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Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning HO HEARING DATE
320 West Temple Street . AGENDA ITEM
Los Angeles, galifornia 90012 September 15, 2009
Telephone (213)
PROJECT NO. R2008-02283-(5)
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 200800187 HO CONSENT DATE CONTINUE TO
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 200800123
APPLICANT OWNER REPRESENTATIVE

Royal Street Communications California, LLC | The First Missionary Church of Littlerock | Jerry Ambrose — Wireless
1 Consulting Services

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Unmanned wireless telecommunications facility consisting of a new approximately 65-foot high antenna pole and panel
antennas disguised as a palm tree (“Monopalm”), or cylindrical flagpole.

REQUIRED ENTITLEMENTS _
Conditional use permit for a wireless telecommunication facility in the A-1-1 (Light Agriculture — One Acre Minimum
Required Lot Area) Zone per Los Angeles County Code Section 22.24.100.

LOCATION/ADDRESS
37721 100™ St. East, Littlerock, CA 93543

SITE DESCRIPTION
Rectangular, flat, parcel developed with a church, accessory structures and parking.

ACCESS ZONED DISTRICT
Via 100" Street East Littlerock
ASSESSORS PARCEL NUMBER CONMUNITY
3042-001-043 Antelope Valley
SIZE CONMUNITY STANDARDS DISTRICT
12.9 Acres (Lease Area: 416 Square Feet) Southeast Antelope Valley CSD
EXISTING LAND USE EXISTING ZONING
Project Site | Church ' A-1-1
North Vacant A-1-1
East Single family residences A-1-1
South Vacant, single family residences A-1-1
West Vacant A-1-1
GENERAL PLAN/COMMUNITY PLAN LAND USE DESIGNATION MAXIMUNM DENSITY
Antelope Valley Area Plan N2 (Non-Urban 2) One Dwelling Unit Per Acre
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:

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
(S)) (F) (9)) (F) (0) (F)

*(O) = Opponents (F) = In Favor
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STAFF ANALYSIS
PROJECT NUMBER R2008-02283-(5)
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 200800187
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 200800123

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Royal Street Communications, LLC requests authorization to construct, maintain, and
operate a 65-foot unmanned wireless telecommunications facility in an A-1-1 (Light
Agricultural — One Acre Minimum Required Lot Area) Zone. The proposed wireless
telecommunications facility consists of a 65-foot pole with antennas to be disguised as
either a palm tree or a cylindrical flagpole with ancillary equipment cabinets to be
located in the parking lot of an existing church. To ensure compatibility with the
surrounding neighborhood, the wireless telecommunication facility will be disguised as
a palm tree or a cylindrical flagpole. All equipment will be located within a 17 x 25 feet
lease area to be enclosed by an eight-foot concrete masonry wall.

ENTITLEMENT REQUEST :
Conditional use permit authorizing the construction, maintenance, and operation of an
unmanned wireless telecommunication facility in an A-1-1 Zone.

DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY
Location: 37721 100™ Street East, Littlerock, Littlerock Zoned District.

Physical Features (fopography, vegetation): Rectangular, level, 12.9-acre lot developed
with a church and appurtenant structures surrounded by vacant land on three sides and
single family residences on one side. The area surrounding the property is arid and
rural.

Access: Via 100" Street East.

- EXISTING ZONING
Subject Property: A-1-1 (Light Agricultural — One Acre Minimum Required Lot Area).

Surrounding Properties:
North: A-1-1
East: A-1-1
South: A-1-1
West: A-1-1

EXISTING LAND USES
Subject Property: The property is developed with a church, administration building,
school, parking lot, and other appurtenant structures.
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Surrounding Properties:

North: Vacant land

East: Single family residences

South: Vacant land, single family residences
West: Vacant land

PREVIOUS CASES/ZONING HISTORY

¢ Conditional Use Permit No. 92-207 for a school administration building, multi-
purpose hall, sanctuary, and appurtenant facilities approved on July 2, 1995.

e Parcel Map No. 020195 recorded on November 6, 1990.

CONSISTENCY WITH THE ANTELOPE VALLEY AREA PLAN

Land Use Policy Map

Subject property is located within the Antelope Valley Area Plan ("Plan”). The Plan’s
Land Use Policy designation for the subject property is N2 (Non-Urban). This plan
category allows a maximum density of one dwelling unit per acre. Density is not
applicable to this project as the proposal is to construct an unmanned wireless
telecommunication facility, not a residential facility. However, the following Non-Urban
land use policy is applicable to the proposed project:

“The application process for a non-residential use in a non-urban residential area
shall involve the public hearing process and appropriate conditioning of the
design of the project such that the negative impacts on adjacent land uses will be
minimized.”

The proposed project is appropriately conditioned and there is a public hearing to
consider public testimony, including project design. The project is conditioned to
construct a wireless telecommunication facility disguised either as a flagpole or a palm
tree to be compatible with the surrounding neighborhood. The design preference will be
decided at the public hearing pursuant to public comment.

SITE PLAN DESCRIPTION

The site plan depicts a 12.9 acre property, portion of which is developed with a church
and appurtenant structures. The proposed wireless facility lease area is within the
developed portion of the lot next to an existing structure. The lease area is
approximately 425 square feet and enclosed by an eight-foot concrete masonry wall.
The wireless telecommunication facility is located within the lease area. Access to the
lease area is provided by a four-foot wide steel gate.

COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE ZONING STANDARDS

A wireless telecommunications facility is a use not specified in Title 22 of the Los
Angeles County Code (Zoning Code). Comparable use specified in the Zoning Code is
a radio or television tower. Section 22.24.100 requires a conditional use permit for a
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radio or television tower in the A-1 Zone; thus, a conditional use permit is also required
for the wireless telecommunication facility, a comparable use, in the A-1 Zone subject to
applicable development standards and conditions.

A-1-1 Zone Development Standards.

Section 22.24.110 specifies development standards for structures in the A-1 Zone. The
proposed wireless telecommunication facility meets the specified front, rear, and side
yard setbacks. The subject property (12.9 acres) also meets the one acre minimum
required lot area specified by the zoning designation.

Parking
Section 22.52.1220 allows the Director to determine the amount of parking required for

uses not specified for parking purposes. Parking is not specified for a wireless
telecommunication facility and additional parking is not recommended. The property is
developed with a parking lot for the church, WhICh is sufficient to meet the parking need
of the occasional maintenance truck.

BURDEN OF PROOF/FINDINGS

Conditional Use Permit Burden of Proof '

The applicant is required to substantiate to the satisfaction of the Regional Planning
Commission the facts as provided in Section 22.56.040 of the Los Angeles County
Code. The applicant’s response to the Burden of Proof is attached. It is Staff's opinion
that the applicant has met the Burden of Proof.

Applicant’s Burden of Proof responses are attached.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION
A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project in accordance with the State and
County CEQA guidelines, The Negative Declaration concludes that the project will not
have a significant effect on the environment. This determination is based on an Initial
Study that was prepared for this project.

PUBLIC COMMENT

The applicant consulted the Littlerock Town Council. At the time of this report, no formal
letter has been received from the Town Council; however, staff has been informed by
the applicant that some members of the Town Council do not prefer the monopalm
design. Staff also spoke with the President of the Town Council. In response to the
community input, the applicant is preparing an alternative design, a cylindrical flagpole,
which will be presented at the public hearing.
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LEGAL NOTIFICATION/COMMUNITY OUTREACH

Pursuant to the provisions of Sections 22.60.174 and 22.60.175 of the County Code,
the community was appropriately notified of the public hearing by mail, newspaper,
property posting, library posting and Department or Regional Planning website posting.

STAFF EVALUATION

The proposed project is located on a property surrounded by vacant land on three
sides. On the remaining side, single family residences are located approximately 90 feet
to the east across 100" Street East; however, no single-family residence borders the
subject property. A portion of the proposed wireless telecommunication facility above
the existing roofline may be visible from single family residences across the street.

To minimize visual impact to the surrounding community, the wireless
telecommunication facility will be disguised through stealth design. The applicant
originally proposed a monopalm, a pole disguised to look like a palm tree, which was
presented to the Littlerock Town Council. The Town Council stated a preference for an
alternative design. In response, the applicant will prepare a site plan for a cylindrical
flagpole to blend in with the desert landscape. The alternative design will be presented
at the public hearing.

An Initial Study was prepared to evaluate the visual impacts of the 65-foot structure.
Pursuant to the Initial Study, it has been determined that the proposed structure, if
disguised through stealth design, will not have a significant impact on the environment.
A Negative Declaration has been prepared for this project.

It is staff's opinion that the proposed wireless telecommunication facility is consistent
with the Antelope Valley Area Plan and the zoning code, and meets the conditional use
permit burden of proof.

FEES/DEPOSITS
If approved as recommended by staff, the following fees will apply:

Depariment of Regional Planning, Zoning Enforcement:

Cost recovery deposit of $750 to cover the cost of five recommended zoning
enforcement inspections. Additional funds would be required if violations are found on
the subject property.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The following recommendation is made prior to the public hearing and is subject to
change based upon testimony and/or documentary evidence presented at the public
hearing.

If the Hearing Officer finds the request‘ satisfies the conditional use permit burden of
proof requirements, then staff recommends that the Hearing Officer close the public
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hearing, adopt the Negative Declaration and approve Conditional Use Permit No.
200800187 subject to the attached conditions.

Prepared by Mi Kim, Principal Regional Planning Assistant
Reviewed by Mark Child, AICP, Supervising Regional Planner

Attachments:

Draft Findings

Draft Conditions of Approval
Applicant’s Burden of Proof Statement
Site Plan and Elevations

Land Use Map

GIS Map

Site Photos



REQUEST:
To construct, maintain and operate an unmanned wi

Agricultural

HEARING DATE: September 15, 2009

FINDINGS AND ORDER OF THE HEARING OFFICER
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

PROJECT NO. R2008-02283-(5)
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 200800187
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. 200800123

5 felecommunications facility
nt in an A-1-1 (Light

— One Acre Minimum Required Lot Area)

] ,"-t\tO construct, maintain, and
»munlca ions facility consisting of a sixty-
equipment cabinets and other ancillary

ight Agricultural — One Acre Minimum
nditional use permit for the wireless
a use not specified in the zoning code, but
evision tower specified in the zoning code.

he subject property is 37721 100" Street East, in the
junity of Littlerock, within Littlerock Zoned District.

a church and:appurtenant structures. The lease area is approximately 425
square feet next to one of the accessory structures on the property.

