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o _
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 615, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNILA $0012

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
INITIAL STUDY
AND CHECKLIST

(Article I'V - City CEQA Guidelines)
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DETERMINATION (To be completed by Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initia) evaluation:

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

Q1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be & significant effect
in this case because revisions on the project have been made by or agreed 1o by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DE'CI,ARATION will be prepared. ] .

HI find the proposed project MAY have 2 significant effect on the environsnent, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is.
" required. . . '

QI find the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentiatly significant uniess mitigated™ impact on
- the environment, but at least one effect 1) bas been adequately anajyzed in an earlier documsnt pursuant to applicabie iegal

standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on earlier analysis as described on attached shests. An

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is reguired, but it must rnalyze only the effects that remain to be addressad.

{1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant sffect on the environment, because all powenrially significant
effects (a) have been analtyzed adequately in an carlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursvant to applicable standards, and
{b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including fevisions or mitigation

posed project, pothing further is reg
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1)

3)

4

5)

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENT AL IMPACTS:

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact™ answers that zre adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following sach question. A “No Impact” answer is
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply 1 projects
like the one involved (e.5.. the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be
explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards {e.g., the project will not
£xpose sensitive receptars to polintants based on a project-specific screening analysis),

-All z;ns(vcrs miust také account of the whiole action ini'mlved. including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as

well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as wel] as operational impacts,

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

““Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of

2 mitigation measure has reduced an effect from “Potentally Significant Impact” to “Less Than Significant
Impact.” The jead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect
to 2 less than significant level (mitigation measures from Section XVIL, “Earlier Analysis,” cross referenced).

Earlier analysis must be used where, pursuant to the tering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an affect has
been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR, or negative declaration. Section 15063 (¢X3XD3. In this case, 2

- brief discussion should identify the following: . ‘

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and stats 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 docurment pursuant to applicable legal standards, and siate
whether such effects were addressed by mitgation measures based on the earlier analysis.
) 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 1o which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

6) _Lead agencies are encouraged Lo incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential
impacts (e.g.. general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside docurnent 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. .

)] This is only 2 suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, Jead agencies should
normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s envxronmenta.l effects in

whichever format is selected.

9 The explanation of each issue shonid identify:
a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, ‘used to evaluate cach question; and

b) The mitigation measure jdentified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.

ﬁ V ---- .. TAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that
is a “Potzntially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

@ hesthetics O Hazards & Hazardous Materials ) Public Services
'O Agricultural Resources o Hydrology/Water Quality @ Recreation
akir Quality & Land Use/Planning o Transportation/Traffic
Q Biclogical Resources O Mineral Resources Utilities/Service Systems
Cultural Resources ' B/Noise JMandam Findings of Significance

G{ Geology/Soils O Population/Housing

‘INTTIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (To be cOmPIEtsd by the Lead CHY ALeRes)

" pACKGROUND .
PROPONENT NAME " PHONE NUMBER
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS reguzred 1o be attached on separate sheets)

1 AESTHETICS. Would the project:

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on 2 scenic vista?

b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings, or
other locally recognized desirable aesthetic patral fearure
within a city-designated scenic highway?

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

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

II. AGRICULTURAL 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
Mode] (1997) prepared by the California Department of
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts
on agricuiture and farmland. Would the project:

a. Convert Pritne Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmiand
of Starewide Importance, as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural nse?

b. Conflict the existing zoning for agnculmral use,ora -
‘Willisrngon Act Contract? -

c. Involve other changes in the existing'cnvimnmem which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agrienliral use?

III. AIR QUALITY. The significance criteria established -
by the South Coast Ajr Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) may be relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project result in:

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the SCAQMD
or Congestion Management Plan? . -

b. Violate any air qualitj' standard or contribute substantially
to an existing or projected air quality violation?

Potentially
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¢. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the air basin is non-atainment
(ozone, carbon monoxide, & PM 10) under an applicable
federal or state ambient air quality standard?

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
_ concentrations? : o

e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number .
of people?

IV. 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, ar special stams species in jocal or
regional plans, policies, or regulations by the California
Deparunent of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlifs
Service ?

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or

other sensitive natural community identified in the City or
regional plans, policies, regulations by the Californiz
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service ?

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

- . Interfere substantially with the movement 6f any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with . _
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as tree preservation policy or
ordinance (e.g., oak trees or California walnut woodlands)?

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?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project: ~ —

. a. ‘Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of a
historical resource as defined in State CEQA §15064.57

Potendially
Significant bropact
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Powoally
Significant Unless Less Than
Miligation Significant lmpact
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b. Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to State CEQA §15064.57

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

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

V1L GEOLOGY AND 50ILS. Would the project:

a. Exposure of peaple or stucturss to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury or death
involving :

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

Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

' jii. Seismic-relatsd ground failure, inclnding liquefaction?
iv. Landslides?
b Result in substantial sail erosion or the loss of topsoil?

. c. Be located on a. geologac unit or soil that is unstable, or
. that would béecome unstable as a resultof the project, and

potential-result in on- or off-site landslitie, lateral spreading,

subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

d. Be located on expansive 50il. as defined in Table 18-1-B of

the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks
to life or property?

e. Have soils incapable of adujua::e]y supporting the use of

septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where

sewers are niot available for the disposal of wasts water?

VIL HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.

Would the project: o

a. Create 2 significant hazard 10 the public or the

environment through the routine Uampon. use, or d:sposal of

hmrdous materials

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

: Creste or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
; capacity of existing or planned stomwater drainage sysiems

" or provide substantal additional sources of pqllutcd nunoff? .

£ f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

g. Place housing within a 100-year flood plain as mapped on
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map
- or other flood hazard delineation map?

h. Place within a 100-year flood plain structures which
. - .would jmpededr redirect flood flows?
vl o, R

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

j- Inundation by seiche, tsunami, m; mudflow?

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
a. Physically divide an established Mc;mmumry"

b. Conflict with appﬁéﬁﬁ:" land use plan, policy or regulation
of an. agency with jurisdiction over the project (including but
" ‘not lirnited to the general pian, specific plan, coastal
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

¢. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natura] community conservation plan?

¥. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a. Result in the loss of availability of 2 known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the resillents

of the state? : : . al

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

Potzntally
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Powentially
Powntally Significant Unles Lezs Than
Significant lmpact Mitigation Significant kmpact Mo Lmpaat

Incorporatcd
b. Create a signific.am hazard to the public or the 0 0 M O
environmen! through reasonably foresesable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment? .
c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 0 0 a/

hazardous materials, substances; or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or propased school? '

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of 0 0 0
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government . _

‘Code Section 65962.5 and, as 2 result, wonld it creats a

significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Q
e. For a project located within an airport Jand use plan or, [::] ‘ 0 D D/
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? J

N
O
O

f. For a project within the vié:iniry of a private airstrip, would
the. project result in a safety hazard for the people residing or

working in the area?
g. Impair impiementation of or physically interfere with an l 0 . {
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation o

plan?

h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, ] Q- 0
injury or death invojving wildland fires, including where - ‘
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences
are intermixed with wildlands?

