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Honorable Board of Commissioners
Housing Authority of the

County of Los Angeles

383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Commissioners:

APPROVAL OF ALLOCATION OF CITY OF INDUSTRY REDEVELOPMENT
HOUSING SET-ASIDE FUNDS AND APPROVAL OF ENVIRONMENTAL

DOCUMENTATION (1, 2, 4, 5)
(3 Vote)

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD:

1. Acting as the responsible agency pursuant to the California Environmental

Strengthening Neighborhoods  Supporting Local Economies * Empowering Families © Promoting Individual Achievement

Quality Act (CEQA), certify that the Community Development Commission
has considered the attached Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
(ISIMND) including any public comments, for the Metro Loma Project,
prepared by the City of Glendale, as lead agency, and find that the
mitigation measures identified in the IS/MND are adequate to avoid or
reduce potential impacts below significant levels.

. Find that the projects listed in the Environmental Documentation section
of this Board letter are exempt from the provisions of CEQA, as described
herein, because these projects do not have the potential for causing a
significant effect on the environment.

. Approve loans to developers using City of Industry Redevelopment
Housing Set-Aside Funds (Industry Funds) in a total amount of up to
$24,572,460 for the development of 16 affordable multifamily rental,
senior rental, and special needs housing developments, identified in
Attachment A, which have been selected through a Notice Of Funding
Availability (NOFA) jointly issued by the Housing Authority and the
Community Development Commission of the County of Los Angeles
(Commission) on January 2, 2007.
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4. Approve administration by the Housing Authority of one affordable special
needs housing development, identified in Attachment A as one of the 16
projects, which is also being concurrently recommended to the Board of
Commissioners of the Commission to receive HOME Investment
Partnerships Program (HOME) funds.

5. Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate Loan Agreements with the
recommended developers, for the purposes described above, to execute
the Loan Agreements and all related documents, including documents to
subordinate the loans to permitted construction and permanent financing
and any intergovernmental, interagency, or inter-creditor agreements
necessary for the implementation of each development, following approval
as to form by County Counsel.

6. Authorize the Executive Director to execute amendments to the Loan
Agreements and any related document, as may be necessary for the
implementation of each development, following approval as to form by
County Counsel.

PURPOSE /JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION:

The purpose of this action is to approve the allocation of Industry Funds to 16
developments that will provide affordable multifamily, senior, and special needs rental
housing in incorporated and unincorporated areas within a 15-mile radius of the City of
Industry. The purpose is also to approve environmental documentation for these
developments.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING:
There is no impact on the County general fund.

The Housing Authority is recommending loans to developers in a total amount up to
$24 572,460 to construct 16 developments. Funds for these loans will be incorporated

into the Housing Authority’s budget on an as-needed basis in the current and upcoming
fiscal years.

Final loan amounts will be determined following completion of negotiations with the
developers and arrangements with other involved lenders. Each loan will be evidenced
by a promissory note and secured by a deed of trust, with the term of affordability
enforced by a recorded Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions document.
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FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS:

Industry Funds consist of tax increment funds collected by the City of Industry’s
Redevelopment Agency that have been transferred to the Housing Authority to
administer for the development of low- and moderate-income housing. On June 2,
1998, your Board adopted an Allocation and Distribution Plan for the disbursement of
Industry Funds in incorporated and unincorporated areas within a 15-mile radius of the
City of Industry. Nine previous Request For Proposals processes have awarded a total
of an estimated $127,308,420 in Industry Funds to 150 developments, created 5,172
units of affordable and special needs housing, and leveraged over $902,645,721 in
external funds.

A Notice Of Funding Availability (NOFA) was jointly issued by the Housing Authority and
the Commission on January 2, 2007, making available approximately $21,000,000 of
Industry Funds and $21,000,000 of County HOME funds for the development of
affordable rental housing. As of April 8, 2007, thirty-three proposals were received for
Industry funds, seven of which also applied for HOME funds. Review and evaluation
has been completed for all of the initial applications under the NOFA process. Industry
Funds will be allocated to eighteen developments, four of which will also be receiving
HOME funds. Environmental clearances and funding recommendations for sixteen
projects listed in Attachment A are being presented to your Board at this time. Funding
recommendations for the two remaining HOME projects will be presented to your Board
at a later date, after environmental reviews are completed.

It was previously necessary to execute separate loan agreements for HOME funds and
Industry funds. However, on December 20, 2005, your Board and the Board of
Commissioners for the Commission jointly authorized the Housing Authority to
administer HOME funds on behalf of the Commission for projects receiving both
Industry and HOME funds, where the amount of Industry funds exceeds the amount of
HOME funds. Your Boards also jointly authorized the Commission to administer
Industry Funds on behalf of Housing Authority for projects receiving both Industry and
HOME funds, where the amount of HOME funds exceeds the amount of Industry funds.

One project is also being concurrently recommended to the Board of Commissioners
for the Commission to receive HOME funds in an amount less than the amount of
Industry Funds for that project. The Housing Authority will enter into a Loan Agreement
for HOME and Industry funds for the project and will administer all funds in the project.

The Commission will monitor the project for adherence to HOME regulations and
requirements.
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A second project is also being concurrently recommended to the Board of
Commissioners for the Commission to receive HOME funds in an amount greater than
the amount of Industry Funds for that project. The Commission will enter into a Loan
Agreement for HOME and Industry funds for the project and will administer all funds in
the project. The Housing Authority will monitor the project for adherence to Industry
regulations and requirements.

The current funding recommendations will provide Industry Funds to the developers
through Loan Agreements with the Housing Authority or Commission, to be executed by
the Executive Director, following completion of negotiations and approval as to form by
County Counsel. All Loan Agreements will incorporate affordability restrictions and
provisions requiring developers to comply with all applicable federal, state, and local
laws.

The Loan Agreements will set aside a minimum of 20 percent of each development’s
rental units at rates affordable to low-income households earning less than 50 percent
of the median income for the Los Angeles-Long Beach Metropolitan Statistical Area
(MSA), adjusted for family size, as established by the U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development (HUD). For special needs housing, a minimum of 35 percent of
the units will be reserved for households with incomes below 50 percent of median
income. The loan agreements will require that the affordable housing units be set-aside
for a period of 55 years.

This letter has been reviewed by County Counsel. Attachment A hereto is a complete
list of developments recommended for funding at this time.

NOTICE OF FUNDING AVAILABILITY AND SELECTION PROCESS:

The Housing Authority and the Commission issued a Notice of Funding Availability
(NOFA) in accordance with the Industry Allocation and Distribution Plan previously
adopted by your Board, as amended. On December 22, 2006, advertising for the
NOFA began in local newspapers. The NOFA was released on January 2, 2007, and
subsequent informational workshops were held to provide prospective applicants with
technical assistance.

Proposals were accepted between February 2 and April 8, 2007. The total demand
exceeded available funding. Therefore, no further applications will be accepted until
additional funding becomes available.
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Non-Special Needs Housing Developments

TYPE DEMAND ALLOCATION
Multifamily $35,171,400 $19,331,800
19 Proposals 9 Developments
Seniors $17,446,769 $13,869,769
4 Proposals 2 Developments
TOTAL $52,618,169 $33,201,569
23 Proposals 11 Developments

Special Needs Housing

TYPE DEMAND ALLOCATION
Developmental Disabilities $6,398,319 $6,398,319

1 Proposal 1 Development
Transition Age Youth $5,862,424 $2,909,427

4 Proposals 2 Developments
Mental lliness $1,957,000 $1,957,002

1 Proposal 1 Development
Homeless $6,021,236 $3,962,455

4 Proposals 3 Developments
TOTAL $20,238,979 $15,227,201

10 Proposals 7 Developments

Each recommended proposal has undergone a review by technical consultants.

addition, in order to verify expertise and service linkages submitted by applicants,
proposals for special needs housing were reviewed by a Task Force established by the
Executive Director. The Task Force was comprised of persons with experience in
serving the targeted special needs populations. Following this process, the proposals
were forwarded to the Housing Authority/Commission's Loan Committee which provided
independent review of the Task Force's scoring and also heard the appeals.

The NOFA included a process for applicants to appeal individual scores for procedural
or technical errors. Applicants were notified of the scoring results and given ten days to
appeal. Eleven appeals were filed. The appeals were presented to the Loan
Committee, and have been heard and administratively adjudicated. Five of the six
appeals in the non-special needs housing category received additional points and
received funding recommendations. Four of the five appeals in the special needs
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category received additional points; however all five received funding
recommendations.