The proposed project location will not have an impact on the number of parking
spaces provided. The leasehold adjoins an existing structure and does not
encroach on existing parking spaces.
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6. The zoning on the subject property is A-1-1, which is consistent with surrounding
zoning, A-1-1 to the north, east, south, and west.

7. The wireless telecommunication facility is compatible with surrounding land uses,
which include vacant land to the north, single family residences to the east,
vacant land to the south, and vacant land to the east.

8. The project site is classified as “N2" Non-Urban 2 in the Antelope Valley Area
Plan, which allows a maximum density of one dwelling_anit per acre. Density is
not applicable to this project as the proposal is tez€onstruct an unmanned
wireless telecommunication facility, not a resideatiat facility. This land use
category allows for non-residential use with a gﬁ%ﬂﬁm@earing and appropriate
conditioning of the project. The proposed proré”e”t“‘ls consistent with the N2 land
use map policy as the project was subject t@««a public heaﬁﬂg and appropriately
conditioned. =

9. The site plan depicts an unmannedm;;e ess teleegmmunlcatlons«»» =facility which
includes a 65- foot pole with antennas=and grouad: Fequipment cabinets within a

17 x 25 feet lease area enclosed by an elghﬂoﬁiwﬁﬁgh concrete masonry wall.

Pty
P

10.  The site elevations depict thew @p@sed wureles*srgelecommumcatlon facility to be
65-foot high. The heights of % equipment cabinets. are not provided; however,
the equipment cabinets are dem&ied téwsbe“@@@roxnm%ly seven-foot high, but no
taller than the eightzfeot high caﬁgretgw,;@aasomzrmall “enclosing the lease area.

lepi até-the South Elevation depicts a

11.‘ { ous: i CaSGS:::Qﬂ the subject property Condltlonal Use

12.

uired for the unmanned wireless telecommunications

e the monthly visits from the maintenance personnel. Per
I it Case No. 92-207, the existing church on the subject

property ui i

provided, %

parking to ac

by Zoning Enforcement. The existing parking lot has sufficient
modate the wireless telecommunications maintenance vehicle.

13.  The closest single family residence to the proposed wireless telecommunications
facility is approximately 90 feet to the east of the subject property across 100"
Street East. There are no single family residences directly adjoining the subject
property. The 65- foot wireless telecommunication facility will be visible from the
single family residences but at a distance and over the rooftop of the existing
structure.
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14.  Pursuant to the provisions of Sections 22.60.174 and 22.60.175 of the County
Code, the community was appropriately notified of the public hearing by mail,
newspaper and property posting.

156. To assure continued compatibility between the use of the subject property
allowed by this grant and surrounding land uses, the Hearing Officer determines
that it is necessary to limit the term of the grant to 10 years.

16. The proposed project is a small development
Development (LID) standards required by the Depa
to issuance of a building permit.

ibject to Low Impact
“of Public Works prior

17. e with the California
mental Document
! eles The Initial
18.

substantial evidence the pro;e
finds the Negative.{

Commission’s decision is based in this matter is at
epartment of Regional Planning, 13" Floor, Hall of

BASED ON THE I;OREGOING, THE HEARING OFFICER CONCLUDES:

REGARDING THE CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT:
A The proposed use is consistent with the adopted general plan for the area;
B. The requested use at the proposed location will not adversely affect the health,

peace, comfort, or welfare of persons residing and working in the surrounding
area, and not be materially detrimental to the use, enjoyment, or valuation of
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property of other persons located in the vicinity of the site, and will not
jeopardize, endanger, or otherwise constitute a menace to the public health,
safety and general welfare;

C. The proposed site is adequate in size and shape to accommodate the yards,
walls, fences, parking, landscaping and other development features;

D. The proposed site is adequately served by highways of sufficient width, and
improved as necessary to carry the kind of traffic such_tise would generate and
by other public or private facilities as are required;

AND THEREFORE thé information submitted by th cant and presented at the

W[Q il use permit as set
Ordinance).
HEARING OFFICER ACTION:

1. The Hearing Officer has considered the
comments received during .t t””*

above, Conditional Use Permit Case No.
the attached conditions.

9/2/2009
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This grant authorizes the construction of a wireless telecommunications facility
consisting of a pole not to exceed 65-foot in height with no more than six affixed
antennas to be disguised as a palm tree (“monopalm”), or a flagpole, and ancillary
ground equipment shelters, subject to the following conditions of approval:

1.

Unless otherwise apparent from the context, the term “permittee” shall include the
applicant and any other person, corporation or other entlty making use of this
grant.

