 square teet for commmumitics
with a population of Jess than 45.000; 14,500 square feet for communities with a population of more than
45.000; and up 1o 20,000 squarc feet for a regional branch. Mt also recommends thai when a community
veaches a population of 90,000, an additional branch library should be considered for the community,

As discussed previously. the Project would introduce approximately 114 residents 1o the Project site, (1t
should be noled that same or all of the 114 residents conld already live in the Project area or City with an
existing demand for library services that would not be inercased with implementation of the Projecr.)
However. the number of residents penerated by the Propecs is niinimal and woutld net require the need for
tow o expanded hibrary facilities. Therotore, Projeor impacts w library service would be less than
slgnilicunt.

Cumulative Impacts

Implememation of the related projects listed on Table TV-38 could increase the demand for library
services inthe Project arca, The related residential projects would be subject to the standards 10 determine
demand for library facilitics used by the Ciry, and would likely be requited to implement mitigation
where applicable. As such. the demand for librare services creared by these residential projeces cowid be
aceommodated. and impacts would be less than sighificam. As staled previously, Project impacts related
to library services would be less than significant. Therefore. cumulative lmpacts w library services would
be less than significani.

15. RECREATION

a) Wonld 1he project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
reercational facilities such that subwtantial pbysical deterioration of the facility would oceur or be
accelerated?

Less Than Sigrificant Impact. As discussed sbove in response to Checklist Question |4y (Parks), (e
Project Applicant would be required to cither dedicaled approximately 0228 acre of parkland. pay in-licu
fees. or provede on-site improvements cquivalent in valae to in-licu fees {or any portion thereof), The
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Project would not cause substantial deterioration of parks and recreational facilities. Therefore, impacts
related to this issue would be less than significant,

3] Dees the project include recreational facilitics or require fhe construction ar cxpansien of
reereational facilities which might have an adverse physical effeet on the environment?

Less Than Sigoificant Impact. Refer to response to Checklist Cuestion 14{a)iv).

Cumulative Impacts

Refer to discussion of cumulative impacts relaled te parks and recreational facilities under response o
Checlolist Question 14(a)iv).

16. TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

a) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance ar pelicy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking inie account all
modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components
of the cireulation system, including kut not limited (i intersections, sireets, highways and freeways,
pedesirian and bicyele paths, and mass transit?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. The analysis and information in this section is
primanily based on the Traffic Impact Smdy for El Sereno — YTTM 73531 (2520-2608) N. Eastern
Avenue) Los Angeles, California, preparcd by KDA Corporation and dated November 11, 2016 {refer to
Appendix 1)

Project Study Area
The study area included 1be following signalized study interscetions:

Eastern Avenue/El Screno Avenae and Huntington Drive
Eastern Avenue and Lombardy Boulevard

Eastern Avenue and Klamath Strest

Eastern Avenue and Valley Boulevard

o ko

Figure V-2 illustrates the locations of the four smdy intersections and the Project site.
Methodologies

Rased on LADOT s current traffic study policies, this study uses the Critical Movement Analysis (CMA)
methodelagy for the analysis and cvaluation of trulfic operations at signalized interseclions under their

Ei Serera Prafect TF. Envirpnmental fmpact Amalysis
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jurisdiction, as dewiled in Circular Number 22 published by the Transportation Research Board (TREL™
This analysis wchnique describes the operating characteristics of un interscetion in terms of the “Level of
Service” (LOS) based on intersection iraflfic volume and other variables such as number and tvpe af
signal phasing, lang geometrics, and other factars which delermine both the quantity ol traflic thal can
maove through an imersection (Capacity) and the quality ol that traffic flow (LOS).

“Capacity” represents the maxinum tedal howrly volume of wehicles in the critical lanes thar has a
reasonahle expectation of passing through an imerscetion under prevailing roadway and tratfic conditions.
Cntical lancs are defined generally as those intersection movements or groups of movements which
exhibit the tighest “per lane™ volumes. thus defining the maximum amount of vehicles attempting to
lravel through the intersection during a specific time period. The capacity of an intersection alse varies
based on the number of signal phases tor the location; more sipnal phases eenerally resubt in more “losi”
of “'startup” time, as drivers exhibit slight reaction delays when signal indications change from “red™ 1o
“green.”  For the CMA analysis methedology, the intersection capacities associaed with the varous
lewvels of service are therefore based on the number of traffic signal phases, as shown on Table IV-30,

Fur the intersection evaluation and fransportation planning purposcs of this traffic study. LADOT policy
requires that the maximum “baseline™ capacity of an intersection egquate o the value associated with LEIS
L shown gn Table [V-3(  This value represents the highest volume of traffic that can be adequaicly
aceanumodated through urban area inersecions withoul a breskdown in oporations, resulling in unsiable
tralfic flows. high levels of congesuon, and long delavs.

" fntwrim Materials an Highisdr Capacit; Chrewlar Number 210 Franspartation Researed Sowrd, Wavkington,

2 AeET
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The “Critical Movement™ indices ai an intersection are determined by first identifying the sum of the
eritical lang traffic volomes a1 the intersecton, This total raffic vefuure value, which represcnts the mosr
critical intersecnion dentand, is then divided by the appropriate intersection capeern valug for the type of
signal control at the inlersection, to determine the "CMA value™ for the intersection thal is roughly
cquivalent 1o its valume-to-capacity ratin,

Tahle 1¥-30
CMA Velume Ra nges per LOS*

i LOS Maximum Sum of Critical Volumes (VIPH) r
' vi, Number of Signal Fhases ;
Two Phases Three Fhascs For or More Phascs
A G} &35 B25
B .03 1. [H)) Jh3
C 1. 208 1,140 1,100
I 1350 1.273 1,225
E 1,30 1425 1,373
L F N Ny N
E ¥ For plunsing wpplications anly. Net appeugriate for aperatinns/design apmlic atinns