The recommended funding awards are based on threshold criteria and proposals
scoring a minimum of 70% of available points are eligible for funding. Awards are
made on a first-come first-served basis until all currently available funding is exhausted.
The remaining proposals are placed on a waiting list in the order they were received, to
hold for future funding availability. The recommended awards are being made in
accordance with the County’s current Housing and Community Development Plan
(HCDP) and the planning documents of other affected jurisdictions. The Executive
Director may enter into memoranda of understanding and other agreements with other
jurisdictions, if necessary for development of the proposed projects.

Qualified applicants not recommended for funding from the current allocation have
been placed on a waiting list for funding under the NOFA once additional funds become
available. Placement on the waiting list does not guarantee funding.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION:

The proposed projects identified in Attachment A have been reviewed by the
Community Development Commission pursuant to the requirements of CEQA. The
Metro Loma project required preparation of an IS/MND by the City of Glendale.

As a responsible agency, and in accordance with the requirements of CEQA
Guidelines, the Community Development Commission reviewed the IS/MND prepared
by the City of Glendale for the Metro Loma project and determined that the project will
not have significant adverse impact on the environment. The Board of Commissioners’
consideration of the IS/MND, and filing of the Notice of Determination, satisfies the
State CEQA Guidelines as stated in Article 7, Section 15096.

Environmental Assessments were prepared for the Mason Court, Seasons at Compton,
Coteau lll, Casa Dominguez and Slauson Station Apartments projects pursuant to the
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). These
documents describe the proposed projects, evaluate the potential environmental
effects, and describe the mitigation measures necessary to avoid potentially significant
environmental effects from the projects. Based on the conclusions and findings of the
Environmental Assessments, Findings of No Significant Impact were approved by the
Community Development Commission on the following dates:
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Mason Court — July 12, 2004

Seasons at Compton — September 27, 2004
Coteau lll — January 3, 2000

Slauson Station — August 2, 2005

Casa Dominguez — May 11, 2004

Following the required public and agency comment period, HUD issued a Release of
Funds for these projects on:

Mason Court — August 25, 2004

Seasons at Compton — November 25, 2004
Coteau lll — January 3, 2000

Slauson Station — August 23, 2005

Casa Dominguez — May 30, 2004

Consistent with the provisions of the CEQA Guidelines, Article 14, Section 15221,
notice was provided to the public that Environmental Assessments, used in place of an
Initial Study, would be used to satisfy CEQA requirements for the Mason Court,
Seasons at Compton, Casa Dominguez and Slauson Station projects. The
Environmental Assessment/Mitigated Negative Declarations were circulated for public
review as required by state and local law, and the Environmental Assessment/Mitigated
Negative Declarations, in conjunction with the Mitigation and Monitoring Plans, meet the
requirements of CEQA for these projects. CEQA Board approval for these projects
took place on the following dates:

Mason Court — September 14, 2004
Seasons at Compton — November 9, 2004
Casa Dominguez — August 15, 2006
Slauson Station — May 2, 2006

The remaining projects, as listed below, are exempt from the requirements of CEQA in
accordance with California Public Resources Code Chapter 4.5, Article 6, Section
21159.24:



Honorable Board of Commissioners

July 3, 2007
Page 8
DEVELOPMENT NUMBER OF UNITS DEVELOPMENT TYPE
Alexandria House 16 New Construction
James M. Wood SRO 52 New Construction
McCoy Plaza 63 New Construction
Coteau lll 6 New Construction
Progress Place 1 & 2 8 New Construction
Manitou Vistas 48 New Construction
MacArthur Park Metro 90 New Construction
Clinton Family 36 New Construction
Sichel Family 37 New Construction
115 & 137 N Soto St 36 Rehabilitation and New
Construction
TELACU Esperanza 70 New Construction

IMPACT ON CURRENT PROGRAM:

The recommended allocation of Industry Funds totaling up to $24,572,460 for the
projects listed on Attachment A will leverage more than $212,000,000 in additional
external resources, over seven times the amount of
recommended for allocation at this time. The requested actions will increase the supply

of affordable special needs and non-special needs housing in the County.

Respectfully submitted,

CARLOS JACKSON
Executive Director

Attachments: 2
CJ:.CBB

Industry Funds being



ATTACHMENT A

PROJECTS RECOMMENDED FOR
INDUSTRY AND HOME FUNDS
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ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS
I



FER 0 2 2007

PROF;OSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

EIF NO. 2006-011
Mira Loma Affordable Family Apartment Development
328 Mira Loma Avenue

The following Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act of 1870 as amended, the State Guidelines, and the Environmental Guidelines
and Procedures of the City of Glendale.

Project Title/Common Name:

Mira Loma Affordable Family Apartmerﬁ Development

Project Location:

328 Mira Loma Avenue; located on the east side of Mira Loma
Avenue between San Fernando Road and Gardena Avenue. -

Project Description:

The applicant propeses {o construct a new four-story, 44-unit
affordable family apariment development with 106 subterranean
parking spaces (including 13 tandem spaces) on a 33,292 square
foot site. The project will include residential units, a .
recreation/community room, laundry rooms, a leasing office, an
interior landscaped courtyard and recreation park. The park will
include a sports court, picnic tables, tot lot, trellis element and
landscaping. The 44 residential units will include 14 three-bedroom
units (1,165 square foot average), 2 two-bedroom, two-bath units
(971 square foot average), 27 two-bedroom, one-bath units (827
square foot average) and 1 one-bedroom, one-bath unit (666 square
foot average). All units will have their main entrances off the
proposed central courtyard. Both pedestrian and vehicular access to
the site will be from Mira Loma Avenue. The site currently contzains a
storage yard and surface parking lot. The project will require
approval of a parking exception from the Glendale Redevelopment
Agency to allow project construction without the required number of
parking spaces. (Tandem parking spaces are not counted in terms
of providing required parking.) Design Review Board approval for
design of the site and building and for neighborhood compatibility is
also required.

Preject Type:

X Private Project Public Project

Project Applicant:

SADILLC. 5839 Monterey Road, Los Angeles, CA 90042

Findings:

The Director of Planning, on May 10, 2008, after considering an Initial
Study prepared by the Planning Department, found that the above
referenced project would not have a significant effect on the
environment and instrucied that a Mitigated Negative Declaration be
prepared.

Mitigation Measures:

See attached Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Attachments:

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program; Initial Study Checkiist
No. 2006-11. :

Contact Person:

Elaine Wilkerson, Direcior of Planning
City of Glendale Planning Department
633 East Broadway Room 103

Glendale, CA S1206-4386

Tell (818) 548-2140 Fax: (818) 240-038




INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

EIF NO. PEIF 200-011
Mira Loma Affordable Family Apartment Development

328 Mira Loma Avenue

1. Project Title: Mira Loma Affordable Family Apartment Development

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

City of Glendale Redevelopment Agency
633 East Broadway, Room 201
Clendale, CA 91206

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:
Roger Kiesel, Senior Planner

Tel: (818) 548-2140
Fax: (818) 240-0382

4, Project Location: 328 Mira Loma Avenue, Glendale, Los Angeles County

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: SADI LLC.; 5939 Monterey Road, Los Angeles, CA
90042 ‘

6. General Plan Designation: Mixed Use

7. Zoning: SFMU (San Fernando Mixed Use) Zone _

8. Descriptio.n of the Project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to,

later phases of the project, and any secondary support or off-site features necessary for its
implementation.)

The applicant proposes to construct a new four-siory, 44-unit affordable family apartment
development with 106 subterranean parking spaces (including 13 tandem spaces) on a 33,282
square foot site. The project will include residential units, a recreation/community room, laundry
rooms, a leasing office, an interior landscaped courtyard and recreation park. The park will
include a sports court, picnic {ables, {ot lot, trellis element and landscaping. The 44 residential
units will include 14 three-bedroom units (1,185 square foot average), 2 two-bedroom, two-bath
units (71 square foot average), 27 two-bedroom, one-bath units (827 square foot average) and
1 one-bedroom, one-bath unit (666 square foot average). All units will have their main
entrances off the proposed central courtyard. Both pedestrian and vehicular access to the site
will be from Mira Loma Avenue. The site currently contains a storage yard and surface parking
lot. The project will require approval of 2 parking exception from the Glendale Redevelopment
Agency to allow project construction without the required number of parking spaces. (Tandem
parking spaces are not counted in terms of providing required parking.) Design Review Board
approval for design of the site and building and for neighborhood compatibility is also required.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:
North:  One-story storage and warehouse buildings.
South: Two-story office and warehouse buildings.

