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MITIGATION MEASURES 
 
Cultural Resources 
 
CULT-MM-1: Prior to Project construction, the prime contractor and any subcontractor(s) shall be advised of 

the legal and/or regulatory implications of knowingly destroying cultural resources or removing 
artifacts, human remains, bottles, and other cultural materials from the Project Sites. In addition, 
in the event that buried archaeological resources are exposed during Project construction, work 
within 50 feet of the find shall stop until a professional archaeologist, meeting the standards of 
the Secretary of the Interior, can identify and evaluate the significance of the discovery and 
develop recommendations for treatment. Construction activities could continue in other areas of 
the Project Sites. Recommendations could include preparation of a Treatment Plan, which could 
require recordation, collection and analysis of the discovery; preparation of a technical report; 
and curation of the collection and supporting documentation in an appropriate depository. Any 
Native American remains shall be treated in accordance with state law. 

 
CULT-MM-2: Before ground disturbance, field observations regarding the geo-archaeological setting shall be 

conducted by a qualified archaeologist to determine the presence of undisturbed sediments 
capable of preserving archaeological remains, and the depth at which these sediments would no 
longer be capable of containing archaeological material. An archaeological monitor shall be 
present during initial excavation activities. The duration and timing of the monitoring shall be 
determined by the qualified archaeologist in consultation with the Department of City Planning 
and the Project Applicant. The qualified archaeologist may designate an archaeologist to 
conduct the monitoring under their direction. 

 
CULT-MM-3: Prior to Project construction, the prime contractor and any subcontractor(s) shall be advised of 

the legal and/or regulatory implications of knowingly destroying paleontological or unique 
geologic resources or sites from the Project Sites. In addition, in the event that paleontological 
resources or sites, or unique geologic features are exposed during Project construction, work 
within 50 feet of the find shall stop until a qualified paleontologist, can identify and evaluate the 
significance of the discovery and develop recommendations for treatment. Construction 
activities could continue in other areas of the Project Sites. Recommendations could include a 
preparation of a Treatment Plan, which could require recordation, collection, and analysis of the 
discovery; preparation of a technical report; and curation of the collection and supporting 
documentation in an appropriate depository. Any paleontological resources or sites, or unique 
geologic features shall be treated in accordance with state law. 

 
Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
 
HAZ-MM-1: During excavation of Site 1 for the subterranean parking garage and prior to issuance of a 

Building Permit, if a UST is encountered, the Project Applicant shall procure a Division 5 
Permit from the Los Angeles Fire Department for removal of a UST and shall comply with the 
requirements of the permit. 

 
Land Use and Planning 
 
MM-LU-1(b): Where an inconsistency with the adopted general plan is identified at the proposed Project 

location, determine if the environmental, social, economic, and engineering benefits of the 
Project warrant a variance from adopted zoning or an amendment to the general plan. 

 
Noise 
 
NOISE-MM-1: All diesel-powered construction vehicles shall be equipped with exhaust mufflers or other 

suitable noise reduction devices capable of achieving a sound attenuation of at least 3 dBA. 
 
NOISE-MM-2: Temporary sound barriers capable of achieving a sound attenuation of at least 10 dBA shall be 

erected along the Project’s boundaries. 
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Public Services – Police 
 
POLICE-MM-1: Prior to issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, the Project Applicant shall provide the Central 

Area Commanding Area Officer with diagrams of each portion of the Project Sites. The 
diagrams shall include access routes and additional information that might facilitate police 
response. 

 
 
Transportation/Traffic 
 
TRAFFIC-MM-1: Construction Staging and Traffic Management Plan 
 

Prior to issuance of a demolition permit, in coordination with LADOT and the Department of 
Building and Safety, the Project Applicant shall prepare a detailed Construction Staging and 
Traffic Management Plan (CSTMP), including street closure information, detour plans, haul 
routes, and staging plans. The CSTMP shall outline how construction would be carried out and 
identify specific actions that would be required to reduce effects on the surrounding community. 
The CSTMP shall be based on the nature and timing of specific construction activities and other 
projects in the vicinity, and shall include the following elements as appropriate: 
 

• Provide for temporary traffic control during all construction activities within public 
rights-of-way to improve traffic flow on public roadways (e.g., flagmen); 

• Schedule of construction activities to reduce the effect on traffic flow on 
surrounding arterial streets; 

• Reroute construction trucks to reduce travel on congested streets to the extent 
feasible; 

• Prohibit construction-related vehicles from parking on surrounding public streets; 
• Provide safety precautions for pedestrians and bicyclists through such measures as 

alternate routing and protection barriers in compliance with LAMC Section 62.45; 
• Accommodate all equipment on-site; and 
• Prepare a haul truck route program for the Project that specifies the routes to and 

from the Project Sites. 
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5. INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

LEAD AGENCY: COUNCIL DISTRICT: DATE: 
City of Los Angeles CD 14-Jose Huizar September 13, 2018 
RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: 
City of Los Angeles 
 
PROJECT TITLE: CASE NO.: 
Weingart Projects 
 

 ENV-2017-615-SCEA 
Site 1: CPC-2017-614-GPAJ-ZCJ-HD-SPR 
Site 2: CPC-2017-589-GPAJ-ZCJ-HD-SPR 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Project includes development of two distinct affordable housing projects that would provide 
permanent supportive housing (i.e., long term housing with supportive services) designed to enable homeless persons and 
individuals/families at risk of homelessness to ensure that they remain housed and live as independently as possible, as well as to 
provide affordable housing.  
 