LOS describes the quatity of wralfic low through the intersection. LOS A through LOS © exbibit good
traffic fow characteristics, with litle congestion. LOS D is typically the level for which metropolitan
area strect systems are desighated. and represents the highest level of acceptable congestivn and delay,
L5 E defines conditions at ot near the capacity of an intersection, and is characterized by short-duration
stoppages and unsiable raffic flows at is upper range. LOS F oceurs when a tacility is overloaded, and is
characterized by stop-and-go raffic with long duration delays.  Note that the LOS definitions do no
represent a simgle operating condition, but rather comrespoud o a range of CUMA values, as shown oo
Table 1V-31.
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Table 1V-31
LOS Definitions for Signalized Intersections (CMA Method)
Intersection Capaci
1.0% e SAEACY DeflnlHon
A 0,010 - 0,600 EXCETLLMNT. ]‘.‘n: vehicle waits longer fhan one ted light and
~ no approach phase is fully used.
WERY GOOTY, An eccasional approach phasc is fully wilized;
B 0601 - O.700 many drvers begin 1w fzel somewhal reslrcted within groups of
vehicles. . e ]
GOOD. Oceauondly drivers may have  wail throogh more
C (701 - 0,804 than ore ted light; backups miy develop behind luming
yohicles,
FAIR. Delays may be substantia| during portions of the rush
o 0801 - 4900 hours, but encugh lower volume perods cotur to pefmit
¢learing of developing lines, preventing exeessive backups.
POOR. Represents the most vehicles intersection apptoaches
I 04901 « 100 can aceosnmodate; may be long lines of waiting vehicles
thrirugh several eycles. ]
FAILURE. Backups from nearby lecalions or wn cross sireels
gy restriel or prevent movement of wveheles ouwt of the
F = 1400 ; . oo .
imersection appreaches. Tremendaws delavs with continwously
mcrcasing gueue lenpths
Source: Transportaion Research Board, Transporiation Research Circudar No. 212, faivrin Matericls
on Hiphway Capecity, JU80

Existing Conditlons
Roadway System

Figure 1V-3 ilhstrates the existing traffic comrols and approach lane geometries at the stady inlersections.
The key roadways within the study area are described on Table [V-32.

Existing Transiy

Table IV-33 provides a description of the bus transit lines that operate within the study area. The existing
cransit lines are illustrated on Figure 1¥-4,

Existing Traffic Voliumes

Study intersection counts including vehicle. pedestnian and bicyele volumes were collected at the study
interscctions on Tucsday, October 25, 2016 and Tucsday, November 8, 2016 from 7:00 AM 1o 10:00 AM
and from 2:00 PM to 5:00 PM. The highest four consecutive 15-minete vehicle counts during the two
time perieds weve used to detemmine the peak hour tratfic volumes at eacl inferscetion. The exisling
weekday AM peak hour and PM peak heur traffic turn movement volumes are shown ot Figures TV-5
znd 1'V-6, respectively.
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Table I¥-32

Study Area Roadway Descriptions

—— ]

Segment # Lanes Median Prrking Restrictiosni Crenernl Land Cae Posted
NBEB 5BWH Type Werth Side! Sowth Side! Speed
Easr Side WWest Side Lirnist
(mph)
| EASTERN AVENUE . -
Huntington L. te 2 1 Stripedd | hr. em-fiprn | | Br, fam-Spm Comttcresal i3
Gambler 5t _
Cramhler 5t 1o i 2 Sroped Parkine 15 min, Tarn- School:Residential i5
Lombardy Blvd. Permmned Spm & 5
Tam-3pm
] School Thays p—
Lombardy Blvd te 2 z Striped, MEAT MP Tam-5pr Schooi'Crpen Space i3
Klamath St. TWLT Schaok days:
MEAT
Klamath 3t 1 2 2 Striped Parking Farking ChurchResidential is
| Drwid St Permitted Permitied
Druid Si. to Valley 2 ] Sitiped Farking Farking Residenaal k3
Rlvd, _Bermitted Permiticd 1
| £L. SERENDG AVENLUE
Borth of 1 i N MF Gum-100am M Bam-10am Residential Hui
Huntington D, Striped Friday Thursday |__ Posted
HUNTINGTON DRIVE . o
Wesl of Exsten LA Raised Farking Parking Commencis] 33
Ave, Permatled, Ma Permitted, Mo
e Farking Partking _
Eas! of Eastern 3 3 Raizcd | hr. Bam-fpm L ke, Bam-tprm Tommereil i3
Ava,
LOMBARDY BXMILEYARD
Eeet of Eastern I 1 Striped Parking Parking Eesideniial Mot
Ave. Fermincd Permitied Fozted
Wesl of Alhambra | I Mer Parking Farking Residential Mot
AVE. Siriped Parrmifted Pormmitiad TPrmited
Gast of Alhambra 1 | Nt Farking Farking Besidential Mot
Avo, L Sirped Purmittcd Permicied Posted
KLAMATH FLACE )
West of Faslem 1 [ Nt | Parking Patking Residential hat
Ave, Stripad Permitted Termifted Prosted
East of Easicm 1 1 Mot Farking Patking Residential Flo
Ave. Striped Parmitied Permilied Posted |
VYALLEY BOULEVARD
West of Eastem 3 3 Striped o Swpping Mg Stopping Light Ingugtrial ELL
Ave, Tam-Fam dpme-Tpm
East of Eastern 3 3 Siriped MEAT NIAT Light Indusiriel Mot
Ave. Fosrcd

NS = no stopping

NSAT = no slopping anyiinee ME = no parking

Sonerce; S00A Corpmaation, 2000,

THWLT = twe-way feft tuvk
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Table I'¥-31
Existing Transit Service Summary

Agency Line From To Via Approx. Peak
; Frequency
Metro L Los Angeles | El Monic Valley Boulevard 12-15 minutes
Metro 78 Los Angeles | Arcadia lMumington Drive | 6-20 minutes |
Metro L 19 Los Angeles | Arcadia . Huatington Drive i 15-30 minutes
5 Metro [ 378 Los Anpeles Arcadia Hunuington Drive 11-23 mumites
£ Metro L 156 Commerce | Alladena | Fastern Avenue & ' 45 minptes
| ! | I Valley Boulevard
LADOT | DASH | ClSerene/City of Terrace ; Eastern Avenue | 15-25minutes
; | [rutd Streer '
‘ . i L.ombardy Boulevard
} ! Alhambra Avenue |
Saneroe; KOA Corproranan, 2014 — J

