THE DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The Los Angeles County Planning Commission will conduct a' public hearing on the
following project and consider adoption of a Negative Declaration. You will have an
opportunity to testify or submit written comments.

Date and Time: Wednesday, November 10, 2010 at 9:00 a.m.
Hearing Location: ‘Room 150, 320 West Temple Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012

Permit(s): R2007-02922-(4), Oak Tree Permit 200700047

Project Location: 3493 Viewfield Avenue, Hacienda Heights Hacienda Heights

Descrlptlon The applicant is requesting an oak tree permit to authorize the removal of -
seventeen (17) mitigation oak trees located on the northern and western
rear portion of a 1.4 acre lot in the A-2-1 (Heavy Agriculiure-One Acre Lot
Minimum) Zone in the Hacienda Heights Zoned District.

Comment Period: From 10/11/2010 to 11/9/2010 on the Negative Declaration

Addt’l Info: Review case materials online at http:/planning.lacounty.gov/case or at
Hacienda Heights Library
16010 La Monde St.
Hacienda Heights CA 91745
(626) 968-9356

Contact; Diane Aranda

Dept. of Regional Planning, 320 W. Temple St., Los Angeles, CA 90012
Telephone: 213-974-6435 Fax: 213-626-0434
E-mail: DAranda@planning.lacounty.gov

If you need reasonable accommodations or auxiliary aids, contact the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) Coordinator at 213-974-6488 (Voice) or 213-617-2292 (TDD) at least
3 business days’ notice.

Si necesita mas informacion por favor llame al 213-974-6466.






Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning :
320 West Temple Street PUBLIC HEARING DATE | AGENDA ITEM
Los Angeles, California 90012 11/10/2010
Telephone (213) 974-6435 ‘
PROJECT NUMBER R2007-02922-(4 RPC CONSENT DATE CONTINUE TO
Oak Tree Permit 200700047
' OWNER REPRESENTATIVE
Jeff Louie Jeff Louie Michael Crane
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The applicant is requesting an oak tree permit for the removal of seventeen (17) mitigation oak trees located on the
northern and western portion of a 1.4 acre lot located in the A-2-1 (Heavy Agriculture-One Acre Lot Minimum) Zone in the
community of Hacienda Heights. The subject property has an existing 6,323 sq. ft. two-story single family residence with
the subject trees located in the rear portion of the property. The mitigation trees are damaged due to improper planting
and the previous grading to accommodate a pool and landscaping. For this reason, the applicant is requesting to remove
the damaged oak trees from the rear portion of the property.

REQUIRED ENTITLEMENTS

The applicant is requesting an oak tree permit to authorize the removal of seventeen (17) mitigation oak trees
located on the northern and western rear portion of a 1.4 acre lot in the A-2-1 (Heavy Agriculture-One Acre Lot
Minimum) Zone in the Hacienda Heights Zoned District. ‘

LOCATION/ADDRESS
3493 Viewfield Avenue, Hacienda Heights

SITE DESCRIPTION

The site plan depicts a 6,323 sq. ft. two-story single family residence on the eastern portion of a 1.4 acre lot. There are
(17) mitigation oak trees on the rear portion of the property.

ACCESS ZONED DISTRICT
Cul-de-sac on Viewfield Avenue Hacienda Heights
ASSESSORS PARCEL NUMBER ; COMMUNITY
8291047028 Hacienda Heights
SIZE COMMUNITY STANDARDS DISTRICT
1.4 Acres

EXISTING LAND USE EXISTING ZONING
Project Site Single Family Residence A-2-1 (Heavy Agncultuzrce);](;ne Acre Lot Minimum)

. . . A-1-1 (Light Agriculture) Zone, RPD (Residential
North Single Family Residences Planned Development-15000-3.2U)
East Condominiums A-2-1 (Heavy Agncultuzr;(;ne Acre Lot Minimum)
South Single Family Residences A-2-1 (Heavy Agricultugg;(;ne Acre Lot Minimum)
West Single Family Residences R-A-12000 (Residential Agriculture) Zone
GENERAL PLAN/COMMUNITY PLAN LAND USE DESIGNATION MAXIMUM DENSITY
Hacienda Heights Community Plan N2 - Non-Urban 2 (0.3 to 1.0 du/ac) | 1.0 du/ac
ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION
Negative Declaration

