THE DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

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

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

Notice is hereby given that the Hearing Officer will conduct a public hearing concerning this land use proposal on
September 15, 2009 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 150, Hall of Records, 320 West Temple Street, Los Angeles, California 90012.
Interested persons will be given an opportunity to testify. The hearing room will open at 8:50 a.m.

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT REQUEST: To authorize the construction of a unmanned wireless telecommunications
facility consisting of a new approximately 65-foot high antenna pole and panel antennas disguised as a palm tree
(“Monopalm”).

Section 704 of Title 7 of the Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 (effective February 8, 1996), contains the following
language:

“IV. No State or local government or instrumentality thereof may regulate the placement, construction, and
modification of personal wireless service facilities on the basis of the environmental effects of radio frequency
emissions to the extent that such facilities comply with the Commission’s regulations concerning such emissions.”

Any concerns regarding health risks from this proposed facility should be directed to the Federal Communications
Commission — Office of Engineering and Technology — 445 12" Street S. W., Washington DC 20554, or by phone (202)
418-2464; toll free (888) CALL-FCC; www.fcc.gov/oet/rfsafety; e-mail risafety@fcc.gov.

LOCATION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: 37721 100" Street East, Littlerock, in the unincorporated community of
Littlerock, within Littlerock Zoned District.

This case does not affect the zoning of surrounding property. If you are unable to attend the public hearing but wish to
send written comments, please write to the Hearing Officer, 320 West Temple Street, Los Angeles, California 90012,
Attention: Mi Kim.

If the final decision on this proposal is challenged in court, testimony may be limited to issues raised at the public hearing
or by written correspondence delivered to the Hearing Officer at or prior to the public hearing.

A Draft Negative Declaration has been prepared for this project. The draft environmental document concludes that the
project design and/or suggested conditions will adequately mitigate these impacts to a level of no significance. Notice is
hereby given that the County of Los Angeles will consider a recommendation to adopt a Negative Declaration.

Case materials, including the environmental documentation, are available for review between 7:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m.,
Monday through Thursday (closed on Fridays) in the offices of the Department of Regional Planning, Hall of Records,
Room 1348, 320 West Temple Street, Los Angeles, California 90012. Selected materials are also available on the
Regional Planning website at http://planning.lacounty.gov/case and at the following location beginning August 14, 2009:

County of Los Angeles Littlerock Library
35119 80th St
Littlerock, CA 93543-3214 (661) 944-4138

Additional information concerning this case may be obtained by telephoning Mi Kim at (213) 974-6443 between 7:30 a.m.
and 5:30 p.m., Monday through Thursday. Our offices are closed on Fridays. Callers from North County areas may dial
(661) 272-0964 (Antelope Valley) or (661) 253-0111 (Santa Clarita) toll free and then request a connection to 974-6443.

"Este es un aviso de una audiencia publica de acuerdo al Decreto de la Proteccion del Medio Ambiente de California.
El proyecto que se considera por el Condado de Los Angeles es un permiso de uso condicional para autorizar la
instalacion y operacién de una facilidad de comunicaciones inalambricas. Una audiencia piiblica para considerar el
pioyecto tendra lugar el dia 15 de septiembre de 2009. Si necesita mas informacion, o si quiere este aviso en Espaiiol,
favor llamar al Departamento de Planificacion al (213) 974-6443."

"ADA ACCOMMODATIONS: If you require reasonable accommodations or auxiliary aids and services such as material
in alternate format or a sign language interpreter, please contact the ADA (Americans with Disabilities Act) Coordinator
at (213) 974-6488 (Voice) or (213) 617-2292 (TDD), with at least three business days notice". '
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Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning HO HEARING DATE

320 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, California 90012 September 15, 2009

AGENDA ITEM

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”).

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, accessories structures and parking.
ACCESS ZONED DISTRICT
Via 100" Street East Littlerock
ASSESSORS PARCEL NUMBER COMMUNITY
3042-001-043 Antelope Valley
SIZE CONMMUNITY 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 MAXIMUM 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
(©) (F) (9)) (F) () (F)

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




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

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PROJECT NUMBER: R2008-02283-(5)/RCUP200800187/RENV20090

1. DESCRIPTION:
Request for a conditional use permit authorizing tl

wireless telecommunications facility consisting of. a support pole, three
antenna arrays with a total of six panel ant to be disguised as
palm tree (“Monopalm”). The pole and a tch the colors of

a palm tree. The project also include
cabinets. The equipments will be locate
an 8-foot concrete masonry wall.

