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ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION
Los Angeles County “IF
Department of Regional Planning

Planning for the Challenges Ahead

Amy J. Bodek, AICP
Direcior

Dennis Slavin
Chicf Deputy Director

PROPOSED ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

DETERMINATION DATE: April 24, 2019

PROJECT NUMBER: 2018-000331-(5)

PERMIT NUMBER(S): ADV RPPL2016000546/ENV RPPL2016002236
SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT: 5

PROJECT LOCATION: Unincorporated La Crescenta-Montrose

OWNER: N/A

APPLICANT: Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning
CASE PLANNER: James Drevno, Regional Planner

jdrevno@planning.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 Strect » Los Angeles, CA 90012 « 213-974-6411 - TDD: 213-617-2292
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING
320 WEST TEMPLE STREET
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PROJECT NO. 2018-000331-(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.

LOCATION: Community of unincorporated La Crescenta-Montrose
PROPONENT:

County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

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.

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: April 24, 2019

Revised 01/03/19



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

Project sponsor’s name and address: County of Los Angeles, Department of Regional Planning, 320 W',

Temple St.. Los Angeles, CA 90012,

Project location: All parcels within the La

below)

~APN: All parcels within the La Crescenta-Montrose Community Standards District
USGS Quad. 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 an
Semi-Public, Parks and Recreation, Water, and General Commercial.

Community/Area wide Plan designation: N/A

Zoning: Varous: R-1, R-1-7500, R-1-10000, R-2, R 3, R 3-30U R- 3 P, C 1, C 2-BE, C2- DP-BE C-3.C-3-

Description of project: The Project proposes to amend the I.os Angeles County Zoning Code Title 22,

Chapter 22.328 (formerly Secton 22. 44.139) undatinLthe La Creqcenta Montrose Community Standards
District Or m'm SDY in co Wi Loq An e]eq General Plan (Gen Plan

The Project consists of changes to the reguladons related to all R-3 reqidential zones in thg communig gnd

the commercial zones lon Foothill Bo ]evard The ro oq h-1 organization of the existin

mndardq On Foothill Boulevard, three qubareas are combined into one subarea to streamline the code
secions and rcducc redundant reguladons. New standards are prmed to a lmprovc the acqtheucq of th

and commercial uses, and cnhancc the community’s characterstcs. The new development standards include
updates to building design, parking lot design, wall and fence design, landscaping, yard setbacks, and signage.
The Project does not propose or authorize any development. All future proposed development will continue

Revisad 2-26-19
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to require review and permitting by the County and will be reviewed on a proiect-by-project basis to determine

the potental for proiect-specific impacts, in compliance with CEQA, as necessary.

Revised regulations as a part of the Proiect include:
R-3 ZONE

° Landqcamnq requirements to enh’mce bufferme between dlfferent types of hnd uses.

COMMERCIAL ZONES — Along Foothill Boulevard

e Revision 1o the applicability of the Area Specific Development Standards to apply to all subareas of
the current CSD boundary, which will be referred o as the Foothill Boulevard Area.

Addidonal land uses have been ed rhat are subject to Conditonal Use Permits {CUPs)

* Adjustments to parking regulatdons in some sections of the Foothill Boulevard area.
e  Adjustments to building massing repulatons.
[ ]

Replacement of existing “architectural styles” framework and inclusion of a menu of architectural
features, design clements, and frontages.

e Additonal wall, fencing, and screening reguladons.

Replacement of existing sign repulatons with new desipn-based sign repulatons.

LA CRESCENTA-MONTROSE CSD DISTRICT MAP:

e Revision to the subarea names and applicability of development standards. The three sub-areas (1

Foothill Blvd. West Town Area Foothill Blvd. Mid-Town Area_and (3) Foothill Blrd. 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. With the excepion of the Natonal Forest, these communities are urbanized areas comprised of

existing suburban, commercial, residental, public, and insttdonal uses.

The surrounding land uses in the City of Glendale include single family residental and open space immediately
to.the weqr, and single- fqmd; residental, mult- famll; residential, and genera] commercml uses o the south of

ettin S : X q
square mile La Creqcenta-Montto'ie community ident in th Pro ect Descri tion_above, The comm
of La Crescenta-Montrose is located within the West San Gabrel Valley Planning Area of the General Plan'
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

! Los Angeles County 2035 General Plan, pg. 52
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natural open space. L.a Crescenta-Montrose is largely residential with commercial uses concentrated along the
Foothill Boulevard corndor.

Required Approvals: An ordinance amendment to the I.a Crescenta-Montrose Commumn* Standards

District and associated environmental document. Project No. 2018-000331-
2016000546/ Environmental Assessment No. 2016000647

Framework for Environmental Analysis: This Inidal Srudy has been prepared to analvze the porendal
effects resulting from adopton 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 envxronmental impact nor dlrecd; result in any construction,

The repulations proposed within the Project will be a ; licaton

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 Communiry.

Ravised 2-26-19
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ting La Crescenta-Montrose Context Map
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Proposed La Crescenta-Montrose Context Map

-
-

Figure 2
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Surrounding land uses and setting: The community of L.a Crescenta-Montrose is located within the West

San Gabriel Valley Planning Area of the General Plan and a largely developed, suburban residental
community. The Communiry lies berween the San Rafael Hills to the southeast and the Yerdugo Hills to the
south and qouthweat The Comrnumt\ is bordered by the Angeles Forest to the north. The Community,

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 § 21080.3.17 If so, has consultation
begun?

On May 22, 2018, Naove American tribal cultural resources consultaton letters were sent to the following
tribes as required by AB32:

¢ Gabricleno Band of Mission Indians - Kizh Naoon

* Femandeiio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians

e San Gabrnel 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):

Public Agency Approval Requtred
Not Applicable Not Applicable

Major projects in the area:

Project/ Case No. Description and Status

2017- Oak Tree Permir with Public Hearing (Two encroachments) - Open
004909 /RPPL2017010424

2017-

CUP — Small Cell Wireless Telecommunications Facility - Open

007380/RPPL2017011133

% Los Angeles County 2035 General Plan, pg. 52
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Reviewing Agencies:
Responsible A gencies

[] None
Regional Water Quality Control
Board:
X Los Angeles Region
[] Lahontan Region
[[] Coastal Commission
[J Ammy Corps of Engineers

Trustee Agenctes

[] None
State Dept. of Fish and

Wildlife

[ State Dept. of Parks and
Recreation

[ ] State Lands Commission

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

Special Revewing Agencies

[] None

[] Santa Monica Mountains
Conservancy

X] National Parks

X} National Forest

[[] Edwards Air Force Base

[[] Resource Conservation
District of Santa Monica

Regional Significance

(] None
[[] SCAG Criteria

Air Quality

[] Water Resources

[] santa Monica Mtns. Area
X] Metro Transportation
Authoriry.