The Site 1 Project (to be developed on Site 1, as described in the Environmental Setting below) includes demolition and removal 
of the existing 7,000-square-foot food service building and surface parking area from Site 1 and development of the site with 
222,574 square feet of mixed residential, philanthropic institution, and commercial retail land uses in two towers (Tower 1A and 
Tower 1B) and one level of subterranean parking garage with 32 vehicle parking spaces, long-term bicycle parking, and storage.  
The Site 1 Project would include a total of 382 residential dwelling units (378 Very Low Income affordable units and 4 manager 
units), a total of 25,493 square feet of philanthropic institution land uses, 2,250 square feet of commercial retail land uses, and 
approximately 26,060 square feet of common indoor and outdoor open space.  
 
The Site 2 Project (to be developed on Site 2, as described in the Environmental Setting below) includes demolition and removal 
of the existing surface parking lot and development of the site with 164,875 square feet of mixed-use residential and commercial 
land uses in two buildings (Building 1 and Building 2). The Site 2 Project would include a total of 303 residential dwelling units 
(298 Very Low Income affordable units and 5 manager units), 3,200 square feet of commercial retail land uses, 17,100 square 
feet of office land uses, 33,000 square feet of open space, and 212 vehicle parking spaces. 
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: Site 1 is generally bound by South San Pedro Street to the west, the Hope Row Resource 
Center and Weingart Center Association building to the south, Crocker Street to the east, and the Lamp Community and the 
Volunteer of America property to the north. Site 1 is approximately 27,606 square feet in area (0.63 acre) and comprises 
Assessor Parcel Numbers (APN) 5147-024-004, -022, -024, -900, and -901. The site is a through-lot with frontage on the eastern 
side of San Pedro Street and the western side of Crocker Street. It is located mid-block, and the larger block is bound by South 
San Pedro Street to the east, 6th Street to the south, Crocker Street to the east, and 5th Street to the north.  
 
Site 2 is generally located at the southeast corner of South San Pedro Street and 6th Street and is bound by South San Pedro 
Street to the west, 6th Street to the north, the Skid Row Development Corporation building and Crocker Street to the east, and 
commercial development to the south. Site 2 is approximately 48,816 square feet in area (1.12 acres) and comprises APN 5147-
026-033. 
PROJECT LOCATION:   
Site 1: 554-562 South San Pedro Street, 555-561 South Crocker Street, Los Angeles, CA 90013;  
Site 2: 600-628 South San Pedro Street, 611-615 South Crocker Street, 518-522 East 6th Street, Los Angeles, CA 90013. 
 
COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: STATUS 

o  PRELIMINARY 
oPROPOSED    
n  ADOPTED 

Central City 

EXISTING ZONING: MAX. DENSITY ZONING: o  DOES CONFORM TO PLAN 
 
n  DOES NOT CONFORM TO PLAN 
 
o  NO DISTRICT PLAN 

M2-2D 
Requested Zoning: C2-4D 

Unlimited, under requested C2-4D zoning and Greater 
Downtown Housing Incentive Area (LAMC Section 
12.22.C.3[c]) 

GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: MAX. DENSITY PLAN: 
Light Manufacturing 
Requested Land Use: Regional Center 
Commercial 

Unlimited, under requested Regional Center 
Commercial designation and Greater Downtown 
Housing Incentive Area (LAMC Section 12.22.C.3[c]) 

 PROJECT DENSITY: 
 Site 1: 382 dwelling units;  

Site 2: 303 dwelling units 
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2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, 
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational 
impacts. 

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

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

5. Earlier analysis must be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an 
effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR, or negative declaration.  Section 15063 
(c)(3)(D).  In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 

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

B. Impacts Adequately Addressed.  Identify which effects from the above checklist were within 
the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal 
standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the 
earlier analysis. 