Existing Traffic Signal System

Automated Traffic Surveillance And Control (ATSAC) is a computer-based traffic signal contrel system
whereby engineers menitor traffic conditions and system petformance. sclects appropriate signal timing
{control} strategics, and perforns cquipment diagnostics and sient lunctions, Sensors in the street detecl
the passage of vehicles. vehicle speed. and the level of congesiion. This information is received on a
sceond-by-second (real-time) basiz and is analyzed on a ninute-byv-minute basis at the ATSAC
Operations Cenler to detennine if beater traffic flow can be achieved by changing 1he signal 1iming. IF
required. the signal timing is cither automatically changed by the ATSAC camputers o1 manually
changed by the operater using communication lines that conzect the ATSAC Cenrer with cach traffic
signal. To supplement the information from clectronic dewcetors, closed-cireuit telovision {(CCTV}
surveillance equipment has been and continues 1o be installed a1 eritical locations throughewr the Cliy.

Adaptive Traffic Cocirol System (ATCS)Y 15 the latest enhancement 1 ATSAC that provides fally rraffic
adaptive signal contrel based on real-time traffic conditions. The ATCS will automatically adjust rafiic
signal timing in response to currenl traffic demands by allowing ATCS to simubtaneously contral all theee
critical components of traffic signal timing, namely cycle length, phase split and offiet.

For capacity analysts, LADOT guidelines supgest a 0,07 reduction in volume-to-capacily ratio witi the
implementation of ATSAC and a 0.03 redoction with the implementation of ATCS. for an overall
votume-to-capacity reduction of 0,10, This reduction represenis ficld-measured henefits in How and
capacity increase by operation of this program.

Based on information obtained from LADOT, all of the study intersections are cuerently cquipped with
ATSAC/ATCS and is subjected to an overall volumea-capacily reduction of 0.1 for bath cxisting and
fulure conditions ta reflect ihe ATSAC and ATCS cohancements.
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Existing Intersection Levels of Service

Based on the interscction lane geomerries depicied on Figure 1V-3 and the existing traffic volumes shown
un Figures IV-3 and [V-6, volume-to-capagily (V) ratios and corresponding levels of serviee (L0O%)
weie determined for each of the study intersections during both weekday AM and PM peak hours. Table
IV-34 summarizes the volume-to-capaciny ratios and LOS values for exisung traffic condivions, As
shown in this tabic. all of the study intersections are currently operating a1 a good level of service (LOS D
or bewery during the weekday AM and P peak houwrs.

Threshold of Significance

LADOT s significance criteria for determining intersection LOS impacts are shown on Tablz TV-35,

Table [V-34
Existing LOS
s' Study Intcrsection | AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour ]
| vic | Los | vic | Los |
! 3
| n it
1| Lastern Ave El Sereno Ave, & Huntington Dt 0727 . b78y ' O
\ 2 | Eastern Ave. & Lomhardy Boulevard L 0534 A 637 A
|3 | Eastem Ave & Klamath St | 040 A Lol oA
i 4 Castern Ave, & Vailey Blvd, _ i DB | B | D435 A
Sowrce: Keld Corprovahian, 2006
Table 1V-35
LADMDT Intersection Significance Thresholds
Intersection Conditions with Project Traffic | Project-related Increase T
1.03 [ ViC ; in ¥/C Ratio
- C i 0.10) - 0800 ) Equal w or greater than §.04
D i 0.801-0.960 | Equalte or greatcr than 0.02 |
E.F ! = (.900 [ Fqual to or greater than 0.0]

g Souree LADOT

Project Impacts
Prafect Trip Generatian

Trip generation for the Project was caleulated by using rates published in 1TEs 7rip Generurion, ¢*
Editfon. The trip rates and the sssociated trip gencration forecasts arc shown on Table 1¥-36. As shown,
the Projece would generame approximately 400 daily weekday vehicle wrips, including 32 trips (8 inbound

e, ——— — - ___———————— e
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trips and 24 outbound trips) during the AM peak hour and 42 trips (26 inbound trips and 16 eutbound
{rips} during the PM peak hour.

Table 1V-36
Froject Trip Generation

Land Lise ITE | Totensity | Daily AM Peak Hour PN Feak Hoor
Lyt In | Out | Total | 1o | Oul | Total

Trip Generation Rates

Single-family Detached 2l [ TS 052 5% T 75 #3% KL 1.080
Housing

Praject Trips

Eingle-Family Detached 210 42 ypits 400 ) 24 iz 26 14 42
Housing

Source: KA Corporation, 2014

Praject Teip Dictridution

Trip distribwiion is the process of assigning the dircetions from which traffic will access a project site.
Trip distribution i dependent upon the land use characteristics of the project, the local readway neiwork,
and the gencral locations of ather land uses to which project irps would originate or terminate. Figure 1V~
7 illustrates the trip distribution percentages at the study interscolions that were used for the waffic impact
analysis.

Praject Trip Assignment

Ragcd on the trip generation and distribution assumphons described above, project traffic was assigned to
the roadway sysiem based on sile driveway locations. Figures IV-8 and 1V-9 illustrate the Froject trips for
the weekday Al and BM peak hours, ruspeclively.