. VIL BYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.- Would
the proposal result in:

requirements?

2 Violate any water qua.lit;v standards or waste discharge - a D | D/

b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere - M| Im)
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net

* deficit in aquifer volume or 2 lowering of the local

groundwater table leve] (e.g.. the production rate of pre-

existing nearby wells wouid drop to a level which would not

support existing land uses or planned land uses for which

permits have been granted)? - ‘
c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site™ 0 o : [Q/ , 0
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a Sy ’
Stream or river, in & manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site?




XI. NOISE. Would the project:

a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise in level in

excess of standards established in the Jocal general plan or
nojse ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

b. Exposure of people to or generation of excessive
groundbome vibration or groundbormne noise lavels?

¢. A substantial permanent increase in ambient hoise Jevels
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the.
project?

d. A substantial temporary or periodic ina‘:ﬁse in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

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

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project expose people residing or working in the project
area 1o excessive noise levels? '

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

2. 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 infrasoucmre)?

" -b." Displace substantial numbers of existing housing ..
necessitating the construction of replacement housing

elsevwhere? . :

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

XIIIL. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities,
construction of which could canse significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for any of the
public services: . —

‘a. Fire protection?

b. Police protection?

Potentially Potepzially
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c. Schools?

d. Parks?

e. Other governmental services {including roads)?

XIV. 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? .

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

XV. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION. Would the

project:

a. Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation
to the existing traffic load and capacity of the strest system
{i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume to ratio capacity on roads, or
.congesdon at intersections)?

. b. Exceed, sither individually or.curmlatively, a Jevel of
service standard established by the county congestion_

" management agency for designated roads or highways?

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

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

¢. Result in inadequate emcrgéncy access?

f. Result in inadequate parking capacity?

g Conﬂiﬁt with adopted policies, plans, or programs -

supporting altarnative transportation (e-g., bus umouts,
bicycle racks)? - ' ‘
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XVI. UTILITIES. Would the project; -

a. Exceed wastewater treaument requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Contro! Board?

b. Reguire or result in the consTuction of new water or

. Wastewater treaumnent facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause s:gmﬂcam
environmental c.ffecrs" '

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

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitiernents and resource, or are new or
-expanded entitlements nesded?

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

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

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

XVIL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

2. Does the project have the potential to degrade the qualiry

. of the environment, substantially rednee the habitat of fish or .

- wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate = plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of
arare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California l'ustory or
prehistory?

b. Does the project have impacts which are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?

("Cumniatively considerable™ means that the incremental
effects of an individual project are considerable when viewed
in connection with the effacts of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects).

¢. Does the project have environmental effects which-canse
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?
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W DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach additional sheets if necessary)
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WORKSHEET

“TO BE USED IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE CITY ADOPTED THRESHOLDS GUIDE

AS SUBSEQUENTLY REVISED

YES

NO

MAYBE

1L AESTHETICS

a) Would the proposed project invoive development in an existing
natural open space or would substantially affect a scenic vista

as defined by the code or community plan?

cornment:

b) Would the project result in the removal or damage scenic
resources such as frees, rock outcroppings, historic buildings
that contribute to vaiued aesthetic character or image of the

" (use community plans to identify scenic highways)

comment:

neighborhood, community or city designated scenic highway? .

c) Would the proposed project substantially damage the existing
visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings?

commant:

City of Los Angeles
Fabruary 18, 2000

Page 1




¢ ® ®
YES NO MAYRE
d) Would the proposed project introduce light likely to increase
ambient nighttime illumination or glare levels beyond the
property line of the project? /
comment:
e) Does the project include any discretionary request/action that
would increase density, height and bulk in area where there is a
consistent them, style, or building height and setbacks? \/
comment:
A “yes” response to any of the above questions indicates that the project may have a potentially
significant aesthetic impact uniess possible mitigation measures are imposed.
. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
a,b&c) Would the project involve any discretionary action or any other
changes that could convert any prime agricultural land or zoning
into none agricultural uses. (Refer to Cailfornia Agriculiural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) map).
comment: |
A “yas” response to the above question:indicates a potentially significant impact on agricultural
resources unless possible mitigation measures are imposed. _ '
Clty of Los Angeles
' Page 2

February 18, 2000




YES

NO

MAYBE

. AR QUALITY

a)  Would site preparation or construction activities for the proposed
project result in substantial emissions that would not be

controlied on site by existing regulations?

cormment:

A.Q.M.D. permit required?

comment:

City of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000

" Page 3




YES

NO

MAYBE

b&c) Construction Emissions Calculation

Formula: E = (Project square footage/1,000 x {table 9-1
emission factor)(number of days to construct)

Significant Proposed
Pollutant Thresholds Project
: (Ibs./day)
ROG 55
NOX 55
CoO 550
PMIO 180
SOX 150

(Use CEQA Air Quaiity Handbook or AQMD Table 9-1
Appendix 9 to determine projects poliutants Ibs./day)

Operational Emissions Calculation
Formula: E = (Project square footage/1,000 or number of

dwelling unit (for residential) x (table 9-1
emission factor)

ignificant - Proposed

Pollutant Thresholds Project
(lbs./day)

ROG 55

NOX : 55

cO 550

PMIO 150

80X 180

(Use CEQA Air Quality Handbook or AQGMD Table 5-1
Appendix 8 to determine projects pollutants lbs./day)

comment:

If any threshold is exceeded, applicant shall be reqmred to prepare an
air quality analysis.

City of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000
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YES

. NO

MAYBE

d) Is the project located near a sensitive receptor such as

residences, board & care facilities, schools, playgrounds,
hospitals, parks, child care centers, and outdoor athletic

facilities?
comment: on)e_cxr s oco:‘recg\ newe & um\l-ev&x'!r)/
it m{m Loc ks

e} Would the project creats objectionable odors through operation,
use or storage of chemical materiais?

comment: -

IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

G-1, or in the unshaded portions of Exhibits G-2 through G-5.

For projects proposed on sites within the City of Los Angeles that are located in Area 5 of Exhibit

a) Do known individuals or populations of a sensitive species use
or inhabit the site during one or more seasons of the year,
according to a readily avallable published accounts, the project

proponent and/or property owner?

comment:

v

City of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000
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YES

NO

MAYBE

Is the project site immediately adjacent to undeveloped natural
open space containing native vegetation (such as the shaded
areas on Exhibits G-2 through G-5) or does the site appear 1o
serve as a buffer between existing development and more

natural habitat areas?

comment:

b&¢) Is a natural water source, such as a lake, river, vernal poal,
ephemeral stream, marsh or the ocean present on or adjacent to

the site?

comment:

space area as identified on Exhiblts G-2 through G-5.

