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ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning

Planning for the Challenges Ahead

PROPOSED ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

DETERMINATION DATE:

PROJECT NUMBER:

PERMIT NUMBER(S):

SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT:

PROJECT LOCATION:

OWNER:

APPLICANT:

CASE PLANNER:

April 24, 2019

2018-000331-(5)

ADV RPPL2O1 6000546/ENV RPPL2016002236

5

Unincorporated La Crescenta-Montrose

N/A

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning

James Drevno, Regional Planner
jdrevnoplanning.lacounty.gov

Los Angeles County (“County”) completed an Initial Study to evaluate the potential
environmental impacts of the above-mentioned project. Based on the information
contained in the Initial Study, which are supported by substantial evidence, the project
would not have a significant adverse effect on the environment. Therefore, the County
proposes that a Negative Declaration is the appropriate environmental documentation
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Attached: Initial Study — Negative Declaration

320 West Temple Streets Los Angeles, CA 90012 213-974-6411 • TDD: 213-617-2292

000 @LACDRP planning.Iacounty.gov

Amy .1. Bodek, AICP
Director

Dennis Slavin
Chief Deputy Director



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING

320 WEST TEMPLE STREET
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PROJECT NO. 201 8-000331-(5)
ENVIRONMENTAL CASE NO. RPPL2016002236

1. DESCRIPTION: The proposed project is an update of the existing La Crescenta
Montrose Community Standards District ordinance to improve the appearance of
the Foothill Boulevard and ensure new multi-family buildings are designed to be
compatible with existing residential neighborhoods. No new development is
proposed as a part of this Project.

2. LOCATION: Community of unincorporated La Crescenta-Montrose

3. PROPONENT:

County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, California 90012

4. FINDINGS OF NO SIGNIFICANT EFFECT: Based on the initial study, it has been
determined that the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

5. LOCATION AND CUSTODIAN OF RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS: The location
and custodian of the record of proceedings on which the adoption of this Negative
Declaration is based is:

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

PREPARED BY: James Drevno, Community Studies East

DATE: April24, 2019

Revised 01/03/19



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

Project title: La Crescenta-Montrose Communiw Standards District Amendment/ Project No. 201 8-000331-
(5)! Advance Planning Case No. 2016000546/ Environmental Assessment No. 2016002236

Lead agency name and address: Los Angeles County. 320 West Temple Street. Los Angeles. CA 91)012

Contact Person and phone number: James Drevno (213) 974-6425; idrevnoplanning.lacounn’.gov

Project sponsor’s name and address: Counn’ of Los Angeles. Depaent of Reonal Planning. 320W.
Temple St.. Los Angeles. CA 90012.

Project location: All parcels within the La Crescenta-Montrose Community Standards DisthctiSee map
below.)
rIPN: AU parcels within the La Crescenta-Montrose Community Standards District
[TSGSQua Condor Peak and Pasadena.

Gross Acreage: Approximately 2.195 Acres (3.43 square miles)

General plan designation: Various: Rural Land 20. Residential 9. Residential 18. Residential 30. Public and
Semi-Public. Parks and Recreation. Water, and General Commercial.

Community/Area wide Plan designation: NLL

Zoning: Various: R-1. R-1-7500. R-i-10000, R-2. R-3. R-3-30U. R-3-P. C-i. C-2-BE. C2-DP-BE. C-3. C-3-
BE. C3-DP-BE. CPD. M-1-DP-1.’ IC-BE). Properties within the Project limits are predominandv zoned for
residential and commercial uses.

Description of project: The Project proposes to amend the Los Angeles Counn’ Zoning Code Tide 22.
Chapter 22.328 (formerly Section 22.44.139) updating the La Crescenta-Montrose Community Standards
District Ordinance (CSD) in compliance wth the Los Angeles Counn’ General Plan (General Plan)
implementation program regdring community desigu guldelines. Originally adopted in 2009. the La
Crescenta-Montrose CSD Ordinance encompasses the unincoporated areas of the La Crescenta-Montrose
Community (Community). CSDs are established to implement specific development standards, in the form
of a supplemental district. to address special attributes of the communin’.

The Project consists of changes to the regulations related to all R-3 residential zones in the communin’ and
the commercial zones along Foothill Boulevard. The proposed changes include reorganization of the existing
CSD as well as the addition of new definitions, clarification of existing regulations and new development
standards. On Foothill Boulevard. three subareas are combined into one subarea to streamline the code
sections and reduce redundant regulations. New standards are prosed to a improve the aesthetics of the
commercial corridor. promote a pedestrian friendly environment mitigate the interface between residential
and commercial uses. and enhance the community’s characteristics. The new development standards include
updates to building desi. paMng lot desi. wall and fence desi. landscaping. yard setbacks, and siage.
The Project does not propose or authorize any develoyment. AU future uronosed development will continue

Revised 2-26.19

1/52



to require review and petting by the County and will be reviewed on a proiect-by-project basis to determine
the_potential for project-specific impacts. in compliance with CEOA. as necessa.

Revised regulations as a part of the Project include:

R-3 ZONE

• Yard requirements. including front side and rear yard requirements to presen’e and maintain natural
vegetation.

• Building height setbacks and roof form requirements to provide compatibth’ between aparent
houses and single and two-family residential proper.

• Clariring language regarding roof top and roof mounted equipment requirements.
• Landscaping requirements to enhance buffering between different n’pes of land uses.

COMMERCIAL ZONES —Along Foothill Boulevard
• Revision to the applicabifin’ of the Area Speelfic Development Standards to apply to all subareas of

the current CSD boundan’. which will be referred to as the Foothill Boulevard Area.
• Additional land uses have been added that are subject to Conditional Use Permits (CUPs’
• Adjustments to parng regulations in some sections of the Foothill Boulevard area.
• Adjustments to building massing regulations.
• Replacement of existing “architectural sn’les” framework and inclusion of a menu of architectural

features. desir elements, and frontages.
• Additional wall. fencina. and screening regulations.
• Replacement of existing sign regulations with new design-based sir regulations.

LA CRESCENTA-MONTROSE CSD DISTRICT MAP’
• Revision to the subarea names and applicabffi’ of development standards. The three sub-areas (1)

Foothill Blvd. West Town Area. (2) Foothill Blvd. Mid-Town Area. and (3) Foothill Blvd. East
Town Area will be consolidated into one subarea referred to as the “Foothill Boulevard Area”.
Revised and new standards will apply to the consolidated subarea.

Surrounding land uses and setting: La Crescenta — Montrose is surrounded to the north by the Angeles
National Forest. to the south and west by the City of Glendale. and to the east by the City of La Cafiada
Flintridge. \Vith the exception of the National Forest. these communities are urbanized areas comprised of
existing suburban, commercial, residential, public. and institutional uses.

The surrounding land uses in the Cm’ of Glendale include single family residential and open space immediately
to the west, and single-family residential, multi-family residential, and general commercial uses to the south of
the project area. In the City of La Caflada-Flintddge to the east, surrounding land uses include, single-family
residential, some mixed-use. communih’-planned development, and open space.

Environmental Setting: The Project is a regulatory document that will be applied to the approximately 3.43
square mile La Crescenta-Montrose community identified in the Project Description above. The community
of La Crescenta-Montrose is located within the West San Gabriel Valley Planning Area of the General Plan1
and is almost entirely developed with suburban developments. The Community lies between the San Rafael
Hills to the southeast and the Verdugo Hills to the south and southwest. The Community is bordered by the
Angeles Forest to the north. Although the Community is built out. it is surrounded by hills and large areas of

1 Los Angeles County 2035 General Plan, pg. 52
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natural open space. La Crescenta-Montrose is largely residential with commercial uses concentrated along the
Foothill Boulevard corridor.

Required Approvals: An ordinance amendment to the La Crescenta-Montrose Community Standards
District and associated environmental document. Project No. 2018-000331-( )/ Advance Planning Case No.
2016000546 / Environmental Assessment No. 2016000647

Framework for Environmental Analysis: This Initial Study has been prepared to analyze the potential
effects resulting from adoption and implementation of the Project, which involves an ordinance amendment
including amendment to the subarea map and new development standards. The action of adopting the
proposed amendment will not directly create any environmental impact nor directly result in any construction.
The regulations proposed within the Project will be applied to development prolects at the time of application
submittal. The proposed changes are aimed at increasing the pedestrian-friendliness of the commercial areas
through pedestrian-oriented entrances, accessible landscaped areas, and reducing paved areas. which will
lessen potential environmental impacts to the Community.