RPC LAST MEETING ACTION SUMMARY

LAST RPC MEETING DATE RPC ACTION NEEDED FOR NEXT MEETING
MEMBERS VOTING AYE MEMBERS VOTING NO - | MEMBERS ABSTAINING/ABSENT

TO BE COMPLETED ONLY ON CASES TO BE HEARD BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

STAFF CONTACT PERSON: Diane Aranda

RPC HEARING DATE(S) RPC ACTION DATE | RPC RECOMMENDATION
MEMBERS VOTING AYE MEMBERS VOTING NO MEMBERS ABSTAINING
STAFF RECOMMENDATION (PRIOR TO HEARING):

SPEAKERS* PETITIONS ‘ LETTERS

(©)0 (F) O Q) 0 (F) O ©) 0 (F) 0

*(O) = Opponents (F) = In Favor




Burden of Proof for 3493 Viewfield Rd., Hacienda Heights:

A. That the propbsed construction or proposed use will be accomplished without
endangering the health of the remaining trees subject to this Part 16, if any, on the subject

property:

The construction is completed on the new house as well as the major portions of the
landscape such as hardscape and mainline j_rrigati\on routing. The remaining landscape
installation, possibly including Cixﬁﬁm—ing Wll not encroach within the driplines
of the oak trees. —

B. That the removal or relocation of the oak tree(s) proposed will not result in soil
erosion through the diversion or increased flow of surface waters which can not be
satisfactorily mitigated, and...

‘The subject oak trees are recently installed 48 & 60 nursery grown specimens. They
are replacement trees which have all been planted at the top of a graded ridge in the back
yard of the property. The trees have been planted extremely close‘together which will
limit their canopy growth and spread. The trees have also been planted too deeply and in
most cases the root collars are a foot or more under the soil grade. Symptoms of root
problems such as bleeding and oozing on the trunks are becoming apparent. The trees do
not significantly contribute or function as erosion control plants and in their declining
state, will continue to diminish as such.

C. That in addition to the above facts at least one of the findings apply:
That the oak tree(s) proposed for removal, with reference to seriously debilitating
disease or danger of falling, is such that it cannot be remedied through reasonable
preservation procedures and practice.

Two major factors concerning the health and condition of the subject trees cannot be
effectively corrected; root health and canopy formation. The root health of the trees is in
decline due to them being planted too deeply. Gas exchange becomes limited in the root
zones, carbohydrate reserves diminish, and the trees gradually decline. The excessive
and continual moisture on sunken root collars also leads to the introduction of fungal
pathogens, of which symptoms are showing-up on the subject trees now. Mitigation of
the deeply situated root collars will require the installation of a large retaining wall or
expansive tree wells which will greatly surpass the initial cost of the subject trees and the
trees have been damaged to a point that mitigation may not improve their chances of
survival. The trees have also been planted too closely together. The natural spread of
oak trees is roughly 40 to 60 feet. Oaks can maintain healthy looking and symmetrical
canopies if given at least 25 to 30 feet of canopy space. The subject trees have, in most
cases been planted 10 feet or less apart from each other. These trees will become thin,
stunted and irregularly shaped as they mature. It is likely that these trees, even with
proper care, will never be landscape quality trees which they were intended to be.



PROJECT NUMBER: R2007-02922-(4)

CASES: ROAK200700047

ENV 201000023

% % % % INITIAL STUDY * * * *

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING

GENERAL INFORMAT

LA. Map Date: June 8, 2004

Thomas Guide: 678-A6

Location: 3493 Viewfield Avenue, Hacienda Heights, APN- &

Description of Project: The application is fc

oak trees located on the northern and

Gross Acres:

Environmental Setting: s located adjacent to a hillside along a cul-de-sac on a rectangular shaped

1.4 acre lot developed with a 6, 3. le family residence with seventeen oak trees on the north and western

_portion of the property. Surrounding uses consists of a single family residential in all directions.