For projects proposed on sites within the City of Las Angeles that are located within a shaded open

Do known individuals or poputations of a sensltive species use
or inhabit the site during one or more seasons of the year,
according to readily avallable published accounts, the project

proponent and/or property owner?

comment:

a

CHty of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000
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YES

NO | MAYBE

d) Does the site serve as a buffer between existing development
and more natural habitat areas?

comment:

Does the site serve as known wildlife_ movement corridor
between habitat areas?

cornment:

_d

e) Is there any known significant or endangered plant/animal such
as vak tree, the project site. Specify

No. of existing trees:

No. of trees to be removed:

1 comment:

Clty of Los Angeles
~ February 18, 2000
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L

YES

NO

MAYBE

f) - Does the project site contain natural open space and/or known
native vegetation within any local, regional or state habitat
conservation plan (check local plans)?

comment:

A”yes” to any of the above project means that a potentially significant Biological Resources may
oceur unless appropriate mitigation measures are imposed. Staff shouid field check site to visually
identify where existing development, natural areas and drainage swales are iocated. Staff should
take to ESAC if it is believed that a biota study should be performed by the applicant.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

a) Are there historical resources on the project site or in the vicinity
which would be adversely impacted by the project through, for
example, demolition, construction, conversion, rehabilitation,
relocation, or alteration? (check the City historic landmark
listings)

comment: ’\-.\(\g 9«0’5&3\' S\*\ﬂ. (1S G\A%N-EAJ‘_
o e,ts‘\slﬁfw_) hetowea\ Landmorks.

J

b&d) Would the proposed project occur in an area with archaeological
resources, human remains having archaeological associations,
an archaeological study area, or a Native American sacred
place, and involve grading, excavation, accelerated erosion, or
other activities or changes to the site that could effect

archaeological resources?

comment:

Chiy of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000
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YES NO MAYBE

c) Could implementation of the project result in the disturbance of
surface or subsurface fossils, either through site preparation,
construction or operational activities, or through an increase in

human activities at or near fossil site?

comment:

A “yes" response to any of the above questions indicates the project may have a significant cultural
resources impact and an MND or EIR may be required unless mitigated to a non-significant ievel.

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOIL

| comment:

a&c) |s the project located in an area ‘susceptible fo unusual geologic
hazards considering the foliowing: /

Designation on official maps and databases;
Past episodes on-site or in the surrounding area; and

. Physical properties of the site, including the topography, soil or
underlying bedrock (including thickness of bedrock and soil
compressibility, strength, moisture content, and distribution)?
(check State Seismic Maps)

more than 20,000 cubic yards; on a slope of ten psrcent or

b) Would the project result in grading, ciearing or excavation of
more; or 1,000 cubic yards in Mulholiand Scenic Corridor? \/

Does the project include grading, clearing, or excavation
activities in an area of known or suspected erosion hazard
(based upon designation on official maps and databases)?

S ULIRYY: b uJ-J\'"e- S e vemov o..&

?-ml)u)r a\ﬂp\:f_&
o 3%, 000 cubit \{Cu'd-_‘a & oo L 3

\e_\.\e»\-s_‘ OS" ‘Sl receanewn So\\

Clty of Los Anpeles
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d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in .
Table 18-1-b of the Uniform Building Code (1899) (for project \/
that is located on hillside, liquefaction area that requires sail

report)?

YES NO | MAYBE

comment:

€) Woulid the project require the use of septic tanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems? \/

comment:

V. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS ' -
a) Would the project transport or manage hazardous or potentially \/

hazardous explosive substances {inctuding, but not limited io,
oil, pesticides, chemicals, or radioactive materials)?

comment:

b) Would the project create a health hazard through activities that \/
invoive the disturbance, ramoval, storage, or disposal of
Asbestos Material or lead paints or any hazardous substanca?
{e.g. Demolition of existing structures whlch may-contain any of

the above substances)

| comment:

City of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000




YES

NO

MAYBE

c) Would the project locate people adjacent to a health hazard, or
close 1o sensitive receptors? (i.e., schools, hospitals, daycare,
home of the elderty, parks)

comment: ‘
@r&bﬂ;\;— w Low‘vef)‘ nepy & UwnwNers Llf\-f

ardh hospind dealities,

d) Is project located on a site included in the hazardous waste and
substance site fist? (check list), and/or within an “O” District or
within 500 feet of an operating or ciosed extraction weli?

comment:

e&f) is project located within the Airport Hazard Zone as shown on
the District Map? ,

| comment:

a) Wouid the project require a new or revised risk management
plan, emergency response, or emergency evacuation plan?

comment:

City of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000
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YES

NO

MAYBE

h} Is project located within the Mountain Fire District?

comment:

;

impact uniess possible mitigation measures are imposed.

A “yes” response to any of the preceding questions indicate possible significant potential hazards

Vil. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a) Would the project include surface or subsurface application or
introduction of potential contaminants or waste materials during
construction or operation which might violate any water quality
standards or waste discharge requirement? Examples of such
projects include: on-site disposal systems (septic systems),
holding/equalization tanks, evaporation ponds, underground or
above-ground storage tanks, percolation ponds and leachfields,
landfilis and other land surface waste disposal facilities, land
treatment units (bioremediation), oil field brine disposal, and

agricultural activities.

comment:

v

City of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000
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YES

NO

MAYBE

b) Does the project include the installation of production water wells
or & perranent groundwater extraction or dewatering system in
groundwater basin used for potable water supply purposes? '

comment:

c) Would project implementation affect a surface water body that
the amount of surface water, current, course or direction of flow

would change?

comment.

d) Would the run-off factor for the developed project size exceed
the percentage of imperviousness for the existing land use
category, as contained in the Bureau of Engineering Manual,

Part G, Storm Drain Design?

comment:

City of Los Angeies
February 18, 2000
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YES

NO

MAYBE

e&f) Would run-off from the project site drain onto any street or on to
adjacent properties, other than public right-of-way (ROW)?

Indicate potentially significant uniess mitigation incorporated if
project involves any of the following: '

a) Single-family development on hillside

b) 10 or more unit subdivision project

c)  New restaurant construction

d) New gas/auto repair

e) Auto repair facility

f) 100,000 sq. ft. of commercial or industrial development
a) Parking lot of 25 spaces or more

comment:

/Z ne \re.s*lm\waf\-'&'s ore be-\'*f\;mj

i\’\ o mr\l\geA use. se

anPaSC&

/

g&h) s the project located within a 100-ysar flood plain, an area o
designated as hillside (as identified in the Los Angeles Municipal
Code (LAMC) Section 91.7001), or other know flood-prone

area?

comment:

City of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000




i) Is project located in proximity to a river, ocean, or dam? or from
the flood hazard zone from a dam breach?