This grant shall not be effective for any purpose unti ermittee, and the owner
Department of Regional Planning their affidavit sta

agree to accept, all conditions of this grant:z
have been recorded as required by Congdit
monies have been paid pursuant to Come‘f&en Number 9, and until:
have been paid pursuant to Condition: j&mmber 10. L)}@t\mthstandln
this Condltlon No.2, and Condition Nos.*324, and.8 sh:

i

The permittee shall defend, iF
officers, and employees from at
or its agents, ofﬂcers or emplo
approval, Wthh a

ucted for the purpose of defraying the expenses
ent's cooperation in the defense, including but not Iimited

: i ee shall also pay the following supplemental deposits, from

which actual e hall be billed and deducted:

a. If during the litigation process, actual costs incurred reach 80 percent of the
amount on deposit, the permittee shall deposit additional funds sufficient to
bring the balance up to the amount of the initial deposit. There is no limit to the
number of supplemental deposits that may be required prior to completion of
the litigation.
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o

~

o

b. At the sole discretion of the permittee, the amount of an initial or supplemental
deposit may exceed the minimum amounts defined herein.

The cost for collection and duplication of records and other related documents will
be paid by the permittee according to Los Angeles County Code Section
2.170.010.

If any provision of this grant is held or declared to be mvahd the permit shall be
- void and the privileges granted hereunder shall lapse.

Prior to the use of this grant, the property owne ermittee shall record the
terms and conditions of the grant in the ofﬁc% f thgggounty Recorder. In
addition, upon any transfer or lease of the m@p@rty during“the. term of this grant,
the property owner or permittee shall prompil¥provide a copy:f@tfmthe grant and its
conditions to the transferee or lessee of .:théﬂ:subjed property e

property thereafter shall be subject to the r‘éaﬂmas then in effect. At least six (6)

in the event that the permlttee

months prior to the explratlonﬁ‘@‘f@f«thls permlt”@ﬁ@

application shall be filed WIﬂa
application shall be a request forg@gtlnua
whether including OFA! 1 »

o Roissnasiss

all be malnfémed and operated in full compliance with the

e,

t-and any law, statute, ordinance, or other regulation

Plannlng f@« € ses incurred while inspecting the premises to determine the
permittee's nce with the conditions of approval. The deposit provides for
ten (10) blenW”TaI (one every other year) inspections. Inspections shall be
unannounced.

If additional inspections are required to ensure compliance with the conditions of
this grant, or if any inspection discloses that the subject property is being used in
violation of any one of the conditions of this grant, the permittee shall be financially
responsible and shall reimburse the Department of Regional Planning for all
additional enforcement efforts necessary to bring the subject property into
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compliance. Inspections shall be made to ensure compliance with the conditions of
this grant as well as adherence to development in accordance with the approved
site plan on file. The amount charged for additional inspections shall be $150.00
per inspection, or the current recovery cost, whichever is greater. -

10. Within 3 days of the approval date of this grant, the permittee shall remit
processing fees payable to the County of Los Angeles in connection with the filing
and posting of a Notice of Determination (NOD) for this preject and its entitiements
in compliance with Section 21152 of the Public Regources Code. Unless a
Certificate of Exemption is issued by the California Department of Fish and Game

a fee of $2,068.00

11. Notice is hereby given that any person
a mlsdemeanor Notice is further g|ve

grant, if the Commission or hearing office 'ﬁiﬁgd;s
violated or that this grant has,ﬁb xercised & SQ“‘Q,S to be detrimental to the public’s

12. Upon receipt of this letter, the pénj
the Los Angeles i &p:
necessary to pr

fences open to public view shall remain free of extraneous
or signage that was not approved by the Department of
; hese shall include any of the above that do not directly relate
to the busine eing operated on the premises or that do not provide pertinent
information about said premises.

16. In the event of graffiti or other extraneous markings occurring, the permittee shall
remove or cover said markings, drawings, or signage within 24 hours of such
occurrence, weather permitting. Paint utilized in covering such markings shall be
of a color that matches, as closely as possible, the color of the adjacent surfaces.
The only exceptions shall be seasonal decorations or signage provided under the
auspices of a civic or non-profit organization.
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17.

18.

19.

Said facility, including any lighting, fences, shields, cabinets, and poles shall be
maintained by the operator in good repair, free from trash, debris, litter and graffiti
and other forms of vandalism. Any damage from any cause shall be repaired as
soon as reasonably possible to prevent occurrences of dangerous conditions or
visual blight.

LID compliance shall be met to the satisfaction of Publi
permit issuance.

“\Works prior to building

If changes to the site plan are required as a resul ruction given at the public
hearing, a revised Exhibit “A” shall be submitted: Department of Regional
Planning within sixty (60) days of the date.. ‘Wapproval for hg Conditional Use

Permit for review and approval.

Director for review and approy;
written authorization of the pro

nstructed in substantial

applicants for wireless communications facilities in the vicinity with regard
to possible co-location. Such subsequent applicants will be subject to the
regulations in effect at that time;

d. All structures shall conform with the requirements of the Division of
Building and Safety of the Department of Public Works;

e. The wireless telecommunication facility shall be camouflaged and
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disguised in order to minimize visual impacts to the surrounding
community in substantial conformance with photo simulations approved as
part of Exhibit “A”;

f. Security lighting within the lease area shall be directed away from
residential areas. Security lighting, if mounted on the pole, shall be no
higher than 12 feet high. No other lighting is permitted on the pole unless
the permittee provides documentation that the:lighting is required by
another public agency for safety related reason

g.
wireless telecommunications facility leas
passers-by for reporting graffiti and r maintenance:issues. The contact
number shall be provided on a 8.5-inch’by 11-inch wea '

h.