X Calerans

Mountains Area

X City of Glendale
X City of La Canada Flintridge
@ Fernandefio Tataviam Band of

Mission Indians

Connty Reviewing Agencies

X ppw

[X] Fire Department
- Forestry, Environmental

Division

-Planning Division
- Land Development Unit

Public Health/Environmental
Health Division: Land Use
Program (OWTS), Drinking
Water Program (Private
Wells), Toxics Epidemiology
Program (Noise)

X Sheriff Department

Parks and Recreation

Rovised 2-26-19
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

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

0ogogn

[[] Aesthedcs (] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [] Publc Services
Agnculture/Forest [} Hazards/Hazardous Materials [ ] Recreation
Air Qualiry [} Hydrology/Water Qualiry [J Transportadon/Traffic
Biological Resources ] Land Use/ Planning [} Tribal Cultural Resources
Cultural Resources [] Mineral Resources [] Udliges/Services
Energy [J Noise [] Mandarory Findings

of Significance

Geology /Soils (] Populanon/Housing

O

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

X

[

I find thar the proposed project COULD NOT have a sigmficant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect un the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or

agreed to by the project proponeat. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be
prepared.

1 find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL TMPACT REPORT 15 required.

I Bind that the proposed project MAY have a "potenually significant impact” or "potenmally
significant unless mitgated” impact on the environmeny, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an eatlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been
addressed by midgaton measures based on the catlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that
remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
becausc all potendally significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately 1n an carlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitgated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

LA 2/24/19

Si@aﬁ (Prepared by) Date

AL 2/25 114

Signarure (Approved by) Date

Revised 1-24-19
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

3)

)

6)

7)

8)

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact” answers that are adequately supported
by the informaton sources the Lead Departumnent cites in the parentheses following each queston. 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 sensitve receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulatve as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construcdon as well as operadonal
impacts.

Once the Lead Department has determined that a partcular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potennally significant, less than significant with mingation,
or less than significant. "Potendally Significant Impact” is approprate if there is substanuat 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.

"Negatve Declaratdon: Less Than Significant With Midgatdon Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitgation measures has reduced an effect from "Potendally Significant Impact” to a
"Less Than Significant Impact.”" The lead agency must describe the midgation measures, and briefly
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level. (Midgation measures from Secton
XVII, "Earlier Analyses,” may be cross-referenced.)

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

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

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

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

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

The explanation of each issue should identfy: the significance threshold, if any, used to evaluate each
questdon, and; mitgadon 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 locatons.

Climate Change Impacts: When determining whether a project’s impacts are significant, the analysis
should consider, when relevant, the effects of future climate change on : 1) worsening hazardous
conditions that pose risks to the project’s inhabitants and structures (e.g., floods and wildfires), and 2)
worsening the project’s impacts on the environment (e.g., impacts on special status species and public

health}).

Revised 2-26-19
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1. AESTHETICS

Less Than
Significant
Poteanally  Impactwith  Less Than
Significant Mivgation Significant No
Impacr Incosporated Impact Impacr

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? O ] O 2=
b) Be visible from or obstruct views from a regional ] ] ] X
riding or hiking trail?

c) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, O OJ O <]

but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

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

height, bulk, pattern, scale, character, or other

features?

¢) Create a new source of substantial shadows, light, | ] X ]
or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

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

Montrose community.? 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

leasant vista, allowing views of the surrounding San Gabriel Mountains, San Rafael Hills and Verdugo Hills

design standards proposed enhance the existing characteristics of the Commumtv which has been deve]oned
and is_currently laregly built-out. Undeveloped parcels will be reviewed for potenual impacts at ime of

application submittal of project specific development. No scenic vistas or other scenic resources have been

2 County of Los Angeles General Plan 2035 [pages 159 to 161}

Revised 2-26-19
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identified within the Ia Crescenta-Montrose communigy." The California Department of Transportatdon

Caltrans) does not list any hichways 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.e. Less Than Significant Impact. The Proiect would update the CSD to implement prescriptive 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
community will not be degraded through implementaton of the Project. One of the primary goals of the
Proiect is to enhance the visual character and economic appeal of the area by adopting development standards
that promote context sensitive development. The Project would not authorize any development nor involve
any construction. Less than significant impact would result. Future development is not anticipated to create
substantal light and glare, which would result in an appreciable difference from existing levels. Furthermore,
the CSD includes development standards for parking lot lighting to minimize glare and illuminaton on
neighboring uses. The revisions include regulatons for exterior lighting which will help reduce light trespass
in_furure development.  Any future development project undertaken will require review by designated review

authorities to enforce this standard. Less than significant impact would result.

4 Ibid.
5 California Department of Transportation. California Scenic Highway Mapping System.
(http://fwww.dot.ca.gov/hqg/LandArch/scenic/schwy.htm). Consulted 4/26/15.

Revised 2-26-19
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2. AGRICULTURE / FOREST

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the Caltfornia
Apricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conscrvation as an
optional model fo use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacis to forest resources, including
timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry
and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy
Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodolagy provided tn Forest Protocols adopied by the Caleforma Air Resources

Board.

Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

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

¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code §
12220 (g)), timberland (as defined in Public Resources
Code § 4520), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined in Government Code §

51104(g))?

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

¢) Involve other changes in the existing environment
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?

Less Than
Significant
Porenvially  Impace with  Less Than
Significant  Mingation  Significant  No
Impacr Incorporated Impact Impact

O g O X

Revised 2-26-19
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a-e. No Impact. There are no agricultural lands or uses in the Project Area. The Project Area is identfied
as containing no farmland resources per the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Progmm.(' There is no
existing zoning for an agricultural use on or near the Project Area. No Williamson Act contracts are active
for parcels located adjacent to the Project limits.” There is no existing forest land nor zoning for forest land
within the Project limits. According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Land Cover Mapping
and Monitoring Program, no area within the Project limits is designated as forest or imberland.* The Project

does not propose the development of land and consists of regulation changes to the CSD ordinance, mostly

consisting of updates to R-3 and Commercial Zones design standards. No impact would occur.