Zoning: A-2-1 (Heavy Ag-riculture-One Acre Lot Minimum) zone

General Plan: N2 - Non-Urban 2 (0.3 to 1.0 du/ac)

Community/Area wide Plan: Hacienda Heights Community Plan
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Major projects in area:

PROJECT NUMBER DESCRIPTION & STATUS

TR39961 Approved on May 10, 1989 for 20 single family lots on 26.26 acres.

Oak Tree Permit to authorize the removal of (19) oak trees from a total of (36) on

26.26 acres to construct (20) single-family lots. The grant was approved on January
ROAK 89-365 25, 1990.

Responsible Agencies

X] None

o Rggri;?;leo Z:Zr Quality | ] SCAG Criteria
[ ] Los Angeles Region =[] Air Quality
]:] Léhorkkltank Region Water Resources

[] Coastal Commission i [] Santa Monica Mtns. Area

[] Army Corps of Engineers }*es?urce Conse@%’uon District of - ]

L] Ll

Ll Ll

O L]

Ll L]

L] L]

Trustee Agencies County Reviewing Agencies

None [ [ Subdivision Committee
[ ] DPW: Land Development

[] State Fish and Game ] Division

[ ] State Parks ] X] Fire Dept. Forestry Division
L] Sanitation District (Check if

] ] sewers proposed)

[ ] DPH Environmental Health: '

] Environmental Hygiene

(noise, air quality and vibration) ] ]
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[] Solid Waste Management
(landfills, trash trucks & transfer
stations)

[] Land Use Program (septic
systems & wells)

[] Cross Connection and Water
Pollution Control Program
(recycled and reclaimed water)
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IMPACT ANALYSIS MATRIX ANALYSIS SUMMARY (See individual pages for details)
Less than Significant Impact/No Impact
Less than Significant Impact with Project Mitigation

CATEGORY FACTOR Pg Potential Concern
HAZARDS 1. Geotechnical 5 X

2. Flood 6 X

3. Fire 7 | IX

4. Noise 8 X
RESOURCES 1. Water Quality 9 X

2. Air Quality 10 | X

3. Biota 11 ’

4. Cultural Resources 12 | [X

5. Mineral Resources 13 X

6. Agriculture Resources 14

7. Visual Qualities X
SERVICES 1. Traffic/Access 2 X

2. Sewage Disposal X

3. Education

4. Fire/Sheri . )

5. Utilit *
OTHER 1. Gene ]

2. XEE

DEVELOPMENT

As required by the Los An

1 neral Plan, DMS* shall be employed in the Initial Study phase of the
environmental review proced

by state law.

1.  Development Policy Map Desighation:

< - Is the proje;: ocated in the Antelope Valley, East San Gabriel Valley, Malibu/Santa Monica
2. [JYes DINo Mountains or Santa Clarita Valley planning area?

t j i ithi ' urban
3. [ Yes [X]No Is the project at urb?n density and located within, or proposes a plan amendment to, an
expansion designation?

If both of the above questions are answered "yes", the project is subject to a County DMS analysis.
[] Check if DMS printout generated (attached)

Date of printout:

[] Check if DMS overview worksheet completed (attached)
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EIRs and/or staff reports shall utilize the most current DMS information available.

Environmental Finding:

FINAL DETERMINATION: On the basis of this Initial Study, the Department of Regional Planning
finds that this project qualifies for the following environmental document:

}XI NEGATIVE DECLARATION, inasmuch as the proposed project will not have a significant effect on the
“environment.

An Initial Study was prepared on this project in compliance wi te CEQA Guidelines and the environmental
reporting - procedures of the County of Los Angeles. Ve
established threshold criteria for any environmental/servi

on the physical environment.

y analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to legal standards, and
res based on the earlier analysis as described on the attached sheets
101). The EIR is required to analyze only the factors not previously
addressed. :

Reviewed by:

Date: _ ox/2Y /o

~ ) M ‘ /i ") ' { /
wwwrovetvy: L2777 o _$]0G ][0
[[] Determination appealed — see attached she

*NOTE: Findings for Environmental Impact Reports will be prepared as a separate document following the public
hearing on the project.