Revised 2.26-19
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Surrounding land uses and setting: The communin’ of La Crescenta-Montrose is located within the West
San Gabriel Valley Planning Area of the General Plan2 and a largely developed, suburban residential
communin’. The Communin- lies benveen the San Rafael Hills to the southeast and the Verdugo Hills to the
south and southwest. The Community is bordered by the Angeles Forest to the north. The Communin’,
although predominanrl’ developed, is surrounded by large areas of natural open space with connections to
surrounding hills. The Communin’ is served by paved public roads and is developed with mostly residential
uses with commercial uses concentrated along the Foothill Boulevard corridor.

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area
requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1? If so, has consultation
begun?

On May 22, 2018, Native American tribal cultural resources consultation letters were sent to the following
tribes as required by AB52:

• Gabrieleno Band vf Mission Indians — Kizh Nation
• Femandeio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
• San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians

As of the end of the consultation period, no response was received from the tribes.

Other public agencies whose approval may be required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement):

Pu/il/c 4genq’ ippror’a/ Required
Nor Applicable Nor Applicable

Major projects in the area:
Prejed/ Case No. Descnttion and Status
2017- Oak Tree Permit with Public Heating (Two encroachments) - Open
004909/RPPL2OI 7010424
‘017-
007380/RPPL2O17OI 1133

CUP — Small Cell Wireless Telecommunications Facffiw - Open

2 Los Angeles County 2035 General Plan, pg. 52
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Reviewing Agencies:
Re.qwnsth/c .4geinie.r

H None
Regional Water Quality Control
Board:

Los Angeles Region

H Lahontan Region

H Coastal Commission

H Army Corps of Engineers

Special Reviewing - 4gencies

H None

H Santa Monica Mountains
Conservancy
National Parks
National Forest

H Edwards Air Force Base

H Resource Conservation
District of Santa Monica
Mountains Area
City of Glendale
Cliv of La Canada flintddge
Fernandeno Tataviam Band of

Mission Indians

Regirnzal Srgniflcance

H None

H SCAG Criteria
Air Quality

H Water Resources

H Santa Monica Mtns. Area
Metro Transportation

Authority.
Caltrans

Trustee - 4gencies

H None
State Dept.

Wildlife

H State Dept.
Recreation

H State Lands Commission

H University of California
(Natural Land and Water
Resenes System)

Couni Rei’ic;vi;ig _4geii ties

DPW
Fire Department
- Forestry, Environmental
Division

-Planning Division
- Land Development Unit
Public I-Iealth/Environmental
Health Division: Land Use
Program (OWTS), Drinking
Water Program (Private
Wells), Toxics Epidemiology
Program (Noise)
Sheriff Department
Parks and Recreation

of Fish and

of Parks and
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potennallv affected by this project.

El Aesthetics

El Agticulwre/Forcst

El Greenhouse Gas Emissions

El Hazards/Hazardous Materials

El Public Services

El Recreation

El Air Quthw

El Bioloica1 Resources

El Cultural Resources

El Hydrology/Water Qualirv

El Land Use/Planning

Mineral Resources

El Transportation/Traffic

El Tribal Cultural Resources

El Uuuines/Sen-ices

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

El Mandator Findings
of Significance

1 End thar the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

El I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on die environment, there
will not be a significant effect in eMs case because rensions in the project have been made by or
peed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DEClARATION will be
prepared.

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

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

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

Screparedbv

Signature (Approved by)

%/a% ci
Date

i2/;ç /ic

Date

Re,,sed 1-24-19

El Energy

El Geology/Soils

El Noise

El Population/Housing

8/52



EVALUATION OF ENVIRONIvNTAL IMPACTS:

1) 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).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, 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.

3) 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 sigmficant. “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.

4) “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.)

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tieting, program EIR, or other CEQA processes, an
effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. (State CEQA Guidelines
15063(c)@)(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 oç 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.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant x4th Mitiganon 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.

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

7) The explanation of each issue should identify: the significance threshold, if am’, 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.

8) Climate Change Impacts: \Vhen 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).

Revised 2.26.19
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1. AESTHETICS

Less Than
Signifkaiu

Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mit,Aration Significant No

Impact Incotpora red Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? H H H

b) Be visible from or obstruct views from a regional H H H
riding or hiking trail?

c) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, H H H
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

d) Substantially degrade the existing visual character H H H
or quality of the site and its surroundings because of
height, bulk, pattern, scale, character, or other
features?

e) Create a new source of substantial shadows, light, H H H
or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a.. b. c. No Impact. No scenic vistas or other scenic resources have been identified within the La Crescenta

Montrose community.3 The Project does not propose the construction of any new structures that could block

views. New development standards and regulations in the Project are intended to facilitate a safe and visually
pleasant vista. allowing views of the surrounding San Gabriel Mountains. San Rafael Hills and Verdugo Hills

which provide a distinct identity and character to the Community. The Project would have no impact on
scenic vistas. No regional riding or hing trails exist within the La Crescenta-Montrose community. The

design standards proposed enhance the existing characteristics of the Communih’ which has been developed

and is currently laregly built-out. Undeveloped parcels will be reviewed for potential impacts at time of
auplicanon submittal of project specific development. No scenic vistas or other scenic resources have been

‘County of Los Angeles General Plan 2035 [pages 159 to 161]

Revised 2-26-19
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identified within the La Crescenta-Montrose communin’.3 The California Department of Transportation

(Caltransl does not list any highways within the community as officially designated scenic highways.’ The
Project does not involve the removal or alteration of any scenic resources. Adoption and implementation of
the Project would have no impact on scenic resources within view of any State Scenic Highway.

d.c. Less Than Siificant Impact. The Project would update the CSD to implement prescdptive design
standards and reorganize the document for clarity and ease of use. However, any development has the
potential to be visible from the surrounding hills or the San Gabriel Mountains. The visual character of the
commurnn’ will not be degraded through implementation of the Project. One of the pdman’ goals of the
Project is to enhance the visual character and economic appeal of the area by adopting devdopment standards
that promote context sensitive development. The Project would not authonze any devopment nor involve
any construction. Less than significant impact would result. Future development is not anticipated to create
substantial light and glare. which would result in an appreciable difference from existing levels. Furthermore.
the CSD includes development standards for parng lot lighting to minimize glare and illumination on
neighboring uses. The revisions include regulations for exterior lighting which will help reduce light trespass
in future development. Any future development project undertaken will regnire review by designated review
authorities to enforce this standard. J..ess than significant impact would result.

Ibid.
California Department of Transportation. California Scenic Highway Mapping System.

(http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/scenic/schwy.htm). Consulted 4/26/15.

Revised 2.26.19
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2. AGRICULTURE / FOREST

In detenninbig whether impacts to ag;icwltnral resources are signiflcant environmental effects. lead qgendes maj refer to the california
4gnathura/LsndEvaluation and Site rl.rsessment Model (1997,) prepared bj’ the California Department of Conservation as an
optional model to use in asse.rszng impacts on qgiicn/tinr and [ann/and. In deternuning whether impact.r to finest ;rsoureer, inclnding
timberland, an .rig,ilflcant environmental efficts, lead agencies may refer to bifonnation compiled ?) the Cali/hnua Department of Forect’y
and Für Protection rigardin the state :c imentol, of/orejj land, includins the Fonrt and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Lgag
/Lr-essment proiect; and fonrt carbon measurement inethodolq provided in Forest Protocols adopted ly the California Air Reso,nn&r
Board.

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 D H H N
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?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, H H N
with a designated Agricultural Opportunity Area, or
with a Williamson Act contract?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning H H H N
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code §
12220 (g)), timberland (as defined in Public Resources
Code § 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined in Government Code §
51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of H H H N
forest land to non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment H H H N
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?

Revised 2-26-19

12/5 2



EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a-e. No Imnact. There are no agñculmral lands or uses in the Project Area. The Project Area is idendfled
as containing no farmland resources per the Farmland Mapping and Monitodng Program.6 There is no
exisdng zoning for an agriculmral use on or near the Project Area. No Williamson Act contracts are acdve
for parcels located adiacent to the Project limits.7 There is no exisdng forest land nor zoning for forest land
within the Project limits. According to the California Department of Forestr and Fire Land Cover Mapping
and Monitodng Program. no area within the Project limits is desirated as forest or dmberland.6 The Project
does not propose the development of land and consists of remilafion changes to the CSD ordinance, mostly
consisfing of updates to R-3 and Commercial Zones desir standards. No impact would occur.

6 County of Los Angeles, Dept. of Regional Planning, GIS-Net FMMP layer. Consulted 04/26/2016.
California Department of Conservation, Williamson Act Program, 2013.
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Land Cover Mapping and Monitoring Program Los Angeles County, 2006.

Revised 2.26.19
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3. AIR OUALITY

Iriere n’ailab/c, the srgniflcancr cn/ena established ‘D the apphthh/e air qua/i/i nianagement or airpollution con/mi £rttht maj
he niied upon to make the fol/on’ug detenumatums.