& County of Los Angeles, Dept. of Regional Planning, GIS-Net FMMP layer. Consulted 04/26/2016.
7 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 2-26-15
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3. AIR QUALITY

here avatlable, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution control district may

be relied upon to mafke the following determinations.

Would the project:

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

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

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase
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
concentrations?

¢) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people?

Porenially
Sigmificant
Impace

O

Less Than
Significant

Impacrwith  Less Than

Miggartion

Sionificant

Incorporated Impact

O

X

No
Impact

O

development or building project. The Project doeq not include any changee o zonmg or development

standards which would conflict or affect the implementation of the SCAQOMD air gquality

lan nor VlOl'ltC

any air quality 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

Revisad 2-26-19
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The Project Area is located within a non-attainment region under federal and state ambient air quality

standards. The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which would
create a cumuladvely considerable net increase of any criteria for which the region is in non-attainment.
Cumuladve short-term, constructon-related emissions and ]ong-term operational emissions of any

criteria_pollutant from the Project _for which the repion is_in_non-attainment_would not contnbute
i i i ' impact as emissions would not exceed any SCAQMD

daily threshold. Furthermore, any projects occurring in the Project Area as well as other concurrent
construction projects and operatons in the region will be required to implement standard air quality

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, itis determined that the Project will have a less than significant impact on the non-
attainment of criteria pollutants within the Project Area.

Sensitive recepiors are those sepments of the populadon that are most suscepoble_to poor.air guality

such as children, the elderly, the sick, and athletes who perform outdoors. Land uses associated with
sensitive receptors include residences, schools, playgrounds, childeare centers, athletic facilides, long-term
health care facilides, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and redrement homes. These uses are

lacated throughout the Project Area.

The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards that would expose
sensitive receptors to substannal pollutant concentrations within the Project Area. Cumulaave shorr-term,
construction-related emissions and long-terrn, operatonal emissions would not result in substantial
exposure to sensitive receprors. 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 air

guality regulations and mitgation from State CEQA reguirements where applicable and implement the

mmg]_arog' measures of the Commumg Chmate Acnon Plan in the Genera] Plan as well as cornply with

existing building re 5. ; : ificant

impact on exposure of substandal pollutant concentrations to sensitve 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. Cumuladve 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 air quali adons_and_midpaton from State CEQA requirements where

applicable, and implement the mandatogy measures of the Community Climate Action Plan in the General

Plan as well as comply with_exisdng building repulations. Therefore it is determined that the Project wall

have a less than significant impact on exposure to objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people within the Proiect Area.

Revised 2-26-19
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4. BIOLOGI SOURCES

Less Than
Significant
Poteowally  Impace with  Less Than

Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incosporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or N O <] ]
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)?

X
O

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any sensitive O O
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 ] ] Y ]
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 O L] Il =
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, O] U ) X
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.)?

f) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances D ] (5] X
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, Part 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, Part 6)?

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

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
2. Less Than Significant. The Project proposes changes in the CSD rgg_qhgonq, mcludmg development

design features. The Project does not propose the construction or development of land. All development will
require the necessary permitting, including review for project impacts, at tme of application submittal.

Therefore, it is determined that the Project will have less than significant impact on species identfied as a

candidate, sensitive, or special status species within the Project Area,

b. Less Than Significant. The Project does not propoqe changes to zoning or development standards which
would have a substandal ndveree effect on any sensitive natural communibes, within the Project Area. The

are mostly related to design features of furure development within commercial zones in largely developed
areas to improve building design and incorporation of pedestrian amenities. Although the Project Area may
contain habitat used for nesting birds and roosting bars, 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 perpetuity

with a goal of no netloss of existing woodlands.” The Project continues to require the preservaton of exisdn

mature trees and does not alter or conflict with existing reguladons. The Project does not propose

development. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have less than significant on these resources
within the Project Area.

roposes revisions to existing repulations, including residenual and

commercxal development standards. The Project Area is pnmarly 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 existung land use reguladons for furure
development within the Project Area. The Project does not alter, revise, or change development requirements
regulating potendal impacts to wetland or water sources. Future development will require the necessary permit
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and review for potential environmental impacts at time of applicadon submittal. Therefore it is determined
that the Project will have a less than significant impact on these resources within the Project Area.

1o _be more protectve of the surrounding native species and potential miggatog' pathq used within the
community. Although there may not be existing paths through the community, a connecuon uqed by animals

the west of the Project Area. The proposed regulation changes do not block access to the Tu]ungg \’a‘;h or
the movement of native ru:ldenr or migratory fish or \vllclllfe species. AI] development will cnnnnue 1o require

Project will not ch’mge the conditions of ne'lrb; migratory wildlife corndorq or impede_the use of nauve

wildlife nursery sites. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have no impact on these resources within
the Project Area,

quch ame an oak tree or mulunle mk trees are proposed to be 1mmcted Uak wood]gg_d_g_mughm_gg_

of any CEQA analysis for discredonan

The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which may convert oak
woodlands, or oak or other unique natve trees, within the Project Area. The Project does not contain
proposals for development, building, or construction of any type which may convert oak woodlands, or oak
or other unique natve trees. The tree related development standards are not applicable to oak trees. All
currenty applicable federal, state and county environmental repulatons will sdll 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 designared as SEAs or Conceprual SEAs. The Project
does not include any changes to 7omng or development <t'1nd1rdq whlch may conﬂlct \mth euqung policies

The Project does nor contaln proposals for development, building, or conqtrucuon of any t\'ne which would
conflict or be different than whqt is_required bL_ﬂ_]e £X1SH
that the Project will have no impact and no conflict with a

resources within the Project Area.

g- No Impact. There are no adopted state, regional, or local habitat conservation plans within the Project

Area. Therefore there is no impact.
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5. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than

Sigoificant
Potendally Impact with  Less Than
Significamt Mitigation Significant  No

Impacr Incorporated Impact Impace
Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the D ] X ]
significance of a historical resource as defined in
CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 4 L] X O
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5?
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique R O X L]
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those ] D X ]

interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a-d. Less than Significant. The Project does not propose development that may cause a substantal adverse
change in the sipnificance of historical, archaeological, or paleontological resources. Additionally, the Project
does not propose deyelopment that may cause a disturbance of any human remains. The Project proposes

changes to existng re

Management Area and Historic Preservation Ordinances. Other amendments are procedural and would not

have a substantial adverse effect on historical resources within the Project Area,

The Project does not propose chanpes to zoning or development standards which mav adversely change a

historical resource within the Project Area; the Project retains exemptons for certain idendfied resources
from the CSD to protect their historical integrity. 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 existing policies regarding the
disturbance of human remains. Therefore, it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant
impact on potental historic, archeological, geologic, paleontological, human remains, or cultural resources
within the Project Area.