5 - 8124110



HAZARDS - 1. Geotechnical
SETTING/IMPACTS

Is the project located in an active or potentially active fault zone, Seismic Hazards Zone, or

a. Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone?
A fault zone is within 450 feet of the subject property.
b. Is the project site located in an area containing a major landslide(s)?
The project site is located in a Landslide Zone request is _for the removal of seventeen
oak trees. No construction is being propos
c.
Is the prOJect site subject to hi
d. ’ ;
hydrocompaction?
The project site is not located i - :
. Is the proposed project considered Suse(school, hosp ublic assembly site)

toa s1@1ﬁ%g§@j€c]mmal hazard"

located in close pr:

oximity

R —

- Will the project entail su @tantra*
‘7

[] Building Ordinance No i 08B, 309, 310, and 311 and Chapters 29 and 70
[ ] MITIGATION MEASURES [l OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ Lot Size [] Project Design [ 1 Approval of Geotechnical Report by DPW

Project is requesting the removal of seventeen (17) mitigation Oak genus trees.

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on, or be
impacted by, geotechnical factors?

[ Potentially significant [] Less than significant with project mitigation Less than significant/No Impact
6 8/24/110



HAZARDS - 2. Flood

SETTING/IMPACTS

] Is the major drainage course, as identified on USGS quad sheets by a dashed line, located on
a the project site?

eNet > Topography > Topos - USGS Quads

Is the project site located within or does it co “a floodway, floodplain, or designated
b. [

flood hazard zone?

N/A
C.

h single family residences.

d bris deposition from run-
venteen (17) mz'tigdt i trees of the Oak genus
estern portion of a 1.4 rectangular shaped lot.

e g drainage pattern of the site or area?

(17) mitigation trees of the Oak genus
portion of a 1.4 rectangular shaped lot.

[[] Ordinance No. 12,114 (Floodways)

[ ] MITIGATION MEASURE X OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[JLotSize  []Project Design

Project is a request for the removal of seventeen (17) mitigation trees of the Oak genus (Quercus) species located on
the north and western portion of a 1.4 rectangular shaped lot.

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on, or be
impacted by flood (hydrological) factors?

L] Potentially significant [] Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact

7 8/24/10



HAZARDS - 3. Fire

SET

a. Is the project site located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (Fire Zone 4)?
The proposed project is located in a “Very High Severity Zone”. The project is for the
removal of seventeen mitigation oak trees.

b H Is the project site in a high fire hazard area and served by inadequate access due to lengths,

) width, surface materials, turnarounds or grade?:== ”“‘j“‘“’”“’*‘

The project is for the removal of seventeemmszgatzon oak trees. No construction is being
proposed. :

c. [

d. H

standards?
The project is for tM M}:gmoval of seventeemm;w gation oak trees.
proposed

R s
ft

‘baw)mm

goximity to po ’éntial dangerous fire hazard conditions/uses

[ ] MITIGATION MEASURES X OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
[_] Project Design [] Compatible Use

The project is for the removal of seventeen mitigation oak trees located on the rear portion of a 1.4 acre lot.

No construction is being proposed.

CONCLUSION
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on, or be
impacted by fire hazard factors?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation Less than significant/No impact
8 8/24/10




HAZARDS - 4. Noise

SETTING/IMPACTS
Maybe

a. []  Is the project site located near a high noise source (airports, railroads, freeways, industry)?
The project site is located in a residential area. The surrounding community is single family
residences in all directions.

b u Is the proposed use con31dered sensmve (scho

c. [
project? %W
The proposed project is for the W:aa oval of seventeen mitigation-oa

d 0] Would the project result in a substantialtemporaty or periodic 1n’ rease in amblent noise

levels in the project¥iginity above level: s-without the project? =
The proposed prOJecmsﬁmhe removal oﬁg@;&gnteen mitigation oak trees. No construction is

being proposed.

Other factors?