East:  Four-story multi-family housing project and one-story adult day care facility.
West:  One- and two-story commercial buildings.

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval or
participation agreement).

None.
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11. Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at

least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact,” as indicated by the checklist on the
following pages.

[ Aesthetics 1 Agricultural Resources O Air Quality

[OJ Biological Resources Cultural Resources [0 Geology/ Soils

[ Hazards & Hazardous Materials [0 Hydrology / Water Quality [0 Land Use/ Planning
[0 Mineral Resources [J Noise [ Population / Housing
[ Public Services [J Recreation [ Transporiation / Traffic
[ Utilities / Service Systems Mandatory Findings of Significance

LEAD AGENCY DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

Hind that the propesed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

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

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant
unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed
by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to
be addressed.

00 KO

[]

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because

all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE

DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant

to that earlier EIR or N‘:GATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
7mp03€d uponthe prc:posed project, nothing furthnr is required.

i
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Prepa?ed by: ! Date:

Reviewed by: Date:

Signature of Director of Planning or his or her designee authorizing the release of environmental document
for puﬁblic review and comment.
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12. Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:

The following section provides an evaluation of the impact categories and questions contained in the
checklist and identifies mitigation measures, if applicable.

A. AESTHETICS
LessThan | -
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Would the project: Significant | Impact With Significant Impact
Impact ‘Mitigation Impact ‘p :
E Incorporated
1. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? X

2.  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, :
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and X
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

3. Substantially degrade the existing visual character

or quality of the site and its surroundings? X
4. Create a new source of substantial light or glare :
which would adversely afiect day or nighttime views X
in the area? :
1) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. The project site is located within a heavily urbanized area of the City and is generally
flat. No scenic vistas, as identified in the Open Space and Conservation Element, exist within, or in

proximity to, the project site. Therefore, no impacts to scenic vistas would result from project
construction.

Mitigetion Mezsures: No mitigation measures are required.

2 Substantially dameage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
-~ 1 2
cutcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. No state scenic highway is located adjacent to, or within view of, the project site, nor
within the City of Glendale. No impacts to scenic resources within a State scenic highway would
oceur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

3) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Less Than Significant impact. The subject site contains a storage yard and surface parking lot.
The project proposed will replace this use with & four-story multi-famity residential buiiding,
landscaping, public recreation park and subterranean parking. The Design Review Board will review
the site planning, aesthetics and neighborhood compatibility of the project and provide a
recommendation on the project to the Glendale Redevelopment Agency for their approval. The

proposed project will not degrade the existing visual character of the site, given the present use of
the site. A less than significant impact is anticipated.

Mitigetion Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant Impact. Day and nighttime lighting may increase slightly as a result of the
proposed project. Proposed lighting for the project will be typical of other multi-family housing
developments. The subject site as well as the surrounding area is zoned for mixed-use and it is
anticipated that the area will develop to include significant commercial and residential uses in
buildings developed in similar heights to the proposal. Because of the current commercial nature of
the area and the mix of uses desired in the future for this area, a less than significant impact
associated with lighting is anticipated as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures: No miligation measures are required.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES

in determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects, lead . Less Than
sgencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Potentiall Significant Less Tha.n
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) PR Y g“ . . ~-No
n i . N Significant | Impact With Significant
prepared by the California Department of B Impact Mitioation - impact Impact .
Conservation as an optional model to use in . vv!ncorgoratéd : » E
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. : ]
Would the project. Would the project: . ...~ = :
1. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmiand of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the X
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural
use? )
2. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a X
Williamson Act contract?
3. Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result in X
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricutiural use?

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

No Impact. There is no prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide significance
within or adjacent to the proposed project site and no agricultural activities take place within the
project site. No agricultural use zone currently exists within the City, nor are any agricultural zones
propesed. Therefore, no impacts associated with the conversion of farmland would result from
project implementation.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact. The project site is currently a storage yard and surface parking lot and is located in a
highly urbanized area. No portion of the project site is proposed to include agricultural zoning
designations or uses, nor do any such uses exist within the City under the current General Plan and
zoning. There are no Williamson Act contracts in effect for the project site or surrounding vicinity.

No conflicts with existing zoning for agricultural use or Williamson Act contracts would resuit.
Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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3) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. There is no farmland in the vicinity of the proposed project site. The surrounding area is
highly urbanized and developed with a variety of commercial and residential uses. No farmiand
would be converted 1o non-agricultural uses under the proposed project. No impacts wouid occur.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

C. AIR QUALITY
AT S e e e Less Than i
bW"f; efv“;f.zf’ﬁ’e ”]fr Sf’_’j;?cfr”acfaf)’;:‘;’; fj;i"?j’s"ed Potentially | Significant | Less Than No.
Y the applicanie alr qualily manage Significant’ | Impact With | Significant
pollution control district may be relied upon to make en s Impact
the following determinations. Would the project: impact Mitigation Impact
* g = : the project: incorporated
1. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the X
applicable air quality plan? .
2. Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality X
violation?
3. Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-aitainment under an applicable federal or state X
ambient air quality standard (including releasing .
emissions which exceed guantitative thresholds for’
0zone precursors)?
4. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant X
concentrations?
5. Crezie objectionabie odors affecting a substantial X
number of people?

The project site is located within the City of Glendale, which is part of the South Coast Air Basin
(Basin) and is under the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).
The SCAQMD’s current guidelines and emission thresholds established in the CEQA Air Quality
Analysis Guidance Handbook, updated October, 2003, are used for the assessment of air quality

impacts of development projects. The City of Glendale relies on the SCAQMD standards as the
standards for the City.

Both the State of California and the Federal government have established health-based Ambient Air
Quality Standards (AAQS) for six criteria air poliutants. These pollutants inciude czone (O3), carbon

- monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxides (NOy), sulfur oxides (SOy), particulate matter with an aerodynamic

diameter of less than 10 microns (PM.g) and lead (Pb). Currently, O3, CO, and PM,q are designated
by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) as non-attainment in Los Angeles County. O (smog)
is formed by a photochemical reaction between oxides of nitrogen (NOy) and reactive organic

compounds (ROC). Thus, impacts from O, are aszessed by evaluating impacts from NOx and ROC.

The netincrease in pollutant emissions determines the significance and impact on regional air guality
as z result of a development project. The results also allow the local government to determine
whether the propcsed project will prevent the region from achieving the goal of reducing pollutants in

accordance with the AQMP in order to comply with Federal and State Ambient Air Quality Standards
(AAQS).

Construction Emission Thresholds
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The following CEQA significance thresholds for construction emissions have been established for the
Basin:

* 75 pounds per day or 2.5 tons per quarter of ROC (Reactive Organic Compounds);
* 100 pounds per day or 2.5 tons per quarter of NOy (Nitrogen Oxide);

= 550 pounds per day or 24.75 tons per quarter of CO (Carbon Monoxide);
* 150 pounds per day or 6.75 fons per quarter of PMyq (Particulates); and
* 150 pounds per day or 8.75 tons per quarter of SOx (Sulfur Oxides).

Prejects in the Basin with construction-related emissions that exceed any of the emission thresholds
are considered to be significant under the SCAQMD guidelines.

Operational Emission Thresholds
The daily operational emissions “significance” thresholds for the Basin are detailed below.
Emission Thresholds for Pollutants with Regional Effects

Projects with operation-related emissions that exceed any of the emission thresholds listed below
are considered significant under the SCAQMD guidelines:

= 55 pounds per day of ROC;

= 55 pounds per day of NOy;

= 550 pounds per day of CO;

= 150 pounds per day of PM,g; and
= 150 pounds per day of SOx.

Locel Microscale Concentration Standards

The significance of localized project impacts under CEQA depends on whether ambient CO levels in
the vicinity of the project are above or below State and Federal CO standards. if ambient levels are
below the standards, & project is considered to have a significant impact if project emissions exceed
one or more of these standards. If ambient levels already exceed a State or Federal standard,
project emissions are considered significant if they increase one-hour CO concenirations by 1.0 part
per million {ppm) or more or eight-hour CO concentrations by 0.45 ppm or more. The following are
applicable local emission concentration standards for CO:

= California State one-hour CO standard of 20.0 ppm; and

= California State eight-hour CO standard of 9.0 ppm.
The aforementioned SCAQMD standards and thresholds are used to determine the significance of
air quality impacts of development projects, where applicable.

