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XVI.	  Transportation/Traffic	  

Potentially	  
Significant	  
Impact	  

Less-‐than-‐
Significant	  
Impact	  with	  
Mitigation	  
Incorporated	  

Less-‐than-‐
Significant	  
Impact	  

No	  
Impact	  

Would	  the	  project:	   	   	   	   	  
a.	   Conflict	  with	  an	  applicable	  plan,	  ordinance,	  or	  

policy	  establishing	  measures	  of	  effectiveness	  for	  
the	  performance	  of	  the	  circulation	  system,	  
taking	  into	  account	  all	  modes	  of	  transportation,	  
including	  mass	  transit	  and	  non-‐motorized	  travel	  
and	  relevant	  components	  of	  the	  circulation	  
system,	  including,	  but	  not	  limited	  to,	  
intersections,	  streets,	  highways	  and	  freeways,	  
pedestrian	  and	  bicycle	  paths,	  and	  mass	  transit?	  

	   	   	   	  

b.	   Conflict	  with	  an	  applicable	  congestion	  
management	  program,	  including,	  but	  not	  limited	  
to,	  level-‐of-‐service	  standards	  and	  travel	  demand	  
measures	  or	  other	  standards	  established	  by	  the	  
county	  congestion	  management	  agency	  for	  
designated	  roads	  or	  highways?	  

	   	   	   	  

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

	   	   	   	  

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

	   	   	   	  

e.	   Result	  in	  inadequate	  emergency	  access?	   	   	   	   	  
f.	   Conflict	  with	  adopted	  policies,	  plans,	  or	  

programs	  regarding	  public	  transit,	  bicycle	  or	  
pedestrian	  facilities,	  or	  otherwise	  decrease	  the	  
performance	  or	  safety	  of	  such	  facilities?	  

	   	   	   	  

Would	  the	  project:	  

a) Exceed	  the	  capacity	  of	  the	  existing	  circulation	  system,	  based	  on	  an	  applicable	  measure	  of	  
effectiveness	  (as	  designated	  in	  a	  general	  plan	  policy,	  ordinance,	  etc.),	  taking	  into	  account	  all	  
relevant	  components	  of	  the	  circulation	  system,	  including	  but	  not	  limited	  to	  intersections,	  
streets,	  highways	  and	  freeways,	  pedestrian	  and	  bicycle	  paths,	  and	  mass	  transit?	  

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  L).	  

Comment:	  A	  project	  would	  have	  a	  significant	  traffic	  impact	  if	  the	  traffic	  volume	  to	  roadway	  capacity	  
ratio	  (V/C)	  is	  increased,	  as	  follows:	  

l V/C	  ratio	  increase	  >0.080	  if	  final	  Level	  of	  Service	  (LOS)	  is	  C.	  

l V/C	  ratio	  increase	  >0.040	  if	  final	  LOS	  is	  D.	  

l V/C	  ratio	  increase	  >0.020	  if	  final	  LOS	  is	  E	  or	  F.	  

“Final	  LOS”	  is	  defined	  as	  projected	  future	  conditions	  including	  project,	  ambient,	  and	  related	  project	  
growth	  but	  without	  project	  traffic	  mitigation.	  



City	  of	  Los	  Angeles	  Bureau	  of	  Engineering	  
	  

Chapter	  3.	  Initial	  Study	  Environmental	  Checklist	  
	  

	  
Initial	  Study/Environmental	  Checklist	  	  
Sidewalk	  Repair	  Program	   3-‐51	   July	  2017	  

	  
	  