Exitsting Plus Project Conditions

This section documents existing traffic conditiens at the study intersections with the addition of Project-
generated waffic. Traffic volumes for these conditions were derived by adding Project trips to the existing
traffic volumes. The Existing Plus Project traffic volumes are previded on Figure IV-10 for the AM peak
hour and on Figure TV-11 for the PM pcak hour, Table IV-37 summarizes the resulting V/C apd 1035
values al the study intersections fior the Exisiing Plus Project conditions. As shown, 1be Project would not
result in any significant LOS impacts at any of the study intersections. Therelore, Project impacts under
the Existing Plus Project mmaffic conditions would be less than signiftcaat,
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Table IV-37
Existing Plus Project LOS
Study Intersection Existing 26 Exizting + Change Significant
Projcct in ¥iC Impact?
viC LOS ¥iC | LDS

AM PEAN HOUR

1 | Eastern Ave/E] Serene Ave. | 1727 C {.730 C 0,403 N
& Huntington Dr. . B S
2 | Bastern &ve, & 11.534 A 0.536 A 02 NO
Lombardy Boulevard . ) _
3 | Eastern Ave. & Klamath St 401 A 0405 A 0004 N0
4 | Eastern Ave. & Valley Blvd. | 1.824 3] 0828 D 0,004 NG
PAM PEAN HOUR
1 | Eastern Ave /El Serenc Ave, | (L7835 C 0.789 C 0004 O
& Humtington Dr. |
2 | Eastern &ve, & 0.374 A 0378 A 0.004 WO
Lombardy Boutevard 1
3 | Eastern Ave, & Klamath St 0.270 A 0,276 A 0.006 - NO
4 | Eastem Ave, & Valley Blwd. | 0.435 A {1,443 A 0,00 M

Sowrce: KOA Corporation, 2018

Cumulatlve Impacts
Ambient Growth

The future period forceost includes an ambicnt growih rate fo account for beth population and
employment growlh in the project vicinity, A conscrvalive growth faclor of 1.02 was applied 10 the
existing traffic valumes to reflect growih from year 2016 conditions o year 2020 conditions.

Relutcd Projecis

Bascd on a review of the area/related project lists provided by LADOT Development Review, a list of
four areasrelated projects was identified for mclusion in the traffic analysis. These projects arc located
within an approximate 1.5-mile radius from the site. Table TV-33 and Figure IV-12 illystrates the
locations of Lhe arearelated projects. Table Iv-38 summarizes the trip generation of the included related
prajects. The related projects tralfic was added 1o the sarmounding street system in the study arca.

E! Sereme Project ¥, Emvivammental Impact Analusic
fmitial Sindy Page [V-135



iy af Los Angeles

Mareh 2077

Table 1V-38

Related Projects Trip Generation

Relxted Project

Draily

AM Feak Hour |

PA Peak Hour

Ciut

Total In

i

Chal Total

l

|
13
i
[
i

{irifeds Phasmaceutical
Manuluciuring Facility
F557 E. Valley Blvd.

-Clean Room & Lab
-Office 16,70 5T
-hlechanical Support

40,000 sf

37600 51

ila

46

id

o0 . 12

kY Gl

" MWixed Commertcial

3479 E. Huntinpton D

-C.ar Wash (ke
-Restaurant 1016 st
~Repail  TEED sl

[.155

24

| 9%

Single-Family Homes
273N Croyx Dir.

-31 hoanes

b2
2
e

' -Warchouse

Warchouse
1825 N dWiariaone Ave,

196 800 1

' Souree: KOA Larprearation, 201048
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Future 2000 Without-Profecs Conditions

The Future 2020 Without-Project traffic volumes are shown an Figure 1V-13 for the AM peak hour and
on Figure 1¥-14 for the PM peak hous. Table 1V-39 summarizcs the V/C and LOS values ar the sludy
uuerseciions lor futyre 2020 conditions under this sconario. As shown, all of the study intersections are
projecied to operale at a good level of service (with soime reductions to LOS D but not E or F) for the
Future 2018 Without-Praject conditions during the AM and PM peak hours.

Future 2028 With-Project Conditions

The Future 2020 With-Project traffic yolumes are shown on Figure 1V-15 far the AM peak hour and on
Figure I1V-16 for the PM peak hour. Tabie TV-39 sumtnarizes the V/C and LOS values at the shaiy
intersecrions for future 2020 conditions under this scenario. As shown, 1he Project would not result in any
significant TOS impacts at any of the study interscetions, Therefore, Projoct impacts under the Future
2020 With-Project traffic conditions would be less than significant,

Construction Traffic

Couviraetton of the Project would generate construcuon-telaied traffic trips sssociated with delivery of
consiruction equipment and malerials, construction workers, and expost of approximately 73000 cubic
vards of dirt, All construction-related raffic wips would veeur outside of the peak hours for taffic
conditions in the Project area (7:00 AM to 200 AM and 4:00 PM 10 6:00 PM). Construclion workers
would arrive at the Project site around T:00 AM and would leave aroond 306 PM. In accordance with
Mitigation Measure 16.1, all consinction equipment and vehicles {including workers' cars) would be
parked/staped on the Praject site and not on the streets near the Project site, The roadways providing
access o and {rom the Project site would not be blocked by cotsiruction equipment during any phase of
construction. Additionally, due to the Project site’s proximin 1o Farmdale Elementary and El Sereno
Middle Scheol. the Project Applicant would be required o complv with Mitigation Measures 16-2 and
Th-4. which include coordination with the schoels” administratats regarding the Project’s construction
schedule, actevitics. and hanling of dirt. With implementation of Mitigation Measures 16-1 thtough 16-5,
the Project’s construction-refated traffic impacts would be [ess than significant,

£l Sereng Project V. Envicanmenial fmpoct dwafusis
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Table IV-39
Future 2020 Witheut and With Project LOS
Study [ntersection Existing Future 2020 | Future 202¢ | Change | Signiflcant
s Mo Project With in ¥iC Tmpagi?
Project
vie [Los | vic [LOS [ wiC | LOS |
AM PEAK HOUR n
I | Esstern Ave /E] Sereno Awve, & 0727 | U 078 C | 0784 ¢ 0403 N}
[Tentiongion T, ] )
2 | Eastern Ave. & B.a3 ]| A 0555 A D557 | A 0.602 NG
Lumbardy Boulevard
3 | Eastern Ave. & Klamath 5t 0401 A 0ALT] A | G421 A 0.004 N2
4 | Eagtern Ave. & Valley BEhd. pE24 | O 085%) D (0664 | E 0.005 NO
PM PEAK HOUR
1 | Eastern Ave /El Sereno Ave, & p7Es| € |0Ee| D | 0430 E 0.004 NO
Huntingtan Di.
2 | Castern Awve, & D374 ] A RI92 | A | ARG A 0.004 M
Lombardy Boulevard i _
3 | Eastern Ave. & Klamah 51 2T | oA (0282 A (0280 | A | 0006 NO
4 | Fasiern Ave. & Valley Blvd. 0435] A (D456 A [oa6d | A | 0.008 NO
Source: KOA Corporalion, 20146
b) Would the project canflict with an applicable congestion management program, incloding,

but not limited to [evel of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards
established by the count congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