Conflict with or obsiruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. A potentially significant impact io air quality would occur if the
project would conflict with or cbstruct the implementation of the applicable air quality plan. Although
the project would represent an incremental negative impact to air quality in the South Coast Air Basin
(SCAB) during the construction phase of the project, the primary concern is that project-related
impacts have been properly anticipated in the regional air quality planning process and reduced
whenever feesibie. Therefore, it is necessary to assess the propesed project’s consisiency with the
South Coast Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP).

According to the SCAQMD's Air Quality Analysis Guidance Handbook (updated October 2003), the
purpose of the consistency finding is to determine if a project is inconsistent with the assumptions
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and objectives of the regional air quality plans, and thus if it would interfere with the region’s ability to
comply with Federal and State Ambient Air Quality Standards (AAQS). If the project is inconsistent,
local governments need to consider project modifications or inclusion of mitigation {o eliminate the
inconsistency. Growth assumptions within the AQMP are based on the growth assumptions and
land use designations included within local general plans. Therefore, consistency with the AQMP is
analyzed in regards to the project’s consistency with the local general plan.

The project is the construction of a 44-unit affordable family apartment development with associated
parking, recreation/community room and a public recreation park. The proposed use is consistent
with the General Plan and zoning. The project does not violate ambient air quality standards and is
considered consistent with the AQMP, since the net increase in land use intensity which will occur is
consistent with the City's General Plan and zoning. Therefore, no notable increase in air pollutant

emissions would occur. A less than significant impact is anticipated as a result of the proposed
project.

Mitioation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Violate any air uality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air
quality viclation? ’

Less Than Significant Impact. A less than significant impact is anticipated to occur as a result of
the proposed project. Although impacts are anticipated to be less than significant, the SCAQMD
requires compliance with specific conditions for construction such as the conditions described below
that would serve to minimize adverse air quality impacts.

Standard Conditions — Construction Activities

The propesed project is required to comply with regional rules that assist in reducing short-term air
pollutant emissions. SCAQMD Rule 403 requires that fugitive dust be controlled with best available
control measures so that the presence of such dust does not remain visible in the atmosphere
beyond the property line of the emission source. In addition, SCAQMD Rule 402 requires implemen-
tation of dust suppression techniques to prevent fugitive dust from creating a nuisance off-site.
Applicable dust suppression technigues from Rule 403 are summarized below. Implemeniation of
these dust suppression techniques would reduce the fugitive dust generation (and thus the PMsq
component). Compliance with these rules would ensure that impacts to any nearby sensitive
receptors are less than significant. A less than significant impact would occur.

The following are the applicable Rule 403 Measures:

= Apply nontoxic chemical soil stabilizers according to manufacturers’ specifications to all
inactive construction areas (previously graded areas inactive for 10 days or more);

¢ Water active sites at least twice daily {locations where grading is to occur will be thoroughly
watered prior to earthmoving); and

= All trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials are to be covered or should
maintain at least two feet of freeboard in accordance with the requirements of California

Vehicle Code (CVC) Section 23114 (freeboard means vertical space between the top of the
load and top of the trailer).

In addition, compliance with the SCAQMD Rules and Regulations on the use of architectural
coatings would be reguired.

Mitigetion Mezasures: No mitigation measures are required.

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
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standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)? ‘

Less Than Significant Impact. Refer to Response C-1 and C-2 above.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

4) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations ?

No Impact. Cerritos School is within % mile of the project site. However, the project is a multi-
family residential development and not expected to generate substantial pollutant concentration.
Refer to Response C-1 and C-2 above. No impact will result.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

5) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of pecple?

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction activity associated with the proposed project may
generate detectable odors from heavy-duty equipment exhaust. Any detectable odors or heavy-duty
equipment exhaust would be associated with initial construction and, therefore, is short-term.
Significant long-term odor impacts are not anticipated to occur from the project since it is a multi-
family residential use. A less than significant impact would occur.

Mitigetion Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

D. BIOLOGICAL RESCURCES
. Less Than
o Potentially Significant | Less Than
Would the project: Significant impact With Significant lr*Nc;ct
Impact Tditigation impact ‘mp
Incorporated .

1. Have & substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special : X
status species in local or regional plans, policies, -
or regulations, or by the Celifornia Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wiidlife Service?

2. Have & substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, X
reguiations or by the California Depariment of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wiidlife Service?

3. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protecied wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act {including, but not limited to, X
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct :
removal, filling, hydrologicalinterruption, or other
means?

4. Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
or with established native resident or migratory X
wildiife corridors, or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites?

5. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree X
preservation policy or ordinance?

6. Conflict with the provisions of an adopied Habitat X
Conservation Plan. Netural Community
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Less Than
— Potentially Significant Less Than
Wouid the project: Significant | Impact With | Significant ‘mN‘;ct
impact Mitigation impact p
Incorporated

Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 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 Game or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service? ) :

No Impact. The proposed project involves the construction of a 44-unit affordable family apartment
building and associated parking, community facilities and a public recreation park. The site is
currently a storage yard and surface parking lot and is located in a heavily urbanized area. No
natural vegetation exists on-site or adjacent to the site. No wildlife species other than those which
can tolerate human activity and/or are typically found in urban environments are known to exist on-
site. These human-tolerant species are neither sensitive, threatened, nor endangered.
Implementation of the project would not result in any impact to species identified as endangered,
threatened, sensitive or being of special concern by the California Department of Fish and Game or
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service. The site does not provide suitable habitat for
endangered or rare species. No impact will occur.

Mitigation Meesures: No mitigation measures are required.

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community .
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? ‘

No _Impect. The proposed project involves the construction of a multi-family residential building on
an already-developed site that is located in an area that has been heavily urbanized for many vears.
No riparian habitat and/or other sensitive natural communities are present within the vicinity, and no
such areas are present on-site or adjacent to the project site. No impact will oceur.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404
of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through
direct removal, filling, hydroiogical interruption, or other means?

No Impact. The proposed project involves the construction of a multi-family residential building on a

~developed site that is located in an area that is heavily urbanized. No federally protected wetlands

are present on the project site. No impact will occur.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. The proposed project involves the consiruction of a multi-family building on a developed
site that is loceted in an area that has been heavily urbanized for many years. The area has been
substantially modified by human activity. Implementation of the proposed project will not interfere
with the movement of native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native

MiRA LOMA AFFORDABLE FAMILY APARTMENT BUILDING
328 MiRA LOMA AVENUE



EIF No. PEIF 2006-011

MARCH 12, 2008

5)

6)

1)

resident or migratory wildiife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. No impact
will occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Cenilict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

No Impact. The proposed project lies within an area that has been heavily urbanized for many
years. No protected biological resources are present on the site. There are no indigenous trees, as
defined pursuant to Chapter 12.44 of the GMC, located on or within twenty feet of the subject site.
Implementation of the proposed project will not conflict with any local policy designed to protect
biological resources. No impact will occur.

Mitioetion Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Conilict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

No Impact. There is no adopted habitat conservation plan, natural community conservation plan, or

other approved plans within the project site. No impacts are anticipated to occur as a result of the
proposed project.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
. : Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: ) Significant Impact With |' Significant imNZ"t
impact Mitigation Impact mpac
o Incorporated .| | '

1. Cause 2 substantial adverse change in the -
significance of a historical resource as defined in X
CEQA Guidelines §15064.57

2. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource X
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15064.57

3. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique X
geologic feature?

4. Disturb any human remains, including those X
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of  historical rescurce as defined in
CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?
No Impact. The project site currently contains a storage yard and surface parking. No buildings

are located on the site and the site does not appear to be historically significant. No impact would
occur as a result of the project.

WMitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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Cause @ substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15064.57

Less Than Significant Impact. No known archaeological resources exist on the subject site. The
project site has been previously graded and is developed with a storage yard and surface parking lot.
Itis unlikely that any such resources would be uncovered during preparation or construction of the

proposed project. A less than significant impact to archaeological resources is anticipated as a
result of the proposed project.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Directly or indirectly destroy a unigue paleontological resource or site or unique geclogic
feature?

