Environmental Checklist Form (Initial Study)
County of Los Angeles, Department of Regional Planning

Project title: “Culabusas Peak Motoruny” / Projed No. R2008-00257/ Case Nos. RCUP 201000024/
RV AR 200800007
Environmental Case No. RENV 200800099

Project location: Calabasas Peak Motorwzy, wih acess from Old Topanga Caryon Road, site located one nile
south of Mulbolland Highwny in Calabasas Highlands area
APN: 4436-001-035 Thomas Guide: 589-F2 USGS Quad: Malibu Beach # 70

Gross Acreage: 10.03 acres

Description of project: _Application for a V ariance to allow developrent of a tuo- lewl (6,000 sq. fr.) single-
farmily residence with new drivewry aeess, situated on the south side of Calabasas Peak Motorwny whidh is a private
road atop a designated sigrificant ridgeline under the Santa Morica Mountains North Arvea Commuty Standards
Disia (SMMNA CSD). The proposed orsite drivewnry and a portion of the residence will be within 50 horizontal
feer and 50 wertical feet of the significant ridgeline along the east to west Motorwny, thereby requiring the V ariance
application per the CSD 10 allow developrrent within the restricted building erelope.  The muximum height of the
proposed residence will be 26 feet abowe grade with proposed smprowenents consisting of a private drivewny with fire
departyrent turnaround, a suimming pool, drainage deuges, rewssary retaining walls, and a private septic system_In
addition, approximately 1,800 linear feet of the existing dirt Calabasas Peak Motorwry, which is anrvently a major
niding and biking trail situated atop the designated sigrficartt vidgeline, will be pared and widened to the Fire
Department’s required 20-foor width, beginming ofFsite at a distance of 690 feet from Old Topanga Caryon Road.

The existing 15 foot niding and biking trail easement on the nonth end of Calabasas Peak Motoruny will be
improwed, with the trail wrying in easement width aceptable and to be dedicated 1o the Cowrty by the project’s

proponents. The projeat will comnect 1o a new 277,000 gallon water tank, proposed on parel APN 4436-001-037
to_the nonthuest, that will serw the proea site through a public water system that would tie in to the existing
Wateruorkes District 29 New Surmmt Tank located on the north side of Old Topanga Caryon Road. The proeat
also indudes a request for a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) per CSD requirenents for the proposed grading of
approximately 12,180 cy. of ant, of which 2,450 cy. of out and 5 cy. for fill is neessary for the Fire turnaround,

and 1,100 cy. to be retained for fill, the vempinder exported. An alternatiwe pad location is also depicted further
south and doun slope from the propesed pad location. The alternatiwe is antiapated to create further enuronmental
impacs than the propesed pad location.

General plan designation: Cowayuwide General Plan — (R) Norwban

Community/ Area wide Plan designation: Sania Monica Mountams North Area Plan (SMMNAP) —
(N10) Mountain Lands 10 (1 cuelling unit/10 acres)

Zoning: A-1-10 (Light A gricultural, 10 A ares Min. Required Lot Area).

Surrounding land uses and setting: The projea site 1s wiant, traversed by a sigrificant ridgeline along
Calabasas Peake Motorwzy and a riding/biking trail; topography on site ranges from light to moderately sloped near
Mororwsy to wery steep further south. Owsite sensitiwe natural babitats consist of Coast L e Qak woodland and
typical dry montane dhaparral scrub dorminated by mixed Charmise, Surmac, and Ceanothus. Surrounding land uses
aonsist of vacant land to the west, east, northuest, and a single-fanly residence to the northeast.

Page 1 of 33



Major projects in the area:

Project/Case No. Description and Status
Single-family residence to east (pending), identified as APN 4436-001-
R2008-00116 034
; Single-family residence to west (pending), identified as APN 4436-001-
R2008-00258 035
Single-family residence to northwest (pending), identified as APN 4436-
R2008-00115 e
Reviewing Agencies:
Responsible A gencies Special Revewing A gences Regional Sigraficance
[ ] None X City of Calabasas [ ] None
Regional Water Quality X Santa Monica Mountains [ ] SCAG Criteria
Control Board: Conservancy [ ] Air Quality
X Los Angeles Region DX Local Tribal Rep. [ ] Water Resources
[ ] Lahontan Region National Forest Santa Monica Mtns. Area
<] Coastal Commission X] National Parks ]
X] Army Corps of Engineers  [X] Las Virgenes MWD
X] Caltrans District 7 X] Resource Conservation

California Highway Patrol

Trustee A gencies

[ ] None

[X] State Dept. of Fish and

Game

[X] State Dept. of Parks and
Recreation

[ ] State Lands Commission

[ ] University of California
(Natural Land and Water
Reserves System)

DX] US. Fish and Wildlife

Service

District of Santa Monica
Mountains Area
So. Ctrl. Coastal Info Cir.
SCAQMD
Ventura County
MTA
X Las Virgenes USD
County Reuewing A gencies
X] DPW:

- Land Development
Division (Grading &
Drainage)

- Geotechnical & Materials
Engineering Division

- Watershed Management
Division (NPDES)

- Traffic and Lighting
Division

- Environmental Programs
Division

- Waterworks Division

- Design Division
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X Fire Department
- Forestry, Environmental
Division
-Planning Division
[X] Sanitation District
[X] Public Health:
Environmental Hygiene
(Noise)
Sheniff Department
Parks and Recreation
[ ] Subdivision Committee
County Public Library



Public agency approvals which may berequired:

Public Agency Approval Required

State Fish and Game If habitat isto be disturbed for a state sensitive speciesit may entail a
"Take Permit" be issued from Fish and Game

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  If habitat isto be disturbed for afederal sensitive speciesit may

(USFWYS) entail a"Take Permit" beissued from USFWS.