Mo Impsct. The Congestion Management Plan (CMP) i35 a Stale-mandated program that serves as the
momitoving and analytical basis for transporiation funding deuisions in the County made through the
Repional Transportation Tmprovement Program (RTIP) and Staie Treospoctation Iraprovement Fregram
(STIP) processes, The UMP requires that a Traffic Impact Analysts (T1A) be purformed for all CMFP
arterial monitoring interscctions where a project would add 50 or moere trips during cither the morning or
afternoon weekday peak hours and all mainline freeway monitoring locations where a praject would add
150 ot more trips {in either direction) during the moming or afternoon weekday peak hours,

Because the Project would not generate 50 or more peak-hour ips, the Projeer would not add 50 or more
trips during the moming or aflernoon peak hours at CMP monitering intersections, no significant impacts
would occur as a result of the Project, and no further review of potential impacts 1o intersectico
monitoring [ecations that are part of the CMIP system is required.

]
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) Would the project result in & c¢hange io air traffic patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

No Impact. The Project includes development of 42 single-family homes, reaching approximatcly 22
feet in height, a height that is within 1he height range of the existing buildings in the Project area. The
Project site is not located neat any airports.  Thus, the Projecy would not result in a change n air raffic
natterns, including cither an increase o traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial
safety risks. Therefore, no itpacts related 1o this issue would oceur.

d} Would the project substantially increase hazards duoe ta a design feature (e.g., sharp curvis
or dangerous interscetions) or incpmpatible uses {e.g., farm equipinent)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Projeet does rot include development of anv roadway infrastructere,
The Project includes development of 42 single-family homes, similar to those Tound in the imimediate
vicinity of the Praject site, The maiotity of the Praject homes would have vehicles access to the Projecy
site area roadway network via a driveway on Easters Avenue. The driveway would be located between
the Eastern Avenue/Klamath Strect-Hannony Lanc interscetion on the south and the Eastern AvenusRuth
Swiggelt Drive intersection {patk accessh on the north,

Level of service caleulavions were reviewud for the Eastern Avenue Proieet driveway locution. wsing the
Froject tip gencralion at the west sile driveway and the thru voluomes on Eastern Avenuc defined by the
study intetsections to the north and south, The inbound/southbound lefi-urn movement inta the Prajec
site would use the existing striped center vwo-way lefi-turn lane within the roadway. The Projeel inbound
vehicle movements expected during the peak hours is 7 velieles and 22 velicles for the am. and P,
peak hours, respectively.

The calculaitons indicate that the quening at the sauthbound lefi-tum movement, at the inbound ilow fo
the Eastern Avenue Project driveway, would be less than ooc vehicle on averape. With twa to thres
vehicles potentially gueuing, although this would he a rare occumence, there would be aduguate lenglh
within the conter two-way left-turn lane to provide adequale acecss to both the park usc on the narth via a
northbound lefi-turm movement, and access to the Project site via a sowhbound leli-turm movement. Thus,
the Project would not ereale any hazards, and no impacts would oceur as a result of the Project.

€} Would the project reselt in inadeguate emergency access?

Less Than Significant [mgact. The Project includes development of 42 single-family hones, asimilar wo
thase found in the immediate vicinity of the Project. Fach home would inclode a drivewsy thal extends
from on-site roadways to the garages assoamted with the homes. Al parking associawed with the hotmes
wiuld be provided at the site of the homes and not on the roadways. Additionally, all ingress cgress
associated with the Project would be designed and constructed in confornance 1o all applicable City
Building and Safety Department and City Fire Depariment standards and requircments for design and

Ef Serene Project IF Emvironmental Impace Anwiyaes
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censiruction. Therefore, the Project would not result in any significant impacts related 1o emergency
LT

i Weuld the project canflict with edopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative
traosportation {e.p., bus turnoeuts, bicycle racks)?

No [mpact. The Project would gencrate approximately 114 peuple, which would net put a great demand
on Itansil services in the Project area, o impacrs related to this issue would occur as a resole of the
Project,

Mitigation Measures { Traffic/Transportatien)

To ensure that no significant construction-related traffic impacts occur during the Project's construction
phase, the following mitigation meazures are required:

Té-1: Hillside Construction Staging and Parking Plan

*  Prior to the issuance of a grading or building permit, the applicant shall submit a
Construction Staging and Parking Plan to the Department of Building and Safety and
the Firg Department for review and approval. The plan shall identify where all
construction materials, cquipiment, and wchicles will be stored through the
construction phase of the project, as well as where contractor, subcontractor, and
laborers will park their vehicles so as to prevent blockage of mwo-way traffic on
strects in the vicinity of the construction site, The Construction Saging and Parking
PFlan shall include, but not be limited to, the follewing:

o Mo construction equipment or material shall be permitted to be stored within
the public right-of-way.

o I the property fronts on a designated Red Flag Steeet, on noticed “Red Flag”
days, all the workers shall be shuttled fram an off-site area, located on a non-
Red Flag Street, to and from the gite in order to keep roads open on Red Flag
days.

o During the Excavalion and Grading phases, 2l haul trucks shall be staged on
the Project site. The drivers shall be required (o follow the designated travel
plan or approved Haul Ronte,

o Truck traffic direcied to the project sile for the purpose of delivering
materials, construction-machinery, er removal of graded soil shall be limited
te off-peak maftic hours, Monday through Friday only. Wo truck deliverics
shall be permitted on Saturdays or Sundays.