2. LOCATION:
37721 100™ Street East
Littlerock, CA 93543

3. PROPONENT:
Royal Street

4,
T HAS BEEN DETERMINED THAT THE PROJECT WILL NOT
5.
THE LOCI-\:T- ND CUSTODIAN OF THE RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS ON WHICH
ADOPTION OF S 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 PLANNK

GENERAL INFORMAZ

Map Date: November 14, 2008 Stafi
Thomas Guide: 4288 USG

rea Plan: N2 (Non-Urban 2 - One Dwelling Unit Per Acre)

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

[ 1 LA Regional Water Quality Control Board
[ ] Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board

[ ] State Fish and Game

[ ] Other
[ | National Parks Elementary School District
[ ] National Forest High School District

ocal Native American Tribal Council

[ ] Edwards Air Force Bas:
i Water District

[ Air Quality Management District
[ ] Other

County Reviewing Agencies

[ Sheriff Departm [ ] Other
[ | Sanitation Distric ewers proposed) [ ] Other
[ | DPW:

[ ] 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



IMPACT ANALYSIS MATRIX

ANALYSIS SUMMARY (See individual pages for details)

CATEGORY

FACTOR Pg

Less than Significant Impact/No Impact
Less than Significant Impact with Project Mitigation

| Potvéntlal Concern

1. Geotechnical s XL
' 2. Flood 6 []
HAZARDS |- T TR
4. Noise 8 X[
1. Water Quality 9 |XI|L]
2. Air Quality 10 [,
3. Biota 11 | X
RESOURCES | 4. Cultural Resources 12
5. Mineral Resources 13 | X
6. Agriculture Resources X
7. Visual Qualities =
1. Traffic/Access X
2. Sewage Disposal D
SERVICES 3. Education
4. Fire/Sheriff
5.
1.

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.

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

State CEQA Guidelines and the
as determined that this project will
or and, as a result, will not

[ ] MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION, in as.
reduce impacts to insignificant levels (see attached dis

An Initial Study was prepared on thi ject 1 1ang Wlth the State CEQA Guldehnes and the
environmental reporting procedures of* ;
proposed project may exceed establish . "’}) cant has agreed to modification of
the project so that it can now be determine ; 1 have a 51gn1ﬁcant effect on the
physical environment. i
Changes/Conditions Fo

s there is substantial evidence that the project may
significant”.

in an earlier document pursuant to legal standards,
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on the
Form DRP/IA 101). The Addendum EIR is required to analyze only the

Date:

Approved by: Date:

[] Determination appeal ee 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

Maybe

X z
[

Zone, or Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone?
Source: The California Geological Survey.

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

Is the project site located in an area containing a ma iﬁldslide(s)?

X

Source: The California Geological Survey.

Is the project site located in an area havingt s inst bility?

X
I

X .
hydrocompaction?
Sources: General Plan Plat
Mines and Geology.

B ] Is the proposed project consider

Will the project en
N
X L slopes of over 25%

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Desi [ ] Approval of Geotechnical Report by DPW
gn pp P y

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 Impact

5 7/28/09



HAZARDS - 2. Flood

SETTING/IMPACTS

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

u M Is the project site located within or does it cont
designated flood hazard zone?
Source: Federal Emergency Management Agency. ect site is located within
FEMA 500-year flood plain. /’

< []  Isthe project site located in or sub;

v ' Could the project contribute or
X L] run-oft?

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Approval of Drainage Concept by DPW

Project is unmanned wireless telecommunications facility.

CONCLUSION

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

|X] Less than significant/No

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

6 7/28/09



HAZARDS - 3. Fire

SETTING/IMPACTS
o
No Maybe

X [1  Is the project site located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (Fire Zone 4)?

Source: Los Angeles County Fire Department.

4 0 Is the project site in a high fire hazard area and y inadequate access due to

lengths, width, surface materials, turnarounds ox

4 0 Does the project site have more than 75, d single access in a high

fire hazard area?

2 ] Is the project site located in an
fire flow standards?

a having inadequate water an

ressure to meet

to potential dangerous fire hazard

Is the project 1
= L s, explosives manufacturing)?

ted in close pro
conditions/uses (s i

Does the proposed use us fire hazard?

[ ] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ ]Project Design [ 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?