L ead agency name and addr ess: Project applicant’'s name and addr ess:
County of Los Angeles Fred Farzan

Department of Regional Planning Red Labd, LLC

320 West Temple Street 6505 Gayhart Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012 Commerce, CA 90040

(323) 767-2600
Contact person and phone number. Rudy Silvas, (213) 974-6462
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

IMPACT ANALYSIS
SUMMARY MATRIX

No Impact

Environmental Factor Pg.

1. Aesthetics 8 | [

2. Agriculture/ Forest 9 10

3. Air Quality 10 |[]

4. Biological Resources 1 ]

5. Cultural Resources 13 | []

6. Energy “ L
7. Geology/Soils 15 O CT1
8. Greenhouse Gas Emussions |17 | []| X |
9. Hazards/Hazardous Materials | 18 | [ ][ [ ]|
10. Hydrology/ Water Quality 20 [T
11. Land Use/Planning 23 [0
12. Mineral Resources 24 LXK
13. Noise 25 )L
14. Population/Housing 26 [T
15. Public Services 27 1L L]
16. Recreation 28 L]
17. Transportation/ Traffic 29 (L L
18. Utilities/ Services 31 | []

19. Mandatory Findings 33 | []

of Significance

l
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Less than Significant Impact

Poteritial Concern

Rudgeline, scenic resources impact

Dust and diesel fumes during construction

Ouk wvodland, wildlife migration impacas

Potential ardbaeological resources and oak woodland on site

Landslide area, bigh runoff potertial

Very High Fire Hazard Zore (VHFHZ)

SUSMP for rungff, OWTS for septic, and water tank

required

Newnidgeline commurity beirg created

Noise during construction

Projea sets precedent for further ridgelime development

Response tirmng for Fire and Sheriff

Trail to be vmprowed

Ciradation system impacts on Motoruwzy

Water tark requirements

Ridgelive and scerac resources impats, ok upodland,

traffic, biota and safety impacts




DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Department.)
On the basis of this mitial evaluation:

[

[

I find that the proposed project COULD NO'T have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been
made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact” or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standatds, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on
attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an eatlier EIR
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been
avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
mcluding revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project,
nothing further is required.

Rudy Silvas /ﬁfiy Sl 8/ro/ 11

Signature Date

i O o

Signature Date
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact” answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources the Lead Department cites in the parentheses following
each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced information
sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the
project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact” answer should be explained where it
is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e-g-, the project will not expose
sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action mnvolved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational impacts.

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

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant
Impact” to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level.
(Mitigation measures from Section XVII, "Earlier Analyses," may be cross-referenced.)

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
processes, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
(State CEQA Guidelines § 15063(c)(3)(D).) In this case, a brief discussion should identify the
following: :

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

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

¢) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from
the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the
project.

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

The explanation of each issue should identify: the significance threshold, if any, used to
evaluate each question, and; mitigation measures identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less
than significance. Sources of thresholds include the County General Plan, other County
planning documents, and County ordinances. Some thresholds are unique to geographical
locations.
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8) Climate Change Impacts: When determining whether a project’s impacts are significant, the
analysis should consider, when relevant, the effects of future climate change on : 1) worsening
hazardous conditions that pose risks to the project’s inhabitants and structures (e.g., floods and
wildfires), and 2) worsening the project’s impacts on the environment (e.g., impacts on special
status species and public health).
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1. AESTHETICS

Less Than
Significant
Potentially  Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
: Impact  Incorporated  Impact  Impact
Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista, 24 ] ] []
including County-designated scenic resources areas

(scenic highways as shown on the Scenic Highway

Element, scenic corridors, scenic hillsides, and scenic

ridgelines)?

Project will impaa the natural wew of the designated seenic sigrificant ridgelines on site.Trawelers enening the site on the
Calabasas Peak Motorwzy and on the riding and biking trail will see the impads to ridgeline, and possibly travelers going
north on O¥d Topanga Carpyon Road will see the impats as well from a wntage point to the south of site

b) Be visible from or obstruct views from a regional X L] L] L]
riding or hiking trail?

Calabasas Peak Motorwny is a major riding and hiking trail along the scenic significant ridgeline, and will remain with projeat
proposal. Improwerents will be sible from trail.

c) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, X ] L] []
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, historic

buildings, or undeveloped or undisturbed areas?

Saeruc resourees of site to be disrupred. Project would require 12,180 cy. of cut, induding 2,450 . of out and 5 ¢y of Bll for
requived Fire Departrrent tumaround, with 1,100 cy. to be retained for fill and the rest exported. Total grading quantities for
umprowement to Calabasas Peak Motorway, for the subject parcel and three additional new residences propased to the west, east,
and northuest, total 5,924 ¢y of aut and 791 cy. of fill, and ave not part of the calonlations for grading on site for pad,
drewny and turmaround construdion, Grading is required for the seaion. of the Motorwzy through the subject parcel,  The
grading and alteration of topography would imole sarre slapes i excess of 25%, grading within 50 fet of significant vidgelines.
Fuel modification requirerrents will impact native weetation.

d) Substantially degrade the existing visual character X ] ] ]
or quality of the site and its surroundings because of

height, bulk, patter, scale, character, or other

features?