Et Sereme Project IV Envirenmental Impaer Aralysis
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All delivenes during construction shall be coordinated 5o that all
vendoridelivery vehicles will stape and make deliveries on the project site,
and that 2 constructon supervisor s present at such time,

o A radio operator shall be on-site 1o coordinate the movement of material and
personncl, in order to keep the roads open for emerpency vehicles. their
apparatus. and neighbors.

¢ Duting all phases of construction, all construction vehtele parking and
queuing relared to the project shall be as required 1o 1he sansfaction of the
Department of Building and Safuty, and in substantial complisnes with the
Construction Staging and Farking Plan. excepl as may be modified by the
Department of Building and Safery ot the Fire Department,

Ig-2: Construction Activify Near Schovls

*  The T'roject developer and contractors shall maintain ongoing contact with administrators
of the Farmdale Flementary School and the EL Sereno Middle Schocl. The administrative
offices shall be comtacted when demelivion, grading and construction activity hegin on
the Pruject site so that sludents and their parents will know when such aclivities are to
oveur. The developer shall obtain school walk and bus routes to the schowls from cither
the zdministrators ot from the LAUSD's Transportation Branch (323) 342-1400 and
guaraniec thal sate and convenient pedestrian and bus routes (o the school be maintained.

*  The developer shall insiall appropriaie trafiic signs argund the site to ensure pedestrian
and » chicle safery,

*  There shall be no staging of patking of construction vehicles, inchiding velicles to
transport workers oo any of the strects adjacent 1o the scheol.

*  Due to ooise impacts on the schools, no construction vehicles ot kaul wucks shall be
siaged or idled on these sireeis doring school hours,

f6-1; Schiools affected by Haoul Raute

*  LADBS shaa assign specific haul rocle hours of vperation based upon Fanngale
Elememary School and El Screne Middle Scheol hours of operation.

*  Haul route scheduling shall be sequenced o minimize conflicts with pedestrians. school
buses and cars at the armival and dismissal times of the schos! day. Haul route trucks shall
nat he routed past the schoal during perivds when schoal is in sessien especially when
students are amriving or departing from the campus,

Ef Sarena Projert f¥. Emvivonmentad fmpact Analviis
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Té-4: Grood Neighbar Cansiruction Practices

*  Whenever possible, construction vehicles should be parked on site (o prevent congestion
om streets with limiled parkinp.

*  When temporarily blocking portions of strects for deliveries of construction malerials, a
Nag person shall be provided to assist with pedestrian and vehicular traffie.

o Street closures shall not take place during peak traffic hours. Any street, sidewalk, or
other improvement work shall be conducted in conformance with the latest Mahual on
Work Area Tralfic Contral.

¢ (are shall be taken not to over il cancrete trucks duting deliveeies. If spills occur, 1t shall
be the responsibility of the concrete company o immediately provide clean up.

»  (Construction noise shall be kept to 2 minimum with consideratien of the surrounding
neighbors. Unnecessary noise such az music shall be kept below legal levels,

*  Streets and sidewalks adjacent to construction sites shall be swept free of construetion
debris al all limes.

» Care shall he takcn o not inlerfere with trash pick-up by the Bureau of Sanilation,
Construction znd delivery vohicles shall be subject to irash pick-up parking restrictions,

« Tt building materials are to be stored in public right of ways, it shall be by permit from
the Department of Public Works, Purcau of Street Services, Investigations and
Enforcement Division and shall confonn with all applivable malcs.

«  All construction/demeolition activitigs shall comply with the corstruction hours in Section
41,40 aof the LAMC.

{6-5:  The Project Applicant shall plan construction and construction staging as 10 maintain pedestrian
access to adjacent active land uses throughout all construction phases. This requires the
Applicant to maintain adequate and safe pedestrian protcetion, including physical separation from
workspace and vehicular traffic and overhead protection, dug to sidewalk closure or blockage, at
all times, Barriers, such as K-Rails, scaffolding, etc., shall be mainlained al a height of 8 fect.

Cumulative Impacts

Similar to the Project, the applicants of the related projects shown on Table 1V-38 would be required by
the City to implement measures similar to Miligation Measures 16-1 through 16-3 identified for the
Project’s construction traffic, if these related projects included construction activities on a hillside andfor
ncar schools. Cumulative traffic impacrs were addressed previously wnder “Future With-Project
Conditions.™ As shown on Table IV-39, no significant cumulative impacts would ocour.

17. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

a) Waould the project ranse a substantial adverse change in ehe sipnificance af a tribal cultwral
resource, defined in Public Resonrces Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, culturil

El Serene Prafect IV, Emviranatental fmpact Anafysis
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landscape that is geographically defined in terms of size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or
abject with cultural value to a California Native tribe, and that is:

i} Listed or eligible for Eisting fn the California Register of Historical Resources, or in
a lncal register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k),
or

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is vacent and docs nol conlain any steuchores, Based on a
records search conducied by the South Ceniral Coast Informaton Center (refer 1o Appendix DY, ne
archacoloyical sites have been recorded within the Project site, and no archacological resources have been
recorded within ¢.3-mile radius of the Project site. However, it is possible that unknewn archacological
resources could exist at the Preject site. given that significant archacological resources have bcen
identificd in the Los Angeles arca. As such, prior to Project construction, the ptime contractor and any
subcontractor(s) shall be advised of the legal andior regulatery implications of knowingly destroving
cultural resources or removing arifacts, human remains, bottles, and other culwral materials from the
Project site.  In additien, in the event that buried archacological resoutces are cxposed during Project
construction, werk within 50 feet of the find shall siep until a professiona! archaeologist, mecting the
standards of the Sceretary of the Tnterior, van idemitfy and cvaluate the significance of the discavery and
develop recommendations for treatment, in conformance with Califomis Public Resources Cade Section
<1083.2. Hoewever, coustruction activities could comtinue in othicr areas of the Project site,
Recommendations could include preparation of a Treamnent Plan, which could require recordation.
collection and analysis of the discovery; prepatation of a technical report; and curation of the collection
aud supporting documentation in an appropriate depository.  Any Native American remains shall be
treated in accordance with srate law. Through complisnee with these requircments, potential Project
Linpacts te unknown archaeological (tribal) resources wauld be less than significant.

if} A resource determined by the lead agency. in its discretion and supporied by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision {c} of
Fublic Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the
resource to a California Native American tribe?