Less Than
Significant

Porenthillv Impact u*b Less Than
Significant Miri-adon Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of U U
applicable air quallw plans of either the South Coast
AQMD (SCAQMD) or the Antelope Valley AQMD
(AVAQMD)?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute U U U
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase U U U
of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant U U U
concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial U U U
number of people?

a-e. Less Than Sirificant. The Project Area is located within the SCAOMD. The Project is not a
devdopment or building project. The Project does not include any changes to zong or development
standards which would conflict or affect the implementation of the SCAOMD air quality plan nor violate
any air guaEn standard within the Project Area. Any new developments would be required to comply with
the mandatory measures of the Community Climate Action Plan in the General Plan as well as comply
with existing building regulations. The Project will have a less than significant impact on the

Re,ised 2.26.19
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implementation of the SCAOMD air quthtv plan and will not violate any aft qualm’ standard within the
Project Area.

The Project Area is located within a non-attainment region under federal and state ambient aft qualm’
standards._The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which would
create a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria for which the region is in non-attainment.
Cumulative short-term, construction-related emissions and long-term, operational emissions of any
criteria pollutant from the Project for which the reon is in non-attainment would not contribute
considerably to an;’ potential cumulative air quth impact as emissions would not exceed any SCAQMD
daily threshold. Furthermore, any projects occung in the Project Area as well as other concurrent
construction projects and operations in the region will be required to implement standard air qualm’
regulations and mitigation from State CEQA requirements where applicable. and the mandatory measures
of the Community Climate Action Plan in the General Plan, as well as comply with existing building
regulations. Therefore, it is determined that the Project will have a less than sthnificant impact on the non-
attainment of criteria pollutants within the Project Area.

Sensitive receptors are those seents of the population that are most susceptible to poor air qualm’
such as children, the elderly, the sick, and athletes who perform outdoors. Land uses associated with
sensitive receptors include residences, schools, playgrounds, childcare centers, athletic facilities, long-term
health care facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and retirement homes. These uses are
located throughout the Project Area.

The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards that would expose
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations within the Project Area. Cumulative short-term,
construction-related emissions and long-term, operational emissions would not result in substantial
exposure to sensitive receptors. Furthermore. am’ projects occurring in the Project Area as well as other
concurrent construction projects and operations in the region will be required to implement standard air
qualm’ reations and mitigation from State CEQA requirements where applicable and implement the
mandaton’ measures of the Communim Climate Action Plan in the General Plan as well as comply with
existing building regulations. Therefore, it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant
impact on exposure of substantial pollutant concentrations to sensitive receptors within the Project Area.

The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards related to odors and
therefore would not create or allow new objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people
within the Project Area. Cumulative short-term, construction-related emissions and long-term, operational
emissions would not result in exposure to objectionable odors. Furthermore, any projects occurring in the
Project Area as well as other concurrent construction projects and operations in the region will be required
to implement standard aft quality regulations and mitigation from State CEOA requirements where
applicable. and implement the mandatotw measures of the Community Climate Action Plan in the General
Plan as well as comply with existing building regulations. Therefore it is determined that the Project will
have a less than significant impact on exposure to objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
weople within the Project Area.

Rovised 2-26-li
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant

Potendalir Impact ,;ith Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or D H H
through 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 Wildlife (CDFW) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS)?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any sensitive H H H
natural communities (e.g., riparian habitat, coastal
sage scrub, oak woodlands, non-jurisdictional
wetlands) identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations or by CDFW or USFWS?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally or H H H
state protected wetlands (including, but not limited to,
marshes, vernal pools, coastal wetlands, and
drainages) or waters of the United States, as defined
by § 404 of the federal Clean Water Act or California
Fish & Game code § 1600, et seq. through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any H H H
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

e) Convert oak woodlands (as defined by the state, H H H
oak woodlands are oak stands with greater than 10%
canopy cover with oaks at least 5 inch in diameter
measured at 4.5 feet above mean natural grade) or
otherwise contain oak or other unique native trees
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(junipers, Joshuas, southern California black walnut,
etc.)?

1) Conffict with any local policies or ordinances D D D
protecting biological resources, including Wildflower
Reserve Areas (L.A. County Code, Title 12, Ch. 12.36),
the Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance (L.A.
County Code, Title 22, Ch. 22.56, Pan 16), the
Significant Ecological Areas (SEAs) (L.A. County
Code, Title 22, § 22.56.215), and Sensitive
Environmental Resource Areas (SERAs) (L.A. County
Code, Title 22, Ch. 22.44, Pan 6)?

g) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted state, D U U
regional, or local habitat conservation plan?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a. Less Than Significant. The Project proposes changes in the CSD regulations, including development
standards for R-3 and Commercial Zones, such as yard setbacks in relation to building heights and building
design features. The Project does not propose the construction or development of land. All development will
require the necessan’ peng. including review for project impacts. at time of application submittal.
Therefore, it is determined that the Project will have less than siguificant impact on species identified as a
candidate. sensitive, or special status species within the Project Area.

b. Less Than Significant. The Project does not propose changes to zoning or development standards which
would have a substantial adverse effect on any sensitive natural communities, within the Project Area. The
proposed revisions further clarift the existing CSD regulations. The new proposed development standards
are mostly related to desigu features of future development within commercial zones in largely developed
areas to improve building desi and incoToradon of pedestrian amenities. Although the Project Area may
contain habitat used for nesting birds and roosting bats, among other species. the Project does not propose
new development on sensitive natural communities. The Project is consistent with the General Plan Policy
C/NR 4.1: “Preserve and restore oak woodlands and other native woodlands that are conserved in pepewin’
with a goal of no net loss of existing woodlands.” The Project continues to require the preservation of existing
mature trees and does not alter or conflict with existing regulations. The Project does not propose
development. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have less than siguificant on these resources
within the Project Area.

Less Than Significant. The Project proposes revisions to existing regulations. including residential and
commercial development standards. The Project Area is primarily developed, but it does contain wetlands
which may be federally or state protected wetlands or Waters of the United States. The Project does not
contain proposals for development and is only an amendment of existing land use regulations for future
development within the Project Area. The Project does not alter. revise, or change development requirements
regulating potential impacts to wetland or water sources. Future development will require the necessan’ permit
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and review for potential environmental impacts at time of application submittal. Therefore it is determined
that the Project will have a less than significant impact on these resources within the Project Area.

d. No Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing residential and commercial development standards
to be more protective of the surrounding native species and potential migraton’ paths used within the
communin-. Although there may not be existing paths through the community, a connection used by animals
moving east to west along the foothills of the San Gabriel Mountains is through the Tuiun Wash located to
the west of the Project Area. The proposed regulation changes do not block access to the Tujun Wash or
the movement of native resident or migraton’ fish or wildlife species. All development will continue to requlre
review and necessan’ permitting by the Counn’. at which time compliance with CEOA will be reviewed The
Project will not change the conditions of nearby migraton’ wildlife corridors or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have no impact on these resources within
the Project Area.

e. No Impact. The Project Area contains oak trees. which are subject to the Oak Tree Ordinance and an Oak
Tree Permit is required prior to removal or encroachment of any oak trees. As the Oak Tree Permit is
discretionan’. project-level analysis of site specific environmental impacts will be required under CEOA at
such time an oak tree or multiple oak trees are proposed to be impacted. Oak woodlands are analyzed as part
of any CEqA analysis for discretionaw projects. and subject to appropriate mitigation.

The Project does not include any chans to zoning or development standards which may convert oak
woodlands, or oak or other unique native trees, within the Project Area. The Project does not contain
proposals for development. building. or construction of any npe which may convert oak woodlands, or oak
or other unique native tees. The tree related development standards are not applicable to oak trees. All
currently applicable federal state and county environmental regulations will still be applicable for all affected
properties within the Project Area. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have no impact on these
resources within the Project Area.

f. No Impact. The Project Area does not contain land designated as SEAs or Conceptual SEAs. The Project
does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which may conflict with existing policies
regarding SEAs or any local policies or ordinances protecting biolocal resources within the Project Area.
The Project does not contain proposals for development. building. or construction of any n’pe which would
conflict or be different than what is required by the existing regtñaton’ settings. Therefore it is determined
that the Project will have no impact and no conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biolncal
resources within the Project Area.

g. No Impact. There are no adopted state. reonal. or local habitat conservation plans within the Project
Area. Therefore there is no impact.
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5. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant

Potendalir Impact nith Less Than
Significant Mit4-ation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the D D D
significance of a historical resource as defined in
CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the D D D
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5?

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

d) Disturb any human remains, including those U U U
interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a-d. Less than Significant. The Project does not propose development that may cause a substandal adverse
change in the siiflcance of historical. archaeolocal. or paleontolo&ai resources. Addidonafly. the Project
does not propose development that may cause a disturbance of any human remains. The Project proposes
changes to eisdng reilaons for development within the R-3 and Commercial zones to further plement
the General Plan Implementaflon Proam No. LU-9. including consistency with the updated Hillside
Management Area and Historic Presen-adon Ordinances. Other amendments are procedural and would not
have a substandal adverse effect on historical resources within the Project Area.