YES | NO | MAYBE

comment:

i) s project located within a liquefaction area, ocean or hiliside
area known for mudflow? _

comment:

‘A “yes" response to any of the above questions indicates possible potential signiﬂcant' hydrology and
water quality impact uniess possible mitigation measures are imposed.

e

City of Los Angeles : |
February 18, 2000 Page 15




YES

NO

MAYBE

IX. LAND USE

a) Would the project include a land use type that is incompatible
with existing or proposed adjacent land uses (due to size,
intensity, density or type of use)?

comment:

Would the project include features such as a highway, above-
ground infrastructure, or an easement through an established
naighborhood community that could cause a permanent
disruption in the physical arrangement of that established
community or otherwise isolate an existing land use?

comment:

Wouid the project result in 2 “spot® zone?

comment:

b&c) Is the project inconsistent with the General Plan or its eiements,
or an applicable specific pian, local coastal plan, redevelopment
plan, intetim control ordinance or adopted environmental goals

or policies?
comment: - | Y L
leant (s e aesTing O P L T e
‘LQPP | ' > d arf\endﬂ\en{:

City of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000
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NO

MAYBE

X. MINERAL RESOURCES

a&b) Is the project located within, or would it block access to, a
MRZ-2, or other known or potential mineral resource area
(based upon designation on official city maps and databases,
General Plan, Supplemental Use District)

comment:

imposed.

A “yes” response indicates potential significant impacts uniess possible mitigation measures are

XI. NOISE

a&b) Would the proposed project introduce a stationary noise source
likely to be audible beyond the property line of the project site or
in violation of local ordinances? (Staff should field check project
proximity to & residential zone and assess the nature of
operation of the project in terms of noise generation. If need be,
noise study shouid be required for proper evaluation)

comment:

/

Would project development resutt in a noise-sensitive land use
being located within 3,000 feet of a railroad line?

comment:

City of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000
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YES

NO

‘MAYBE

c) Wouid the project introduce a permanent increase in ambient
noise in the project vicinity? :

comment:

J/

d) Would the project invoive construction activities that would occur
within 500 feet of a noise sensitive use? (e.g., school, hospital,
daycare, etc.) _

comment:

an airport or heliport and has the potential to expose noise-
sensitive land uses to high noise levels {through proximity of
such land uses to the flight path, etc.), wouid the project resutlt in
an incompatible iand use existing within the 85dB CNEL contour
of an airport or heliport? (check the district map for airport flight
path)

comment:

e) If the proposed project includes the construction or expansion of

f)  Is project located within the vicinity of an airstrip?

J/

feasible mitigation measures can be imposed.

A “yes” response to any of the above questions indicates possible significant noise impact unless

Clty of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000
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T

YES

NO

MAYBE

Xil. POPULATION AND HOUSING

a) GROWTH
Would the project include a General Plan amendment which

would result in an increase in population over that projected in
the adopted Community Plan or General Plan? {i.e., 75 units or
more of new housing development, 100,000 sq. ft. or more of

non-residential development.}

comment:

b) DISPLACEMENT
Would the project result in a net loss of housing equal to or
greater than a one-half biock equivalent of habitable units
through demoilition, conversion, or other means? (One-half biock
is generally equivalent to 15 singie-family or 25 rnults-famlly

dwelling units.)
cormment:
c) Would the project result in the net ioss of 3 or more units 6f any

existing housing units affordable to very low- or low-income
househoids (as defined by Federal and/or City standards),
through demolition, conversion, or other means?

comment:

feasible mitigation measures are imposed.-

A “yes™ response to any of the above questions indicates a possible significant noise impact unless

Cliy of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000
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YES | NO | MAYBE

Xlll. PUBLIC SERVICES (Police, Fire, Schools, Parks, etc.)

oY FIRE
Would the project be located farther from an engine or truck
company than the maximum response distances, based on the
project's proposed land use(s), as indicated in the following
chart?
Maximum Response
—_Distance (miles)
Engine Truck
Land Use . Company Company
Neighborhood Land Uses
Low Density Residential/
High Density Residential/
Nsighborhood 1.50 2.00
Regional Land Use
Commercial industrial/ _
Commercial 1.00 1.50
Commercial and Industrial Centers
High Density Commercial/
High Density industrial 0.75 1.00
Source: Los Angeles Fire Code, Los Angeies Municipal Code (LAMC)
Section 57.09.07. .
commant:

Is the project located in a brush fire hazard area, hillside, or area
with inadequate fire hydrant service or street access?

comment: -

Cly of Los Angeles
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YES

NO

MAYBE

Does the project involve the use, manufacture or storage of
{oxic, readily-combustibie, or otherwise hazardous materiais?

comment:

Would the project's location provide for adequate LAFD access
(e.g., adequate street/fire lane width-minimum 20 feet clear and
uncbstructed with an approved turn around, grade not

- exceeding 15 percent, dead-ends not exceeding 700 feet)?

comment;

Would the project lead to an increase in the emergency

response time?
comment:
b) POLICE
Wouid project require an additional police service?
comment: |
City of Los Angaeles

February 18, 2000
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YES

NO

MAYBE

c) SCHOOLS
Would the proposed project result in a net increase of 75

residential units, 100,000 sq. ft. of commercial floor area, or
200,000 sq. ft. of industrial floor area?

comment: P\réker_‘\' propeses 3506t s e‘i“?"“k“_é
LIK’S} Ltr::(.o Siuow't —Cee.‘k' U\J\"V\"\ V‘%*cu\ Pcr‘lrmr\
Aaka) of 15,000 equwe Leet

d) PARKS
Would the project result in a net increase of 75 or more

residential units that would adversely impact recreation and park
services and/or facilities due to the project's proximity to, or
expected usage of, those facilities or services?

comment:

e) LIBRARIES
Would the proposed project result in a net increase of 75

residential units or more? '

mment:

XIV. RECREATION

13 See Pubiic Services Xliid

b) Would the project have impact on existing recreational facilities?

mmaeant:

City of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000
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YES

NO

MAYBE

XV. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

| *Note: Questions A-G should be transposed from the DOT'S ISAF
comment sheet.

a) Traffic impact assessment from DOT
Traffic Study
No Traffic Study
{Consult DOT for Traffic Analysis)

a.

comment:

Would the project:

Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in

‘relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the

street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in
either the number of vehicie trips, the volume to ratic
capacity on roads, or congestion at infersections)?

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

comment:

Result in & change in air traffic patterns, including either
an increase in traffic levels or a change in iocation that

results in substantial safety risks?

City of Los Angeles
February 18, 2000

Page 23




YES NO MAYBE
d. Substantially increase hazards to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
comment:
e. Result in inadequate emergency access?
comment:
f. Result in inadequate parking capacity?
comment:
g. Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting altemnative transportation (e.g., bus tumouts,
bicycle racks)? '
comment:
City of Los Angeles
Page 24

February 18, 2000




YES

NO

MAYBE

Xvl. UTILITIES

a) Would the project produce a new or increased average daily
wastewater flow of 4,000 gallons per day (gpd) or more,
regardiess of location? ‘

Note: Use the wastewater generation flow factors from Exhibi{ K.2-11 of
the City Threshold Guide.