Less Than Sionificant Impact. No known paleontological resources exist on the subject site. The
project site has been previously graded and is developed with a storage yard and parking use. Itis
unlikely that any such resources would be uncovered during preparation or construction of the

proposed project. ‘A less than significant impact to archaeological resources is anticipated as a
result of the proposed project. ‘

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Less Then Significant Impact. The project site is located within a heavily-urbanized area. Within
the project site, any traditional burial resources would likely be associated with the Native American
group know as the Gabrielino. No known traditional burial sites exist within the project site, nor have
any resources been icentified in the vicinity. A less than significant impact to human remains is
anticipated as a result of the proposed project.

Mitication Mezsures: No mitigation measures are required.

- GEOLOGY AND SOILS

" Less Than

S .| potentially | Significant | Less Than e
chld the project: ‘ ~ | Significant | Impact With | Significant l*nNgcf
Impact Mitigation Impact mpe
incorporated :

1. Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

i) . Rupture of 2 known earthquake fauli, as
delineated on the most recent Alguist-
Priclc Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area X
or based on other substantial evidence of
a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42,

i) Strong seismic ground shaking? X

i) Seismic-related ground failure, inciuding X
liguefaction?

iv) Landslides? X
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Less Than
. Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant | impact With | Significant | | No .
impact Mitigation Impact mpac
incorporated . :
2. Result in substantial soil ercsion or the loss of X
topsoii?

[

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is

unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and poientially result in on- X
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

4. Belocated on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the California Building Code X
(2001), creating substantial risks to life or
property?

5. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or allernative waste X
water disposal systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of waste water?

Expeose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
less, injury, or death involving:

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alguist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State CGeologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

Less Than Significant Impact. In 1972, the Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zones Act (now known
as the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act) was passed into law. The Act defines “active”
and "potentially active” faults utilizing the same criteria as that used by the California Geological
Survey (CGS). However, established state policy has been to zone only those faults, which have
direct evidence of movement within the last 11,000 years. It is this timing of fault movement that the
CGS considers as a characteristic for faults that have a relatively high potential for ground fault
rupture in the future. g

CGS policy is to delineate a boundary from 200 to 500 feet wide on each side of the known fault
trace based on the iocation precision, the complexity, or the regional significance of the fault. If a
site lies within an Earthquake Fault Zone, a geologic fault rupture investigation must be performed
that demonstrates that the proposed building site is not threatened by surface displacement from the
fault before development permits may be issued.

Ground rupture is defined as surfage displacement, which occurs along the surface trace of the
causative fault during an earthquake. Based on research of available literature, there are no known
active or potentially active faults that underlie the subject site. In addition, according to the City's
Saiety Element (August 2003), the subject site is not located within an Alguist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zone. Based on these considerations, the potential for surface ground rupture at the subject
site is considered low. Therefore, impacts from the rupture of a seismic fault are considered to be
iess than significant. '

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Strong seismic ground shaking?
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Less Than Significant Impact. Seismic-induced settlement or compaction of dry or moist,
cohesionless soils can be an effect related to earthquake ground motion. Such settlements are
typically mest dameging when the settlements are differential in nature across the length of
structures. Some seismically-induced settlement in conirolled fill should be expecied as a resuit of
strong ground shaking, however, excessive differential settlements are not expecled to occur.
Construction of the project will be required to meet all current building and seismic safety standards
and established building codes regulating grading and building construction. Compliance with the

Uniform Building Code (UBC) will reduce impacts regarding seismic ground shaking or rupture of
earthquake fault to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitication Measures Incorporated. Liquefaction is a
phenomenon in which saturated silty to cohesionless soils below the groundwater table are subject
to a temporary loss of strength due to the buildup of excess pore pressure during cyclic loading
conditions such as these induced by an earthquake. Liquefaction-related effects include loss of
bearing strength, amplified ground oscillations, lateral spreading, and flow failures. The project site

is not located within an area prone to liquefaction as indicated in the City's Safety Element (August,
2003).

Landslides?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site and the area surrounding the subject site are
generally flat and already developed . The probabiiity of seismically-induced landslides occurring on
the site is considered low. The project site is not located within a designated landslide hazard zone,
according to the City of Glendale Safety Element (August 2003). A less than significant landslide
impact is anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Result in subsiantial soil ercsion or the loss of topsoil?

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction of the propoesed project will result in exposure of on-
site soils during construction. Since soiis would be exposed for only a iimited amount of time and the
site is generally flat, substantial ercsion is not expected to occur. A less than significant impact
would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Mezsures: No mitigation measures are required.

Be located on a geclogic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a

result of the project, and potentially result in an onsite or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,

subsidence, liquefection or collapse?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitication Measures Incorporated. Subsidence is the ,
process of lowering the elevation of an area of the earth’s surface and can be caused by tectonic
forces deep within the earth or by consolidation and densification of sediments sometimes due {{s]
withdrawal of fluids such as groundwater. The project site is not iocated in an area of significant
subsidence activity and the project would not include fluid withdrawal or removal. A less than
significant impact is anticipated.

Be located on expansive soil, es defined in Table 18-1-B of the California Building Code
{2001), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Less Than Sicnificant Impact. The project involves the construction of 2 residential proiect. The

soil around the project site is generally Alluvium; which has a low shrink-swell potential because it is
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well drained and moderately permeable. Compliance with the California Building Code (CBC) would

serve to further reduce impacts. A less than significant impact would occur as a result of the
proposed project.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water?

No Impact. The proposed project involves the construction of a multi-family residential
development. The site will be connecied to the City's sewer system. No septic tanks will be utilized
as part of the project. No impacts would occur. :

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

: : ; N LessThan [ . - -
Lo , | Potentially | ‘Significant. | Less Than' |- -
Would the project: o . : Significant Impact With | Significant - jﬁﬁNgéf
‘ impact’: | Mitigation |- Impact - | "TPA

| Incorporated | - !

1. Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or X
disposal of hazardous materials?

2. Create 2 significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset X
and accident conditions involving the release of
hezardous materials into the environment?

3. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste X
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school?

4. Be located on a site which is included on s list of
hezardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a X
result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

5. For a project located within an airport land use plan
or, where such g plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport, X
would the project result in & safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project site?

6. For & project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project result in & safety hazard for X
people residing or working in the project site?

7. impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response pian or X
emergency evacuation plan?

8. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
ioss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are acjacent to X
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildiands?
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4)

6)

Create & significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less than Significant Impact. The existing use on the site is 2 storage yard and surface parking
lot. The project involves the construction of a multi-family residential building. It does not involve
routine transport of hazardous materials. It is not anticipated that hazardous materials will be
transported or used at the site. A less than significant impact would oceur.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. The project involves the development of a multi-family residential building. No release
of hazardous materials into the environment will occur. No impact would occur as a result of the
project.

Mitigstion Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances,
or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No Impact. Cerritos School is located within one-quarter mile of the subject project. However, the

project is not anticipated to emit hazardous emission or handle hazardous materials or waste. No
impacts are anticipated to occur as a result of the proposed project.

Miticztion Measures: No mitigation measures are reguired.

Be Jocated on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled

pursuant to Government Code Section €5862.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

Less than Significant Impact. A Phase 1 study was periormed on the site. This study did not
identify hazardous waste existing on the site. During project construction, should hazardous waste
be found, this waste needs to be disposed of in compliance with all applicable local, State and
Federal laws and regulations. A less than significant impact will occur as a result of this proposal.

Miticetion Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

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 zirport or public use airport, would the project result in
a satety hazard for people residing or working in the project site?

“No Impact. The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a

public eirport or public use airport. No impacts would occur as a result of the proposed project.
liticetion Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

For a project within the vicinity of a privete airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in the project site? ’

No Impact. No private airstrips are located in the City of Glendale or in the vicinity of the project
site. Thus, implementation of the proposed project would not result in any safety hazards for people
residing or working in the project site. No impact is expected.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigetion measures are required.
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7) Impair impiementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact. The proposed project does not involve any changes to the existing street network and,
therefore, the project will not interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or evacuation plan.
No impacts to emergency response plans or emergency evacuation plans would occur as a result of
the propesed project. . ‘

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

8) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands? »

Less than Sianificant Impact. The project site is located in an area that has been heavily
urbanized for years and is not classified as a Fire Hazard Area by the City of Glendale Fire
Department, as indicated in the City of Glendale Safety Element (August 2003). Aless than
significant impact is anticipated.
Mitigation Meeasures:
No mitigation measures are required.
H. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Less Than
. . Potentially Significant Less Than
/1 * ey . A by . 8
Would the project Significant | Impact With |. Significant |- ; Nc;ct
impact . Mitigation Impact- | . mp The
: { Incorporated |.. . - -
1. Violate any water quality standards or waste X
discharge requirements?
2. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substentially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be 2 net deficit in aquifer
volume or & lowering of the local groundwater X
{able level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a leve! which would
not support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permiis have been granted)?
3. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
{he course of stream or river, in a manner which X
would result in substantial ercsion or siltation on-
or off-site?
4. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, or substentially X
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on- or ofi-
site”?
5. Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned X
stormwaler drainage systems or provide
subsiantia! additional sources of polluted runoff?
6. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? X
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' ' -] Less Than _ , .
& project: Potentially | Significant | Less Than
Would the project Significant Impact With Significant | Noct
impact Mitigation Impact mpact
o incorporated :

7. = Place housing within a2 100-year flood hazard area
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary X
or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard delineation map?

8. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect flood X
flows?

9. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including

flooding as a resuli of the failure of a levee or X
dam?
10. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudfiow? X

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project is not expected to violate
any water quality standards or waste water discharge requirements. However, as part of Section
402 of the Clean Water Act, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has established
regulations under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program to conirol
direct storm water discharges. In Glendale, the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWCQB) administers the NPDES permitting program and is responsible for developing NPDES
permitting requirements. The NPDES program regulates industrial poliutant discharges, including
construction activities. Implementation of the proposed project will require compliance with all the
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) requirements including the submittal and
certification of plans and details showing both construction and post-construction Best Management

ractices (BMPs) that are integrated into the design of the project. The submittal of 2 Standard
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) epproved by the City Engineer will also be required to
be integraied into the design of the project. Impacts related to water quality due to construction

activity are considered to be less than significant with the compliance of all applicable permitting
requirements.

Mitioation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Substantially depiete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would droptoa

- fevel which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have

been granted)?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project does not involve additions or withdrawals of
groundwater. The amount of hardscape proposed on the project site would be similar o the
previous use. A less than significant impact would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigztion Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of siream or river, in @ manner, which would result in substantial
ercsion or siliation on- or off-site?

-

Less Than Significant Impact. No water courses run through the site. Currently, water which falls
on the site drains to adjacent Mira Loma Avenue or the alley. This will not change as 2 result of the
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4)

6)

7)

8)

8)

project. The project will not alter the course of a stream or river since no river or stream is located on
the site. A less than significant impact would occur.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Sukstantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not alter the course of a Sfream or

river. Flood hazards due to heavy precipitation can result in inundation of developed areas due to
overflow of nearby stream courses or from inadequate local storm drain facilities, if not sized to
accommodate large storm events. The amount of surface runoff will not increase from previous
levels. The City has developed a flood control system that provides protection for its residents. In
addition, no Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)-designated flood zones are located
within the project site as indicated in the City's Safety Element (August 2003). Therefore, a less than
significant impact would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to Responses H-1, H-3 and H-4 zbove. The proposed project
involves the construction of a multi-family residential development. The amount of impervious
surfaces will remain similar to previous levels and, therefore, no increase in runoff from the site is
anticipated. No impacts would occur as & result of the proposed project.

Mitigetion Mezsures: No mitigation measures are required.

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Less then Significant Impact. Refer to Response H-1 above.

Mitication Mezsures: No mitigation measures are required.

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard arez as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flocod insurance Rate Map or cther flood hazard delineation map?

No Impact. The proposed project is a multi-family residential development.  As indicated above in
Response H-4, no portion of the proiect site is located within a 100-year floodplain or other flood
hazard area, as shown on the FEMA Flood Insurance Raie Map. No impacts from 100-year flood
hazards would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Place within & 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows? '

No Imnect. As previously stated in Response H-7 above, the project site is not located within a 100-
vear flood hazard area. The proposed project involves the construction of a multi-family residential
development. Construction of the proposed project would not result in any impacts related to flood
flows.

Miticetion Mezsures: No mitigation measures are required.

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of foss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?
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No Impact. According to the City of Glendale General Plan Safety Element (August 2003), the

project site is not located within inundation zones from failure of upstream dams. Therefore, no
impacts would occur. ‘

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

10) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. Tsunamis are large ocean waves generated by sudden water displacement caused by a
submarine earthquake, landslide, or volcanic eruption. A review of the County of Los Angeles Flood
and Inundation Hazards Map, indicates that the site does not lie within the mapped tsunami
inundation boundaries. The project site is located on relatively flat land with no potential to be

affected by mud flow impacts. No seiche, tsunami, or mudflow impacts would occur as a result of
the proposed project.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

L LAND USE AND PLANNING

. Less Than

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant

impact -

Significant
Impact With

Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than

Significant
- Impact- "

. No
tmpact

Physically divide an established community? X

2. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy,
or reguiation of an agency with jurisdiction cver the
project {inciuding, but not limited to the general X
plan, specific plan, local cozstal program, or
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

3. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation X
plan or natural community conservation plan?

4. Remove or add affordable housing stock through
density bonus or inclusionary housing X
requirements?

1) Physically divide an established community?

No Impact. The project site is located on an infill site, which was previously developed with a
storage yard and surface parking. The project is the construction of a multi-family residential
development. The site is generally surrounded by commercial uses and was recently re-zoned for

- mixed-use development, although development of entirely residential uses is permitted if the site
does not have frontage on San Fernando Road, Colorado Street or Broadway. The proposed
project, while not mixed-use, is in keeping with the higher density transit village concept that is
being encouraged to development in the area, which is very close to the Glendale Metrolink and
Amtrak station. The established neighborhood would not be divided as a result of the project. No
impact would occur.

Witigetion Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

2} Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction

over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal
program, or zoning ordinance) edcpted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
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Less than Significant Impact. The existing zoning designation on the project site is SFMU (San
Fernando Mixed Use) and the General Plan designation is Mixed Use. The zoning immediately
surrounding the site is SFMU.  Within 300 feet of the subject site the zoning includes CG
(Commercial General), T (Transportation) and R-3050 (Multi-family Residential). The proposed
project complies with the Land Use Element of the General Plan. The applicant is requesting a’
parking exception from the Glendale Redevelopment Agency. The project requires 106 parking
spaces. While the site plan provides 106 spaces, 13 of these spaces are in g tandem arrangement.
Tandem spaces are not counted toward required parking. This item will be further discussed under
parking impacts. Given the nature of the project, affordable housing, and its location near a train

- station, providing less parking than technically required, would not significantly impact the

environment. A less than significant impact associated with applicable land use plans and policies
would occur. .

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation
plan?

No Impact. There is no habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan in the
project site or vicinity. No impacts would occur.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

~

Remove or add affordable housing stock through density bonus or inclusionary housing
requirements? :

No Impact. The previous use on the project site was a storage facility and surface parking lot. The
project is the construction of a multi-family affordable housing development. Therefore, the project
would add afiordable housing stock to the community, a much needed rescurce, rather than deplete
the affordable housing stock.  No impacts associated with affordable housing would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

MINERAL RESOURCES

Less Than . |

L R :P_ote'r_\ﬁally | Significant | Less Than
Would the pro;ect.‘ S - IR " Significant Impact With | Significant | HNgct
’ Impact Mitigation Impact mp
Incorporated

1. Resultin the loss of availability of a known .
mineral resource that would be of value to the X
region and the residents of the state?

2. Resultin the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site . X
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or
other land use plan?

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

No Impact. The project site is urbanized and is not within an area that has been identified as
containing valuable mineral resources, as indicated in the City's Cpen Space and Conservation
Element (January, 1993). The project involves the construction of a multi-family housing .
development. Development within the project site would not result in the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource. No impacts would occur.
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Mitigetion Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

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

No impact. As indicated in Response J-1 above, there are no known mineral resources within the
project site. No impacts would occur. :

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

NOISE
Less 'Tha’n . ’ -
P : Potentially Significant | Less Than
Woulid the project: Significant | Impact With | Significant m“g,t
impact Mitigation Impact pac
Incorporated

1. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in the X
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable ]
standards of other agencies?

2. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? . X

3. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing X
without the project?

4. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above X
levels existing without the project?

8. For a project located within an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miies of 2 public airport or public use airport, X
would the project expose people residing or working
in the project site to excessive noise levels?

6.  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, :
would the project expose pecple residing or working X
in the project site to excessive noise levels?