The Project does not propose changes to zoning or development standards which may adversely change a
historical resource within the Project Area; the Project retains exempdons for certain idendfled resources
from the CSD to protect their historical integri. No new development is proposed as a part of this Project.
and the updates to the CSD as part of this project will not interfere with exisfing policies regarding the
disturbance of human remains. Therefore, it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant
mipact on potendal historic. archeolocal, geoloc. paleontolcai. human remains, or cultural resources
within the Project Area.

6. ENERGY
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Less Than
Significant

Porendalir Impact tiith Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Conflict with Los Angeles County Green Building H H H
Standards Code (L.A. County Code Title 31)?

b) Involve the inefficient use of energy resources (see H H H
Anpendk F of the CEQA Guidelines)?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a. No Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD regulations New regulations do not conflict
with or change the existing Green Building Standards or implementation of them. The Project does not
propose the development of land. Mi future development proposals will continue to require compliance with
the County Green Building Standards Code (L.A. County Code Title 3fl which are currently applicable to
development in the Project Area.. Therefore the Project will not be in conflict with and will have no adverse
impact on the Green Building Standards.

b. Less Than Sirificant Impact. The Project proposes revisions to esting CSD regulations. The revised
readons include the reauirement of pedestrian-friendly features, such as open common areas, courts.
fledes. and outside furniture. Future development will be regulred to provide these desi features which
encourar smaller builthng footprints, publicly accessible areas, and landscapuig potentially reducing cooling.
heating. and lighting enerr use. The Project’s proposed rerlations encourage and regre design features
which contribute to the reduction of energy use within the Project Area. The requirement for construction of
outdoor common areas has the potdal to reduce buflthng footprints, which may reduce energy usa within
future development. The Project does not propose construction of any development. Future development
would be subject to Los Angeles County Tide 31 Green Bull±ng Standards, which promotes the efficient use
of ener resources. Less than siptificant impact would result.
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7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Less Than
Significant

Porendailr Impact nith Less Than
Significant Mitiation Significant No
Impact Incoxpora ted Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) 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, as El El N El
delineated on the most recent Mquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on other substantial
evidence of a known active fault trace? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication
42.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? El El N El

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including El El N El
liquefaction and lateral spreading?

iv) Landslides? El El N El

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of El El N El
topsoil?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is El El N El
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?
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d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table D D D
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating
substantial risks to life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the D D U
use of onsite wastewater treatment systems where
sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

1) Conflict with the Hillside Management Area U U U
Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 22, § 22.56.217)?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a. Less than Siificant Jmpact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD regulations that will not
directly result in any new construction. There are no mapped surfaces or subsurface faults that traverse the
Project Area. The Project Area is not listed within a Stare dest ared Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone.9
Therefore, surface fault mpture is unlikely to occur in the Project limits. A less than siificant impact is
anticipated in this rerd. Based on the Project’s location within the seismically active Southern California
re&on. esdng and future structures would be susceptible to ground shaking events. Any future construction
will be required to employ building standards set forth in the Counn’ Building Code. including specific
provisions for seismic design of structures. The General Plan EIR’ concluded that pacts associated with
seismic-related ground shaking would be reduced to less than significant due to mandaton’ compliance with
building codes and policies contained in the Los Angeles County General Plan. These midtion measures
require site-specific geoloc investigation of seismic and geotechnical hazards potential for new development
Projects within the county.

The southernmost section of the Project area is subject to liquefaction. The General Plan Program FEIR
concluded that impacts associated with liquefaction would be reduced to a less than significant level due to
the requirements of Los Angeles County Code reations contained in Tide 26. Chapters 95 and 96 which
are applicable to development in the Project area.

The Project would not change or have any effect on these etsdng realations or mitition measures. No
new inipacts associated with ground shaking or liquefaction would occur with implementation of the Project
or related zoning map amendments.

The topography of the Project limits is hilly and a sirificant portions of land. pacularlv north of Henrietta
Avenue are located in a Hillside Management Area (25°/o or greater slope). It is located within the Crescenta
Valley. northwestern San Rafael Hills and northeast Verdugo Mountains. To the north, the community is
bordered by the San Gabriel Mountains. The General Plan Program FEIR concluded that impacts associated
with landslides would be reduced to a less than sificant level due to the requirements of Los Angeles County

9California Department of conservation. Aiquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone Maps,
http://www.quake.ca.gav/gmaps/wH/regulatorymapshtm).consulted 04/25/2016.
10 General Plan EIR.
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Code regulations contained in Tide 26. Chapters 95 and 96 which are applicable to development in the Project
area. Therefore, impacts involving landslides or mudflows would be reduced to less than significant.

b. Less Than Significant Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD regulations that will not
result directly in the construction of any development. The Project Area is a built-out suburban community.
with very few vacant parcels that have the potential to generate significant erosion or topsoil loss. Areas
available for new development or redevelopment consist of infifi sites currently covered by disturbed
vegetation or impeeable surfaces. No new areas previously identified for open space or presenation is
proposed to allow new development: the Project limits consist solely of areas previously identified for
development. The Project will not put any policies in place that would increase soil erosion or result in the
loss of topsoil. Moreover, all future development Projects would be subject to compliance with Los Angeles
County Code Chapter 21. Flood Control District Code, which requires compliance with NPDES standards
and implementation ofBest Management Practices (BMTh. in order to minimize short- and long-term erosion.
Impacts would be less than significant in this regard.

c. Less than Significant Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD reiladons and does not
propose development of land. The Project will not directly result in the construction of buildings within any
area susceptible to liquefaction. subsidence, landslide, or soil collapse hazards. All development projects
constructed pursuant to the Project will be requlred to adhere to the standards contained in the Counw’s
Building Code to prevent hazardous soil conditions that could lead to building failure. The Project does not
propose changes to these regulations. Impact from liquefaction, lateral spreading. subsidence, liquefaction.
or collapse would be less than siificant.

d. Less than Significant Impact. Compliance with applicable regulaton’ requirements and conformance
with standard conditions of approval requires that all new development have a site-speelfic geolo
investigation of seismic and geotechnical hazards’1: this will ensure that impacts related to eansive soils
impacts are evaluated on a project-by-project basis. Impacts involving expansive soils creating risk would be
1ess than siificant.

e. No Impact. The Project does not involve septic tanks or other soil-based wastewater disposal systems.
Future development within the Project limits would connect to the existing wastewater infrastructure. As
sewers are available for the disposal of wastewater. the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems would not be requlred. No impact would occur.

f. No Impact. The County Hillside Management Area Ordinance (HMA) applies to the Project Area. The
Project does not propose revisions to the HMA nor do the Project’s proposed updates and revisions to the
LA Crescenta-Montrose CSD impact the applicabiliw of HPvLk to the Project Area. The Project’s reivisons to
the CSD to not conflict with HI\tA reqthrements. The Project does not propose development. All
development in the Project area will be reviewed and required to comply with regulations in place at the time
of the development application. The Project will not conflict with nor have an impact on the Hillside
Management Areas Ordinance.

“county of Los Angles 2D35 General Plan Final Program EIR. (page 5.6.241
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8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Less Than
Significant

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

Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas (GHGs) emissions, either H N H
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or U U N U
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a-b. Less Than Sirificant Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD rej1ations and does
not proposed the direct construction of a project or development of land. New proposed regulations are
predominandy for future development within the Commercial Zones of the Project Area. These reñations
will require future development to provide pedestrian-friendly features which further implement the General
Plan Community Action Plan (CCAP} Action LUT-2: Pedestrian Network, intended to contribute to the
unincorporated Counn GHG emissions goals set forth in County’s CCAP. The CSD regulations will continue
to require preservation of existing trees, which supports the County CCAP Action LC-1: Develop Urban
Forests. The Project’s proposed reilations continue to implement support and be consistent with the
Actions of the CCAP. The proposed development standards are intended to promote GHG emission
reductions. The Project does not include any regulations that would encourage inefficient building practices.
The Project does not authorize any specific development Project thus, adoption would not directly generate
any reenhouse s emissions. The Project is consistent with the County’s General Plan and does not conflict
with AB 32. SB 375. or any plans or programs that have been adopted to achieve those legislative mandates.
Review of future Projects will continue to be subject to applicable permit requirements and analysis under
CEOA for potential impacts. Therefore, impact would be less than significant.
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9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Less Than
Significant

Potendafli- Impact suds Less Than
Significant Mitgation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the H H H
environment through the routine transport, storage,
production, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the H H H
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials or waste into the environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or H H
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of sensitive land uses?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of H H H
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?