If significant, the City may postpone sewer connection until capacity is
available to accommodate project's generation.

comment:

b&d) Would the project’s water consumption require the construction
of additional off-site water infrastructure? '

comment;

c) Refer to Vllie

comment;

e) Wouid the project produce wastewater flows greater than
existing fiows in an area shaded on Exhibits K.2-2 through

K.2-107 .

| comment:

City of Los Angeles
Fabruary 18, 2000
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YES

NO

MAYBE

f) Would implementation of the proposed project result in solid
waste generation of five tons or more per week?

Note: Use the foliowing formula to calculate the daily solid waste
generation.

Residential - 12.23 pounds per household per day
Commercial - 10.53 pounds per employee per day
| Industrial - 8.93 pounds per employee per day

comment:

/

g) Would the project waste generation be in violation of any
federal, state, or iocal statutes and regulations?

comment:

/

feasible mitigation measure can be |mposed

A “yes” response to any of the preceding questions indicates possible s:gnlﬁunt impact uniess a

PADEPT\WORDPROC\CIT\Worksheet.wpd
021800
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES

CALIFORNIA EXECUTIVE OFFICES

DEPARTMENT QOF 18TH MLOOR

CITY PLARNNING TCE co
TI21 N FIGUCROs STREET F bt 2 n:;:.‘—.:-’:E
Lo% AnGELEE, Ca 50012:260) -‘{”"";:' 1212) 5801160
il

EITY B_AMNING -l s FRANKLIN P. EBERH,

COMMISSION &;r‘ 'N‘E‘“" R EC Elv ED cERuTY °““:‘-n- ARC
— e P 12131 EBOH183

PETER M. WEIL "‘},;,_i.ﬁ\" SEP . 8 . CORDON B. HAMILTON
ARESIDENT LUUE pESUTY DiE(CTOR
ROBERY L. SCOTT RICHARD J. RIODRDAN {2131 3804165

VICE-PRESITENT MAYOR ROBERT H UUTTON

JORGBE JACKEON SERYTY DIRECTDA
12131 5801187

MaRNA SCHNABRLL
NICHOLAS = STONNINGTON
- INFORMATION
GABRIELE WILLIAMS (213 SBOIT2

COMMISEION EXECUTIVE ASBIFTANT
L2113 SAD-5234

rax: 12131 S80-1178

2000-3213

DATE: Sept. 15, 2000 EAF CASE NO.:

To the Applicant or Consultant,

on Sept. 13, 2000me Pianning Depanment Environmental Staft Advisory Comrmnitize (ESAC) reviewed your
project tor an environmental clearance anc made the foiiowing detemination:

{ ) The attached draft Negative Declaration (NDyMitigated Negailive Deciaration (MND) has been proposed for
your project

A minitmum 20-dav_public notice, review and comment period is required by law for ail propesed

grvironmaental clearances. Your gosument £3n be reieased un but hot before . Upon
reiease of the MND document, the City can continue processing your application upan payment of the

required fees at Counter N, 201 N. Figueroa St 3rd Fioor, Los Angeies, CA 50012 (lelephone (213)577-
£083). By law the City is prohibited from rendering a decision on your project unt! a vaiid anvironmental
clearance is issued.

() Because your case s being processed simuiteneousily with others, under the Periedic Plan Review

Process, [T IS NECESSARY THAT YOU PAY THE 'REQUIRED BATCHING FEES BY
.. Enfiyre to mest this fes deadline ine witl detav vour project for _six months, that is, untl
the next filing window (or your proiect’s gesqraphic area.

(>cd An Environmantsa! impact Report will be required. A pre-draft circutation of maps to concemed persons and
organizations required. Therefors, pafore you prepare the environmentsi deta base, please submit
40 coples of each of the vicinity map, radius map, tract/parce] map, plot pian, a 500-foot radius
mailing list In mafling stickar (gummed label) and hard copy form; radius maps reduced 10 8 12 X
11 Inches and piot pians in a number equal the number of namea on the malling list and any
supporting material with 5_4.038.00 (172 the required EIR filing fee). These actions are
required within 8 months from the above date of your EiR file will be tarminaled.

Please call the Environmantal Review Section (213)580-5547 if you have any questions.

CON HOWE
Director gf Planning

Enviranmemntal Review Section

crazns{ ) PUBLIC COUNTER & CONETRUCTION SERVICES CENTER

201 NONTF FISUERDS STREET. ROOM 300 - (219 A7 -a0an
VAN NUYS - 8251 VAN NUYS BLVYD.. 1™ FLO0ON, VAN NUYS B1407 - (B8} 7TS5-8A58

AN EEUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPERTUNITY ~ AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER TacyoRc g I SO MW SR @




BOARD OF LIBRARY CITY OF LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES

COMMISSIONERS CALIFORNIA PUBLIC LIBRARY
—_— i1 ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICES
DAVID A. LEHRER 630 WEST FIFTH STREET
PRESIDENT LOS ANGELES, CA 90071
GUADALUPE REYES
VICE PRESIDENT (213) 228-7515 Phone

OLIViA CUEVA-FERNANADEZ

GEORGE M. GIBBS, JR. | (213) 228-7086 TDD

CASEY WASSERMAN RICHARD J. RIORDAN (877) 4884327 7DD
{TOLL FREE NO.)
September 8,200 RECEIVED
) . . CITY LIBRARIAN
Laura Kaufman, AICP SEP 11 2000
Envicom Corporation
2838 Agoura Road ENVICOM

Agoura Hills, CA 91301

Re: Palazzo Westwood Project

Dear Ms. Kaufman,

The size and nature of the proposed Palazzo Westwood Project as described in your
August 25, 2000 letter to Carmen Martinez, Los Angeles Public Library, will impact the delivery
of library services in the community. ‘

Here is some information in answer to your questions.

1. The area is currently served by two neighboring branches of the Los Angeles Public Library:
West Los Angeles Regional Branch Library, 11360 Santa Monica Boulevard, Los Angeles
90025, and Palms Rancho Park Branch, 2920 Overland Avenue, Los Angels 90064.

2. A new branch library will be built in Westwood. A November 1998 Library Construction
Bond approved by 73% of the voters provides funds for the purchase of property, the design and
construction of a 12,500 square foot library and parking lot. The proposed site of the Westwood
Branch Library is a lot on Glendon and Wellworth. It is anticipated that design of the new
library will begin in November 2000, and construction will begin early in 2002.

3. The Palazzo Westwood Project will impact library services in the project area. The increased
residential population, and the increased daytime population created by employees and customers
of new retail ‘estabishments significantly effects the use of public library services in the
commuinity.

Please call me if you have questions or require additional information, (213) 228-7586.
My e-mail is fholmes@)lapl.org.

Sincerely, ; : :
F g

ontayne Holmes, Director
Library Facilities Division

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY — AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER Recuciahia #d mede rom mCycisd wasie. @




Los Angeles Unified School District / \\

Environmental Health and Safety

1449 South San Pedro Street
Los Angeles, California 90015
Telephone: (213) 743-5086
Fax: (213) 749-7201

FAX COVER SHEET]

[Jurcenr [ JREQuESTED X FOR YOUR INFO. [ /FOR REVIEW/COMMENTS

DATE 1-31-01

TO: LAURA KAUFMAN

FAX NUMBER: (818) 879-4711

FROM: RAY DIPPEL
ASSISTANT ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING SPECLA

ENVIRONMENTAL HELTH & SAFETY

NUMBER QOF PAGES (including cover sheet):_5

& ORIGINAL(S) WILL BE SENT BY MAIL

DOCUMENT TRANSMITTED: INFORMATION REQUEST FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT & CLARIFICATION OF THE BOUNDARY DESCRIPTIONS.