Less Thar Significant [mpact. Pursuam w0 AB 52, 1he Department of City Platming notifed Native
American tribes a3 © the Projeat with a 30-day comment period on December 28, 2016, A leter was
reccived, dated January 10, 2017, from the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians requesting that an
approved Native American Monitor(s) be present duting Future ground disturbance. However, the letter
provided ne documentation regarding the potential for significant tribal resources to exist at the Project
site. As stated previausly, the Projuct site is vacant and docs not contain any structures, but has been
developed in the past. Based on a records search conducted by the South Central Coast Information
Center {refer to Appendix D) no archacological sites have been recorded within the Project site.
Mowever, it is possible that unknown archacological resources eould exist at the Project site. given that
significant archacological tesuurces have been identified in the Los Angeles ares. As such. Prior 10

£ Sereng Projecr TV, Emvirowmental finpact Anafysis
Faritiad Study Page (¥ 148



Cine of fow Arpeles Mearch 2017

Project construction, the prime contractor and any subcontractor(s) shall be advised of the legal andfor
regulatory implications of knowingly destroving cultural resources or removing artifacts, human remainos,
bottles. and other cultural materials from the Project site. In addition, in the event that buried
archazologival resources are exposed during Project construction, work within 50 feet of the find shall
stop until a professional archaeologist, meeting 1he standards of the Seeretary of the Interior, van identify
and evaluate the significance of the discovery znd develop recommendations for treatment, in
conformance with California Public Resources Code Section 21083.2. However, construction activities
could comlinue in ofher arcas of the Project site. Recommendations could include preparation of 2
Treatment Plan, which could require recordation, collection and znalysis of the discovery; preparation of
a technical report; and curetion of the collection and sepporting decumentation in an appropriale
depository. Any Native American remaing shall be treated in accordance with state law. Through
compliance with these requirements, potencial Project impacts to unknown archaeologicalitribal resources
would be less than significant,

Cumuiative Impacts

Refer to discussion of cumulative impacts related Lo parks and roergatienal facilities under response to
Checklist Tssue 5.

18. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

a) Would the preject excsed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable regiooul
watcr quality control board?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Pruject sitc is located within the scrvice arca of the Hyperion
Treatment Plant (HTP}, which has been designed to treat 450 million gullons per day {mgd) to full
sceondary treatment. Full secondary treatment prevents virtually all particles suspended in etfiuent from
being discharged into the Pacific Occan and is consistent with the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board's {LARWOCH) discharge policies for the Santa Monica Bay. The HTP currenlly treats an
average daily flow of spproximately 362 mgd. Thus, there is approximalely 38 mpd ivailable capacity.

The Project would generate approximately 8,400 gallons of wastewater per day {or 0.0084 mpd) (refer to
Table 1V-40.% With 3 remaining daily capacity of 88 mgd, the HTP would have adequate capacity to
serve the Project. Therefors, Project impacts related to wastewater treatment would be less than
significant.

T This copservetivell aisimes the amonnat of wattewaier cqirafls waler coRiumiion.

Ej Sereno Project fV. Environmenral Impact Analysis
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Table I'V-4i}
Estimated Water Consumption
| Residential Dwelling Units Size !  Consumption Rate Totat {gatlons/dav)
i 3-bedroom 42 ; 200 gpd‘du R 40 ,
Svwree. Uity affay Angeles Bereau of Sauitamiion, Sewer Genervarion Reies Tahle, March 20, 2002, _f
Mote: Waler gendrgtion rares are approximictelr 1 0% of the nastewater Feneration ralis, §

Cumulative Impacts

Implementation of the related prajects listed on Table [V-38 could increase the need for wastewater
realmend. The remaining treannent capacity of the TP (88 mgd} would accommodate the wastewaler
Ireaiment requirements af the related projects. As discussed previously. the Project would create the need
for a fraction of ene percent of the remaining capacity of the HTP. and would not result in any significam
tmpaces related to sewer treatment. Mo new or upgraded treamment facilitics would be required. Therefore,
curnulative impacts related to wastewater rrzatment would be less than significant.

b} Would the project reguire or resuit in the construclion of new water or wastewater
treatment facilitics or expansion of existing facilitics, the construction of which ceuld cause
significant environmenral cffects™

Less Than Signilicant Fmpact. The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) owns and
operates the Los Angeles Aqueduct Filtration Plant {LAAFP} located in the Syvlmar community of the
City. The LAAFP treats City waler prior to disiribution throughout IADYWE's Central Water Senvice
Area, The designated treatment capacity of the LAAFP is 600 mgd, with an average plant fluw of 550
mizd during the summer months and 450 myd in the non-sumnier aronths. Thus, the faciliry has between
appraximately 30 to 150 mgd of remaining capacity depending on the season,

As shown on Table V.40, 1he Project wou'd consume approximately %400 gallons of water per day,
With Ihe remaining capacity of approximately 50 to 130 med, the LAAFP would have adequate capacity
to serve 1he Praject. Therefure. Project impacts related to water treatment would he loss than s pnifican.