e) For a project located within an airport land use H H H
plan, or where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

1) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, LI H
would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?
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g) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere H H H
with, an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

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

i) within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones H H H
(Zone 4)?

ii) within a high fire hazard area with inadequate H H H
access?

iii) within an area with inadequate water and H H H
pressure to meet fire flow standards?

iv) within proximity to land uses that have the H H H
potential for dangerous fire hazard?

i) Does the proposed use constitute a potentially H H H
dangerous fire hazard?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a. No Impact. The Project consists of updates to exisdng an exisdng regulaton’ document and will not
directly result in any new development. The development standards in the Project establish reqdrements
for future projects rerding the appearance. locadon. and allowable uses in the Project area. Adopdon
and implementation of the proposed CSD regulations amendments will not prode exceptions to existing
laws goverulng the use and &sposal of any hazardous materials. As noted in the General Plan Proam
BIR. compliance with measures established by Federal. State. and local regulaton’ agencies is considered
adequate to offset the negative effects related to the use, storage. and transport of hazardous materials in
the Counw.12 In addition, policies and policy actions in the General Plan address hazardous materials and
safen’. The Project would not conflict with any of these policies and would not exempt any future
development from the County’s programs to control and safely dispose of hazardous materials and wastes.
With implementation of standard Counn’ practices and Federal, State, and local policies rerng

12 County of Los Angles 2035 General Plan Final Program EIR. [pages 5.8-231
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hazardous waste and hazardous materials, no impact from the use. transport. or disposal of hazardous
wastes or materials is anticipated.

b. Less than Significant Impact. The Project does not propose any new specific development. The
Project proposes revisions to existing CSD regulations related to R-3 and commercial zones. New
development standards proposed require development to provide for pedesthan-frienv desi features.
such outside furniture, which enhance the characteristics of the Project Area. The intended location of
the new required features is within areas commonly accessed and utilized by pedestrians and does not
create new areas of exposure to potential hazardous materials. The General Plan ETR ‘3concluded that
compliance with measures established by Federal. State. and local reaton’ agencies is considered
adequate to offset the netive effects related to the reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials in the Counn’. Additional General Plan goals. policies, and
implementation measures reduce accidental release of hazardous materials impacts to a less-than
siificant level.’4 The Project does not revise regulations related to hazardous materials. Future
development projects will continue to be required to comply with County. Federal. and State requirements
and am’ other applicable County regulations relating to hazardous materials. Impact would be less than
siiflcant.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD regulations. New
regulations are predominantly related to design features of development within commercial zones. The
Project does not propose regulations related to the emissions or handling of waster materials. The Project
does not propose the construction or development of land and will not be authorizing a use to operate
which could emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste. Schools are located within and adjacent to the Project limits. Although residential development
may be allowed in commerciay zoned propern-. the Project would not authorize any new kinds of land
uses in the Counn’ or any new or more dangerous processes that involve use. transport. storage. generation
or disposal of hazardous substances or wastes. All land uses that would be permitted as a result of the
Project were anticipated county ñde by the General Plan and the General Plan Proram EIR.” Impacts
to existing or proposed schools wod be less than siflcant.

d. No Impact. The Geoaphic Environmental Information Management System (GETNlS is a data
warehouse that tracks reñaton’ data about underround fuel tanks. fuel pipelines, and public ddnng
water supplies using GeoTracker. As of June 26, 2015. the GeoTracker search results indicate five open
sites within the Project limits.’1’ These sites are all located along Foothill Boulevard. Since the Project
involves no physical ound-diswrbing activities or hazardous activities, no impact on a site listed on the
database will occur. Any future development that occurs pursuant to Project regulations would be
evaluated on a project-by-project basis to determine if such development is occurring on a site listed on a
current regulatory hazardous materials site list. No impact will result from the Project.

c-f. No Impact. The Project Area is identified as the La Crescenta-Montose Community. There are no
public aions or public use aions located within 2.0 miles of the Project Area. Additionally, there are
no private airstrips within the vicinity of the Project area. The two closest air facilities to the Project area
are the Bob Hope-Burbank Alwort located approximately seven miles to the southwest, and the Van
Nm’s Airport located approximately 14 miles to the west. Therefore, there would be no safe hazards
associated with aimorts or airstrips for people residing or working in the Project him No impact would
occur in this regard.

“County of Los Angles 2035 General Plan ElR, consisting of dtaft EIR, Final EIR, Findings of Fact, and the Mitigation Monitoring Program.
14 Ibid
15 county of Los Angles 2035 General Plan Final Program EIR. [page 5.10-441
‘ California State Water Resources Control Board. Geotracker (http:/fgeotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/). Consulted 4/27/2016.
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g-i. Less Than Siificant. The Counw Emergency Operations Project outlines emergency response
actions in the event of a large-scale disaster, such as a hazardous materials emergency. The Project will
nor directly result in any new construction. All future development in the Project area would be subject
to compliance with the General Plan Policies and Policy Actions. The General Plan Proram ETR requires
traffic control plans for Projects that have statewide. regional, or area wide siiflcance pursuant to CEOA
to ensure that construction would not interfere with emergency response/evacuation plans (Mitigation
Measure T-6Y No change or interference with these emergency response plans or related policies will
occur as associated with the Project. The Project does not propose any changes to the priman’ circulation
system that could affect evacuation plans. Less than Significant Impact would occur in this rerd.

The Project Area is predominantly developed. However, undeveloped parcels in the Commuthn’ may
contain natural vegetanon. including native oak trees and associated habitats. The Project Area is located
beRveen the San Gabriel Mountains and Angeles Forest to the North and the Verdugo and San Rsmon
Hills to the south which are large open space areas. Portions of the Project area are located within a Very
High Fire Hazard Severin- Zone)7 However. La Crescenta-Montrose and the surrounding communities
of Glendale. La Canada-nd are predominantly urbanized as weB. The Project does not propose
regulations which change the potenti exposure of people or structures to significant risk or loss due to
fire, nor does it constiwte a potentially dangerous fire hazard. The new proposed regulations are mostly
related to design features for Commercial Zones along the Foothill Boulevard Area which is located in
the middle of the Project Area and is mostly built-out. The Project does not propose to allow any new
development in areas formerly identified for open space or preseation As noted in the General Plan
Proram HR. compliance with eisdng regulator-v programs and mitigation measures would reduce
potential impacts to less than significant) Therefore. impact would be less than significant.

17 County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Final Program E. Fire Hazard Severity Zones Policy Map. [Figure 5.14-21
County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Final Program EIR. [page 5.14-121
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10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER OUALITY

Less Than
Significant

Potendalir Impact with Less Than
Significant Minadon SiA’nificanr No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste Li Li Li N
discharge requirements?

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or Li Li N Li
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such
that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a
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
granted)?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of Li Li N Li
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?

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of Li Li N Li
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?

e) Add water features or create conditions in which Li Li Li N
standing water can accumulate that could increase
habitat for mosquitoes and other vectors that transmit
diseases such as the West Nile virus and result in
increased pesticide use?

I) Create or contribute runoff water which would Li Li N Li
exceed the capacity of existing or planned storniwater
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drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff?

g) Generate construction or post-construction runoff El H N El
that would violate applicable stormwater NPDES
permits or otherwise significantly affect surface water
or groundwater quality?

h) Conflict with the Los Angeles County Low Impact El El El N
DevelopmentOrdinance (LA. County Code, Title 12,
Ch. 12.84)?

i) Result in point or nonpoint source pollutant El El N El
discharges into State Water Resources Control Board-
designated Areas of Special Biological Significance?

j) Use onsite wastewater treatment systems in areas El El El N
with known geological limitations (e.g. high
groundwater) or in close proximity to surface water
(including, but not limited to, streams, lakes, and
drainage course)?

k) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? El El N El

I) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as El El N El
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map, or within a floodway or floodplain?

m) Place structures, which would impede or redirect El El N El
flood flows, within a 100-year flood hazard area,
floodway, or floodplain?
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n) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of Li Li Li
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

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

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

a. No Impact. The Project does not involve any development activin’ and thus will not involve any
discharges to water bodies. The new standards do not conflict or change the way water qualm’ standards
are implemented. Development prolects will be required to comply with the Counm’ local procedures
(County Flood Control District Code. Chapter 21. Storm Water and Runoff Pollution Control), as well as
requirements of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit program of the
Federal Clean Water Act to control storm water runoff and prevent violations of regional water qualin
standards. No impact on water quali standards or waste discharges would occur.

b. Less than Significant Impact. The Project revises regulations related to to R-3 and Commercial Zones
within the Foothill Boulevard Area and does not contain regulations for building or development that
would substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level.