MESSAGE:

@ PLEASE CALL IMMEDIATELY IF ALL PAGES ARE NOT RECEIVED @
(213) 743-5086




1TD/MDSH182

SCHOOL NAME

WARMNER EL

EMERSON MS

UNIVERSITY SH

CONFIG

K- 5

6 8

9-12

INFORMATION REQUEST FOR AN ENVIRONMMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

OPCAP. YRS? SCHOOL OCT 00

730 NO

1422 NO

2611 NO

[405) 3 items listed out of 3 items.

CAPPED

NO

NO

NO

00.. 00 MAG 00....

19 Jan 2001

00 R&4. 2000 R4 2001 R4 2002 R4 2003 R4 20046 RL

ENROLL R& ENR ENROLL FALL ENR¥ PROJ PROJ PROJ PROJ PROJ

658 659
1403 372
2579 1292

ENR*

] 658 659 597 581 578 563 569

0 403 372 497 560 355 367 553

0 2579 1292 1256 1175 1103 1089 1095

* SCHOOL ENROLLMENT ONLY AT ELEMEWTARY; SCHOOL + MAGNET AT MIDDLE AND HIGH SCHOOLS




LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOI DISTRICT

Business Services Divisicn
LGC. CODE: 7616

SUBJECT: CLARIFICAYION OF THE BOUNDARY DESCRIP|I[ON FUR WARNER AVENUE SCHOOL
EFFECTIVE JULY 1. 1986 (CLARIFIED 3-27-87, 7-1-93). '

This clarification of the existing boundary description does not
change the intent of the boundary as it was approved on

July }, 1986 (clarified 3-27-87). The description starts at the
most northwesterly corner and follows the streets in clockwise
order. Boundaries are on the center of the street unless
otherwise noted.

This is an official copy for your file.
(GRADES K-5) |

MULHOLLAND DRIVE * A LINE SOUTHERLY, FROM AND INCLUDING 12500
MULHOLLAND DRIVE * COLDWATER CANYON DRIVE AND ITS TRIBUTARY
STREET (BOTH SIDES EXCLUDED) * LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT BOUNDARY * WILSHIRE BOULEVARD * VETERAN AVENUE * NORTH
BOUNDARY OF U.S. SOLDIERS® HOME * SAN DIEGO FREEWAY * SUNSET-
BOULEVARD TO THE INTERSECTION OF SUNSET BOULEVARD AND STONE
CANYON ROAD * STONE CANYON ROAD (BOTH SIDES, INCLUDING ALL THE
TRIBUTARY STREETS) TO A POINT NORTHWESTERLY OF STONE CANYON ROAD
AND EAST OF 1980 STRADELLA ROAD * A LINE EASTERLY, EXCLUDING
2000 AND 2001 STONE CANYON FIRE ROAD, TO THE STONE CANYON
RESERVOIR * A LINE EASTERLY ALONG THE SOUTHERN PORTION OF STONE
CANYON RESERVOIR TO THE INTERSECTION OF RIAL LANE AND OLETHA
LANE * OLETHA LANE * A LINE NORTHEASTERLY FROM THE INTERSECTION
OF BASIL LANE AND OLETHA LANE (EXCLUDING BASIL LANE, ANGELO
DRIVE, BAYWOOD COURT, HOLLOW GLEN CIRCLE AND BEVERLY GLEN
BOULEVARD) TO THE INTERSECTION OF MULHOLLAND DRIVE AND BEVERLY
GLEN BOULEVARD.

OPTIONAL: WARNER AVENUE AND ROSCOMARE ROAD SCHOOLS

A LINE NORTHEASTERLY FROM THE INTERSECTION OF SEPULVEDA
BOULEVARD AND THE SAN DIEGO FREEWAY OVERCROSSING TO AND
EXCLUDING 1890 AND 1891 LINDA FLORA DRIVE * LINDA FLORA DRIVE
AND EXTENSION (BOTH SIDES) * ORUM ROAD (BOTH SIDES) * CHALON
ROAD (BOTH SIDES) 70 THE INTERSECTION OF CHALON ROAD AND
ROSCOMARE ROAD * ROSCOMARE ROAD (BOTH SIDES, INCLUDING ALL OF
ANZIO ROAD AND VERANO ROAD, EXCLUDED) * A LINE EASTERLY THROUGH
AND EXCLUDING 1980 AND 1981 STRADELLA ROAD * A LINE SOUTHERLY
(BOTH SIDES OF STONE CANYON ROAD AND ITS TRIBUTARY STREETS
EXCLUDED) TO THE INTERSECTION OF STONE CANYON ROAD AND CHALON
ROAD * STONE CANYON ROAD (BOTH SIDES EXCLUDED) * SUNSET
BOULEVARD * SAN DIEGO FREEWAY. _

For assistance, please call Demographic and Boundary Unit, Business Services
Division, at 742-7596

APPROVED: DAVID W. KOCH, Business Manager, Business Services Division
DISTRIBUTION: School . Demographic and Boundary Unit
Heritage School School Traffic and Safety Education Section
Pupil Statistics Department of Transportation, City of L.A.

Transoortation Branch




LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
information Technology Division

LOC. CODE: 8123

SUBJECT: CLARIFICATION QF THE BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION FOR RALPH WALDO EMERSON MIDDLE SCHOOL
EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 1993 (UPDATED 7-1-86} (CLARIFIED 10-7-96).

This clarification of the existing boundary description does not change the intent of the
boundary as it was approved on July 1, 1993 {upda 7-1-98). (Changes have been
highlighted by “strikeout” and/or boidface type.] The description starts at the most
northwesterly corner and foliows the streets in ciockwise order. Boundaries are on the
center of the street unless otherwise noted.

This is an official copy for your file.

(GRADES 6 - 8)

AREA I: MULHOLLAND DRIVE TO AND INCLUDING 8600 MULHOLLAND DRIVE * LINE
SOUTHERLY AND EAST OF BRIARCREST LANE, ALTO CEDRO DRIVE, BRIARCREST
ROAD AND MEREDITH PLACE * LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOQL DISTRICT BOUNDARY
* SANTA MONICA BOULEVARD * LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
BOUNDARY * WILSHIRE BOULEVARD * SEPULVEDA BOULEVARD * A LINE
NORTHWESTERLY FROM THE INTERSECTION OF RHAERTON-—ROAD SKIRBALL CENTER
DRIVE AND SEPULVEDA BOULEVARD * EASTMAMNDEMVHLE -CANYON—FRE—-ROAD
CANYONBACK ROAD.