[] MITIGATION MEASURES [] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[] Lot Size [ Project De on [1cCo ible Use

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on, or be
adversely impacted by noise?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation Less than significant/No impact

9 : 8/24/10



RESOURCES - 1. Water Quality

SETTING/IMPACTS
No Maybe ;
a X | Is the project site located in an area having known water quality problems and proposing the
’ use of individual water wells?
, The project site is located in an area developed with existing single family residences.
b. = ] Will the proposed project require the use of a private sewage disposal system?
N/A -
If the answer is yes, is the project site locate,gjgnyan area having known septic tank limitations
X L] due to high groundwater or other geotechn )
c. = 1 groundwater and/or storm wat x“ﬁﬁnoff to the storm water’;;gi;mveyance system and/or
receiving water bodies? i
There is no construction being prop@sed
Could the pro;ect’m, development fimt iities |
d. X []  runoff and/or couldspostdeve storm water discharges contrlbute potential

[ e .

pollutants to the storm*water"eomveyance syst“’“

s, SN

and/or receiving bodies?

Code — Ordinance No.7583, Chapter 5

The project is a request for the re enteen mitigation oak trees located on the rear portion of a 1.4 acre lot.

CONCLUSION
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on, or be
adversely impacted by, water quality problems?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation Less than significant/No impact
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RESOURCES - 2. Air Quality

SETTING/IMPACTS
No Maybe
Will the proposed project exceed the State’s criteria for regional significance (generally (a)
a. X ] 500 dwelling units for residential users or (b) 40 gross acres, 650,000 square feet of floor
area or 1,000 employees for non-residential uses)?
The project is for an Oak Tree Permit to allow the removal of seventeen mitigation oak irees.
b 4 ] Is the proposal considered a sensitive use (schools hospitals, parks) and located near a
. = freeway or heavy industrial use?
The project site is located on a 1.4 acre lot d.
residence.
Will the project increase local emissions:to-a-sig
c. X ] congestion or use of a parking structurmor«excee&“j QMD thresholds of potential significance
per Screening Tables of the CEQA”K” # Quality Ha%@@g}c"
N/A
d X [ Will the project generate or is tl{&»,,s;te in close prox1m1ty to Soti sources that create obnoxious
’ odors, dust, and/or hazardous emf’s“”ﬁ‘éns‘? i
e. = L]
£ X n » dard o”“f“’%nmbute substantially to an existing or
g. X
h. X
STANDARD CODE REQUIRE

[ ] Health and Safety Code — Section 40506
[_] MITIGATION MEASURES [ 1] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
[ Project Design [] Air Quality Report

The project is a request for the removal of seventeen mitigation oak trees located on the rear portion of a 1.4 acre lot.

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on, or be
adversely impacted by, air quality

[_] Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact
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RESOURCES - 3. Biota

SETTING/IMPACTS
No  Maybe
Is the project site located within Significant Ecological Area (SEA), SEA Buffer, or coastal
a = Il Sensitive Environmental Resource (ESHA, etc.), or is the site relatively undisturbed and
natural?
The project is located in a developed area.
b 4 ] Will grading, fire clearance, or flood related improyvements remove substantial natural
’ o habitat areas?
c. X O
d. X L]
e. X O
, three (3) Holly Oak (Quercus ilex),
the north and western portion of 1.4
f. =
g =g

[l OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
[ ] ERB/SEATAC Review Oak Tree Permit

] MITIGATION ME
[] Lot Size ]

The applicant shall provide mitiga
letter dated May 28, 2009).

of the oak genus at a rate of 2:1 for total of (34) trees (See Fire-Forestry

CONCLUSION
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on, biotic
resources?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation <] Less than significant/No impact

12 8/24/10



RESOURCES - 4. Archaeological/Historical/Paleontological

SETTING/IMPACTS
No Maybe
Is the project site in or near an area containing known archaeological resources or containing
a. X 1 features (drainage course, spring, knoll, rock outcroppmgs or oak trees) that indicate
potential archaeological sensitivity?
The project site is developed with a 6,323 sq.; -Story single family residence. There are
tion of the property
b. X []
N/A
C. X [C]  Does the project site contain k
N/A
4 I ] Would the proj ject
N/A
. ¢ Wc_)uld the
f. =
[ ] MITIGATI [ ] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
[JLot Size ' Phase 1 Archaeology Report
CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on
archaeological, historical, or paleontological resources?

[[] Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact

13 8/24/10



RESOURCES - 5. Mineral Resources

SETTING/IMPACTS
No Maybe
2 S ] Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
’ o would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

The project site is located on a 1.4 acre lot developed with an existing single family
residence. ' :
Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral

b. | X Il resource discovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land

' use plan? S

N/A
Other factors?