The Project does not contain proposais for development nor intensification of existing uses which may
substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with oundwater recharge such that
there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level. Therefore.
it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant impact on these resources within the
Proiect Area.

c.d.f. Less than Significant Impact. The Project Area is urbanized and has existing storm water
infrastructure. The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which may
substantially alter the existing drainage pattern, resulting in substantial erosion on- or off-site, or result in
flooding on- or off-site, or create or contribute to runoff water exceeding planned stormwater capacin’ within
the Project Area. The Project does not contain proposals for development. building. or construction of any
pe which may substantially alter the existing drainage pattern, resulting in substantial erosion on- or off-site.
or result in flooding on- or off-site, or create or contribute to runoff water exceeding planned stormwater
capaci. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than siificant impact on these resources
within the Project Area.

e. No Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD regulations which will not result directly
in the construction of any water features. All future development will require review and permitting. as
necessary, by the Counn’ at time of application submittal. Therefore, no impact would occur.

g.k. Less than Significant Impact. The Project does not propose revisions to zoning or development
standards which may generate construction or post-construction runoff that violate permits or affect water
qualm’, or othenvise degrade water qualm’ within the Project Area. The Project proposes revisions to existing
reations related to the design of proposed development. The proposed revisions are intended to promote
a pedestrian-friendly environment within a predominantly built-out community. All future proposed
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development will regiñre the necessan’ permitting and review at time of project application submittal. The
Project does not contain proposals for development. building. or construction of any npe which generates
construction or post-construction runoff that violate pets or affect water quali’. or otherwise degrade
water qualm’. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than si2riificant impact on these
resources within the Project Area.

h. No Impact. The Project consists of adoption of a rerlaton’ document that will not result directly in
the construction of any development. The Project does not propose to change the Low Impact Development
Ordinance. Therefore, no impact would occur.

i. Less than Significant Imnact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD regulations and does
not proposed the construction of any structure or building or establishment of a new use. The proposed
regulations do not conflict or change the requirements for future development to comply with the applicable
permits and reviews. The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which
may result in point or nonpoint source pollutant discharges within the Project Area. The Project does not
contain proposals for development, building, or construction of any nie which result in point or nonpoint
source pollutant discharges. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant impact
on these resources within the Proiect Area.

j. No Impact, The Project consists of adoption ofa reilaton’ document that will not result directly in
the construction of any wastewater treatment system. Therefore, no impact would occur.

tm. Less than Significant Impact. The Project includes amendments to residential and commercial
development standards: the proposed Project does not contain any provisions for building or development
that would place housing or structures or redirect flows within a 100-year flood hazard area, floodway or
floodplain. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant impact on these
resources within the Project Area.

The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which would place housing or
structures or redirect flows within a 100-year flood hazard area, floodway or floodplain. Therefore it is
determined that the Project will have a less than significant impact on these resources within the Project Area.

n. Less than Significant Impact. The Project includes amendments to residential and commercial
development standards: the proposed Project does not contain any provisions for building or development
that would expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss. injun’ or death involving flooding. including-
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam.

The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which would expose people
or structures to a significant risk of loss. injun’ or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of
the failure of a levee or dam. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant impact
on these resources within the Project Area.

o. No Impact. The Project consists of adoption of a rewilaton document that will not result in any
construction or development. The Project does not contain any provisions for building or development that
would place structures in areas subject to inundation by seiche. tsunami or mudflow. The Project does not
include any changes to zoning or development standards which would place structures in areas subject to
inundation by seiche. tsunami or mudflow. Therefore, no impact would occur.
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11. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Less Than
Significant

Potentially Impact nith Less Than
Significant Afiueation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community? H H H

b) Be inconsistent with the applicable County plans H H U
for the subject property including, but not limited to,
the General Plan, specific plans, local coastal plans,
area plans, and community/neighborhood plans?

c) Be inconsistent with the County zoning ordinance H H H
as applicable to the subject property?

d) Conflict with the goals and policies of the General H H H
Plan related to Hillside Management Areas or
Significant Ecological Areas?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a. No Impact. The Project does not propose any construction and no changes are proposed that would have
a priman’ or secondan’ effect of physically dividing an established community. Therefore there would not be
any impacts that would divide an established communin’.

b. No Impact. No changes under the Project are proposed which would be inconsistent with the General
Plan. La Crescenta-Montrose CSD. or any other plan that affects the Project Area. Therefore there would not
be any impacts on applicable Count plans.

c. No Impact. The Project includes amendments to residential and commercial development standards
within the zoning ordinance. The proposed Project does not contain any provisions for building or
development that would result in inconsistencies with the zoning ordinance. Therefore it is determined that
the Project will have no impact or create any inconsistencies with the zoning ordinance within the Project
Area.

d. No Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD rewAadons. The Project Area is not identified
to be within an SEA and any land within a Hillside Management Area will be required to comply with the
applicable County regulations at time of permit application. The Project would not conflict with Hillside
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Management criteria. SEA conformance criteria. or other applicable land use criteria. Therefore it is
determined that the Project will have no impact on these resources within the Project Area.
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12. MINERAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant

Potendallr Impact with Less Than
Significant MftiEation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral U U
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally- U U U
important mineral resource recovery site delineated on
a local general plan, specific plan or other land use
plan?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a-b. Less Than Siificant Impact. The Project does not propose any new spedfic devdopment.
Proposed regulator changes as a result of the Project include changes to desi standards for etsdng land
uses. \Vhile there are some vet-v small pordons on the southwestern and southeastern edges of the Project
Area that fall within a Mineral Resource Zone, no changes to devdopment standards or allowed uses are
proposed that would affect the availabilin’ of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the re&on
and the residents of the state. None of the reguladons proposed would result in the loss of locaily-portant
mineral resource recover sires, delineated in the General Plan. Less than si2nificant imnact would result.
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13. NOISE

Less Than
Significant

Potendafir Impact n*h Less Than
Significant Mitiarion Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to, or generation of, noise H H H
levels in excess of standards established in the County
General Plan or noise ordinance (Los Angeles County
Code, Title 12, Chapter 12.08), or applicable standards
of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive H H H
groundborne vibration or groundbome noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise H H H
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project, including noise from parking
areas?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in H H H
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project, including noise from
amplified sound systems?

e) For a project located within an airport land use H H H
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?

0 For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, H H H
would the project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

a-il. Less than Siificant Impact. The Project proposes changes to development standards and does
not propose any new specific development. The Project does not contain any provisions for development
that would result in exposure of persons to. or generation of. noise levels in excess to noise ordinance
standards. The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which may result in
exposure of persons to. or generation of, noise levels in excess to noise ordinance standards within the Project
Area. The Project does not contain proposals for development. building. or construction of any npe which
result in exposure of persons to. or generation of. noise levels in excess to noise ordinance standards. Future
development associated with implementation of the Project may result in short-term construction noise. All
future development Projects would be required to comply with General Plan Goals. Policies, and Policy
Actions, as well as General Plan RIR. CEOA. and the County Noise Control Ordinance (County Code Tide
12. Chapter 12.08). Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than siiflcant impact on these
resources xx”thin the Project Area. -

The Project does not contain any provisions for development or related standards that would result in
exposure of any persons to increased ground borne noise or vibration. The Project does not include any
changes to zoning or development standards which may result in exposure of any persons to round borne
noise or vibration within the Project Area.

The proposed Project does not contain any provisions for development or related standards that would result
in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels.
All land use activities will be required to comply with the noise regulations contained in County Code Tide
12. Chapter 12.08. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than siiEcant impact on a
substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels within the Project Area.

The Project includes amendments to residential and commercial development standards within the zoning
ordinance and does not propose any new development: the proposed Project does not contain any provisions
for development or related standards that would result in a substantial temporan increase in ambient noise
levels. The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which may result in a
substantial tempora increase in ambient noise levels within the Project Area. The Project does not contain
proposals for development. building. or construction of any wpe which result in a substantial temporan’
increase in ambient noise levels. Ali land use activities will be required to comply with the noise regulations
contained in Counn’ Code Tide 12. Chapter 12.08. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less
than significant impact on the substantial increase of temporan’ or peñodic ambient noise levels within the
Project Area.

e. f. No Impact. The Project Area is not located within an aiort land use plan and no public aiorts are
located within two miles of the Project limits. The two closest air facilities to the Project area are the Bob
Hope-Burbank Aiort located approximately seven miles to the southwest, and the Van Nuys Airport located
approximately 14 miles to the west. The Project limits are not within the 65 dBA CNEL noise contour of
either alort. The Project would not introduce any new public aiorts or ptivate airsttips within the Counn’.
Therefore, no imyact would result.
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14. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less Than
Significant

PotendaBr Impact with Less Than
Significant Miriç’-ation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, H H H
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes
and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)? I

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, H H H
especially affordable housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, H H H
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

d) Cumulatively exceed official regional or local H H H
population projections?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:
a-d. Less than Significant Impact. The Project Area is developed with historically suburban
developments and currently sewed by eñsdng roads and infrastructure. The Project does not include any
changes to zoning or development standards which may result in inducing substantial population owth in
an area, either directly or indirectly within the Project Area. The proposed regulations do not change the
potend densin’ of the Project Area. The Project does not contain proposals for development. building. or
construction of any npe which result in inducing substantial population growth in an area, either directly or
indirectly. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant impact on inducing
substantial population growth within the Project Area.