6. ENERGY
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Less Than

Significant
Potentiallr  Impact with  Less Than
Significane  Mitigation Sigaificant  No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
a) Conflict with Los Angeles County Green Building ] ] ] B
Standards Code (L.A. County Code Title 31)?
b) Involve the inefficient use of energy resources (see ] O X 0

Appendix F of the CEQA Guidelines)?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

roposes revisions to existing CSD regulatons. New repulatons do not conflict

wlth or change the existing Green Building Standards or implementation of them. The Prolect does not

: tof d, All furure development

development in the Project Area.. Therefore the Project will not be in conflict with and will have no adverse
rmpact on the Green Building Standards.

b. Less Than Significant Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD regulations. The revised
reguladons_include the requirement of pedestrian-friendly features, such_as open common areas, courts
galledes, and outside furniture. Furure development will be required to_provide these design features which

encourage smaller building footprints, publicly accessible areas, and landscaping potentally reducing cooling,
heatung, and lighting energy use. The Project’s proposed regulations encourage and require design features
which contrbute to the reduction of energy use within the Project Area, The requirement for construction of
outdoor common areas has the potental to reduce building footprints, which may reduce energy usage within
future development. The Project does not propose construction of any development. Future development
would be subject to Los Angeles County Title 31 Green Building Standards, which promotes the efficient use
of energy resources. Less than significant impact would result.
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7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impactwith  Less Than
Significanr Midgation Significant  Nao

Impact Incoporated 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 [=] O X O
delineated on the most recent Alquist-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? R [ X [&]
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including ¥ J X [¥]
liquefaction and lateral spreading?
iv) Landslides? OJ ] X [u]
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of [ [ B4 (]
topsoil?
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is ] O =4 |

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 ] ] X ]
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating
substantial risks to life or property?

¢) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the | ] ] X
use of onsite wastewater treatment systems where
sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

f) Conflict with the Hillside Management Area J ] ] <
Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 22, § 22.56.217)?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a. Less than Significant Impact. 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 State desipnated Alquist-Priolo Enrrh uake Fqulr 7onc

will be regulred o employ building standards set forth in the County Building Code, including specific

rovisions for seismic design of structures. The General Plan EIR" concluded that impacts associated with

Projects within the county.

The southernmost secton of the Project area is subject to liquefacion. The General Plan Program FEIR
onc]uded that impacts associated with liquefacton would be reduced 02 less than significant level due to

arg applicable to development in the Project area.

The Project would not change or have any effect on these existing repulations or mitdgation measures. No

new impacts associated with ground shaking or liquefaction would occur with implementation of the Project
or related zoning map amendments.

The topograp articularly north of Hennetta

A\'enue are located in a Hillside M'm'l ement Area {25% or greater qlo e). It is located within the Crescenta

that impacts associated
with landslides would be reduced o a less than significant level due to the requirements of Los Angeles County

California Department of Conservation. Alquist-Priclo Earthguake Fault Zone Maps.
http://www.quake.ca.gov/pmaps/WH/regulatorymaps.htm),Consulted 04/25/2016.
10 General Plan EIR.
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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 regulatons that will not
result directly in the constructon of anv development. The Project Area is a built-out suburban community,
with very few vacant parcels that have the potennal to generate significant erosion or topsoil ioss. Areas
available for new development or redevelopment consist of infill sites currenty covered by disturbed
vegetation or impermeable surfaces. No new areas previously idennfied for open space or preservation 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 ropsoil. Moreover, all furure development Projects would be subject to compliance with Los Angeles

County Code Chapter 21, Flood Control District Code, which requires comphance with NPDES qtandard

and implementation of Best Management Practices (BMP), in order to minimize short- and lon
Impacts would be less than significant in this regard.

c. Less than Significant Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD reguladons and does not

propose development of land. The Project will not directly result in the construction of buildings within any
area susceptible to liquefacton, subsidence, landslide, or soil collapse hazards. All development projects
constructed pursuant to the Project will be required to adhere to the standards contained in_the County’s

Building Code to prevent hazardous soil condidons that could lead to building failure. The Proiect does not
propose changes to these regulatons. Impact from liquefaction, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction,
or collapse would be less than significant.

d. Less than Significant Impact. Compliance with applicable regulatory requirements_and conformance
with standard condidons of approval requires that all new dcve]opment have a site-specific geolog;
investigation of seismic and geotechmcal hazards': this will ensure that i 1mpact= related to expamlve soils

impacts are evaluated on a project-by-project basis. Impacts involving expansive soils cr

less than significant.

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 sepdc tanks or alternatve wastewater disposal
systems would not be required. No impact would occur.

f. No Impact. The County Hiliside Manapement 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 applicability of HMA to the Project Area. The Project’s retvisons to
the CSD to not conflict with HMA requirements. 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 tme

of the development applicadon. The Project will not conflict with nor have an impact on the Hillside
Management Areas Ordinance.

11 County of Los Angles 2035 General Plan Final Program EIR. (page 5.6-24)
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8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Less Than

Sienificant
Potentially  Impact with  Less Than
Significamt  Mitigation Significanmt  No

Impact Incosporated Impace Impacr
Would the project:
a)} Generate greenhouse gas (GHGs) emissions, either ] ] X ]
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?
b) Conlflict with any applicable plan, policy, or O O X J

regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a-b. Less Than Significant Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD regulations and does

not_proposed_the direct constructon of a project or development of land. New proposed regulations are

ptedomimm]y for furure development within the Commercial Zones of the Project Area. These regulations
will require future dev elopmenr to prm ide pedcqtrnn friendly fe1rure<; which further implement the General

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 greenhouse pas emissions. The Project is consistent with the Countv’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 contunue to be subject to applicable permit requirements and analysis under

CEQA for potental impacts. Therefore, impact would be less than significant.
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9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the project:

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

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
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
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
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
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?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

Potentially

Significant

Impace

[]

Less Than
Sionificant

Impacewith  Less Than
Significanr  No

Mitigation

Iocosporared  Impace

g

O

Impace

X
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g) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere O O X O
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 O O X O
(Zone 4)?

ii} within a high fire hazard area with inadequate ] ] X ]
access?

iii) within an area with inadequate water and ] O] & O

pressure to meet fire flow standards?

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

i) Does the proposed use constitute a potentally O O = O

dangerous fire hazard?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a.