Visual character and quality will be disrupted._Proposed residence would be slightly Larer in bulk than existing single fanuly
residence atop ridge at 645 feet to northeast of project pad location.  Three adidstional residences (separate prgeds) proposed
west, east, and northuest of subject parcl.

¢) Create a new source of substantial shadows, light, X [] ] []
or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime

views in the area?

Proposed project has the poterstial to result in new source of light which could increase righttime lighting in_the imrediate
uarty, usible from surrounding areas below the significant ridgeline.
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2. AGRICULTURE / FOREST

Less Than
Significant
Potentially  Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant No
Impact  Incorporated  Impact  Impact
Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or [] L] L] X
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?

Project site 1s not mapped as Prime Farmland, Unigue Farmiand or Farnrand of Stateusde Importance pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program._Site listed as “Other Land"’

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, ] ] X ]
with a designated Agricultural Opportunity Area, or

with a Williamson Act contract?

Projea 15 a proposal for a single fanuly residence, does not conflict with exsting zoning for A-1-10 (L ight Agriculsral — 10
Acres Min_Reguired Lot Area), and the site has not been utilized for agricultural use other than equestrian tratl through site,
¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning [] [] ] X
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code S

12220 (g)) or timberand zoned Timbedand

Production (as defined in Public Resources Code §

4526)?

Subject site 15 not located within forest land or area zoned for forest Lind,
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of [] L] [] X
forest land to non-forest use?

Stte 1s not wathin forest land area.

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment ] ] ] X
which, due to their location or nature, could result in

conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or

conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

Subjeat pareel not designated farmiand or forest land, designated Mountain Lands uder SMMNAP Proposed single farmly
residence does not conflict with agriculturally zoned parce,
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3. AIR QUALITY

Where awilable, the sigmficance criteria established by the applicable air quality managerent or air pollution control
dhstrict may be relied upon to make the followng determinations.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of ] ] X []
applicable air quality plans of the South Coast AQMD
(SCAQMD) or the Antelope Valley AQMD?

Projeat not anticipated to conflict or obstruct implenentation of applicable atr quality plan.

b) Violate any applicable federal or state air quality (] ] X ]
standard or contribute substantially to an existing or

projected air quality violation (i.e. exceed the State’s

criteria for regional significance which is generally (a)

500 dwelling units for residential uses or (b) 40 gross

acres, 650,000 square feet of floor area or 1,000

employees for nonresidential uses)?

The proect proposes one strgle-fanly residence.  Even aumilatively with three other single farly residences (separate projeds)
propesed to the west, east and nothuest of project site, project snlileely to ex coed Federal or State’s regional significance ariteria,
¢) Exceed a South Coast AQMD or Antelope Valley ] ] X ]
AQMD CEQA significance threshold?

Proea is single fanuly residence, but aurlatie with three other single farily residences (separate projeds) proposed west, east
and northruest of project site, project unlikely 1o exceed S CA QMD sigrificance threshold

d) Otherwise result in a cumulatively considerable net ] ] X ]
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project

region is non-attainment under an applicable federal

or state ambient air quality standard?

Unlikely project would vesult in net increase of any criteria pollutant, even cumlatieely with three additional residential writs
(separate projects) proposed to west, east and northuest of subject parcel.

e) Expose sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, hospitals, ] ] [] X
parks) to substantial pollutant concentrations due to

location near a freeway or heavy industrial use?

The project 1s not considered a sensitiwe use as defined and is not located near a freewmy/ beavy industrial use.

f) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial ] X [] L]
number of people?

Projeat could generate large quansities of dust during grading, will be required to comply with all applicable federal, state, and
local laws during such adraties for air quality control. Project grading for 12,180 cy. of art, induding 2,450 cy. of aut and 5
¢y of fill for Fire tumaround, 1,100 ¢y to be retaimed for fill and the rest to be exported, plus additional grading for segment
of aceess road through site. Once deweloped, the projec will not create obmaxious odors, dust, and/or hazardous emissiors.
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with ~ Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through X ] O ]
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,

sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans,

policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish

and Game (DFG) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)?

There 15 a potential for a substantial adkerse effect. Project site bas possibilities for any associate of Charise-doninated Chaparral, Coast
Liwe Ok woodland,_and wildflovers of sandstone outcrops: Sta. Monica Shicldbade Karydid: Monardh Butterfly, Sta. Morica
Gurasshopper; Coastal Western Whiptail, San Berardino Rirgrede Snake; CA Mownain Kingsnake; Coast Hormed Lizard: Southern
CA Rufous-crouned Sparrows Golden E agle, Burrowing Ouwl; Allen’s Hurmingbird: Pallid Bat, Spotted Bat; Hoary Bat, Western Red
Bat; CA L eaf-nosed Bat; Western Small-footed Myotis; San Diego Desert Woodrat; A merican Badger; CA Walrwat Woodland, V alley
Needlegrass; Braurion’s_Milk-wetdy; Brewer’s Calandriria; seweral Mariposa Lilies; Peirson’s Morringglovy; Island Mowntain
mahogany; Parry’s Spineflover; Santa Susana Tarplart; Slender-hormed Spineflover; several Dudleyas; Palmer’s Grapplinghook; Mesa
Horkelia; Southern Califorria Blade Walme (OBSERVED); Perirsular Nolina; Lyon’s Pertadbaeta; White Rabbit-tobacco; Salt
Spring Chedeerbloons; Sonoran Maider: fern

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on sensitive natural X ] O ]
communities (e.g., riparian habitat, coastal sage scrub, oak

woodlands, non-jurisdictional wetlands) identified in local or

regional plans, policies, and regulations DFG or USFWS? These

communities include Significant Ecological Areas (SE As)

identified in the General Plan, SEA Buffer Areas, and Sensitive

Environmental Resource Areas (SERAs) identified in the Coastal

Zone Plan.