Potentially	  Significant	  Impact.	  During	  the	  course	  of	  construction	  activities,	  work	  zones	  would	  be	  
established	  within	  and	  adjacent	  to	  existing	  roadways,	  potentially	  requiring	  lane	  or	  parking	  zone	  
closures	  for	  approximately	  2–3	  weeks	  or	  more	  than	  5	  weeks.	  Temporary	  signage,	  traffic	  cones,	  
fencing,	  and	  barriers	  would	  be	  placed	  where	  needed	  during	  the	  construction	  period.	  In	  addition,	  
staging	  areas	  and	  work	  zones	  could	  displace	  existing	  parking	  at	  various	  locations	  (e.g.,	  schools	  and	  
roadways).	  Following	  construction	  activities,	  sidewalks	  would	  be	  repaired,	  and	  there	  would	  be	  no	  
proposed	  Project-‐related	  adverse	  effects	  on	  roadway	  operations.	  The	  potential	  for	  construction	  
activities	  to	  conflict	  with	  the	  performance	  of	  existing	  public	  transit,	  bicycle,	  or	  pedestrian	  facilities	  
will	  be	  further	  evaluated	  in	  the	  EIR.	  In	  addition,	  the	  proposed	  Project	  would	  include	  changing	  the	  
permit	  process	  for	  street	  tree	  removal,	  which	  could	  include	  an	  ordinance	  and/or	  policy	  setting	  
criteria	  for	  street	  tree	  replacement	  ratios	  or	  specifying	  species,	  size,	  or	  location	  of	  replacement	  
street	  trees.	  This	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  

b) Conflict	  with	  an	  applicable	  congestion	  management	  program,	  including,	  but	  not	  limited	  to	  
level	  of	  service	  standards	  and	  travel	  demand	  measures,	  or	  other	  standards	  established	  by	  
the	  county	  congestion	  management	  agency	  for	  designated	  roads	  or	  highways?	  

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  L).	  	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  occur	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  conflicts	  with	  the	  2010	  Los	  
Angeles	  County	  Metropolitan	  Transportation	  Authority	  Congestion	  Management	  Program.	  	  

Potentially	  Significant	  Impact.	  As	  described	  in	  XVI.a,	  the	  proposed	  Project	  could	  disrupt	  traffic	  and	  
conflict	  with	  congestion	  management	  plans	  or	  existing	  level-‐of-‐service	  standards	  during	  
construction	  period,	  as	  temporary	  lane	  or	  parking	  zone	  closures	  could	  be	  required.	  The	  potential	  for	  
the	  proposed	  Project	  to	  conflict	  with	  congestion	  management	  plans	  or	  level-‐of-‐service	  standards	  
related	  to	  the	  circulation	  system	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  

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

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  L).	  	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  occur	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  results	  in	  a	  change	  in	  air	  traffic	  
patterns,	  including	  either	  an	  increase	  in	  traffic	  levels	  or	  a	  change	  in	  location	  that	  result	  in	  substantial	  
safety	  risks.	  

Less-‐than-‐Significant	  Impact.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  would	  involve	  repairing	  sidewalks	  and	  would	  
therefore	  not	  result	  in	  a	  change	  in	  air	  traffic	  patterns.	  Construction	  activities	  may	  occur	  in	  areas	  
within	  airport	  influence	  areas,	  but	  would	  not	  be	  adjacent	  to	  existing	  runways	  such	  that	  an	  alteration	  
of	  air	  traffic	  patterns	  would	  occur.	  Therefore,	  this	  impact	  would	  be	  less	  than	  significant,	  and	  this	  
issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  	  

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

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  L.5).	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  occur	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  substantially	  increased	  road	  
hazards	  due	  to	  a	  design	  feature	  or	  incompatible	  uses.	  

Less-‐than-‐Significant	  Impact.	  During	  the	  construction	  period,	  work	  zones	  would	  be	  established	  
within	  and	  adjacent	  to	  roadways	  and	  would	  include	  heavy	  machinery,	  handheld	  equipment,	  and	  
street	  tree/vegetation	  removal	  activities;	  and	  lane	  and	  parking	  zone	  closures	  could	  be	  required	  for	  



City	  of	  Los	  Angeles	  Bureau	  of	  Engineering	  
	  

Chapter	  3.	  Initial	  Study	  Environmental	  Checklist	  
	  

	  
Initial	  Study/Environmental	  Checklist	  	  
Sidewalk	  Repair	  Program	   3-‐52	   July	  2017	  

	  
	  

some	  work	  zones.	  Following	  the	  construction	  period,	  no	  adverse	  operational	  effects	  related	  to	  traffic	  
hazards	  would	  occur.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  sites	  would	  be	  compliant	  with	  applicable	  accessibility	  
requirements,	  which	  would	  reduce	  design	  hazards	  and	  improve	  intersection	  functionality	  and	  
safety.	  Therefore,	  there	  would	  be	  a	  less-‐than-‐significant	  impact,	  and	  this	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  
analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  	  

e) Result	  in	  inadequate	  emergency	  access?	  