No Impact. The Prosect consists of u

directly result in any new development. The develn'pmenr standards in the Project establish requirements

for future projects regarding the appearance, location, and allowable uses in the Projecr area. Adoption

and implementation of the proposed CSD regulatons amendments will not provide exceptions to existing
laws poverning the use and disposal of any_hazardous matenals. As noted in the General Plan Propram
EIR, compliance with measures established by Federal, State, and local regulatory agencies is considered

adequate to offset the negatve effects related to the use, storage, and transport of hazardous matenals in
the County."” In addition, policies and policy actions in the General Plan address hazardous materials and

safety. 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 County pracnces and Federal, State, and local policies regarding

12 County of Los Angles 2035 General Plan Final Program EIR. [pages 5.8-23]
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hazardous waste and hazardous materials, no impact from the use, transport, or disposal of hazardous

wastes or materials is anticipared.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project does not propose any new specific development. The
Project proposes revisions to exisung CSD repulatons related to R-3 and commercial zones. New
development standards proposed reguire development to provide for pedestrian-friendly design fearures,
such outside furniture, which enhance the characteristics of the Project Area, The intended locaton of
the new required features is within areas commonly accessed and udlized by pedestrians and does not
create new areas of exposure to potential hazardous materials. The General Plan EIR "concluded that
compliance with measures established by Federal, State, and local regulatory agencies is considered
adequate to offset the negative effects related to the reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involviag the release of hazardous marerals in the County. Additonal General Plan goals, policies, and
mplementauon measures reduce accidental releaqe of hazardous materials impacts to a less-than-

mom related to _hazardous m'ltenals Furure

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 regulatons related to the emissions or handling of waster marterials. 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 residental development
may be allowed in commercially zoned property, the Project would not authorize any new kinds of land
uses in the County 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 countywide by the General Plan and the General Plan Propram EIR." Impacts
to existing or proposed schools would be less than significant.

No Impact. The Geographic_Environmental Informadon Mana ement qutem GEIMq is a dat'l
warehouse that trac]\q regulatory data about underground

sites within the Project limits.' These sites are all located along Foothill Boulevard. Since the Project
involves no physical ground-disturbing actvities or hazardous activities, no impact on a site listed on the
database will occur. Any future development that occurs pursuant to Project regulatons 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.

e-f. No_Impact. The Project Area is identified as the La Crescenta-Montrose Community. There are no

public airports or public use airports located within 2.0 miles of the Project Area. Additonally, 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 Airport located approximately seven mules to the southwest, and the Van
Nuys Airport located approximately 14 miles to the west. Therefore, there would be no safety hazards
associated with airports or airstrips for people residing or working in the Project limits. No impact would

occur in this regard.

13 County of Los Angles 2035 General Plan EIR, consisting of draft EIR, Final EIR, Findings of Fact, and the Mitigation Monitoring Program.
14 |hig

1% County of Los Angles 2035 General Plan Final Program EIR. [page 5.10-44]

16 California State Water Resources Control Board. Geotracker {http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/}. Consulted 4/27/2016.
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g-i. Less Than Significant. The County Emergency Operations Project outlines emergency response
actons in the event of a larpe-scale disaster, such as a hazardous materials emergency. The Project will
not 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 Program EIR requires

traffic control plans for Projects that have statewide, regional, or area wide significance pursuant to CEQA
to ensure that construcdon would not interfere with emergency response/evacuation plans (Mitigation
Measure T-6). No change or interference with these emerpency response plans or related policies will

occur as associated with the Project. The Project does not propose any changes to the primary circulaton
system thar could affect evacuanon plans. Less than Significant Impact would occur in this regard.

The Project Area is predominantly developed. However, undeveloped parcels in the Community may

contain natural vegetaton, including natve oak trees and associated habitats. The Project Area is located

between the San Gabriel Mountains and Angeles Forest to the North and the Verdugo and San Ramon
Hills to the south which are l'u-ge npcn space areas. Portons of the Proiect area are located within a \-'eg*
High Fire Hazard %veng 7one FHowever, L-1 Creqcent'l-Montroqc and the :urroundmg communites

related to design features for Commercial Zones along the Foothlll Boulevard Area which is located in

the middle of the Project Area and is mostly bullt-out The Project does not propose to allow any new
development in areas forrner]y ldentlf' ed for open space or pre-:er\"u:ion Ar. noted_in the General Plan

¥ County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Final Program EIR. Fire Hazard Severity Zones Policy Map. [Figure 5.14-2]
18 County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Final Program EIR. [page 5.14-12]
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10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Less Than
Sionificant
Potendally  Impacewith  Less Than

Significamt  Mitgarion Significanr  Neo
Impact Incorporated Impact Impace

Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste ] (=] O X
discharge requirements?

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or ] ] X ]
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 O O = ]
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 O L] X O
the site or area, including through the alteration of the

course of a stream ot 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 O N ] X
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?

f) Create or contribute runoff water which would O O X ]
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater
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drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff?

g) Gencrate construction or post-construction runoff
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
Development_ Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 12,
Ch. 12.84)?

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

i) Use onsite wastewater treatment systems in areas
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?

1) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
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
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 ] O X W
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 ] OJ [l X
seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

a. No Impact. The Project does not involve any development activity and thus will not involve any

discharges to water bodies. The new standards do not conflict or change the way water quality standards
are implemented. Development projects will be required to comply with the Couonty local procedures

{County Flood Control District Code, Chapter 21, Storm Water and Runoff Polludon Control), as well as
requirements of the Natonal Pollutant Discharge Eliminaton System (NPDES) permit program of the
Federal Clean Water Act to control storm water runoff and prevent violations of regional water qualiry

standards. No impact on water quality 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 substandally deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantally with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aguifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level.

The Project does not contain proposals for development nor intensification of existing uses which may
substantally deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substandally with groundwater 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
Project Area.

c.df. Less than Significant Impact. The Project Area is urbanized and has exising storm water
infrastructure. The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which may
substantally alter the existing drainage parttern, resulting in substantal erosion on- or off-site, or resulr in
flooding on- or off-site, or create or contribute to runoff water exceeding planned stormwater capacity within
the Project Area. The Project does not contain proposals for development, building, or construction of any

e which may substantallv 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
capacity. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant impact on these resources

within the Project Area.

No Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD repulations which will not result directl

in_the construction of any water features. All future development will require review and permittng, as
necessary, by the County at ume of applicadon submirttal. 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 warter
guality, or otherwise deprade water quality within the Project Area. The Project proposes revisions to existing

regulations related to the design of proposed development. The proposed revisions are intended to promote

a_pedestrian-friendly environment within 3 predominanty built-out community. All future proposed
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development will require the necessary permitting and review at time of project application submittal. The
Project does not contain proposals for development, building, or construction of any type which generates

construction or post-construction runoff that violate permits or affect water quality, or otherwise degrade

water quality. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant impact on these

resources within the Project Area.

h. No Impact. The Project consists of adoption of a regulatory 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 Impact. The Project proposes revisions to existing CSD regulations and does

not proposed the consiruction of any structure or building or establishment of 3 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 type 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 Project Area.

i No Impact. The Project consists of adoption of a regulatory documeat that will not result directly in
the construction of any wastewater treatment system. Therefore, no impact would occur.

I.m Less than Significant Impact. The Project includes amendments to_residential and commercial
du’elopment standards; the proposed Project does not contain any provisions for building or development

that would lace housing or structures or redirect flows within a 100-vear flood hazard area, floodwa

resources within the Project Area.

The Project does not include any changeq to zoning or development standards which would place housing or

determined that the Project will have a less than ‘:lgl’llﬁC’lﬂt 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, injury 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 stenificant risk of loss, injury or death involvine flooding, including flooding as a_result of
the fatlure of a levee or dam. Therefore itis 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 regulatory 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

Would the project:

a)} Physically divide an established community?

b) Be inconsistent with the applicable County plans
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
as applicable to the subject property?

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

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Potentially
Significant

Impacr

[

Less Than
Significant

Impacet with  Less Than

Mingaton

Significane

Incorporated Impacr

[

[

No
Impact

X

a. No Impact. The Project does not propose any construction and no changes are proposed that would have
a primary or secondary effect of physically dividing an established community. Therefore there would not be

any impacts_that would divide an established community.

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 County plans.

¢. No Impact. The Project includes amendments to residental 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.

to bc within an SEA and any land within a Hillside Mgnagement Area wlll be required to comg]g with the

applicable County regulanom at time of permit application. The Project would not conflict with Hillside

Revised 2-26-19

33/52



Management criteria, SEA conformance cnitena, 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

Potearially Impactwith  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No

Impacr Incosporated  Impacr
Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral O | X
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- dJ O X

important mineral resource recovery site delineated on
a local general plan, specific plan or other land use
plan?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Impacr

O

a-b. Less Than Significant Impact. The Project does not propose any new specific development.

Proposed regulatory changes as a result of the Project include changes to design standards for exisung land

uses. While there are some_very small_poroons on the southwestern and southeastern edpes of the Project

Area that fall within a Mineral Resource Zone, no changes 1o development standards or allowed uses are

proposed that would affect the availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region
and the residents of the state. None of the reguladons proposed would result in the loss of locally-important

mingral resource recovery sites, delineated in the General Plan. Less than significant impact would result,
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13. NOISE

Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to, or generation of, noise
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
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

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

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

¢) For a project located within an airport land use
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?

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

Potentially

Significant

Impacr

O

Less Than

Significant

Impact with  Less Than
Midgation Significant  No
Incorporated Impact Impact

O X O
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

a-d. Less than Significant 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 generagon_of noise levels In_excess to _noise_ordinance

standards. The Project does not include any changgs to zoning or development standards which may result in

exposure of persons to, or peneration of _noise levels in excess to noiqe ordin'mce qtand’u‘dq within the Project

development assocmted wlth 1mp|ernentat10n of the Pr0|ect may result in short-term construction noise. All

future development Projects would be required to comply with General Plan Goals, Policies, and Policy
Actons, as well as General Plan EIR. CEQA_and the County Noise Control Ordinance (County Code Title

12, Chapter 12.08). Therefore it is determined that the Project wili have a less than significant impact on these
resources within the Project Area.

The Project does not contain anv provisions for development or related standards that would result in
exposure of any persons to increased ground borne noise or vibragon. The Project does pot tnclude any
changes 1o zoning or development standards which may result in exposure of any persons to ground borpe
noise or vibraton within the Project Area.

The proposed Project does not contain any provisions for development or related standards that would result
in a substantal permanent increase in ambient noise levels.

All land use acuvities will be required to comply with the noise reguladons contained in County Code Title
12_Chapter 12.08, Therefore_it is determined_that_the Project will have a_less than significant impact on_a
substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels within the Projecr 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 substangal temporary increase in ambient noise
levels. The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which may result in a
substantial temporary increase in ambient noise levels within the Project Area. The Project does not contain
proposals for development, building, or constructon of any type which result in a substantial temporary
increase in ambient noise levels. Al land use acuvities 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 significant impact on the substantal increase of temporary or perodic ambient noise levels within the
Project Area.

e. f. No Impact. The Project Area is not located within an airport land use plan and no public airports are

located within two miles of the Project limits. _The two closest air facilides to the Project area are the Bob
roximately seven miles to the southwest, and the Van Nuvs Airport located

approximately 14 miles to the west. The Project limits are not within the 65 dBA CNEL noise contour of
either airport. The Project would not introduce any new public airports or private airstrips within the County.
Therefore, no impact would result.
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14. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less Than
Significant
Poreanially  Impact with  Less Than

Signiﬁcat;r Mitigation Sigmificant  No

Impacr Incorporated Impact Impacr

Would the project:

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

and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through

extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, O [ X ]
especially affordable housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, O O <] U
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
clsewhere?

d) Cumulatively exceed official regional or local O | X O
population projections?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:
a-d. Less than Significant Impact. The Project Area is developed with historcally suburban

developments and currenr]  served by existin rcnd'-'. and mfra%tructure The Proj ect does_not include any

potential density of the Project Area. The Project does not contain proposals for development, building, or

construction of any type which result in inducing substantal 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

substantal numbers of existing housing or people that currently live in the community. The Proiect does not

contain proposals for development, building, or construction of any type which result in displacement of
substantial numbers of existing 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 seq.), the State
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Relocadon Guidelines (25 Cal. Code Repulations seq.), and the Californiz_ Redevelopment Law

{Health & Safery Code § 33410 et seq.), as applicable.

The Project does not contain any provisions for development that would cumulatvely exceed official regional
or Jocal population projections.

New land is not being made available for residential development as a result of the Project, nor are existing

density requirements being increased. Furthermore, the General Plan accounts for increased growth and
includes policies to reduce potental growth related impacts. Therefore it is determined thar the Projecr will

have a less than significant impacr on official regional or local populaton projections within the Project Area.