AREA 1I: WILSHIRE BOULEVARD * CURSON AVENUE * SAN VICENTE BOULEVARD *
HIGHLAND AVENUE * VENICE BOULEVARD * LA BREA AVENUE * WASHINGTON
BOULEVARD * REDONDO BOULEVARD * TWENTY-FIRST STREET * DUNSMUIR AVENUE
* WASHINGTON BOULEVARD * CARMONA AVENUE (BOTH SIDES EXCLUDED) *
BALLONA CREEK * THURMAN AVENUE AND EXTENSION (BOTH SIDES EXCLUDED) *
SPAULDING AVENUE (BOTH SIDES EXCLUDED) * PICO BOULEVARD * BEDFORD
STREET * WHITWORTH DRIVE * LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT BOUNDARY.

NOTE: TRANSPORTATION PROVIDED FOR STUDENTS IN AREA 1l ONLY.

QPTIONAL: EMERSON AND VAN NUYS MIDBLE SCHOOLS

SERVICE ROAD (BOTH SIDES) * MULHOLLAND DRIVE. .

OPTIONAL: EMERSON AND WEBSTER MIDDLE SCHOOQLS

SANTA MONICA BOULEVARD * LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT BOUNDARY
* HEATH AVENUE AND EXTENSION EXCLUDING BOTH SIDES OF HILLGREEN DRIVE *
PICO BOULEVARD * VETERAN AVENUE * OLYMPIC BOULEVARD * SEPULVEDA
BOULEVARD.

For assistance, please call Demographic and Boundary Unit, Information Technology Division, at (213) 625-5454,

APPROVED: JOHN K. NAGATA, Assistant Superintendent, information Technology Division

DISTRIBUTION: School Demographic and Boundary Unit
Heritage School School Traffic and Safety Education Section
Pupil Statistics Department of Transportation, City of L. A.

Transportation Branch




LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

information Technology Division
LOC. CODE: 8886

SUBJECT: RIFICATI FTH N Y PTION FOR UINI
FFECTIV Yi.1 PDATED 7-1- RIFIED 10-7-

This clarification of the existing boundary description does not change the
intent of the boundary as it was approved on July 1, 1993 {updated 7-1-
986). (Changes have been highlighted by “strikeout” and/or boldface type.)
The description starts at the most northwesterly corner and follows the
streets in clockwise order. Boundaries are on the center of the street
unless otherwise noted.

This is an official copy for your file.

(GRADES 9-12)

MULHOLLAND DRIVE TO AND INCLUDING 8600 MULHOLLAND DRIVE * A
LINE SOUTHERLY, EAST OF BRIARCREST LANE, ALTO CEDRO DRIVE,
BRIARCREST ROAD AND MEREDITH PLACE * LOS ANGELES UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT BOUNDARY * CONSTELLATION BOULEVARD AND
EXTENSION * CENTURY PARK WEST * MISSISSIPP! AVENUE AND
EXTENSION * BEVERLY GLEN BOULEVARD * OLYMPIC BOULEVARD *
OVERLAND AVENUE * PICO BOULEVARD * WESTWOOD BOULEVARD *
BROOKHAVEN AVENUE * MILITARY AVENUE * NATIONAL BOULEVARD
AND EXTENSION * LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
BOUNDARY * MONTANA AVENUE * GRETNA GREEN WAY * SAN VICENTE
BOULEVARD * BUNDY DRIVE (BOTH SIDES AND ROSE MARIE LANE
EXCLUDED) TO COYNE.PLACE * BUNDY DRIVE * SUNSET BOULEVARD *
SEPULVEDA BOULEVARD * A LINE NORTHWESTERLY FROM THE
INTERSECTION OF RIMERTON-ROAD SKIRBALL CENTER DRIVE AND
SEPULVEDA BOULEVARD * =AST—MANDEVILLE CANYON—FIRE—RCAD
CANYONBACK ROAD.

OPTIONAL: UNIVERSITY AND VAN NUYS HIGH SCHOOLS

SERVICE ROAD (BOTH SIDES) * MULHOLLAND DRIVE.

APPROVED: JOHN K. NAGATA, Assistant Superintendent, Inforhation Technology Division

DISTRIBUTION: School Demographic and Boundary Unit
Heritage School School Traffic and Safety Education Section
Pupil Statistics Department of Transportation, City of L. A,

Transportation Branch
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Los Angeles Unified School District

Environmental Health and Safety

1449 South San Pedro Street
Los Angeles, California 90015
Telephone: (213) 743-5086
Fax: (213) 749-7201

FAX COVER SHEET;

[JurGent [ JREQUESTED X FOR YOUR NFO. [/FOR REVEEW/COMMENTS

7O LAURA KAUFMAN DATE 1-31-01

FAX NUMBER: (818) 879-4711

FROM: RAY DIPPEL
ASSISTANT ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING SPECIALIST
ENVIRONMENTAL HELTH & SAFETY

NUMBER OF PAGES (including cover sheet)._5

& ORIGINAL(S) WILL BE SENT BY MAIL

DOCUMENT TRANSMITTED: INF ORMATION REQUEST FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT & CLARIFICATION OF THE BOUNDARY DESCRIPTIONS.

MESSAGE:

Q) PLEASE CALL IMMEDIATELY IF ALL PAGES ARE NOT RECEJVED @ é
(213} 743-5086 4
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TO:

COMPANY: £ WV Corm

[08)80900_ wone(MI)E7FHAD

FAX:

FROM:

HMK Engineering, Inc.

24007 Ventura Blvd., Suite 102
Calabasas, CA 91302
Phone (818) 222-0301 Fax (818) 222-1405

Facsimile Cover Letter

DATE: 2] O [0

T; AV IS PAGE L OF PAGES

{Including this cover letter)

Dave f\’{(’/ﬁ?( joeno. a8

SUBJECT: Uﬂ.ﬂ’med 9’&/4271?) | | o

MESSAGE:

SEWER DMZT

Transmitted from fax number (§18) 222-1405.
Please call (818) 222-0301 if you did not receive the stated number of pages
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SEWER AVAILABILITY e

W W

: /7 CAsclv-.u Compawy — DavE MeecEr

Tel No. RIS TSZ-030!
Fax No. &8 Z2Z-1405

2. LOCATION/JOB ADDRESS : |01 GLENDON A‘Uﬁf
3. SEWER CONNECTION AT: G?LEMDC’U Ave.

1.NAME OF APPLICANT

4 MANHOLE No. . , |
) 'y i ~ \
o sewer war o, L2 X% wve wap wo WA 2787 [ 1670

6. EXISTING MAIN SEWER LINE IN THE STREET:
2. TYPE OF BUILDING USE: @T D MMERCTAL

8. BLDG. PERMIT APPLICATION NO.: (\m\/ oACESS)
o. ESTIMATED SEWER FLOW: _ 00, 0¢0__ (GPD), OR _0: 108 _(cFs)

10. SEWER AVAILABILITY : [ ] CAPACITY AVAILABLE.
- [ ] CAPACITY NOT AVAILABLE.

REMARKS: '
, =N g AVD QpimeRdy
A T A

REQUESTED BY’M
DEVELQPMENT SERVICES DIVISION

BUREAL OF ENGINEERING. PERAMITS/PUBLIC COLNTER

” ' , ! Tel {213) 977 - €033 , Fsx [213) 970 - 6DS0.
DA._TE: - /[TZI i
T, &/4 WA
SEWER AVAILABILITY
CHECKED BY: w. . e
‘ LAY s e

HAGOP YEPREMIAN

SONIA ALVAREZ
BUREAU OF SANITATION
1N SI-D562 . fax 45-30DE.
473 3149 473 9222
DATE: .