Project bas potential to smpact Coast Lie Qak Woodland rear sovthern boundary of parcel, and other sensitive natural comvmties on
site.Stte is located on south side of the ridgeline along Calabusas Peak Motorwsy. The majority of the site is a moderate to steep billsidk,
with the Coast Live Ouk Woodland mixed with other native plarts induding scrub oaks. The site contains typical dry montane dhaparval
scrub dorinated by mixed Charise, Swac, and Ceanothus. Project site not in SEA.

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected ] ] X ]
wetlands (including marshes, vernal pools, and coastal wetlands)

or waters of the United States, as defined by § 404 of the Clean

Water Act through direct removal, filling, hydrological

interruption, or other means?

Project site is not within a federally provected wetland. Discharge of runoff ofFsite into any strearmbeds will be evdduated in EIR.

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native X [] [] []
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established

native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use

of native wildlife nursery sites?

Proec sue is inan area that may proude for open space linkage. Calabasas Peak Motorwzy may be considered a wildlife corridor.

e) Convert oak woodlands (as defined by the state, oak X [] [] ]
woodlands are oak stands with greater than 10% canopy cover

with oaks atleast 5” inch in diameter measured at 4.5 feet above

mean natural grade) or otherwise contain oak or other unique

native trees (junipers, Joshuas, etc.)?
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Grading and fuel modification on the soauth side of Calabasas Peak Motoruzy may impac Qak Woodland area to south and other
sensitize flova and fama on site. Grading would remowe natiwe dhaparral,

f) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting X | il |
biological resources, including Wildflower Reserve Areas (L.A.

County Code, Title 12, Ch. 12.36) and the Los Angeles County

Oak Tree Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 22, Ch. 22.56, Part

16)?

The stte is chiefly conered by navive dhaparral, Coast Liwe Oak woodland with Coast Lie Quks located primanily along southern parcel
bowndary,

g) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted state, regional, or X ] O 4
local habitat conservation plan?

Projec_conflicts with SMMNAP for protection. of ridgelives, the natwral_setting, habitat preservation, babitat Lrkages, billside
dewelopment. Projet exceeds E rurorrental Thresholds and A ppropriate Lewels of Dewelopment of SMMNAP.
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5. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the X L] [ L]
significance of a historical resource as defined in
CE QA Guidelines § 15064.5?

Construction actuties for the Proposed Projeat could haze the potential to uncower buried ardvaeolosical resonress.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the X [] [] ]
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to

CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5?

Proea site contains a significant ridgeline and Coast Live Ok woodland._Sigrficant paleontological location to northuest of
parcel near Old Topanga Caryon Road, other artifacts may be present on site.

¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique X [] L] L]
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic

feature, or contain rock formations indicating

potential paleontological resources?

Project site contains a significant ridgeline which will be impacted with grading and aonstrucion.
d) Disturb any human remains, including those L] X [] []
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Although no record of burman rermuins on site, the EIR will addvess mitigation measures o handle the disconery of any
unknoun vemains that may be uncowered,
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6. ENERGY

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
Would the project:

a) Comply with Los Angeles County Green Building ] L] X L]
Standards?(L.A. County Code Title 22, Ch. 22.52, Part

20 and Title 21, § 21.24.440.)

The Proposed Project would be subject 1o the Courity and State butlding cods that muandate incorporation of energy conseruation
measures, which would ensure the efficent use of energy. Project must comply with Cownty Green Building Standards.

b) Involve the inefficient use of energy resources (see ] ] ] X
Appendix F of the CE QA Guidelines)?

The EIR shall address the use of energy, its consumption and conseruation as related to the projed.
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7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Less Than
, Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
Would the project:

a) Be located in an active or potentially active fault
zone, Seismic Hazards Zone, or Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zone, and expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault. L] [] X []

LPrgea site is not located in an adiwe fault zone or seismic hazards zove (Seismic Eazard Zone M@ — Malibu Beach Quad)
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? X L] O L]

Site 15 indicated 10 be in an E arthquake induced - landslide hazard zone Source: State of Califormia Seismic Hazard 7 ones
Map, Malibu Beadh Quadrangle — Ocober 17, 2001, This is an indscation of strong seismic ground shaking.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including L] [] X [
liquefaction?

Sute is not indhcated to be in a hquefaction hazard zone.Souree: State of California Seismic Huzard Zones Map, Malibu
Beads Quadrangle — October 17, 2001.

iv) Landslides? X ] [] []

Stte 15 mdbcated to be in an E arthquake induced - landslide hazard zove. Sowrce: Staze of California Seisnic Hazard Zones
Map, Malibu Beadh Quadvrangle — October 17, 2001. Potential from Lundslide darrage during quake is bigh.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of X ] ] L]
topsoil?

Rapid runoff and erosion potenttial 5s bigh. Compliance with LID standards, NPDE S and SUSMP requived

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is X ] [ ]
unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of

the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site

landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction

or collapse?

Landslide potential dyring a quake is <ery bigh, Project revew by Soils and E ngineering at Public Works required to analyze
full impaat potential,

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

Public Works 1o set forth any requirerrent for the applicant on ex-pansize soil dring grading plan dheck.