County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Final Program EIR. [page 5.14-12]
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15. PUBLIC SERVICES

Less Than
Significant
Potentiallyy Impactwith  Less Than
Significamt  Mitigarion Significanr No
Impact Iacorporated Impact Impact
a) Would the project create capacity or service level
problems, or result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the public

services:

Fire protection? O OJ X OJ
Sheriff protection? |:| |:] X ]
Schools? ] ] X ]
;? H O X O
Libraries? H 0 X OJ
Other public facilities? OJ J X J

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

a. Less _than_Significant Impact. The Project includes amendments to residential and commercial
development standards within the zoning ordinance; the proposed Project does not contain any isi

for development that would create capacity problems related to fire protecton, sheriff protection, schools,
parks, libraries, or other public facilides.

The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which may result in capacity
problems related to fire protection, shenff protection, schools, parks, libraries, or other public facilides within

the Project Area. The Project does not contain proposals for development, building, or construction of any
type which result in capacity problems related to fire protection, sheriff protection, schools, parks, libraries,
or other public facilides. All furure development will be required to pay the applicable fees at the time of

building permit application with the of'ﬁce of Building & Safety. T he f‘gg eral El-m EIR rggmreq mmgguon
[ 0 : s

5-1, P-S-2, and P-8.3'™

12 County of Las Angeles 2035 General Plan Program EIR [pages 5.14-11 to 5.14-12)
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sheriff services to less than qxgp_lﬁcant The General Plan ETR indicates that emqtmg re;r_ulauonq {SB 50} and

standard conditons reduce impacts to less than stgglﬁcant." The General Plan EIR indicates that existung
adons and standard conditions (Librarv Mitigation Fee) reduce impacts to less than significant.™ The

General Plan EIR indicates that existing regulations and standard condidons that apply to the Project area

reduce impacts to less than sia’ﬁcant:ﬂ'5 The proposed Project does not result in the direct construction of
buildings or infrastructure, or increase in demand for public services. All future development will require

review for impacts per CEQA. Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than si
impact on these services within the Project Area.

ificant

2% County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program EIR {page 5.14-17]
2 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]
2 County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program EIR {page 5.15-26]
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16. RECREATION

Less Than
Significant
Potentially  Impactwith  Less Than
Significanr  Mitgation Significant No
Impacrt Incorporated  Impact Impacr
a) Would the project increase the use of existing O d X U
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 ] ] X ]
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 O O X O
space connectivity?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

a.-c. Less Than Significant 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 chat physical
deterioration would occur or be 1cceler’1ted The Project does not mclude any changes to 'mmm_r or

such that physical deterioration would occur or be accelerated within the Project Area. The Project does not

roposals for development bmldm or _construction of any e which result in_an_increase in the

accelerated. The Project implements General Plan policies and programs and does not affect implementation
of regulatory requirements and standard conditons, which requires dedicaton of parkland and/or payment

of in-licu fees prior to approval of final parcel or tract maps for residentiat projects.” The Project does not
involve the development of any recreational faciliies or require the construction or expansion of such

facilities. The Project does not involve any development activity or the development of any recreational
faciliies with regional open space connecuviry. Therefore, it 1s determined that the Project will have a less
than significant impact on these services, facilides, or conpectivity within the Project Area.

24 County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program EIR [page 5.15-26]
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17. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or
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
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
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
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections)
or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

¢) Result in inadequate emergency access?

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or
safety of such facilities?

Potendially
Significant

Impacr

O

Less Than
Significant

Impact with  Less Than
Sigaificant  No

Mitdgation

Iacorporated Impact

[

0

Impact

X
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

design of structures. The Projéct does not propose the development of a building or establishment of a new
use, Ng\v development would be regmred to comp!} with all 1Eghcable Coun[y Code regmmntw fn

to_ensure compliance with these requirements. This would ensure that new dev elopmentq provide adequate

access to and from the site. All future development would be ;gqg;rgd to gomply with County regulatdons and
policies, including the Gencra] Plan gmlq the General Plan Mobility Element policies zmd Eoﬂ‘; and CEQA

as development appli : : licable, are submitred,

b. Less than Significant Impact. The Project, a regulatory document, does not propose any specific
du'eln ment. Purqu’lnt to the Los \n ¢cles Counrv Metro.oht'm Trans ort'\uon Authory Con eqnon

Monitoring 'md Reporung Prog;'lm measure T-6_must be 'm'lly?ed > The Project, a rcgulatogf document,
does not involve any building acavity. New development would be subject to the CMP. Individual projects
vould be reviewed by the Los Angeles County Public Works Department to determine the specific access

licable to_the specific development and to ensure compliance with_these requirements.
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

C. No Impact. The three closest air facilities to the Prmccr Area are the Whiteman Airport in P’lCOll’n’l

document, does nor mvolve any bmldmg activiry. No 1mp:1cr would resulr.

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_any provisions

for development that would substantially increase hazards due to a design feature,
The Proiect does not contain proposals for development, building, or construction of any tpe. All furure

development would be reviewed, as necessary. The Project incorporates development standards to offset any

the Project Area,

¢ No Impact. The Project, a regulatory document, does not propose any specific development or

directly involve any building actvity. New development would be required to comply with all applicable
Counry Fire Code and ordinance requirements for constructon and access to the site. Individual projects
would be reviewed by the Los Angeles County Fire Deparument to determine the_specific fire requirements
applicable to the specific development and to ensure compliance with these requirements. This would ensure
that pew developments provide adequate emergency access to and from the site. No impact would result.

% County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program EIR MMRP [pages 26 to 28)
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£ No Impact. The Project limits are served by two MTA bus routes (90, 91), which connect the

community to the geater Loq Angele: region via bus and r:ul services.” The Pro;ect haq no direct affect on

implements General Plan policies promoting gedesman—onented design and neighborhood wakabdlg, that
support_infill development, and the use of alternative transportation modes. No impacts on alternatve
transportation policies would occur.

18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than

Significant
Poteavially Impactwith  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impacrt

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code §21074 as cither 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 O ] = ]
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 O O X )
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 (¢) 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:

a. Less_than Significant Impact. The Project proposes repuladon chanpes related to residental and

commercial development standards w1th1n the Project Area The Fernandeno Tata\*lam Band of Mlqsmn

Indians, the Gabreleno Ton

Indians — Kizh Nation, were notified of the proiect.