MC:MKK

9/2/2009




- Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning

Planning for the Challenges Ahead

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT BURDEN OF PROOF

Pursuant to Zoning Code Section 22.56.040, the applicant shall substantiate the following:

(Do not repeat the statement or provide Yes/No responses. If necessary, attach additional pages.)

A. That the requested use at the location will not:
1. Adversely affect the health, peace, comfort or welfare of persons residing or working in the
surrounding area, or
2. Be materially detrimental to the use, enjoyment or valuation of property of other persons located in
the vicinity of the site, or
3. Jeopardize, endanger or otherwise constitute a menace to the public health, safety or general welfare.

SEE ATTACHED

B. That the proposed site is adequate in size and shape to accommodate the yards, walls, fences, parking and
loading facilities, landscaping and other development features prescribed in this Title 22, or as is otherwise
required in order to integrate said use with the uses in the surrounding area.

SEE ATTACHED

C. That the proposed site is adequately served:
1. By highways or streets of sufficient width, and improved as necessary to carry the kind and quantity of
traffic such use would generate, and
2. By other public or private service facilities as are required.

SEE ATTACHED

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning | 320 W. Temple Street | Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: {213) 974-6411 | Fax: {213) 626-0434 | http://planning.lacounty.gov




CUP-Burden of Proof
Site # LA3729 - B
37721 100™ St East, Littlerock, CA 93543

That the requested use at the location proposed will not:

1. Adversely affect the health, peace, comfort or welfare of persons residing or
working in the surrounding area, or

After comparison of other potential site locations in the surrounding area, the project site at 37721
100™ St. East offered the most desirable location in the interest of public convenience and
welfare. The proposed project design and location will have only positive effects on the
community in that the project will provide access to reliable wireless telecommunications
services. Reliable access to wireless services is necessary in times of emergencies, for business
us, and convenient for personal and family use. The proposed use of a stealth design will allow
the facility to provide reliable wireless services without being unsightly or causing adverse
impacts to persons residing or working in the surrounding area.

2. Be materially detrimental to the use, enjoyment or valuation of property of
other persons located in the vicinity of the site, or

The proposed project will not be detrimental to the site or areas surrounding the site in that the
proposed facility structures and equipment will be located, designed and screened to blend with
the existing facilities in the area so as to alleviate any adverse impacts to adjacent uses and
structures in the vicinity. The proposed project will be located behind the existing buildings and
will not adversely impact the primary use(s) of the property.

3. Jeopardize, endanger or otherwise constitute a menace to the public health,
safety or general welfare.

The proposed project will not endanger or otherwise constitute a menace to the public health,
safety or welfare in that the project will be unmanned and will not generate any smoke, odor,
noise, or other adverse impacts to the surrounding properties. The proposed use will also have no
impact on parking, traffic, circulation or density in the area. The proposed project will also not
adversely affect existing viewsheds nor will it adversely affect any scenic or natural vistas.

That the proposed site is adequate in size and shape to accommodate the yards, walls,
fences, parking and loading facilities, landscaping and other development features
prescribed in this Title 22, or as is otherwise required in order to integrate said use with the
uses in the surrounding area.

The proposed project will occupy only about 500 square feet of a 12.98 acre parcel and will be
located behind/away from the primary use(s) of the property. The size and shape of the property
in relation to the small size of the proposed project, will allow sufficient area for required yards,
walls, parking, etc.



That the proposed site is adequately served:

1. By highways or streets of sufficient width and improved as necessary to carry
the kind and quantity of traffic such use would generate, and

The proposed project is unmanned so it generates no traffic above and beyond existing traffic in
the area. The project will be accessed via an existing improved driveway off 100th St East.

2. By other public or private service facilities as are required.

The proposed project will need connections to existing electrical and telephone services in the

area. There is adequate electrical and landline telephone service to accommodate the project
needs.



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING
320 WEST TEMPLE STREET
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

%,

PROJECT NUMBER: R2008-02283-(5)/RCUP200800187/RENV200900423

1. DESCRIPTION:
Request for a conditional use permit authorizing thi
wireless telecommunications facility consisting of.a oot a
antenna arrays with a total of six panel antefi % The structu
palm tree (“Monopalm”). The pole and an
a palm tree. The project also inclu '
cabinets. The equipments will be located*withi
an 8-foot concrete masonry wall.

2. LOCATION:
37721 100™ Street East

Littlerock, CA 93543
3.
4,
%I?T HAS BEEN DETERMINED THAT THE PROJECT WILL NOT
FFECT N THE ENVIRONMENT.
5. DIAN OF RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS:
THE LOCAEF D CUSTODIAN OF THE RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS ON WHICH
ADOPTION OF THIS NEGATIVE DECLARATION IS BASED IS: DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL
PLANNING, 320 WEST TEMPLE STREET, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
PREPARED BY: Zoning Permit | Section, Department of Regional Planning

DATE: July 28, 2009



PROJECT NUMBER: R2008-02283-(5)

CASES: RCUP200800187
RENV200800123

% % % % INITIAL STUDY * * * *

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNI

GENERAL INFORM

Map Date: November 14, 2008
Thomas Guide: 4288 USG
Location: 37721 100" St. East, Littlerock (APN 3042-001-0

Description of Project: _ _An application fo ditional Use F to authorize the construction of a new

1 7/28/09



Major projects in area:

PROJECT NUMBER DESCRIPTION & STATUS

Sanctuary, multipurpose hall, other appurtenant facilities approved on July 2,
CP 92-207 1995,

PM020195 Recorded November 6, 1990

NOTE: For EIRs, above projects are not sufficient for cumulative analysis.