¢) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the 2 [] ] ]
use of septic tanks or altemative waste water disposal

systems where sewers are not available for the disposal

of waste water?

Reports for feasibility of septic systern. st be submtted to E rnsrormmental Health Serdces and Public Works for review of the
Onsite Wastewater Treatment System (OWTS) for residence,

f) Conflict with the Hillside Management Area X [] [] ]
Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 22, § 22.56.215) or

hillside design standards in the County General Plan

Conservation and Open Space Element?

Projea 1s not consistent with Hillside Management Criteria of the SMMNAP. Residence i proposed within 50 feet horizontal and 50
Jeet wertical of significant ridgeline, with top pitch of oof protruding 14 feet abore rideelive, thereby requiring V ariance per SMMNA
CSD.
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8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Less Than
Significant
Potentially  Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas (GhGs) emissions, either [] [] X ]
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant

impact on the environment (i.e., on global climate

change)? Normally, the significance of the impacts of

a project’s GhG emissions should be evaluated as a

cumulative impact rather than a project-specific

impact.

The Proposed Project would be subject to the Courty and State buslding codes that mandiate incorporation of energy conseruation
neasures, which would ensure the efficent use of energy and GhG reduced enissions which aould come from fireplaces or other
emission souress. Project,_considered aumlatiely with three additional residences propesed (separate projeas) to the west,
nortyuest and east, in addition to existing residenes in area, not likely to bawe 4 significant impact on the envromrent with
GhG emissions.Projec: and surrounding new residences propased (separate projects) st comply with Couwrty Green Butlding
Standards which reduce carbon footprint and GhG emissions.

b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or ] L] X L]
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the

emissions of greenhouse gases including regulations

implementing AB 32 of 2006, General Plan policies

and implementing actions for GhG emission

reduction, and the Los Angeles Regional Climate

Action Plan?

Residential projeat, considered awmulatively with residences proposed in surrounding area (separate projects), would not Likely
aorflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the ermissions of GhGs.
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9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Less Than

Significant
Potentially  Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the [] X [] []
environment through the routine transport, storage,

production, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or

use of pressurized tanks on-site?

Precautionary measures must be taken to store any hazardous materials used during construction, -

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the [] X [] []
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset

and accident conditions involving the release of

hazardous materials or waste into the environment?

Hazardous materials wsed in construction or for road puning must be property stored on site in the appropriate type of cortainer
Lo prevent leakage of fures, soil contamination, or from spilling into the drainase course

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or [] X [] []
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste

within 500 feet of sensitive land uses (e.g., homes,

schools, hospitals)?

During construction, all hazardous materials be properly handled, stored and transported on and off site

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of [] ] X []
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to ‘

Government Code § 65962.5 and, as a result, would it

create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment?

Sute 15 nor likely on list of hazardous muterials site

e) Fora project located within an airport land use L] [] 1 X
plan, or where such a plan has not been adopted,

within two miles of a public airport or public use

airport, would the project resultin a safety hazard for

people residing or working in the project area?

Project site is not within an atrport land use plan or within ruo males of 2 public atrport.

f) Fora project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 1 ] L] =
would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?
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Proect is not within the udnity of a private airstrip,

g) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere ] ] X [
with, an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

Project too srmall to interfere with response or evacuation tlan.

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of X L] L] L]
loss, injury or death involving fires, because the
project is located:

Project will require road widening and paving by Fire Departrment, new uater tank required on paredl 10 northaest for water
pressure to fight fires, fuel modification plan, and safery Fatures built into newstructues.

i) ina Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones (Zone X L] L] L]
4)?

Praect 1s in a Very High Fire Hazard Sewrity Zone, out of control fires burning up ridge have potential to cut off emergency
aqess and esape.

i) ina high fire hazard area with inadequate access? = ] [] ]

Improvements to Calabasas Peak Motorway will allow quicker and safer aceess, but out of control fire burning up ridge area is
a lngh threat.

iii) inan area with inadequate water and pressure to X [] L] L]
meet fire flow hazards? '

New 277,000 gallon Waterworks District 29 water tank is required to be placed on parel to northuest, APN 4436-001-
037, for fire flow and pressure requirerments to sere projeat site.

iv) in proximity to land uses that have the potential L] L] X L]
for dangerous fire hazard (such as refineries,
flammables, and explosives manufacturing)?

Heay folage surroundings, but no refineries or other flarmmable uses nearby;
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10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste X ] [] L]
discharge requirements?

SUSMP 1s required for approwdl and compliance with NPDES, reports for feasibility of septic system nust be submitted to
E rearormmentaly Public Health Serdces for redew of the Onsite Wasteunter Treatment System (OWTS) for residence. Area
may be subjed to septic tank lintations.

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or L] L] X ]
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such

that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume ora

lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the

production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would

drop to a level which would not support existing land

uses or planned uses for which permits have been

grante d)?

Praea 1o be serwed by Wateruorks Districe 29, with emplacerrent of a 277,000 gallon water tank on site to the northuest,
with conmection to seruc tanks through water line emplaced wndermeath Calabusas Peak Motorwry during improvenents,
which would connect to seruce tanks on north end of Calabasas Peake Motorury and Old Topanga Caryon Road intersection.
No groundhenter/well water use proposed.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of L] X 1 L]
the site or area, including through the alteration of the

course of a stream or river, in a manner which would

result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

SUSMP requsred to be approved, NPDES compliance, LID standards compliance. Drainage pattem will be altered with
rew construction. in. order to control. bigh erosion and siltation both on and ofFsite. Topanga Caryon Creek located just under
0.5 mles 1o the southeast, rurming novth to south parallel to Ol Topanga Caryon Road, with a tributary just beyond 0.5
mles to the south rurving along Zurmga Road west to east. E IR will address ary potential impacts to the creeks.