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  L.5	  and	  L.8).	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  occur	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  resulted	  in	  inadequate	  emergency	  
access.	  

Less-‐than-‐Significant	  Impact.	  During	  the	  construction	  period,	  parking	  zone	  and	  lane	  closures	  
could	  be	  required	  to	  accommodate	  work	  zones	  and	  the	  use	  of	  equipment.	  Both	  parking	  zone	  and	  
lane	  closures	  could	  affect	  access	  to	  roadways	  that	  are	  used	  by	  emergency	  providers.	  Construction	  
activities	  could	  result	  in	  the	  temporary	  disruption	  of	  existing	  roads.	  Disruption	  of	  traffic	  during	  the	  
construction	  period	  has	  the	  potential	  to	  delay	  fire	  personnel,	  police,	  or	  other	  first	  responders	  and	  
possibly	  to	  increase	  response	  times.	  All	  construction	  would	  require	  prior	  coordination	  with	  the	  
LAFD	  to	  ensure	  that	  emergency	  access	  is	  maintained	  at	  all	  times.	  Therefore,	  there	  would	  be	  a	  less-‐
than-‐significant	  impact,	  and	  this	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  	  

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

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  L).	  	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  occur	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  were	  to	  conflict	  with	  adopted	  
policies,	  plans,	  or	  programs	  supporting	  alternative	  transportation.	  

Potentially	  Significant	  Impact.	  Construction	  activities	  would	  take	  place	  along	  roadways	  that	  are	  
designated	  as	  bus	  corridors.	  Buses	  could	  be	  delayed	  if	  lanes	  are	  needed	  to	  provide	  space	  for	  work	  
zones.	  Bus	  stops	  may	  be	  temporarily	  relocated	  in	  consideration	  of	  the	  locations	  of	  the	  work	  zones.	  
Sidewalk	  closures	  and	  work	  zones	  would	  also	  temporarily	  preclude	  the	  use	  of	  sidewalks	  by	  
pedestrians,	  and	  temporary	  detours	  would	  be	  provided	  until	  construction	  is	  complete.	  Following	  the	  
construction	  period,	  the	  proposed	  Project	  would	  improve	  sidewalks	  for	  pedestrians	  and	  transit	  
users,	  and	  no	  adverse	  effects	  would	  occur.	  Discussion	  of	  replacement	  of	  non-‐conforming	  (relative	  to	  
Mobility	  2035)	  facilities	  will	  be	  addressed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  The	  potential	  for	  the	  proposed	  Project	  
construction	  activities	  to	  conflict	  with	  applicable	  plans,	  ordinances,	  or	  policies	  related	  to	  the	  
circulation	  system	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  
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XVII.	  Tribal	  Cultural	  Resources	  

Potentially	  
Significant	  
Impact	  

Less-‐than-‐
Significant	  
Impact	  with	  
Mitigation	  
Incorporated	  

Less-‐than-‐
Significant	  
Impact	  

No	  
Impact	  

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

	   	   	   	  

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

	   	   	   	  

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

	   	   	   	  

Would	  the	  project:	  

a) Cause	  a	  substantial	  adverse	  change	  in	  the	  significance	  of	  a	  tribal	  cultural	  resource	  that	  is	  listed	  
or	  eligible	  for	  listing	  in	  the	  California	  Register	  of	  Historical	  Resources,	  or	  in	  a	  local	  register	  of	  
historical	  resources	  as	  defined	  in	  Public	  Resources	  Code	  section	  5020.1(k)?	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  result	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  caused	  a	  substantial	  adverse	  change	  
to	  the	  significance	  of	  a	  tribal	  cultural	  resource.	  