Expecsure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordiniance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

-Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is the construction of a muiti-family affordable

residential development. This is a permitted use on the subject site. Surrounding land uses include
mostly commercial and industrial uses, although mixed-use projects with residential components are
encouraged in the area and are being proposed. The project site is located approximately 500 feet
from existing railroad tracks. Trains running on these tracks serve both commercial and commuter
purposes. Noise generated Dy the trains traveling on the existing railroad tracks may negatively
impact the residents living in the proposed units and is common to transit-oriented project such as
this. The use is not anticipated to generate noise in excess of the limits contained in the Noise
Eiement nor, with construction techniques, provide exposure of persons living on the site to noise
levels in excess of established standards. A less than significant impact would occur.

Viitication Measures: No mitigation measures are reguired.
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Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise levels? :

Less Than Significant Impact. Excessive groundborne vibration is typically associated with
activities such as blasting used in mining operations, or the use of pile drivers during construction.
The project would not require any blasting activities and any earth movement associated with project
construction is not expected to require pile driving. Therefore, the project is not expected to

generate excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. A less than significant
impact is anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

Less Than Significant Impact.

As indicated in Response K-1 above, noise impacts are not anticipated to result from the long-term
use of the propesed project. A less than significant impact is anticipated to oceur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project? ‘

Less Than Significant Impact. Temporary noise impacts may occur as a result of on-site
construction activities. All development within the project site will be required to comply with the City
of Glendale Noise Crdinance (Municipal Code Chapter 8.386, Noise), which prohibits construction
activities to between the hours of 7:00 p.m. on one day and 7:00 a.m. of the next day or from 7:00:
p.m. on Saturday to 7:00 a.m. on Monday or from 7:00 p.m. preceding a holiday. A less than
significant impact would occur as a result of development.

Mitication Mezsures: No mitigation measures are required.

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 site to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport. Therefore, no impacts would ocour as a result of the proposed

" project. :

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project site to excessive noise levels?

No !Impact. There are no private airstrips located on or within the vicinity of the project site.
Therefore, no impacts would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

POPULATION AND HOUSING
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L Less Than . i
, R .| Potentially ‘Significant LessThan .| -, - .
Would the project: Significant | Impact With | Significant | _NO .
Impact - |- Mitigation Impact | mpac
) - | Incorporated BRI P SN

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

2. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,

necessitating the construction of replacement X
housing elsewhere? :

3. Displace substantial numbers of people, . .
necessitating the construction of replacement X
housing elsewhere?

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)? »

Less than Significant Impact. The project proposed is a multi-family residential development and
would increase population growth in an area that currently does not have a large residential
popuiation. The subject site is zoned SFMU with a General Plan Land Use Designation of Mixed
Use. The project is consistent with the zoning and land use designation of the area, which allows for
single use residential projects if they are not fronting on San Fernando Road, Colorado Street or
Braodway, and, therefore, is not growth inducing. Further, this area is close to the Glendale Amtrak
and Metrolink station. The City is encouraging transit-oriented resideniial development in this area.
A less than significant impact is anticipated.

Mitioetion Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. The project involves the construction of a multi-family residential building. A commercial
storage yard and surface parking use previously existed on the site. No residential uses were
located on the site and, therefore, none will be displaced. No impacts would occur.

Mitigetion Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. No residential units exist on the subject site and, therefore, no residential population
will be displaced. A multi-family affordable housing development is proposed. No impacts will oceur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

PUBLIC SERVICES
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Less Than .
o . Potentially Significant | Less Than
Would the project: : | ~Significant Impact With Significant -
Impact | ‘Mitigation |. Impact
e o ln_cprporated“ : i

‘No -
impact -

1. Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain accepiable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives for any of
the public services:

a) Fire protection?

b) Police protection?

¢} Schools?
d) Parks?
e) Other public facilities? X

XXX

1) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered gevernmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the public services:

a) Fire protection?

Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Glendale Fire Department (GFD) provides fire and
paramedic services to the project site. The nearest fire station is located at 1201 South Glendale
Avenue, approximately 1 mile away from the subject site. The project will be required to comply with
the Uniform Fire Code, including installztion of fire sprinklers, and to submit plans {o the Glendale
Fire Department at the time building permits are submitted. A less than significant impact is
anticipated as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

b) FPolice protection?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Glendale Police Department (GPD) provides police services to
the project site. The nearest police facility is located at 131 North Isabel Street. The Glendale
Police Department did not cite any concerns related to the proposed project. A less than significant
impact is anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

c) Schools?

Less then Significant Impact. Section 85995 of the Government Code provides that school
districts can collect a fee ($2.24) on 2 per square foot basis for new residential development to
assist in the construction of or addition to schools, which reduces the impact that this project may
create on the neighborhood schools to less than significant levels.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

d) Parks?
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Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not involve the displacement of a park.
The project is located in Recreation Planning Area 7. Pacific Park, which is approximately 5.1 acres
is the only recreation facility located within this area. The area is deficient in total park land. The
project site was not planned for park use, however, approximately 9,000 square feet of the site is
proposed for recreation space. This area is currently propesed to include a recreation room, tot lot,
sports court, trellis feature and picnic tables. A less than significant impact is anticipated.

3

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

e) Other public facilities?

Less than Significant Impact. The project site is an already developed infill parcel and can be
adequately served by existing public facilities. A less than significant impact would occur.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

N. RECREATION

Less Than
s iends Potentially Significant | Less Than
Would the project; Significant | Impact With | Significant .mNict
impact - | Mitigation | . impact ‘ p_
R incorporated ST !
1. Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial X
physical detericration of the facility would oceur or
be accelerated?
2. Does the project include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of X
recreationai facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

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

Less than Significant mpact. The project, as propesed, is consistent with the Land Use Element.
Because the propesed project is a multi-family residential development designed for families, it is
anticipated that this project will increase the use of nearby park space and other recreational
facilities. As previously discussed, the project will include an approximately 9,000 square foot
recreation area. This area is currently proposed to include a recreation center, sports court, tot lot,
trellis element and picnic tables. The potential demand for new parks, or increased maintenance
and additional improvements at existing parks, with the creation of this new open space area, would
be minimal and, therefore, is anticipated to result in a less than significant impact associated with the
demand of existing park facilities. See explanation M(1) above. '
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

2) Does the project include recreational faciiities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?
Less than Significant Impact. The project provides a recreation area on a portion of the subject
site. Itis not anticipated that inclusion of the recreation facility will have an adverse impact on the
environment. A less than significant impact to recreation resources is anticipated with
implementation of the proposed project.
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Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

0.  TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Less Than : .
. Lo Potentially Significant Less Than ’
Would the project: Significant | Impact With | Significant . No
Impact Mitigation - Impact Impact
Incorporated Co :
1. Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of
the street system (i.e., result in a substantial X
increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the
volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

2. Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level
of service standard established by the county X
congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways? i

3. Resultin a change in air traffic paiterns, including . :
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in X
location that results in substantial safety risks?

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

Result in inadequate emergency access? X
6. Resultin inadequate parking capacity? X
7. Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus X
turnouts, bicycle racks)?
1) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in refation to the existing traffic load and

capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle irips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?

Less than Significant Impact. Mira Loma and Gardena Avenues are located adjacent to the
project site. The site also fronts an alley. Both streets are considered local streets in the City's
General Plan adjacent to the subject site. Vehicular access to the site will be from Mira Loma
Avenue. Based upon vehicle trip-generation factors published in Trip Generation, Institute of
Transportation Engineers, the project would generate approximately 25 total vehicle trips during the
weekday morning peak hours and approximately 20 total vehicle trips during the weekend evening
peak hours. The project would generate approximately 240 total vehicle trips on an average
weekday. Based on this nominal increase in trip generation, the project would not create an

adverse impact on the surrounding street system. Therefore, a less than significant impact related to
traffic is anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

2) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?
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3)

4)

3)

6)

ess than Significant Impact. As discussed above in Response O-1, the proposed project is not

anticipated to result in any significant increase in traffic on the area roadway network. Therefore, a
less than significant impact would occur,

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

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?