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of ] x ] L]
the site or area, including through the alteration of the

course of a stream or river, or substantially increase

the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which

would result in flooding on- or off-site?

SUSMP requured to be approved, NPDES compliance, LID standards compliance. Drainage pattern will be altered with
new construction in order to control bigh runoff and flooding both on and off site. Topanga Canyon Creck located just under
0.5 mules to the southeast, runming north to south parallel to Old Topanga Caryon Road, with a tributary just beyond 0.5
males to the south runring along Zumga Road west o east. E IR will address any potential impads to the cregks.
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e) Create or contribute runoff water which would ] X ] []
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems?

SUSMP required to be approwed, NPDE S and LID compliance required,

f) Generate construction or post-construction runoff [] X [] []
that would violate applicable stormwater NPDES

permits or otherwise significantly affect surface water

or groundwater quality?

SUSMP requived to be approwed, NPDES and LID Compliance required.

g) Conflict with the Los Angeles County Low Impact L] X L] L]
Development Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 12,
Ch. 12.84 and Title 22, Ch. 22.52)?

Projeat will be desigred to comply with requirerrents set forth under LID Ordinance.

h) Generate construction or post-construction runoff L] X [] ]
that would violate applicable stormwater NPDES

permits or otherwise significantly affect surface water

or groundwater quality?

Will be addressed with SUSMP and proper mitigation measures identified in the EIR. Projea required to comply with
NPDES and LID standards.

i) Result in point or nonpoint source pollutant

discharges into State Water Resources Control Board- [] X [] ]
designated Areas of Special Biological Significance?

Designated areas to be wrified in EIR, but all runoff to be controlled and addressed in SUSMP, compliance required with
NPDES. All mitigation measures required to be addressed in EIR.

j) Use septic tanks or other private sewage disposal = L] L] L]
system in areas with known septic tank limitations or
in close proximity to a drainage course?

Reports for feasibility of septic system must be submitted to E nvironmentaly/ Public Health Seruges for redew of the Orsite
Wastewnter Treatment System (OWTS) for residence. A rea may be subject to septic tank limitatiors.

k) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? ] X [] ]

A SUSMP rmust be approved that will protect water quality, Al necessary mitigation measures to be ideniified in EIR.

1) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as [] [] X e
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood

Insurance Rate Map, or within a floodway or

floodplain?
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Not within designated federal Flood Hazard Boundary, floockery or floodplain zone.

m) Place structures, which would impede or redirect (] [] X ]
flood flows, within a 100-year flood hazard area,

floodway, or floodplain?

Structwres not proposed within a 100-year flood hazard area, floodwny or floodplain

n) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of X ] L] ]
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including -
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Prgea proposes a 270,000 gallon water tank to be placed on parcel to the northuest, atop bighest point of ridgeline on site with
an 8 foot blodk retaining wall for tank pad support. Safety issue of tank will be addvessed in EIR.

o) Place structures in areas subject to inundation by X ] L] ]
seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

Project sute is 1n a landslide prone area, mudflow porential bigh during construction due to steep slopes. Mitigation measures for
project deweloprrent and construction to be addressed in EIR.
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11. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community? X L] ] L]

Project for single fanily residence, cumilaicely in vew of three additional residences (separate projeds) propased on ridgeline
paredls 1o the uest, east and novthuest of subject pareel, is in essence creating a new ridge top commrurty. It will be separate
from the surrounding commurty.

b) Be inconsistent with the plan designations of the X ] ] 1
subject property? Applicable plans include: the

County General Plan, County specific plans, County

local coastal plans, County area plans, County

community/ neighborhood plans, or Community

Standards Districts.

Propased, residence appears corsistent with SMMNA P designation of N10-Mowrtain Lands 10 (1 du/10 acres) in that proposal is for
one unit on subject parcel which is 10.03 gross acres. Curmlatizely, in uew of the three additional single-farmily residences (separate
projects) 1o the west, east and novtbruest, all residential structures proposed, induding on subject parcel, do not fall into a dustered pattem
which if implemented could reduce disturbances to the topographic, egetative and biological settings. Project conflicts with policies of the
SMMNAP and the SMMNA CSD. V ariance and Conditional Use Perrat are required for pad location, drivewsrys, structure beight,
grading quarntity more than 5,000 aibic yards, all impacting sigrficant vidgeline.

c¢) Be inconsistent with the zoning designation of the ] L] X L]
subject property?

Proposed residence is consistent with existing zoning designation of A-1-10 (Light Agricdiwral — 10 Aces Min. Reguired
Lot Area).

d) Conflict with Hillside Management Criteria, SEA X L] ] []
Conformance Criteria, or other applicable land use

criteria?

Projeat 15 not_consistert_ with Hillside Managerment Criteria of the SMMNAP. _ Residence 1s_propased within 50 feet
horizontal and 50 feet ertical of significant idgeline, with top pisch of roof protruding 14 feet abowe vidgeline, thereby requiring
Variance per SMMNA CSD.
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12. MINERAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated  Impact
Would the project:

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral [ ] X

resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?