Less than significant/No

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

7 7/28/09



HAZARDS - 4. Noise

SETTING/IMPACTS

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

irports, railroads, freeways,

b.
Could the project substantial including those
C. associated with special equipm arking areas
associated with the project? ,
The equipment may increase nois wever, it will be located adjacent to
vacant lot and mo osest residential lot.
d Would the projec porary or periodic increase in ambient
e.
STANDARD CODE

(Noise Control)

[ ] Environmental Protectio ;
ronment — Noise)

[ ] Building €
[] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Project Design [] Compatible Use

CONCLUSION

Considering the above i tmation, 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 mitigation
[] g project mitig Impact

8 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 1. Water Quality

SETTING/IMPACTS

< Is the project site located in an area having known water quality problems and
X [ : MPYRD
proposing the use of individual water wells?

b. X []  Will the proposed project require the use of a private séwage disposal system?
If the answer is yes, is the project site locat area having known septic tank
L] []  limitations due to high groundwater or oth ] limitations or is the project
proposing on-site systems located in close prx rainage course?
Could the project’s associated co tion activities signific: impact the quality
C. < [] of groundwater and/or storm runoff to the storm wate eyance system
and/or receiving water bodies
Could the project’s post-developm: ies potentially degrade the quality of
d ] O] storm water run: nd/or could p elopment non-storm water discharges
) ~ contribute potenti ants to the storm r conveyance system and/or receiving
bodies?
e.

[[] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[1LotS ] Compatible Use [ ] Septic Feasibility
Study [ ] Industri [ ] 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?

Less than significant/No

ess than significant with project mitigatio
D L han significant with project mitigation Impact

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)
] 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)?

b X ] Is the proposal considered a sensitive use (school tals, parks) and located near a
’ freeway or heavy industrial use?
Will the project increase local emission: nt due to increased traffic
c. X [] congestion or use of a parking st D, thresholds of potential
significance?
Will the project generate or i e in close prox ate obnoxious
d. X ] project g p

odors, dust, and/or hazardous emissic

ith or obstruct 1 entation of the applicable air quality plan?

ribute substantially to an existing or

latively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant
-attainment under applicable federal or state ambient air
 emission which would exceed quantitative thresholds

[] State of € aliforni fety Code — Section 40506 (Air Quality Management District Permit)
[] MITIGATIO [ ] 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?
g

]Z Less than significant/No
Impact

|:| Less than significant with project mitigation

10 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 3. Biota

SETTING/IMPACTS

Is the project site located within a Significant Ecological Area (SEA), SEA Buffer,
X []  or coastal Sensitive Environmental Resource (ESHA4 étc.), or is the site relatively

undisturbed and natural?

Sources: General Plan & Malibu Land Use Pla

the existing church parking lot.

project will be constructed in

X M Will grading, fire clearance, or flood re vements remove substantial
natural habitat areas?

Less than 15 cubic yards of gradi

Is a drainage course located on

[ ] Oak Tree Permit

[ ] Biological Constraints Analysis

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

Less than significant/No

t ignificant with ject mitigati
D Less than significant with project mitigation Tmpact

11 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 4. Archaeological/Historical/Paleontological

SETTING/IMPACTS
Maybe

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?

ating potential paleontological

] Does the project site contain rock formati
resources?

[[] MITIGATION M OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Lot Size roject Design

could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)
aleontological resources?

Considering the
on archaeological

—_— -

Less than significant/No

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

12 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 5. Mineral Resources

SETTING/IMPACTS

Plan Special Management Areas map.
Would the project result in the loss
mineral resource discovery site deli
y
plan or other land use plan?
The project site is not located
Plan Special Management Ave

Other factors? A

[ ] MITIGATION MEASURES CONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Lot Size

CONCLUSION

Considering the above in ignificant impact (individually or cumulatively)

on mineral resources?

'Zl Less than significant/No

. . a : 3 141 1
n significant with project mitigation Impact

13 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 6. Agriculture Resources

SETTING/IMPACTS

Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the

Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of

a Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency to
non-agricultural use?

b Would the project conflict with existing z ultural use, or a Williamson
) Act contract?

c Would the project involve othe ges in the existing envir t that due to their
) location or nature, could resul ynversion of Farmland, to n ultural use?

d. | Other factors?

[ ] MITIGATION MEASURES _ L N , ONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Lot Size

CONCLUSION

Considering the above info ignificant impact (individually or cumulatively)

on agricultu ources?

& Less than significant/No

an.significant with project mitigation
nsg pro] g Impact

14 7/28/09



RESOURCES - 7. Visual Qualities

SETTING/IMPACTS

Is the project site substantially visible from or will it obstruct views along a scenic
highway (as shown on the Scenic Highway Element)s oz is it located within a scenic

Is the project substantially visible from ruct views from a regional
riding or hiking trail?

c Is the project site located in an un 1 t contains unique
' aesthetic features?

d . Is the proposed use out-of-characte; ison to adjacent uses because of height,
) bulk, or other feat

‘ anel antennas

e. light or glare problems?

f.

[[] MITIGATION MEA " OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

X] Visual Simulation [ ] Compatible Use

; , s will be disguised as a palm tree. The applicant will be required to
submit to build the facility as shown on the photo simulations.

; could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)
on scenic qualities?