Potentially	  Significant	  Impact.	  It	  is	  likely	  that	  there	  are	  tribal	  cultural	  resources	  in	  the	  proposed	  
Project	  area.	  Also,	  previously	  unknown	  tribal	  cultural	  resources	  may	  be	  discovered	  as	  a	  result	  of	  
Native	  American	  consultation	  or	  during	  proposed	  Project-‐related	  ground	  disturbance.	  If	  resources	  are	  
found,	  construction	  work	  would	  be	  stopped	  and	  an	  assessment	  of	  the	  resources	  would	  be	  required.	  
This	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  

b) Cause	  a	  substantial	  adverse	  change	  in	  a	  resource	  determined	  by	  the	  lead	  agency,	  in	  its	  
discretion	  and	  supported	  by	  substantial	  evidence,	  to	  be	  significant	  pursuant	  to	  criteria	  set	  
forth	  in	  subdivision	  (c)	  of	  Public	  Resources	  Code	  Section	  5024.1.	  In	  applying	  the	  criteria	  set	  
forth	  in	  subdivision	  (c)	  of	  Public	  Resources	  Code	  Section	  5024.1,	  the	  lead	  agency	  shall	  consider	  
the	  significance	  of	  the	  resource	  to	  a	  California	  Native	  American	  tribe?	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  result	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  caused	  a	  substantial	  adverse	  change	  
to	  the	  significance	  of	  a	  tribal	  cultural	  resource.	  

Potentially	  Significant	  Impact.	  See	  discussion	  for	  XVII.a	  above.	  This	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  
the	  EIR.	  	  
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XVIII.	  Utilities	  and	  Service	  Systems	  

Potentially	  
Significant	  
Impact	  

Less-‐than-‐
Significant	  
Impact	  with	  
Mitigation	  
Incorporated	  

Less-‐than-‐
Significant	  
Impact	  

No	  
Impact	  

Would	  the	  project:	   	   	   	   	  

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

	   	   	   	  

b.	   Require	  or	  result	  in	  the	  construction	  of	  new	  
water	  or	  wastewater	  treatment	  facilities	  or	  
expansion	  of	  existing	  facilities,	  the	  construction	  
of	  which	  could	  cause	  significant	  environmental	  
effects?	  

	   	   	   	  

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

	   	   	   	  

d.	   Have	  sufficient	  water	  supplies	  available	  to	  serve	  
the	  project	  from	  existing	  entitlements	  and	  
resources,	  or	  would	  new	  or	  expanded	  
entitlements	  be	  needed?	  

	   	   	   	  

e.	   Result	  in	  a	  determination	  by	  the	  wastewater	  
treatment	  provider	  that	  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?	  

	   	   	   	  

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

	   	   	   	  

g.	   Comply	  with	  federal,	  state,	  and	  local	  statutes	  
and	  regulations	  related	  to	  solid	  waste?	  

	   	   	   	  

Would	  the	  project:	  

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

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  M.2)	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  would	  occur	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  discharges	  wastewater	  that	  
would	  exceed	  the	  regulatory	  limits	  established	  by	  the	  Los	  Angeles	  RWQCB.	  

Less-‐than-‐Significant	  Impact.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  would	  provide	  repairs	  and	  upgrades	  
to	  sidewalks,	  pavement,	  curbs,	  and	  slopes	  that	  are	  non-‐compliant	  with	  the	  applicable	  
accessibility	  requirements	  throughout	  the	  City.	  Required	  construction	  activities	  would	  
include	  excavation	  of	  existing	  sidewalks,	  grading,	  construction	  of	  the	  repaired	  portions	  of	  
sidewalks,	  and	  cleanup	  of	  construction	  sites.	  Construction	  activities	  related	  to	  excavation	  and	  
grading	  are	  expected	  to	  produce	  negligible	  amounts	  of	  wastewater.	  Construction	  workers	  
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would	  be	  expected	  to	  follow	  standard	  BMPs,	  which	  would	  reduce	  any	  construction-‐related	  
wastewater	  impacts.	  Impacts	  would	  be	  less	  than	  significant,	  and	  this	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  
in	  the	  EIR.	  	  

b) Require	  or	  result	  in	  the	  construction	  of	  new	  water	  or	  wastewater	  treatment	  facilities	  or	  
expansion	  of	  existing	  facilities,	  the	  construction	  of	  which	  could	  cause	  significant	  
environmental	  effects?	  