The Project does not contain any provisions for development and related standards that would displace
substantial numbers of esting housing or people that currently live in the communin’. The Project does not
contain proposals for development. building. or construction of any ne which result in displacement of
substantial numbers of esdng housing or people.

Future development Projects completed pursuant to Project policies would be required to be consistent with
the requirements of the California Relocation Assistance Act of 1970 (Govt. Code 7260 et seo.Y the State
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Relocation Guidelines (25 Cal. Code Regadons 6000. et seq.. and the California Redevelopment Law
(Health & Safen’ Code 33410 et seq.). as applicable.

The Project does not contain any prrnsions for development that would cumulatively exceed official regional
or local population projections.

New land is not being made available for residential development as a result of the Project, nor are esdng
densin’ requirements being increased. Furthermore. the General Plan accounts for increased oh and
includes policies to reduce potential groh related impacts. Therefore it is determined that the Project will
have a less than siiflcant impact on official re&onal or local population projections within the Project Area.

County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Final Program ETR. [pate 514-121
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15. PUBLIC SERVICES

Less Than
Significant

Pot’enthilr Impact nith Less Than
Si,gnificanr Mitigation Sipillicant 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
scM c es:

Fire protection? H H N H

Sheriff protection? H H N H

Schools? H H N H

Parks? H H N H

Libraries? H H N H

Other public facilities? H H N H

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

a. Less than SiEnificant Impact. The Project includes amendments to residential and commercial
development standards within the zoning ordinance: the proposed Project does not contain any provisions
for development that would create capacin’ problems related to fire protection. sheriff protection. schools.
parks. libraries, or other public facilities.

The Project does not include any changes to zong or development standards which may result in capacin’
problems related to fire protection. sheriff protection. schools, parks. libraries, or other public facilities within
the Project Area. The Project does not contain proposals for development. building. or construction of any
ne which result in capacinr problems related to fire protection. sheriff protection. schools, parks. libraries.
or other public facilities. All ffimre development will be required to pay the applicable fees at the time of
building permit application with the office of Building & Safen’. The General Plan EIR requires mitigation
PS-I. P-S-2. and P-S.3’9 to reduce impact of development affecting fire protection services to less than

“county of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program EIR [pages 5.14’ll to 5.14-12]
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significant. The General Plan EW requires mitigation (PS-42 to reduce impact of development affecting
sheriff services to less than significant. The General Plan EIR indicates that existing regulations (SB 50) and
standard conditions reduce impacts to less than significant.21 The General Plan EJR indicates that existing
regulations and standard conditions (Libran’ Edgadon Fee) reduce impacts to less than sificant. The
General Plan EIR indicates that existing rej1adons and standard conditions that apply to the Project area
reduce impacts to less than significant?3 The proposed Project does not result in the direct construction of
buildings or infrastructure, or increase in demand for public sen-ices. All future development will require
review for impacts per CEOA. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than siificant
impact on these services within the Project Area.

20 County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program E [page 5.14.17]
21 County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program EIR [page 5.14-28]
22 County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program EIR [page 5.14-34]
23 County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program EIR [page 5.15-26]
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16. RECREATION

Less Than
Significant’

Potendafir Impact u*Ii Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Would the project increase the use of existing H H H
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include neighborhood and H H H
regional parks or other recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of such facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

c) Would the project interfere with regional open H H H
space connectivity?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

a.-c. Less Than Siificant Impact. The Project includes amendments to development standards within
the Project Area for residential and commercial uses. The proposed Project does not contain any provisions
for development that would increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks such that physical
deterioration would occur or be accelerated. The Project does not include any changes to zoning or
development standards which ma;’ result in an increase in the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks
such that physical deterioration would occur or be accelerated within the Project Area. The Project does not
contain proposals for development. building. or construction of any n’pe which result in an increase in the
use of existing neighborhood and regional parks such that physical deterioration would occur or be
accelerated. The Project implements General Plan policies and programs and does not affect implementation
of regulaton’ requlrements and standard conditions, which regres dedication of parMand and/or payment
of in-lieu fees prior to approval of final parcel or tract maps for residential projects.21 The Project does not
involve the development of any recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of such
facilities. The Project does not involve any development activin’ or the development of any recreational
facilities with regional open space connectivinr. Therefore, it is determined that the Project will have a less
than significant impact on these services, facilities, or connectivin’ within the Project Area.

24 county of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program SR [page 5.15.261
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17. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Less Than
Significant

Potendaliv Impact uith Less Than
Significant Midgadon Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or D U U
policy establishing measures 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?

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion U LI U
management program (CMP), 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?

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including U U U
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in substantial safety risks?

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

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? U U U

1) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs U U U
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or
safety of such facilities?
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

a. No Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD regulations which primari]y govern
design of structures. The Project does not propose the development of a building or establishment of a new
use. New development would be required to comply with all applicable County Code requirements for
construction and access to the site. Individual proiects would be reviewed by the Los Angeles County Public
Works Department to determine the specific access requirements applicable to the specific development and
to ensure comphance with these requirements. This would ensure that new developments provide adequate
access to and from the site. All future development would be required to comnlv t4th Counn’ regulations and
policies, including the General Plan goals. the General Plan Mobility Element policies and goals. and CEOA
as development applications. where CEOA is applicable. are submitted. Therefore, no impact would result.

b. Less than Siificant Impact. The Project, a regulator document. does not propose any specific
development. Pursuant to the Los Anes County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Congestion
Management Project (CMTh. traffic impacts of individual development projects of potential re&onal
sificance must be analrzed. The CIvW system is made up of a system of arterial roadways. freeways, and
modtoting intersections in Los Anrles County. Any Project that meets the requirements of Statewide.
re&onal. or area wide siiflcance per CEQA Guidelines and as required by General Plan Miflflon
Modtodng and Reporting Proam measure T-6 must be analvzed. The Project, a reilato document.
does not involve any building activir. New development would be subject to the CMP. Individual projects
would be reviewed by the Los Angeles County Public Works Department to determine the specific access
requirements applicable to the specific development and to ensure compliance with these requirements.
Therefore, impacts would be less than siificant.

c. No Impact. The three closest air facilities to the Project Area are the \X”hiteman Aion in Pacoima
located approximately 11 miles to the west, the Bob Hope AiTn in Burbank located approximately 12 miles
to the southwest, and El Monte Aiport located approximately 18.8 miles to tile southeast. The communin’ is
also served by regional airports. including the Los Angeles \\‘orld Aiport (LAX). The Project a reato
document, does not involve any building activin’. No impact would result.

d. Less than Significant Impact. The Project includes amendments to residential and commercial
development standards within the zoning ordinance; the proposed Project does not contain am’ provisions
for development that would substantially increase hazards due to a desir feature.
The Project does not contain proposals for development. building. or construction of any nTe. All future
development would be reviewed, as necessar. The Project incoporates development standards to offset any
potential impact that would substantially increase hazards due to a design feature. Therefore it is determined
that the Project will have a less than siflcant impact on increasing hazards due to a design feature within
the Proiect Area.

e. No Impact. The Project, a reñato’ document, does not propose any specific development or
directly involve any building activity. New development would be required to comply with all applicable
Counn’ Fire Code and ordinance requirements for construction and access to the site. Individual proiects
would_be_reviewed by the Los Angeles County Fire Department to determine the specific fire requirements
applicable to the specific development and to ensure compliance with these requirements. This would ensure
that new developments provide adequate emergency access to and from the site. No impact would result.

‘ County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program FIR MMRP Ipages 26 to 281
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f. No Impact. The Project limits are sewed by nvo MTh bus routes (90. 91). which connect the

community to the reater Los Angeles region via bus and rail services.26 The Project has no direct affect on
any local or regional policies involving support of alternative transportation. The regulator document
implements General Plan policies promoting pedestrian-oriented design and neigbborhood walkabifin’. that
support inflil development, and the use of alternative transportation modes. No impacts on alternative
transportation policies would occur.

18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant’

Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mit,cation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code §21074 as either a
site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is
geographically defined in terms of the size and scope
of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural
value to a California Native American tribe, and that
is:

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California D D N D
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in Public
Resources Code § 5020.1(k), or

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in D D N U
its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set
forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code §
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code § 5024.1,
the lead agency shall consider the significance of
the resource to a California Native American tribe.