No Impact. The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within the vicinity of a

private air strip and, therefore, will have no impact on air traffic patterns. '

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Access to the semi-subterranean

garage is located off of Mira Loma Avenue. In order to maintain adequate visibility when exiting the
garage, the south side of this street shall be painted with red curb for a distance of 15 feet both east
and west of the project driveway. Additionally, to maintain safe ingress to the site and internal
circulation within the garage, the driveway shall contain a painted double yellow centerline
delineating the two 12-foot-wide travel lanes. “Bots dots” and reflectorized pavement markers shall
also be instalied as specified by the Traffic and Transportation Division. The proposed project would
not result in any changes to the existing roadway network. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures:

1. The south side of Mira Loma Avenue shall be painted with red curb for 2 distance of 15 feet
both east and west of the project driveway.

2. The project driveway shall contain a painted double yellow centerline delineating the travel
lanes and "bots dots” and reflectorized pavement markers shall be installed as specified by
the Traffic and Transportation Division.

Resuit in inadequate emergency access?

No Impact. No changes to the existing roadway nstwork are proposed as a result of the project.
The subterranean garages will be accessed from Mira Loma Avenue. The City's Police and Fire

Departments did not cite any concerns related to emergencies. No impacts to emergency access
would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

Less than Significant Impact. The City of Glendale Municipal Code (GMC) requires 2 parking
spaces for each 1 and 2 bedroom multi-family unit and 2.5 parking spaces for each 3 bedroom unit.
Additionally, 4 parking spaces per unit is required for guest parking. Based on the requirements in
the GMC, the project is required to provide 106 parking spaces. The proposed project will provide
106 parking spaces, however, 13 of those spaces will be in a tandem arrangement and, therefore,
not counted toward the required parking. The applicant is requesting a parking exception from the
Clendale Redevelopment Agency to allow construction of the project with tandem spaces. Should
the parking exception be granted, each set of tandem spaces shall be assigned to a single unit to
prevent one tenant from blocking another tenant from being able to park in the assigned stall. While
this is not the most convenient parking arrangement, it will not be a significant environmental impact
if this mitigation measure is incorporated into the approval of the project.
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Mitication Measures:

1. Each set of tandem parking spaces, if approved with a Parking Exception, shall be assigned
to a single unit.

7) Conflict with adopted paolicies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g.,
bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

No Impact. The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) and Glendale
Beeline provide bus service to the vicinity. The proposed project would not conflict with any adopted
policies, plans, or programs regarding alternative transportation since no changes to the existing

transportation policies, plans, or programs would result from project implementation. No impacts
would occur.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

P. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

i ) l.ess Than
N ) Potentially Significant Less Than |
Would the project: Significant | ‘ImpactWith | Significant- . ‘mNgct
Impact . | . Mitigation - | . Impact ~ 'mpagc -
~o 7. | Incorporated | ot o

1. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? X

2. Require or result in the consiruction of new water or
wastewater freatment fzcilities or expansion of : X
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental efiects?

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

4. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entittements and resources, or X
are new or expanded entitlements needed?

5.  Resultin a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the X
project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?

6. Be served by a landiill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste X
disposal needs?

7. Comply with federal, state, and local statuies and X
regulations related to solid waste?

1) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?

Less Than Significant Impact. The propesed project would increase the intensity of the use of the
site and slightly increase wastewater. This increase can be accommodated with existing facilities.
Construction work associated with the project would be required to comply with all applicable
wastewater treatment requirements, including NPDES and Best Management Practices (BMPs). A
less than significant impact wouid occur.
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2)

3

4)

5)

6)

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Require or result in the construction of new waier or wastewater treatment facilities or

expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project wouid result in an increase in the intensity of
development on the site.  This increase would result in a slight increase in demand for new water or
wastewater treatment facilities. This, however, would not create the need to expand existing
facilities. A less than significant impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

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

Less than Significant Impact. As indicated in Response P-2 above, the project involves a slight
increase in intensity of on-site uses. This increase in demand for new storm water drainage facilities

would not result in the need for the construction of new or expansion of existing facilities. A less than
significant impact would occur.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from ex:stmg entitiements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Less than Significant Impact. Water would be provided to the project site via existing supply lines
along Mira Loma Avenue. Adeguate water exists to serve the proposed project. A less than
significant impact to the availability of water would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Result in & determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition
to the provider’s existing commitments?

Less than Significant Impact. The propesed project would not create a significant increase in the
generation of wastewater and will comply with federal, state and local statutes and regulations

related to westewater. The project is considered to have a less than significant impact recardmg
wasiewater treatment.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitied capacity to accommodate the project’s solid
waste disposal needs?

Less Than Significant Impact. The majority of solid waste generated in the City of Glendale is
transported to Scholl Canyon Landfill, which is owned by the City. An ordinance passed by the City
of Glendale limits disposal at the landfill to solid wastes generated within the Los Angeles County
incorporated Cities of Glendale, La Canada Flintridge, Pasadena, South Pasadena, San Marino,
Sierra Madre; the Los Angeles County unincorporated communities known as Altadena, La
Crescenta, Montrose; the unincorporated area bordered by the Cities of San Gabriel, Rosemead,
Temple City, Arcadia, and Pasadena; and the unincorporated area immediately to the north of
Arcadia, and Pasadena; and the unincorporated area immediately to the north of the City of San
Marino bordered by the City of Pasadena on the west, north and east sides.

Scholl Canyon Landfill has the capacity to accept solid waste until January 2019. Solid waste
generation is expecled {o increase during the construction phase of the project as well as when the -
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7)

1)

2)

future residents move into the residential units. However, the existing solid waste system would be
sufficient to accommodate wastes generated during construction. A less than significant impact to
solid waste facilities would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Mitication Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Comply with federal, stafe, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

No Impact. The project will comply with all federal, state, and local statutes and regulations relating
to solid waste. - All construction debris will be disposed of according to applicable federal, state, and
local statutes. No impacts would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less Than | .

N R N 'lv?'ot‘ent‘ianyl Significant . Leééi"f'ha’ri B e

Would the project: ‘ . .| significant | Impact With | Significant | lr.nNOa'ct' o
' ' | Impact-- | Mitigation | Impact [ 'MPact:.

“wen 7 - | Incorporated | o B '

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the
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 X
community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the mzjor periods of California
history or prehistory?

2. . Does the project have impacts that are individuaily
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable X
when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects)?

3. Does the project have environmental effects which
will cause substantial adverse effects on human X
beings, sither directly or indirectly?

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantiall

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, reduce the

number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
xamples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

No Impact. The proposed project is.located in a developed urban area. No impacts would occur to
the quality of the environment, fish or wildlife habitats, fish or wildlife populations, plant or animal
communities, or to rare, threatened or endangered plant and animal species as a result of the
propesed project. No important exampies of major periods of California history or prehistory exists
on the project site as indicated above in Section E of the Initial Study.

Does the project have impacts that are individually 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)?
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Less than Significant Impact. Development of the proposed project will not substantially increase

traffic nor would it result in an increase in population. Public facilities are available to accommodate
the intensification of development on the site.

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Development of the propesed project
would not create direct and indirect adverse effects on humans with some traffic- and parking-related
mitigation measures attached to the project. These mitigation measures include:

0.4.1. The south side of Mira Loma Avenue shall be painted with red curb for a distance of 15 feet
both east and west of the project driveway. ‘

0.4.2. The project driveway shall contain a painted double yellow centerline delineating the travel

lanes and “bots dots” and reflectorized pavement markers shall be installed as specified by
the Traffic and Transportation Division.

0.6.1. Each set of tandem parking spaces, if approved with a Parking Exception, shall be assigned
to a single unit. .

13. Earlier Analyses

None

14.  Project References Used to Prepare Initial Study Checklist

One or more of the following references were incorporated into the Initial Study by reference, and are
available for review in the Planning division Office, 833 E. Broadway, Rm. 103, Glendale, CA 91206-
4386. ltems used are referred to by number on the Initial Study Checklist.

1. Environmental Information Form application and materials submitied on April 7, 20086.

2. The City of Glendale’'s General Plan, Open Space and Conservation Element, January 1993,
3. The City of Glendale's General Plan, Safety Element, August 2003,

4. The City of Glendale’s Municipal Code, as amended.

5,

"Guidelines of the City of Glendale for the iImplementation of the California Environmental
Quality Act of 1970, as amended,” August 19, 2003, City of Glendale Planning Division.

8. Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq and California Code of Regulations, Title 14
Section 15000 et seq. : ~

7. “CEQA Air Quality Handbook,” April, 1993, South Coast Air Quality Management District.

8. “CEQA Air Quality Analysis Guidance Handbook,” updated October 2003, South Coast Air
Quality Management District.

9. The City of Glendale’s General Plan, Noise Element, 1978
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