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Sections	  M.1	  and	  M.2)	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  occur	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  resulted	  in	  the	  need	  for	  new	  
construction	  or	  expansion	  of	  water	  or	  wastewater	  treatment	  facilities	  that	  could	  result	  in	  an	  adverse	  
environmental	  effect	  that	  could	  not	  be	  mitigated.	  	  

Less-‐than-‐Significant	  Impact.	  See	  XVIII.a.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  would	  provide	  repair	  and	  
upgrades	  to	  sidewalks,	  pavement,	  curbs,	  and	  non-‐compliant	  slopes	  throughout	  the	  City.	  
Construction	  activities	  associated	  with	  the	  proposed	  Project	  would	  include	  street	  tree	  root	  pruning,	  
street	  tree	  canopy	  pruning,	  street	  tree	  removal,	  street	  tree	  planting,	  sidewalk	  repaving,	  enlarging	  
street	  tree	  wells,	  relocation	  of	  street	  signs	  and	  street	  lights,	  construction	  of	  walls	  (under	  3	  feet),	  and	  
replacement	  of	  utility	  covers.	  These	  activities	  would	  occur	  over	  the	  life	  of	  the	  proposed	  Project	  
(approximately	  30	  years),	  during	  which	  time	  watering	  of	  the	  site	  or	  wastewater	  may	  be	  discharged	  
from	  the	  construction	  areas.	  Such	  wastewater	  discharges	  must	  be	  compliant	  with	  applicable	  
regulations	  such	  as	  the	  City’s	  MS4	  Permit	  (Order	  No.	  R4-‐2012-‐0175)	  for	  areas	  under	  1	  acre,	  and,	  for	  
any	  portion	  of	  the	  proposed	  Project	  replacing	  over	  1	  acre	  of	  sidewalk,	  the	  proposed	  Project	  would	  
be	  required	  to	  comply	  with	  the	  CGP	  through	  the	  State	  Water	  Resources	  Control	  Board.	  The	  CGP	  and	  
associated	  NPDES	  requirements	  include	  development	  and	  implementation	  of	  a	  SWPPP	  with	  
associated	  monitoring	  and	  reporting.	  Stormwater	  BMPs	  are	  required	  to	  control	  erosion,	  minimize	  
sedimentation,	  and	  control	  stormwater	  runoff	  water	  quality	  during	  construction	  activities.	  The	  EIR	  
will	  discuss	  the	  proposed	  Project	  water	  and	  wastewater	  requirements.	  Furthermore,	  construction	  
workers	  would	  be	  expected	  to	  follow	  BMPs,	  which	  would	  reduce	  any	  construction-‐related	  
wastewater	  impacts.	  It	  is	  not	  anticipated	  that	  the	  proposed	  Project	  would	  require	  the	  construction	  
of	  new	  water	  or	  wastewater	  treatment	  facilities	  or	  expansion	  of	  existing	  facilities.	  In	  addition,	  the	  
proposed	  Project	  would	  include	  changing	  the	  permit	  process	  for	  street	  tree	  removal,	  which	  could	  
include	  an	  ordinance	  and/or	  policy	  setting	  criteria	  for	  street	  tree	  replacement	  ratios	  or	  specifying	  
species,	  size,	  or	  location	  of	  replacement	  street	  trees.	  This	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  

c) 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?	  	  

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  M.2).	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  occur	  if	  the	  volume	  of	  stormwater	  runoff	  from	  the	  proposed	  
Project	  increases	  to	  a	  level	  exceeding	  the	  capacity	  of	  the	  storm	  drain	  system	  serving	  a	  proposed	  
Project	  site.	  