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on mineral
resources?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact

14 8/24/10



RESOURCES - 6. Agriculture Resources

SETTING/IMPACTS
Maybe
Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
a. | Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency to non-agricultural use?
N/A
Would the project conflict with existing zomng for Lagrxculmral use, or a Williamson Act
b. []
contract? e
The proposed project is a request to remogejggggenteen (17) mitigation oak trees located on
the north and western portion of a 1. 4 acre-lot: \the A-Z-I (Heavy Agrzculture—()ne Acre Lot
Minimum) Zone. The property is
family residence.
c [ Would the pI'()_]CCt 1nvolve othex;“@hanges in the ex1sting;énvironment that due to their location
N/A
d. [l  Other factors?

] MITIGATION MEAS

£5) 31gn

e

[] Lot Size [] Project:

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on
agriculture resources?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact
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RESOURCES - 7. Visual Qualities

SETTING/IMPACTS
No Maybe
Is the project site substantially visible from or will it obstruct views along a scenic highway
a. X O (as shown on the Scenic Highway Element), or is it located within a scenic corridor or will it
otherwise impact the viewshed?
The proposed project is a request 10 remove seventeen mitigation oak trees. No construction
is proposed. s
b xd [ Is the project substantially visible from or Wkl? 1
) e hiking trail?
N/A : :
c X ] Is the project site located in an undevé‘loped or und?%*ﬁg};ﬁggd area that contains unique
: aesthetic features? S
d. X O
The proposed pl‘O]ew i
is proposed.
e. <
f. X

[] MITIGATIO! [] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[] Lot Size Visual Report ] Compatible Use

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on scenic
qualities?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact
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SERVICES - 1. Traffic/Access

SETTING/IMPACTS
No Maybe
2 X [ Does the project contain 25 dwelling units, or more and is it located in an area with known
' congestion problems (roadway or intersections)?

The proposed project is a request to remove seventeen mitigation oak trees. No construction
is proposed.

b. X 1 Will the project result in any hazardous traffic cggdltlons?
The proposed project is a request to remove s ;zen mitigation oak trees. No construction

c. X O
N/A . =N

d X [ Will inadequate access durmgf““a”i“i“e’*f”nergency (other thanfire. hazards) result in problems for

emergency vehicles or resxdent%flcmyloyees in the area?
The proposed project is a request
is proposed.

agement program*

S

[l OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[] Project Design ] Consultation with Traffic & Lighting Division

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on
traffic/access factors?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation [X| Less than significant/No impact
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SETTH:I G/IMPACTS

’ Maybe
a. [l
b. [
c. ]

SERVICES - 2. Sewage Disposal

If served by a community sewage system, could the project create capacity problems at the
treatment plant? _

The proposed project is a request to remove s
is proposed. =

en mitigation oak trees. No construction

Could the project create capacity problem : sewer lines serving the project site?

There is no construction proposed. T} W&ing‘f%perfﬁﬁw s:developed with an existing single family
residence. : )

Other factors?

EWaste=:Ordinance No:

SRBONIR
eEES

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on the
physical environment due to sewage disposal facilities?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact
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SERVICES - 3. Education

SETTING/IMPACTS

a. Could the project create capacity problems at the district level?
The proposed project is a request to remove seventéen mitigation oak trees. No
construction is proposed. z

b Could the project create capacity problen

’ site?

N/A =

c. Could the project create studé’ig@ﬁzf;rﬁnsportation problemsw‘i‘?t’;%z

d substantial library-impacts due to increaseéd-population and

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) relative to
educational facilities/services?

[_] Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact
19 . 8/24/10




SETTING/IMPACTS

SERVICES - 4. Fire/Sheriff Services

Could the project create staffing or response time problems at the fire station or sheriff's
substation serving the project site?
The proposed project is a request to remove seveniteen mitigation oak trees. No construction

s

is proposed. e

é%

R

Are there any special fire or law enforceme tgpw roblems associated with the project or the
general area?

N/A

Other factors?

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) relative to

fire/sheriff services?