C. Mitigation Measures.  For effects that are “Less Than Significant With Mitigation Measures 
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the 
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 

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

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

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

9. The explanation of each issue should identify: 



  5. Initial Study Checklist 

 
Weingart Projects  City of Los Angeles 
Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment  September 2018 

Page 5-4 

A. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

B. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance. 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least an impact that is a 
“Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages: 
 
o Aesthetics o Hazards & Hazardous Materials o Recreation 
o Agricultural Resources o Hydrology & Water Quality o Transportation/Traffic 
oAir Quality o Land Use & Planning o Tribal Cultural Resources 
o Biological Resource o Mineral Resources o Utilities & Service Systems 
o Cultural Resources o Noise oMandatory Findings of Significance 
o Geology & Soils o Population & Housing  
o Greenhouse Gas Emissions o Public Services  
 
INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (to be completed by the Lead Agency) 
BACKGROUND 
PROPONENT NAME PHONE NUMBER 
Weingart Tower, LP 
 

Tel: 760-795-5567 

PROPONENT ADDRESS PROPONENT REPRESENTATIVE 
6339 Paseo Del Lago, 
Carlsbad, CA 92011 
 

Ron Brockhoff 

AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST DATE SUBMITTED 
City of Los Angeles 
 

September 13, 2018 

PROPOSAL NAME (if applicable) 
Weingart Projects 
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
Explanations of all potentially and less than significant impacts are required to be attached on separate sheets) 

 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
1. Aesthetics. Would the project: 

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

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

  P   

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

  P   

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

  P   

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

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

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

   P  

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

   P  

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

   P  

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

   P  

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

   P  
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

3. Air Quality.  The significance criteria established by the South Coast Air 
Quality Management District (SCAQMD) may be relied upon to make the 
following determinations.  Would the project: 
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan   P   
b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing 

or projected air quality violation? 
  P   

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

  P   

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?   P   
e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?   P   

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
4. Biological Resources.  Would the project:: 

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

  P   

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

   P  

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

   P  

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

  P   

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

  P   

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

   P  

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

5. Cultural Resources.  Would the project: 

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

  P   

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

 P    

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

 P    

d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? 

  P   
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

6. Geology & Soils.  Would the project exacerbate existing conditions so as to: 

a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 

 

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

   P  

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

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

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

  P   

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

   P  

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

   P  

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions.  Would the project: 

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

  P   

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

  P   

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

8. Hazards & Hazardous Materials.  Would the project: 

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

  P   

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into the environment? 

 P    

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

  P   

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials 
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment? 

   P  

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

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

   P  

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

  P   

h. Exacerbate existing environmental conditions so as to increase the 
potential to expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury 
or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent 
to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands? 

   P  

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
9. Hydrology & Water Quality.  Would the project: 

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?   P   
b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 

groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the 
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which 
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits 
have been granted)? 

   P  

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

  P   

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

  P   

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

  P   

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?   P   
g. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal 

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

   P  

h. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede 
 or redirect flood flows? 

   P  

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

  P   

j. Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow?    P  
 
 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

10. Land Use and Planning.  Would the project: 

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

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

 P    

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

   P  
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
11. Mineral Resources. Would the project: 

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

   P  

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

   P  

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

12. Noise.  Would the project result in: 

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

 P    

b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration 
or groundborne noise levels? 

  P   

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

  P   

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

 P    

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

   P  

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

   P  

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

13. Population and Housing.  Would the project: 

a. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for 
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for 
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 

  P   

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

   P  

c. Displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

   P  

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
14. Public Services. 

a. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
14. Public Services. 

performance objectives for any of the public services: 
i. Fire protection?   P   
ii. Police protection?  P    
iii. Schools?   P   
iv. Parks?   P   
v. Other public facilities?   P   

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
15. Recreation. 

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

  P   

b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction 
or expansion on recreational facilities which might have an adverse 
physical effect on the environment? 

  P   

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

16. Transportation/Traffic. Would the project: 

a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, 
taking into account all modes of transportation including mass transit and 
non-motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation system, 
including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and 
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit? 

 P    

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

  P   

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

   P  

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

  P   

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

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

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 
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Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

17. Tribal Cultural Resources.  Would the project cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural 
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of size and scope of the 
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native 
tribe, and that is: 
a. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical   P   



  5. Initial Study Checklist 

 
Weingart Projects  City of Los Angeles 
Sustainable Communities Environmental Assessment  September 2018 

Page 5-11 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

17. Tribal Cultural Resources.  Would the project cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural 
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of size and scope of the 
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native 
tribe, and that is: 

Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)? 

b. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported 
by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency 
shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native 
American tribe? 

  P   

 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 
18. Utilities & Service Systems.  Would the project: 

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

   P  

b. Require or result in the construction of a new water or wastewater 
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of 
which could cause significant environmental effects? 

  P   

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

  P   

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing 
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

  P   

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

  P   

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

  P   

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

  P   

 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

19. Mandatory Findings of Significance. 

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

 P    

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the 
incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable future projects? 

  P   

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

 P    

 