REVIEWING

Responsible Age g

[ ] LA Regional Water Quality Control Board stal Gommission
[] Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board T of Engineers
(Check RWQCSB if septic system propo

[ ] State Fish and Game

[ ] Other
[ | National Parks Elementary School District
[ ] National Forest _ | High School District
wards Air Force Base, - cal Native American Tribal Counci
[ 1Ed ds Air Force B 1 Native American Tribal Council

Regional Significance
[ 1 Air Quality Management District
[ ] Other

County Reviewing Agencies
[ ] Other
wers proposed) [ ] Other

[ ] Sanitation Distric
[ ] DPW:

[ 1 Fire Dept.:
DHS Environmental Health:

[ ] Environmental Hygiene (noise, air quality and vibration)

[ ] 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)

2 7/28/09



ANALYSIS SUMMARY (See individual pages for details)

Less than Significant Impact/No Impact

IMPACT ANALYSIS MATRIX Less than Significant Impact with Project Mitigation
CATEGORY FACTOR Pg Potential Concern
1. Geotechnical 5 XL
| 2. Flood 6 X
HAZARDS 3. Fire 7. | XL
4. Noise 8 IXIL]
1. Water Quality 9 | XIL]
2. Air Quality 10 | X L]
3. Biota 11
RESOURCES 4. Cultural Resources 12
5. Mineral Resources 13
6. Agriculture Resources
7. Visual Qualities
1. Traffic/Access
2. Sewage Disposal
SERVICES 3. Education

3 7/28/09



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:

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

tate CEQA Guidelines and the
as determined that this project will
e fattor and, as a result, will not

An Initial Study was prepared on this project in compliance with
environmental reporting procedures of the County of Los Angel
not exceed the established threshold criteria for any environmen
have a significant effect on the physical environment.

[ ] MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION, in project will

reduce impacts to insignificant levels (see attached d

An Initial Study was prepared on this:project i i ith the State CEQA Guidelines and the
environmental reporting procedures of} ; It was originally determined that the
Ekg]xlcamt has agreed to modification of

physical environment. , itigg 1 péct ) is identified on the Project
~ Changes/Conditions Fo i

Approved by: Date:

[] Determination appe e attached sheet.

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

4 7/28/09



HAZARDS - 1. Geotechnical

SETTING/IMPACTS

Z
o

Maybe
] Is the project located in an active or potentially active fault zone, Seismic Hazards
Zone, or Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone?

X

Source: The California Geological Survey.

Is the project site located in an area containing a major tandslide(s)?

Source: The California Geological Survey.

Is the project site located in an area having

X X X
O o O

hydrocompaction?
Sources: General Plan Plate : ion Division of
Mines and Geology.

XI OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

L] Lot Size i [ 1 Approval of Geotechnical Report by DPW

CONCLUSION

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

Less than significant/No

Less than significant with project mitigation
[] g proj g Tmpact

5 7/28/09



HAZARDS - 2. Flood

SETII/S G/IMPACTS

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

Is the project site located within or does it co
designated flood hazard zone? ,
Source: Federal Emergency Managem s ect site is located within
FEMA 500-year flood plain. %

Is the project site located in or sub

STANDARD CODE

[ ] Building Code, Title 26
[_] Health and

X OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Approval of Drainage Concept by DPW

IX} Less than significant/No

Less than significant with project mitigation
[] g proj g Tmpact

6 7/28/09



HAZARDS - 3. Fire

SETTING/IMPACTS

a. Is the project site located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (Fire Zone 4)?
Source: Los Angeles County Fire Department.

b Is the project site in a high fire hazard area and s y inadequate access due to
) lengths, width, surface materials, turnarounds o

. a single access in a high
) fire hazard area?

d Is the projeét site located in 2 ssure to meet
) fire flow standards?

o to potential dangerous fire hazard
' , explosives manufacturing)?

f. tous fire hazard?

[ ] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[_] Compatible Use

CONCLUSION

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

IZ| Less than significant/No

Less than significant with project mitigation
[] ignificant with proj g Impact

7 7/28/09



HAZARDS - 4. Noise

SETTING/IMPACTS

Is the project site located near a high noise sow
industry)?

rports, railroads, freeways,

osest residential lot.

1porary or periodic increase in ambient

[] M1 v [ ] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Project Design [ ] Compatible Use

CONCLUSION

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

Less than significant/No

Less than significant with project mitigatio
D n sig nt with project mitigation Impact

8 . 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 1. Water Quality

SETTING/IMPACTS
No Maybe
X ] Is the project site located in an area having known water quality problems and
proposing the use of individual water wells?

X []  Will the proposed project require the use of a private ge disposal system?

If the answer is yes, is the project site locate

[] [] limitations due to high groundwater or oth
proposing on-site systems located in close ®x1m1tyt

n area having known septic tank
al limitations or is the project
inage course?