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS;

Less than Significant Impact. The Project proposes regulation changes related to residential and

commercial development standards within the Project Area. The Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission
Indians. the Gabtieleno Tonm San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians. and the Gabdeleno Band of Mission
Indians — Kizh Nation, were notified of the project. No written request for consultation from the California

2E Los Angeles county Metropolitan Transportation District (MTA). Bus and Rail System Map. consulted on 04/27/2016.
http://media.metro.net/ridinn metro/maps/imanes/system map.pdf
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Narive American tribes listed was received within 30 days of when formal nodficadon was provided. The
Project does not contain proposals for development. building. or construction of any type which would
directly result in a substandal adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource as defined in the
criteria above. Therefore, the Project would have less than sianificani impact on tribal cultural resources.
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19. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Less Than
Significant

Fotendafir Impact nith Less Than
Significant MitlEation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of Li Li N Li
either the Los Angeles or Lahontan Regional Water
Quality Control Boards?

b) Create water or wastewater system capacity Li Li N Li
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?

c) Create drainage system capacity problems, or Li Li N Li
result in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient reliable water supplies available to Li Li N Li
serve the project demands from existing entitlements
and resources, considering existing and projected
water demands from other land uses?

e) Create energy utility (electricity, natural gas, Li Li N Li
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?

0 Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted Li Li N Li
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs?
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g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and D D U
regulations related to solid waste?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

a. b. e. Less than Significant Impact. The Project proposes revisions to regulations for the R-3 and
Commercial Zones within the Project Area. The Prolect does not propose regulations for development that
would exceed wastewater treatment requirements, create water or wastewater capacin’ problems, or create
enerr’ udEn capacin problems. The Project proposes chanrs to development standards in relation to a
development’s desi features.

The Project does not contain proposals for development. buflthng. or construction of any ne which result
in exceethng wastewater treatment reouirements. creating water or wastewater capaciw problems. or crfing
energy utility capacin’ problems. All future projects are required to ensure proiect-specific and countywide
vasteu’ater systems have adeauare capacin to accommodate new development upon implementation of
regulaton- and standard conditions of approval requirements? Therefore it is determined that the Project will
have a less than significant impact on these services within the Project Area.

c. Less than Siificant Impact. The Project proposes reL’ulauon changes related to residential and
commercial development standards within the Project Area. The Project does not include any changes to
zoning or development standards which may result in creating drainage capacin problems within the Project
Area. The Project does not contain proposals for development. building. or construction of any pe which
result in creating drainage capacin problems.. The Project xill not facilitate any suhstanttal new development
activity beyond that analyzed in the General Plan EIR. The Project limits are located in an urbanized area with
an existing storm water treatment drainage system in place. As such, storm water treatment facilities are
anticipated to be sufficient to accommodate the Project. New development Projects are required to ensure
project-specific and counnvide storm water systems have adequate capaci to accommodate new
development upon implemention of rerlato and standard conditions of approval requirements.3
Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant impact on these services within the
Project Area.

d. Less Than Sirificant Impact. The Project proposes regulation changes primadly to the R-3 and
Commercial Zones of the Project Area. and does not propose regulations that would create insufficient
reliable water supply.

The Project does not propose changes to the zoning or development standards which may result in
insufficient reliable water supply within the Project Area. The Project does not contain proposals for
development. building. or construction of any pe which result in insufficient reliable water supply. The
Project implements General Plan Implementation Prom No. LU-9 which relates to communiw design and
character.. The Project site is not located in the Antelope Valley and Santa Cladta Valley Planning Areas.
Review of future projects will continue to be carded out to ensure that the projects are consistent with all
General Plan Policies. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than siflcant pact on
these services within the Project Area.

27 County of Los Angles 2035 General Plan Final Program EIR. [page 5.17-17]
2S Ibid
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f. g. Less than Significant Imnact. The Project proposes revisions to the esdng CSD ordinance, which
includes reguladons to R-3 and Commercial Zones within the Project Area.. The proposed Project does not
contain any provisions for development that would be served by a landfill with insufficient capacic and will
comply with all statutes and reguladons related to solid waste.

The Project does not include any chances to zoning or development standards which may result in being
sen-ed by a landfill with insufficient capaciw. and which may result in being out of compliance with all statutes
and reguladons related to solid waste within the Project Area. The Project does not contain proposals for
development. building, or construcdon of any ne which result in being served by a landfill with insufficient
capaciw. and out of compliance with all statutes and reguladons related to solid waste. As indicated in the
General Plan ETR. current regulaton’ requirements and standards of condidons of approval would reduce
impact to solid waste to less than sip-dEcant.29 The Project will not facilitate any substantial new development
activin’ beyond that analyzed in the General Plan ETR. and thus will not lead to any siiflcant solid waste
production beyond that previously indicated. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than
siificant impact on these sen-ices within the Project Area.

29 county of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program LIR ipage 5.17-601
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20. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less Than
Significant

Potendalir Impact n*h Less Than
Significant Miagation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the H H N H
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?

b) Does the project have the potential to achieve H H N H
short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of
long-term environmental goals?

c) Does the project have impacts that are individually H H N LI
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)?

d) Does the project have environmental effects which H H N H
will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a. Less than Siificant Impact. The Project proposes reñadon revisions and new development standards
for R-3 and Commercial zones within the Project Area. inclu&ng yard setbacks, heights. desi features.
facade desi. open space. Hghdng. and other related development standards. The Project Area is
predominantly developed and the proposed development standards further enhance the esdng Communin’
charactedsdcs and setdng.
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The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which has the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce habitat, cause a population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, or substantially reduce or restrict the
range of a species within the Prolect Area. The Project Area is hrgdv urbanized and contains relatively small
areas of any forest, river, wildlife, or simiar resources, which must adhere to all current environmental
regulations and are determined to have less than significant impacts to unique. rare. endangered. or threatened
species.

The Project will not affect regulations protecting historical or cultural resources. The results of the preceding
analyses and discussions of responses to the entire Initial Study Checklist have determined that the Project
would have a less than siificant impact on sensitive biological resources, and would not result in significant
impacts to historical, archaeological or paleonmlogical resources within the Project Area.

b. Less than Sianificant Imnact. The Project proposes changes to regulations regarding R-3 and
Commercial Zones within the Project Area and does not propose any regulations for development that has
the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals.

The Project does not include am’ changes to zoning or development standards which has the potential to
achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals within the
Project Area. The Project does not contain proposals for development. buMng. or construction of any e
which has the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term
environmental oals. The Project is intended to provide regulations for future prolects within the Project
limits to achieve the goals and polices of the General Plan. The Project would not result in any effects that
would degrade the quality of the environment. The La Crescenta-Montrose CSD update does not mandate
any new development or directly initiate any development within the La Crescenta-Montrose CSD area.
Changes to the development standards and allowed uses would have a less than siflcant potential to deade
the quality of the environment, reduce animal habitats or affect plant or animal species within the La
Crescenta-Montrose CSD area. as the La Crescenta-Montose area is predominantly urban and almost
completely built out. No development prolects are associated with the Project. The results of the preceding
analyses and discussions of responses to the entire Initi2l Study Checklist have determined that the Project
would have a less than significant impact on achieving short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of
long-term environmental goals.

c. Less Than Significant Imuact. The Project proposes changes to existing regulations including new
development standards within the Foothill Boulevard Area. primarily consisting of design standards within
Commercial Zones which are predominantly developed. The Project does not include any changes to zoning
or development standards which has impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable
within the Prolect Area. The Project does not contain proposals for development. building. or construction
of any n’pe. All future proposed development will be rev’ewed for project-specific impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable. Cumulative effects resulting from implementation of the Counn”s
goals and policies were evaluated in the General Plan Program FIR. The Project is consistent with the General
Plan, as it implements Implementation Program LU-9. and proposes regulations aimed at minimizing netive
environmental impacts over the long term (such as reduced trespass lighting and increased requirements for
public spaces in commercial areas). The Project would have less than significant impact on impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable within the Project Area.

d. Less Than Significant Imnact. The Project proposes revisions to existing regulations. including new
regulations for primarily the R-3 and Commercial Zones within the Project Area intended to enhance and
preserve the existing Community character of the La Crescenta-Montrose Community. Revised and new
development standards are intended to result in development which includes additional common open space.
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native landscaped vegetation, and cohesive desi features within the Foothill Boulevard Area. The Project
does not contain any provisions For development that has environmental effects which will cause substantial
adverse impacts on humans. The Project does nor contain proposals for development. buil±ng. or
construction of any n’pe which has environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse impacts on
humans. The results of the preceding analyses and discussions of responses to the entire Initial Study Checklist
have determined that the Proiect would have a less than siificant impact on environmental effects which
xviii cause substantial adverse effects on humans. directly or indirectly.
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