The projea: site is not located in a Mineral Rearery Zone. Soure: General Plan Spedal Managerert Areas map.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally- ] ] X
important mineral resource recovery site delineated on

a local general plan, specific plan or other land use

plan?

The project site is not located in a Mineral Recorery Zone. Soure: General Plan Spedal Managermert Areas map.
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13. NOISE

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to, or generation of, noise L] X ] ]
levels in excess of standards established in the County

noise ordinance (Los Angeles County Code, Title 12,

Chapter 12.08) or the General Plan Noise Element?

Noise will be generated temporarily during construction period. Mitigation measures will be addressed in EIR to keep noise to
a muyimal lewel,

b) Exposure of sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, ] L] L] X
hospitals, senior citizen facilities) to excessive noise

levels?

No schools, hospitals or seror aitizen faclities in surrouwnding ucriry.

¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise [] L] X []
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing

without the project, including noise from parking

areas? ‘

No substariial permanent increases in noise lewels are expected from passing autormobiles.

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in L] X L] [l
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels

existing without the project, including noise from

amplified sound systems?

Noise will be generated temporarily during construction period. Mitigation measures will be addvessed in EIR to keep noise to
a minimal lewel,

e) Fora project located within an airport land use L] L L] =
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,

within two miles of a public airport or public use

airport, would the project expose people residing or

working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

Proect 1s not within an asrport land use plan area or within two mles of an airport.

f) Fora project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, L] L] L] X
would the project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

Project is not within the uanity of a private aprstrip.
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14. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, X [] L] ]
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes

and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through

extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Growth inducerent due to irmprovement of aceess road and the proposed water system will increase ndgeline developrent.
b) Cumulatively exceed official regional or local X [] ] []
population projections? ’

The projea proposes one single family residence. _Curmdatively, in dew of the three additiondl residences proposed (separate
projecs) on parcels to the west, east and northuest, the owrall dewloprment may slightly increase the owerall population
projections for a rural area.

¢) Displace existing housing, especially affordable L] ] [ X
housing?

Site 15 aurrently wacant and project proposes one residence.

d) Displace substantial numbers of people, L] [] [] X
necessitating the construction of replacement housing

elsewhere?

Stte 15 aurvently wacant and the project propases are single famly residence.
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15. PUBLIC SERVICES

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
a) Would the project create capacity or service level '
problems, or result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the public
services:

Fire protection? X L] ] []
The nearest County fire station # 68 s located 2.1 nles to the northruest in the City of Calabasas, station # 69 is located at
401 S. Topanga Caryon Blud, Toparga, approxinuiely 4.5 miles southeast from the projea site which may hawe response
ture problens. Narrowwindy roads must be trawersed 1o reach site,

Sheriff protection? X L] L] ]
Although area appears 1o be a low aime rate area, nearest Shenff station 1s Malibu Lost Hills at 27050 Agowra Rd.,
Calabasas, approximately 5 males to the northuest, which could baze response tirre issues. Patrol cars would hawe to trazerse
navrow wndy roads 1o read site.

Schools? ] [] X L]
Potential for wery slight aapacity increase at district lewel, Las Virgenes Unified School District. Potential for slight aapaaty
increase at indsudual private schools that sere the projea site. Not likely to be a significant increase.

Parks? [] [] X []
Proect ot likely to increase impact lewel to parkes.

Libraries? ] X ] L]
Library mitigation fees will be required,

Other public facilities? [] [] O X
No others appear to be impacted,
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16. RECREATION

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
a) Would the project increase the use of existing 1 L] X
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would occur or be accelerated?

Proect, along with crmvlative impact of three addstional residences (separate projects), not likely to significantly impact existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilitses. '

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or ] ] X ]
require the construction or expansion of recreational :
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect

on the environment?

Project does not require any new recreational faclities.

c) Is the project consistent with the Department of L] ] X L]
Parks and Recreation Strategic Asset Management

Plan for 2020 (SAMP) and the County General Plan

standards for the provision of parkland?

The EIR will reflet the proea’s consistency with County Parks and Recreation SAMP for 2020. Unlikely that projea,
considered aurlatiely with three residences to be constructed adiacent to project (separate projects) would be inconsistent with
SAMP for 2020.

d) Would the project interfere with regional open ] X [] L]
space connectivity?

The project, although it proposes to realign the exiting riding and biking trail through the site to the satisfaction of County
Parks and Recreation, will allow the continued use of 2 1iding and biking trail through the site. Calabasas Peak M. otoruzy is
also used as a wildlife corvidor and new aonstruction may disrupt its use for wild animals. The EIR will descrie the potential
Lmpacs to regional open space comectiuty and mitigation measures recessary to reduce the impac to less than sigificarnt.
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17. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or X L] ] ]
policy establishing a measure of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all modes of transportation, including mass
transit and non-motorized travel, and relevant
components of the circulation system, including but
not limited to intersections, streets, highways and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
transit? Measures of performance effectiveness include
those found in the most up-to-date Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG)
Regional Transportation Plan, County Congestion
Management Plan, and County General Plan Mobility
Element.

The Project, considered m conjunction and cunmlatizely with three additional simgle-farrily residences proposed (separate projects)
to the west, east and northuest of project site, along with existing single fanrly residence and riding and biking trail traffic has
the potential to cause an tmpact to the drodation system atap the Calabasas Peake Motorury,

b) Exceed the County Congestion Management Plan [] [] X []
(CMP) Transportation Impact Analysis thresholds?