Cumulative Impacts

Irplementation of the telated prodects listed on Table 'V-3% could increase the need for water treatment.
The remaining weatment capacity of the LAAFP (50} o 150 mpd) would accommodate fhe waslewater
frearment requirernents of the related projects. As discussed previously, the Project would create the need
for a fraction of ene percent of the romaining capacity of the LAAFP, and would not result in any
significant impacts related to waier treaiment, No new or upgraded ireannent Facilitics would be tequired.
Therefore, cumulative impucts related 1o water treatment woubd be less than significant,

£ Beveno Projoet 17 Esvivammeara! Impact dnafvses
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<) Would the project require or result in the construciinn of new storm water drainage
facilities or expanslon of existing facilitics, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in response 1o Checklist Question e, the Praject would not
exceed Lhe capacity of the existing or planning drainage svstem. Therefore, Project impacis related Lo
storm deain capacity would be less than sipnificant,

Cumulative Tmpacts
Refer to the discnssion of cumulative impacts under response to Checklist Question 9.

d) Would the project have significant water supplies available to serve the praject from
exlsting entitlemends and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Less Than Significant Impact. As shown on Table IV-40, the Project would consume approximately
£,400 gallons of watcr per day. According to the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
{LADWP), ptajects that conform to SCAG™s demographic projections and are Jocated within the City™s
service area have been accounted for in LADWP's water supply planning efforis.™ As discussed
previeusly in response to Checklist Questian 10b, the Project is consistent with the City's General Plan
land use desigpation for the Project site. Additionally, the Projeet would include a cistern system 1hat
would capture rainwater to use for landscape imigation in order to help reduce the Project’s overall water
consutnplion. Further, the Project would be required to incorporate all of the applicable mandatory water
conservation measures identified Chapter 4 of the 2016 Califormia Green Building Standards Code. As
such, the Project would not require new ar additional water supply ar entitlements. Therelore, Project
impacts related to water supply would be less than significant.

Cumulative Impacts

As discussed previously, the Project would resull in a net water consumplion mncrease of approximalely
8,400 gallons of water per day. Implemeniation of the related projects listed on Table 1V-38 could result
in a pet increase in waler consumption within LADWP's setvice area. Similar to the Projeel, the water
supply needs of thosc related prejects that are consistent with the City’s General Plan have been
accounted for in the most recently adopted UWMP. However, the applicants of all projects within
LADWP's service area would be required to consult with LADWP to determine the specific water supply
needs of the project, appropriale waler conservalion measuigs fo minimize water usage, and LADWEs

o Los Adngefes Departwent of Water and Power, Amir Tobakh, Chief of Eneryy Efficiency Ewgincering,

correspadence, June £5. 2008, (Refer ro dppendiz S}
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ahility o serve the project. Through this process, cumulative impacts related to water supply would be
less than sigoificant,

e} Wauld the preject result in a determination by the wastewarter treatment provider which
s¢rves ar may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the preject’s prejected
demand in additicn to the provider®s cxisting commitments?

Less Than Significant Impactl. As discusscd in response w Cheeklist Question 17a, with a remaining
daily capaciry of 88 mgd. the HTP would have adequate capacity 1o serve the Project. Therefore, Project
Impacts related ko wastewater iteaiment would be less than significant.

|} Would the project be served by a landfll with sufficient permitied capacity te accommodate
the project’s selid waste dispasal needs?

Less Than Significani Impact, Most of the solid wasic generated in the City is disposed of at the
Sunshine Canvon Landfill and Chiquila Canvon Landfill. The Sunshine Canvon Landfill is jointly
operated by the City and the County (each vperates separate portions of the landiill). The Sunshine
Canyon Landfill currently has a remaining capacity of 64.688.021 1ons, with a permitted intake of 12,100
tons per day (ipd} aud currently accepts an average of 7.582 \pd and therefore. has a remaining daily
intake avarlabitity of 4.318 tpd.™ The Chiguita Canven Landfill currenthy has o remaliing capacin of
1.833,3553 wons. with a pernrzed miake ol 6000 pd and currently accepts ar average of 3,558 pd. with
a remaining daily intake avaulability of 2,442 1pd" Thus. the Sunshine Canyon Landfill and 1he Chigquita
Canyon Landfill have a combined remaining permitted daily intake of 6,960 pd.

The Project is estimated to generate an increase of approximately 1,140 pounds per day {or 0.57 tons/dav)
of solid waste, With a remaining daily capacity of 6.6%0 tpd, the existing landfill capacity would be
adequate 10 accommuodate the Project’s solid waste generation, Therefore. Project impacts related to solid
wasle wolld be less than stenifcant.

Cumulative Impacts

Implementation of the related projects listed on Table 1V-38 could increase the necd for land(l1 capacily.
However, all development in the City is required 1o comply with the City’s Curbside Recyeling Program
and the Constructien and Demaolition Waste Recveling Ordinance to minitmize the amount of solid waste
generated by the development and the need for landfill capacity. As discussed previously, the landfills
serving the Project area have available capacity. The Project would create a demand for [oss than a
fragtion of onc percent of the remaining landfill capacity sceving the Project area and would ot resull in

Conaty of Las dngeles, Cownoadide fategrated Wasie Maragemen: Plan, 2074 Anred Repref, Decesnber 2015
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any significamt impacts. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to landfill capacity would be less than
significant.

£} Would the project comply with federal, state, znd local statutes and regulztions related to
solid waste”

Less Than Significant Impact. The Projeer would be required to comply with the City's Curbside
Recycling Proygram and the Construction and Demolition Waste Recycling Ordinance related to solid
wuste generation, and no signilicant impaces related to this issue would aceur.

19. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Droey the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife specics, cause a fish or wildlifc population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminaie a plant or animial community, reduce the humber or restrict
the range of a rare ar endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

Less Than Signiffcant With Mitigatian Incorporated. For the reasons stared in this Initial Study, with
meorpotation of the identified mitigation measurcs. the Project would not have the potentisl 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
cornmunity, teduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, ot eliminate
important examples of the majot perieds of Califarnia history or prehistory,

h) Docs the project have impacts that are individually limited, but comulatively considerzble?
(“Cumulatively conviderahle” means ihat the incremental effects af a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current prajects,
and the ¢ffects of probable future prajects)?

Less Than Significant [upact. For the reasons stated in this Initial Study, the Project wouid not result
ity any significant impacts would not have the potential to contribute to significant curnulative impacts.

c) Does the preject bave envlronmental cffects, which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, cither directly or indirectly?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incerporated. For the reasons stated in this Initial Study, with
incorporation of the identificd mitigation measures, the Project would not cuuse substantial adverse
cfteets on human beings, cither directly or indirceily.

£l Bevens Profect IV, Emviranmenial fmpact Anatysis
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