Eﬂ Less than significant/No

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

15 7/28/09



SERVICES - 1. Traffic/Access

SETTING/IMPACTS

No Maybe
. IXI ] Does the project contain 25 dwelling units or more and is it located in an area with
' known congestion problems (roadway or intersecti
b. X []  Will the project result in any hazardous tra

“

system intersection o
freeway.link be excee

[ ] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ ] 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

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

16 7/28/09



SERVICES - 2. Sewage Disposal

SETTING/IMPACTS

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 ines serving the project site?
c. Other factors?

STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS

[ ] Utilities Code, Title 20 — Division 2 (Sai wers and Ind‘

[ ] MITIGATION MEAST THER CONSIDERATIONS

Less than significant/No
Impact

17 7/28/09



SERVICES - 3. Education

SETTING/IMPACTS

a. Could the project create capacity problems at the district level?
b Could the project create capacity problems at individual schools that will serve the
' project site?
c. Could the project create student transportat
d Could the project create subs population and
demand? '
e. Other factors?

[ ] State of California Gove
[ ] Planning & Zoning C rary Facilities Mitigation Fee)
[l OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[ ] Site Dedication

CONC

he above informa
ational facilities/se

Conside
relative to ec

roject have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)

& Less than significant/No

>ss than significant with project mitigation
PSIg proj & Impact

18 7/28/09



SERVICES - 4. Fire/Sheriff Services

SETTING/IMPACTS

Could the project create staffing or response ti oblems at the fire station or

& sheriff's substation serving the project site?

b Are there any special fire or law enforcemes I ciated with the project or
' the general area?

c Other factors?

[ ] MITIGATION MEASURES

CONCLUSION

Considering the above in gnificant impact (individually or cumulatively)

relative to fire/sh rjff servic

X Less than significant/No

significant with project mitigatio
& Pro) gation Impact

19 7/28/09



SERVICES - 5. Utilities/Other Services

SETTING/IMPACTS

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 hay

inadequate water supply and/or’
pressure to meet fire fighting needs? "

Could the project create problems oviding utility se '

gas, or propane?

es, such as electricity,

provision of new
physically altered

r any of the public services or
hools, 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?

|E Less than significant/No

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

20 - 7/28/09



OTHER FACTORS - 1. General

SETTING/IMPACTS

Will the project result in an inefficient use of ene

Will the project result in a major change

scale, or character of the
general area or community?

Will the project result in a si reduction in the amount of agricultural land?

Other factors?

STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS
X California State Administr servation)
OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Project Design " [ ] Compatible Use

derir < 1 the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)
on the physi e’above factors?

Less than significant/No

ss than significant with project mitigation
- £ » Pro) g Impact

21 7/28/09



OTHER FACTORS - 2. Environmental Safety

SETTING/IMPACTS
No Maybe
R [] 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.
c X4 M Are any residential units, schools, or hospita ated within 500 feet and
. P

potentially adversely affected?

xicity of the site or is the
dwater contamination

Have there been previous uses that indicate 1
X [] site located within two miles down of a known
source within the same watershed?

Would the project emit hazardous
substances, or waste within one-quarter'n

g
ty hazard for people in a project area located within
h. o miles of a public or public use airport, or within
; aplementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
; sponse plan or emergency evacuation plan?
J-
[ ] MITIGA [ | OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

[] Toxic Clean-up Plan

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

IE 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
No Maybe
— Can the project be found to be inconsistent with the plan designation(s) of the
a. X [] )
subject property?
< Can the project be found to be inconsisten he zoning designation of the
b X} [

subject property?

Can the project be found to be in stent with the follo applicable land use

¢ criteria:

X [ ] Hillside Management Criteria

X ] SEA Conformance Criteria?

X D Other?
d X ] ommunity?
e. 1 O

"OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

CON

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

and use factors?

IE Less than significant/No

s than significant with project mitigation
£ Pro) & Impact

23 7/28/09



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

SETTING/IMPACTS

Could the project cumulatively exceed official regional or local population

a. projections?

b th in an area (e.g., through

c sing?

d Could the project result in substan sing imbalance or substantial increase
' in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)? -

e. al facilities for future residents?

¢ bers of people, necessitating the

g

[[] OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Considering the abov

‘ on, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively)
on the physical environmg

ue to population, housing, employment, or recreational factors?

Less than significant/No

Less than significant with project mitigation
[] g proj g Impact
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

CONCLUSION

Considering the above j

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-sustai vels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the numbe restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal, or eliminate im mples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

ental effects that a
ively considerable" mea

Does the project have possible en
cumulatively considerable? "Cu

ividually limited but
at the incremental

effects of past projects, the «
probable future projects.

Less than significant/No
Impact
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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.



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

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.