26 | o5 Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation District (MTA). Bus and Rail System Map. Consulted on 04/27/2016.

http://media.metro.net/riding_metro/maps/images/system map.pdf
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Native American tribes listed was received within 30 davs of when formal notificadon was provided. The
Project does not contain proposals for development, building, or construction of any type which would
dircctly result in a substanual adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource as defined in the

criteria above. Therefore, the project would have less than significant impact on tribal cultural resources.
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19. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Less Than

Significant
Porengally Impacrwith  Less Than
Significamt  Mitigation Siganificant No

Impact Incorporated Impacr Impact
Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of (m] ] X ]
either the Los Angeles or Lahontan Regional Water
Quality Control Boards?
b) Create water or wastewater system capacity O J X ]
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 J ] X =

result in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient reliable water supplies available to L] ] X 3
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, ] [:] < O
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?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted ] ] X m

capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs?
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g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and ]:| D X D
regulations related to solid waste?

VALUATION OF ENVIRONMENT i

wastewater systems have adequate capacity to accommod1tc new_ development upon implementation of

regulatory and standard condmnm of approval requirements.” " Therefore it is detem-uned th-Lt the Project will

have a less than sipnificant impact on these senvices within the Project Area.

c. Less than Significant Impact. The Project proposes regulation changes related fo residential and
commercial developmenr standards within the Project Area. The Project does not include any changes to
zoning or development standards which may result in creating drainage capacity problems within the Project
Area. The Project does not coantain proposals for development, building, or construction of any fype which
result in creanng drainage capacity problems, The Project will not facilitate any substantial 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 systemn in place. As such, storm water treatment facilities are
anticipated to be sufficient to accommodate the Project. New development Projects are required to ensure
roject-specific_and countywide storm water systems have adequate capacity to accommodate new
development upon implementation of regulatory and standard condidons_of approval reguirements.™
Therefore it is determined that the Project will have a less than significant impact on these services within the
Projecr Area.

d. Less Than Significant Impact. The Project proposes regulation changes primarily to the R-3 and

Commercial Zones of the Project Area. and does_not

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 type which result in insufficient reliable water supply. The
Project implements General Plan Implementation Program No. LU-9 which relates to community design and
character.. The Project site is pot located in the Antelope Valley and Santa Clarita Valley Planning Areas.
Review of future projects will continue to be carried 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 significant impact on

these services within the Project Area.

7 County of Los Angles 2035 General Plan Final Program EIR. fpage 5.17-17}
2B
Ibid
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f.g. Lessthan Significant Impact. The Project proposes revisions to the existing CSD ordinance, which
includes re ions to R-3 and Commercial Z.ones within the Project Area.. The propased Project does not
contain any provisions for development that would be served by a landfill with insufficient capacity, and will
comply with all statutes and regulations related to solid waste.

The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which may result in being
served by a landfill with insufficient capacity, and which may result in being out of compliance with all statutes
and regulations relared to solid waste within the Project Area. The Project does not contain proposals for
development, building, or construction of any type which resulr in being served by a landfill with insufficient
capacity, and out of compliance with all statutes and regulations related to solid waste. As indicated in the

General Plan EIR, current repulatory requirements and standards of conditions of approval would reduce

impact to solid waste to less than siggiﬁcant.r’ The Proiect will not facilitate any substantial new development

actvity bevond that analvzed in the General Plan EIR and thus will not lead to any s ficant solid waste

producdon bevond that previously indicated. Therefore it is determined that the Proiect will have a less than
significant impact on these services within the Project Area.

2 County of Los Angeles 2035 General Plan Program EIR [page 5.17-60]
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20. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less Than
Sigaificant
Potenually Impactwith  Less Than

Significant  Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impacr
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the | O < O
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 J J X O
short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of
long-term environmental goals?

c) Does the project have impacts that are individually O O X O
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 O Il X ]
will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a. Less than Significant Impact. The Project proposes regulation revisions and new development standards
for R-3 and Commercial zones within the Project Area, including yard setbacks, heights, desien features,
facade design, open space, lighting, and other related development standards. The Project Area s
predominanty developed and the proposed development stagdards further enhance the existing Community
characteristics and setting.
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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 substandally reduce or restrict the
range of a species within the Project Area. The Project Area is largely urbanized and contains relagvely small
areas of any forest, niver, wildlife, or similar resources, Whlch must adhcre to all current environmental

ations and are determined to have less than si
species.

The Project will not affect regulatons protecting historical or cultural resources. The results of the p receding

analvses and discussions of responses to the endre Inigal Study Checkdist have determined that the Project

would have a less than significant impact on sensitdve biological resources, and would not result in significant
impacts to historical, archaeological or paleontological resources within the Project Area.

b. Less than Significant Impact. The Project proposes changes 1o reguladons regarding R-3 and

Commercial Z.ones within the Project Area and does not propose any repulations for development that has

the potental ro achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals.

The Project does not include any changes to zoning or development standards which has the potental 1o
achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term environmental gmlq within the

Project Area. The Prolect does not contain proposals for development, building, or construction of any type
which has the

environmental goals. The Project is 1ntended to provide regulations for future pro;ecte within the Project
limits to achieve the goals and polices of the General Plan. The Project would not result in any effects that
would deprade the quality of the environment. The I.a Crescenta-Montrose CSD update does not mandate
any new development or directly initate any development within the Ia Crescenta-Montrose CSD area.
Changes to the development standards and allowed uses would have a less than significant potental to degrade
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-Montrose area is predominanty urban and almost

completely bullt out. No development projects are aqqocmted with the Pm]ect The requltq of the preccdlng

would have a less than sipnificant impact on achieving short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of
long-term environmental goals.

c. Less Than Significant Impact. 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 1o zoning
or development standards which has impacts that are_individually limited, but cumulatvely considerable
within the Project Area. The Project does not contain proposals for development, building, or construction
of any type. All future proposed development will be reviewed for project-specific impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable. Cumulative effects resulting from implementation of the County’s

goals and Dohc:es were evaluated in the General Plan Program EIR. The Prou:cr 19 consment wu:h the General

individually limited, but cumu]atlve]} considerable within the Project Area.
d. Less Than Si

regulations for primarily the R-3 and Commercial Zones within the Project Area intended to enhance and
preserve the exising 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 vegetaton, and cohesive design features within the Foothill Boulevard Area. The Project
does not contain agy provisions for development that has environmental effects which will cause substandal
adverse impacts on_humans, The Project does not contain proposals for development, building, or

construction of any_tvpe which has environmental effects which will cause substantgal adverse impacts on

humans. 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 significant impact on environmental effects which

will cause substandal adverse effects on humans, directly or indirectly.
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