Could the project’s associated co
X []  of groundwater and/or storm.¥
and/or receiving water bodie

iction activities signifi
“ runoff to the storm wate

impact the quality
nveyance system

Could the project’s post-develop
storm water run

> L contribute potential
bodies?

es potentially degrade the quality of
velopment non-storm water discharges

to the storm\ r conveyance system and/or receiving

Othe

[[] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Compatible Use [ ] Septic Feasibility
[] National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)

CONCLUSION

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

-

X Less than significant/No

tavs"ct'th ject mitigati
D Less than significant with project mitigation Tmpact

9 ' 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 2. Air Quality
SETTING/IMPACTS

No Maybe

Will the proposed project exceed the State’s criteria for regional significance (generally (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)?

pitals, parks) and located near a

4 ] Is the proposal considered a sensitive use (school
freeway or heavy industrial use?

nt due to increased traffic
thresholds of potential

Will the project increase local emissions .to
X L] congestion or use of a parking stru
significance?

or exceed AQ(

X [ Will the project generate or is |
odors, dust, and/or hazardous emi

[ ] State of Californi afety Code — Section 40506 (Air Quality Management District Permit)
[ ] MITIGATION] [ ] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ Project Design [] Air Quality Report

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/No

Less than significant with project mitigatio
I:I 1gnificant with project mitigation Tmpact

10 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 3. Biota

SETTING/IMPACTS
. No Maybe

Is the project site located within a Significant Ecological Area (SEA), SEA Buffer,
>X] [  or coastal Sensitive Environmental Resource (ESH ), or is the site relatively

undisturbed and natural?

Sources: General Plan & Malibu Land Use Pl

the existing church parking lot.

project will be constructed in

] O] Will grading, fire clearance, or flood improvements remove substantial
natural habitat areas?

Less than 15 cubic yards of gradi

Is a drainage course located on SGS quad sheets

or other sensitive habitat (e.g. coastal
oodland, wetland, etc.)?

» [[] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
[] Lot Siz ‘ roject Design [ ] Oak Tree Permit

[ ] ERB/SEAT i [ | Biological Constraints Analysis

CONCLUSION

Considering the above info
on, biotic resources?

ation, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)

Less than significant/No

Less than significant with project mitigatio
D n sig project mitigation Impact

KN 7/28/09



SETTING/IMPACTS
Maybe

[

[ ] MITIGATION

[ ]Lot Size

RESOURCES - 4. Archaeological/Historical/Paleontological

Is the project site in or near an area containing known archaeological resources or
containing features (drainage course, spring, knoll, rock outcroppings, or oak trees)
that indicate potential archaeological sensitivity?

Does the project site contain rock formatio
resources?

ating potential paleontological

¢ structures or s1

Does the project site contain know

Source: California Historica urces Inventory.

Would the project cause a

site or unique geolvov

Othe

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Project Design

(Quick Check) [ ]Phase 1 Archaeology Report

ould the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)
leontological resources?

Less than significant/No

‘ Less than significant with project mitigation
[] gnifi project mitigati Impact

12 , 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 5. Mineral Resources

SETTING/IMPACTS

of a known mineral
esidents of the state?
Zone. Source: General

Would the project result in the loss of availab:
resource that would be of value to the region ar}d
The project site is not located in a Mineral Réc
Plan Special Management Areas map.  «

Would the project result in the loss .of ocally important
mineral resource discovery site deli plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

The project site is not located General

Plan Special Management A
Other factors?

[ ] MITIGATION MEASURES } CONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Lot Size

CONCLUSION

Considering the above in i ‘ 0] ignificant impact (individually or cumulatively)
on mineral resources?

Less than significant/No

significant with project mitigatio
ignificant with project mitigation Impact

13 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 6. Agriculture Resources

SETTING/IMPACTS

Maybe

Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
] Statewide 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?

0] Would the project conflict with existing z
Act contract?

] Would the project involve other ¢
location or nature, could resul

[[]  Other factors?

[] MITIGATION MEASURES n @ _ONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Lot Size

CONCLUSION

Considering the ignificant impact (individually or cumulatively)

above info
Sources?

Less than significant/No

significant with project mitigatio
signifi proj igation Impact

14 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 7. Visual Qualities

SETTING/IMPACTS

No

S

%
e
|

Maybe

[l

Is the project site substantially visible from or will it obstruct views along a scenic
highway (as shown on the Scenic Highway Element is it located within a scenic
corridor or will it otherwise impact the viewshed?

riding or hiking trail?

Is the project site located in an y;
aesthetic features? .

&

Is the proposed use out-of-charac on to adjacent uses because of height,

bulk, or other features?

panel antennas.
2

light or glare problems?

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Visual Simulation [ ] Compatible Use

ill be disguised as a palm tree. The applicant will be required to

2o build the facility as shown on the photo simulations.