Single-farly vesidential projea along with three residential projects proposed in adiacent area (separate projeds) are not likely to
exceed CMP Transportation Impaa Anabysis thresholds.

¢) Conflict with an applicable congestion ] [] X L]
management program, including, but not limited to,

level of service standards and travel demand measures,

or other standards established by the CMP, for

designated roads or highways (50 peak hour vehicles

added by project traffic to a CMP highway system

intersection or 150 peak hour trips added by project

traffic to a mainline freeway link)?

The proect proposes_one single fanuly residence which would not exceed the CMP_thresholds, not ewen anmianely with
addstional three residences propased to the west and northuest. ,

d) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, including L] [ ] X
either an increase in traffic levels ora change in

location that results in substantial safety risks?

Project has no impact or bearing on air traffic
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e) Substantially increase hazards due to a design [] L] X []
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections)
or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Lroject proposes one single farly vesidence that will require widening of the existing access road (Calabusas Peak M. otoruzy) to
Fire Departrent requirerrents. Riding and biking trail to be improwed along north end of Calabasas Peak Motorway, some
seations of trail located on site along novthern. property boundary. Orer this sublect parcel. trail does not appear to create any
hazards for ingress and egress fromsite,

f) Resultin inadequate emergency access? X L] ] L]

Although the project is a_proposal for a single family residence with assodated fire acess imprownents to Cowrty Fire
Deparvment standards and requirerments, aawss road is now gated. Also, usitors for the proposed single farmily residence during
a large gathering would create o problem for ermergency aceess with parking on the shoulder of the acess road. A dditional three
adjacent residences proposed hae the potential to create the same problem during large gatherings, The EIR will addvess the
ENEIgency aacess issue,

g) Conflict with the Bikeway Plan, Pedestrian Plan, [] ] X ]
Transit Oriented District development standards in

the County General Plan Mobility Element, or other

adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting

alternative transportation (e.g., bus tumouts, bicycle

racks)?

Project ouer this subject parcel not likely to conflia with bikewsy and pedestrian plan._Riding and biking trail smprowerents
rust meet County Parks and Recreation requirerrents. EIR will addvess requirerrents and all mitiaation measures reassary
to ensure trail 1s realigned and improved correatly,

h) Decrease the performance or safety of alternative L] [] X []
transportation facilities?

Proea not likely to have an impact on any alternative transportarion faclities.
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18. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Less Than
’ Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the [] [] X [
Los Angeles or Lahontan Regional Water Quality
Control Boards?

Proec 15 proposed to be on Onsite Wastewnter Treatrnent System (OWTS).

b) Create water or wastewater system capacity L] L] X L]
problems, or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of
~ existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

Proect 15 propesed to be on OW'TS.

c) Create drainage system capacity problems, or ] X [] ]
result in the construction of new storm water drainage

facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the

construction of which could cause significant

environmental effects?

SUSMP requzred to be approved.

d) Have sufficient reliable water supplies available to X [] L] []
serve the project demands from existing entitlements

and resources, considering existing and projected

water demands from other land uses?

The project will require a 277,000 gallon water tank on site to the nortuest for water seruce From Witeraorbs District 29.
The tank will also serw the other three residential units propesed in adsacent Jocations (separate projeas). A will serwe seruce
letter wall be required from Water Works District 29.

e) Conflict with the Los Angeles County Low Impact [] X L] L]
Development Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 12,

Ch. 12.84 and Title 22, Ch. 22.52) or Drought Tolerant

Landscaping Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 21, §

21.24.430 and Title 22, Ch. 21, Part 21)?

Project will be required to comply with LID requirements. The EIR <will adddvess requirements and measures neaessary for
complianc.

f) Create energy utility (electricity, natural gas, ] X L] []
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propane) system capacity problems, or result in the
construction of new energy facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

Utilities will have to be provided to serwe undeweloped site wpon ridgeline.  The E IR will address the prousion of utility seruces
and any mitigation measures recessary to reduce potential tmpacts to lees than significnt.

g) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 1 L] X L]
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs?

The project, along with the ammilative impact of three additional residerttial writs proposed nearby (separate projeds), ill haze
a slight increase 1o landfll capacity but likely not significant. _The EIR will addvess the impact of the proect to Land fil

azgaa;f A

h) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and [] ] X []
regulations related to solid waste?

The project will comply with federal, state, and local statutes for solid waste disposal.
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19. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated  Impact Impact
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the X [] ] []
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

Project impacts to significant ridgeline, weushed, biota impacs, traffic dradation, potential oak woodland impacts and large
watertank emplacerrent have the potential to degrade the quality of the erdronment.

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually = ] ] L]
limited, but cumulatively considerable?

(" Cumulatively considerable” means that the

incremental effects of a project are considerable when

viewed in connection with the effects of past projects,

the effects of other current projects, and the effects of

probable future projects)?

The Project, along with three other residential writs proposed (separate projects) along the Calabasas Peak Motorwry and
significnt ridgeline, has the currlative potential for further idgeline developnent and related impadts associated with such

dewloprrent.

¢) Does the project have environmental effects which X L] L] L1
will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

The 277,000 gallon water tank_proposed atop of the ridgelie’s bighest peak_on parcel_to northuest, with a surrounding
earthquake induced landslide area_and abowe the proposed residence and three surrounding residences proposed (separate
projects), may create an unpredicable hazardous situation despite the best en - engineering efforts. Also, traffic ciradlation atop the
Motorwny could be dangerous if whides are parked upon it during large gatherings which could canse acwss problems in the
ewent of an emergency.
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