[[] Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact

20 8/24/10



SERVICES - 5. Utilities/Other Services

SET

Is the project site in an area known to have an inadequate public water supply to meet

domestic needs or to have an inadequate ground water supply and proposes water wells?
The project’s public water source is the Rowland-Water District.
b Is the project site in an area known to have an-inadequate water supply and/or pressure to
’ meet fire fighting needs?
N/A
c.
d. Are there any other known service:p roblem areas (e.g., solid
of new or physmally alt; j}";’
R governmental fac111t1es the

Water Code — Ordinance No. 7834

[ ] Mitigation Measures
[ Lot Size []Pro

[] Other Considerations

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) relative to
utilities services?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation {X] Less than significant/No impact
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OTHER FACTORS - 1. General

SETTING/IMPACTS
No  Maybe

a. X ] Will the project result in an inefficient use of energy resources?
N/A
Will the project result in a major change

b. 2 o or community?
The proposed project is for the rei;gf@?’ l of sevente
construction proposed,

c. = O Will the project result in a sig f;@' ant reduction in the am@gg,t&of agricultural land?
N/A

d. X []  Other factors?

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on the
physical environment due to any of the above factors?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact
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OTHER FACTORS - 2. Environmental Safety

SETTING/IMPACTS
No Maybe
a. = ] Are any hazardous materials used, transported, produced, handled, or stored on-site?
N/A
b. X ] Are any pressurized tanks to be used or any hazardous wastes stored on-site?
There are no tanks proposed for the project site.
53 [ Are any residential units, schools, or hospitals located within 500 feet and potentially
© = adversely affected? e
The proposed project is for the removal of severitée
downward slope of the north and westernig
existing single family residence.
d. X []  Have there been previous uses that ifidi
N/A
e. 24
f. =
o X
h. X
i. X
j. X Other factors

[ | MITIGATION MEASURE
[[] Toxic Clean-up Plan

[] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

CONCLUSION
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact relative to public safety?
D Less than significant with project mitigation X Less than significant/No impact
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OTHER FACTORS - 3. Land Use

SETTING/IMPACTS
No  Maybe
< Can the project be found to be inconsistent with the plan designation(s) of the subject
a. X L]
property?
The project is a request for the removal of seventeen mitigation oak trees. The land use
policy designation for the area is N2 - Non-Urban 2 (0.3 to 1.0 dw/ac) and is consistent with
the existing single family residence on the prop @y, The project is not currently proposing
construction. %
Can the project be found to be inconsistent:
b N L property? =
The proposed project to remove semnteen mztzga “gak trees is consistent with the A-2-1
(Heavy Agriculture-One Acre Lat*M mmum) Zone W M m oak tree permit.
c. Can the project be found to bg;;tgggonsmtent with the follovgg
X O
X O
X} O
d. X L] le-an:establ shed%é%imumty?
e.

[ ] MITIGATION ME [ OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on the
physical environment due to land use factors?

[] Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact
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OTHER FACTORS - 4. Population/Housing/Employment/Recreation

SETTING/IMPACTS
No Maybe
a. X O Could the project cumulatively exceed official regional or local population projections?
The proposed project is a request for the removalof seventeen mitigation oak trees.
b X O] Could the project induce substantial direct OIZ“\ direct growth in an area (e.g., through
’ projects in an undeveloped area or extensron "ﬁmaj or infrastructure)?
N/A % = =
c. X ] Could the project dlsplace ex1st1n§’l§mwsmg, espemalF ffordable housing?
N/A = =
d ] [ Could the project result in substantiat; Job/hou g imbalance orsubstantial increase in
' = Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)? =i = :
e. X ] itional facilities for future residents?
f X
g X

[[] MITIGATION MEAS [] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

CONCLUSION

Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on the

physical environment due to population, housing, employment, or recreational factors?

L] Potentlally significant [ Less than significant with project mitigation [X] Less than significant/No impact
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Based on this Initial Study, the following findings are made:

Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife

a. population to drop below self-sustaining levels,g&mﬁvggaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict theFange of a rare or endangered plant or animal,
or eliminate important examples of the m@@@penods of Cahforma history or prehistory?
The proposed project is for the removalic
single family residence.

Does the project have possibl : M«W'%”Snmental effects

b.

c.

CONCLUSION

Considering the

environment?
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