F.82

MR L B L i Lvnirrow 1w, 11 1wy Wiz Department of Public Wory.
. . Bureau of Engineerin
b Adress: /f'% 4 ND(‘“L 7‘(”#& ’ Sewer Wys Map: 7/ 7£ 7 g v
tpared By Date! i Phone No.;
rra T :
T i
SEWERAGE CHARGE {SFC) ESTIMATE ONLY _—
REQUEST FOR SEWER AVAILABILITY STUDY (lor ﬂaw increases > 4,800 GPD only)
- — Address Requastto;
Appicart Name Land Deveispmant Sacion
Maiitng Adsiress: 824 S. Spring Strwet, 4th Ficer
Mail Stop 501
Phone Ne.: Los Angeies, CA £0014
Note:  Aba=h zopy of register validstad Building Permit Application Attargion: Al ingain
showng Bullding ang Salety Plan Check Fees paid. 213-847.5022
+IITY DESCRIFTION QUANTTTY UNITS SGF RATE (3) FLOW AMOUNT
+ Body/Mechanicai Repar Shop 1000 gr.aq.ft. 80 GPDS 245 GPD s
oty Parier 1000 gr.sa.t. 22 GPD S a5% GPC § _
Teh:Foeoesd Set Sest 4 GPD $ 12 GPD §$
&l Orfiea/Clinie 1000 gr.sq.nt =0 GPD S T34 GPD §
wry:Sall Service ' Maching 70 GPD S §12 GPD 3
vfaturing/inaustial Faclity 1000 gr.sq.tt 8 GPDS 245 GFD §
ieal OMien/Clniz 1000 pr.eq.nt =p GPDS 34 GFD 3 } _
a Buliding 1000 gr.5q.0 1% GPD S 445 GPD 3
dentialApanmant.Bacneler Dweiing Unt 8 GPDS 280 GPD § _
JantatApgromens.1 Becroom < I Dwelling Unit 120 GPD & w0 _2 /72 GO
sentisl:Agarmment-2 Bedreams i Xl Dwelling Lt 180 GPD § g2 _ AN (% Geps
santiatApsnment-3 Bacreoms ’ Dwaliing Untt X0 GPD S €50 ' GPO § |
tentzl-Aparoment>3 Becrooms add! barm & GPD S ik GPD 3
ft:Duple/Townhousa’SFD-1 Bdm —  Dwaiing Uni 130 GPD S & GPD
r:DupleyTownhouse/SFD-2 Barm Dweling Unit 180 GPD § a5 GPD
M:Duplax/Townhtuse/SFD-3 Bdrm Owalling Uit 20 GPDS 747 GPD 3
 tDuplax/Toewnheuwse/SFD>3 Brm < barm o GPDS 182 ePDS __
urant:Fest Food (ndocr ssat) —_— Seat 2% GPDS 101 GPD §
urant-Fast Food (outriser sast) Sext 12 GPDS 81 GPD $ '
urant: Full Servics (indoor waat) Seat A G&GPDS 181 GPOS __
urant:Full Service (sutdoor saxt) Saat 8 GPDS -} GPD $ ——
ezt Tkt 280 om0 GPOS 13 _ L 70 6Po s
Mokt [ T [ CH.GF weogsan w GPOS w6 T 27D aens
tbay Care ! Chilg B GPDS 24 GPD $
rtinemalive Musi2’Opens Saat 4 GPDS 12 GPD §
ousa 1000 grag.ft 2 G&GPL3I £ GPD S
GFD $ GPD §
GPD $ GPD s
- GPD $ . _GPD'S
sumewis__(2, 76D GpD s ' |
T FOR PRIOR USE OR APPLICABLE FEZS PREVIOUSLY PAID 63 67
om— - GPD § __(/ . ePDS __
- GPD $ Ghlelitlerns
GPD § GPD s
%ntis) required for SFC Credit Creall Subtewal = GPO S
Uficatets) Occupancy

AHimen Dot
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CrTY OF LOS ANGELES

BOARD OF RECREATION AND DEPARTMENT OF
PARK COMMISSIONERS CALIFORNIA RECREATION AND PARKS
i PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION
200 NO. MAIN ST. ROOM 709
sm\rEPx:; ;g?_rompf MADN ST. R
LOS ANGELES, CALTF. 90012
213) 485-5671
LEROY CHASE ¢
VICE PRESIDENT FAX {213) 617-043%
MARLA ELENA DURAZO
MIKE ROOS ‘
LISA SPECHT ELLEN OPPENHEIM
RICHARD J. RIORDAN GENERAL MANAGER
MAYOR

September 1, 2000

Laura Kaufman, AICP
Envicom Corporation
28328 Agoura Road
Agoura Hills, CA 91301

Dear Ms. Kaufman:

PROPOSED PALLAZZ0O WESTWOOD PROJECT

In response to your questions regarding the proposed Palazzo Westwood project, the following is
OUr Tesponse:

Q(1): Are existing parks adequate in the Westwood area, and does the City have any plans to
develop new parks in the Westwood area? :

A: Existing parks in the Westwood area are not adequate nor are any parks adequate in the City
of Los Angeles based on the ratio of park lands to people ( four (4) acres per 1000 people).
There are no plans at present to expand nor improve parks in the Westwood area. Only one
park, Westwood and a little league complex across the street are located in the Westwood
area.

Q (2): Would payment of the required Quimby or other park impact fees alone be sufficient to
offset the proposed projects impact on City parks and recreation services?

Payment of Quimby fees would only put a dent in the amount of funds needed to achieve our
goal of four (4) acres/1000 people in the Westwood area.

v %
M

Q (3): Can projects receive credit for on-site amenities to serve the project residential units?

A Yes, however, staff of this Department determines whether credit can be given upon review
of the plans.

AN FOUATL EMPI.OYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOVER




Laura Kaufman
September 1, 2000

Page Two

Q (4): Do you have any recommendations that might ensure that the proposed project would not
result in any significant park and recreation impacts?

A: Yes, suggest to the developer to include in his project enough park amenities to offset the
impact.

If you need any additional information, please call me, at (213) 485-8168.
Sincerely,

ELLEN OPPENHEIM
General Managcr

ALONZO A. CARMICHA_EL
Planning Officer

EOQ/AAC:asl

cc: Maureen Tamuri, Assistant General Manager

wa