‘could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)

IE Less than significant/No

Less than significant with project mitigatio
D n significant with project mitigation Impact

15 7/28/09



SERVICES - 1. Traffic/Access

SETTING/IMPACTS

< Does the project contain 25 dwelling units or more and is it located in an area with
a. DX ] ) ) Ny
known congestion problems (roadway or intersectio
b.
c.
d.
Will the congesti
. thresholds of 50 pe
f.
g
[] MITIGATION MEA ~ [ ] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
[ ] Project Desi ¢ [ ] Consultation with DPW 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/No

ess than signific i je itigatio
D Less than significant with project mitigation Tmpact

16 7/28/09



SERVICES - 2. Sewage Disposal

SETTING/IMPACTS
Maybe

If served by a community sewage system, could the preject create capacity problems
a. [] \

at the treatment plant?
b. . [[]  Could the project create capacity problems i lines serving the project site?
c. []  Other factors?

STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS

[ ] Utilities Code, Title 20 — Division 2 (S )
] Plumbing Code, Title 28 — Chapter 7 (Sa

] California Health Safety Code — Section 5 inecti ion fee)

[ ] MITIGATION MEA ‘ NSIDERATIONS

CONCLUSION

a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)
ge disposal facilities?

& Less than significant/No

ficant with project mitigation
pro) & . Impact

17 7/28/09



SERVICES - 3. Education

SETTING/IMPACTS
Maybe

[l  Could the project create capacity problems at the district level?

schools that will serve the

] Could the project create capacity problems at in
project site?

d population and

demand?

[] Other factors?

[ ] State of California Gove
[ ] Planning & Zoning Codi
[ | MITIGATION [ | OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Site Dedication

project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)

Less than significant/No

ess than significant with project mitigation
i 1S Pro) & Impact

18 7/28/09



SERVICES - 4. Fire/Sheriff Services

SETTING/IMPACTS

No Maybe

5 ] Could the project create staffing or respénse ti
o sheriff's substation serving the project site?

lems at the fire station or

lE ] Are there any special fire or law enforcemie
the general area?

] []  Other factors?

STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS
X] Revenue & Finance Code, Title 4 — Chap

[ ] MITIGATION MEASURES

CONCLUSION

significant impact (individually or cumulatively)

]E Less than significant/No
Impact

19 7/28/09



SERVICES - 5. Utilities/Other Services

SETTING/IMPACTS
Maybe

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?

Is the project site in an area known to have adequate water supply and/or’
] p deq pply
pressure to meet fire fighting needs?

] - Could the project create problems w: s, such as electricity,
gas, or propane?

provision of ne i “ vernmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered ilities, * nstruction of which could cause

r any of the public services or
chools, parks, roads)?

[[] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Lot Size roject Design [ ] Water Purveyor Will-serve Letter

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

Less than significant/No

Less than significant with project mitigation
L] g project mitig Tmpact

20 - 7/28/09



OTHER FACTORS - 1. General

SETTING/IMPACTS
No Maybe
X [ 1  Will the project result in an inefficient use of ene ources?

5 ] Will the project result in a major change scale, or character of the

general area or community?

X [[]  Will the project result in a si

L] [ ]  Other factors?

STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS
California State Administratiy

[ ] MITIGATION ME OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Compatible Use

he project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)
above factors?

|X] Less than significant/No

than significant with project mitigation
g : Pro) & Impact

21 7128109



OTHER FACTORS - 2. Environmental Safety

SETTING/IMPACTS
% ‘ o

a. X [] Are any hazardous materials used, transported, produced, handled, or stored on-site?
b. X [[]  Areany pressurized tanks to be used or any hazardous wastes stored on-site?

There are no tanks proposed for the project site. 3
. < M Are any residential units, schools, or hospi cated within 500 feet and

potentially adversely affected?

icity of the site or is the
dwater contamination

Have there been previous uses that indicat
X [] site located within two miles down
source within the same watershed?

of a known

[ ] MITIGAT [ | OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

] Phase 1 Enviros / [[] Toxic Clean-up Plan

CONCLUSION
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact relative to public safety?

Less than significant/No

Less than significant with project mitigation
[] g proj g Impact

22 7/28/09



OTHER FACTORS - 3. Land Use

SETTING/IMPACTS

Can the project be found to be inconsistent with the plan designation(s) of the
subject property?

Can the project be found to be inconsiste
subject property?

he zoning designation of the

Can the project be found to be ince nt with the follow

criteria:

applicable land use

Hillside Management Criteri

SEA Conformance Criteria?

[ ] MITIGATION MEAS! OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

CO?

could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)
nd use factors?

above informat
ironment due

Consideri
on the physic:

s

|E Less than significant/No

ess than significant with roject mitigatio:
£ proj thgation Impact

23 7/28/09



OTHER FACTORS - 4. Population/Housing/Employment/Recreation

SETTING/IMPACTS

Could the project cumulatively exceed offici ional or local population

projections?

Could the project induce substantial direct ‘or indirect growth in an area (e.g., through

[l OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

n, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)
e to population, housing, employment, or recreational factors?

Less than significant/No

. . . i oatio
[] Less than significant with project mitigation Impact

24 v 7/28/09



MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

i

No Maybe

a. X O
b. X [
c. X O
CONCLUSION

Considering the above i
on the environment?

Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fis ildlife species, cause a fish
or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaini els, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the num restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal, or eliminate imp mples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

effects of past projects, the
probable future projects.

Less than significant/No

ject mitigation
4 g Impact

25 7/28/09
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