Potentially	  Significant	  Impact.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  would	  provide	  repairs	  to	  curbs	  and	  
sidewalks	  to	  comply	  with	  the	  applicable	  accessibility	  requirements,	  and	  would	  remove	  and	  replace	  
street	  trees	  and	  utilities	  throughout	  the	  City.	  These	  repairs	  could	  include	  curb	  and	  gutters,	  curb	  
ramps,	  and	  utility	  relocation.	  In	  some	  cases,	  repairs	  and	  upgrades	  of	  existing	  sidewalks	  may	  require	  
the	  partial	  reconfiguration	  of	  existing	  stormwater	  drainage	  facilities.	  Compliance	  with	  the	  minimum	  
construction	  site	  BMP	  requirements	  in	  the	  MS4	  Permit,	  or	  the	  CGP	  SWPPP	  that	  require	  construction	  
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phase	  BMPs	  would	  ensure	  that	  construction	  activities	  would	  not	  degrade	  the	  surface	  water	  quality	  
of	  receiving	  waters	  to	  levels	  below	  standards	  considered	  acceptable	  by	  the	  Los	  Angeles	  RWQCB	  or	  
other	  regulatory	  agencies	  or	  impair	  the	  beneficial	  uses	  of	  receiving	  waters.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  
would	  not	  require	  or	  result	  in	  the	  construction	  of	  new	  stormwater	  drainage	  facilities	  or	  expansion	  
of	  existing	  facilities.	  As	  such,	  proposed	  Project	  activities	  would	  take	  place	  on	  previously	  disturbed,	  
urban	  areas	  and	  would	  result	  in	  land	  that	  would	  restore	  or	  improve	  disturbed	  areas	  when	  compared	  
to	  their	  original	  surface	  conditions.	  This	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  	  

d) Have	  sufficient	  water	  supplies	  available	  to	  serve	  the	  project	  from	  existing	  entitlements	  and	  
resources,	  or	  are	  new	  or	  expanded	  entitlements	  needed?	  

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  M.1).	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  occur	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project’s	  water	  demands	  would	  exceed	  
the	  existing	  water	  supplies	  that	  serve	  the	  site.	  

Potentially	  Significant	  Impact.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  would	  provide	  repairs	  and	  upgrades	  to	  
sidewalks,	  pavement,	  curbs,	  and	  slopes	  that	  are	  non-‐compliant	  with	  the	  applicable	  accessibility	  
requirements	  throughout	  the	  City.	  Required	  construction	  activities	  would	  include	  excavation	  of	  
existing	  sidewalks,	  grading,	  construction	  of	  the	  repaired	  portions	  of	  sidewalks,	  and	  cleanup	  of	  
construction	  sites.	  Water	  would	  be	  used	  during	  concrete	  work,	  grading,	  dust	  suppression,	  and	  other	  
construction	  activities.	  Water	  would	  also	  be	  required	  to	  establish	  new	  street	  trees	  during	  the	  first	  
3	  years	  after	  planting.	  The	  City	  usually	  provides	  watering	  of	  the	  street	  trees	  from	  a	  water	  truck.	  The	  
water	  uses	  described	  above	  could	  result	  in	  a	  substantial	  permanent	  increase	  in	  water	  consumption,	  
and	  this	  issue	  will	  be	  discussed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  In	  addition,	  the	  proposed	  Project	  would	  include	  changing	  
the	  permit	  process	  for	  street	  tree	  removal,	  which	  could	  include	  an	  ordinance	  and/or	  policy	  setting	  
criteria	  for	  street	  tree	  replacement	  ratios	  or	  specifying	  species,	  size,	  or	  location	  of	  replacement	  
street	  trees.	  This	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  

e) Result	  in	  a	  determination	  by	  the	  wastewater	  treatment	  provider	  that	  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?	  

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  M.2).	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  occur	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  results	  in	  a	  determination	  by	  the	  
wastewater	  treatment	  provider	  that	  serves	  or	  may	  serve	  the	  proposed	  Project	  that	  it	  does	  not	  have	  
adequate	  capacity	  to	  serve	  the	  proposed	  Project’s	  projected	  demand	  in	  addition	  to	  the	  provider’s	  
existing	  commitments.	  	  

Less-‐than-‐Significant	  Impact.	  See	  XVIII.a.	  LA	  Sanitation	  (LASAN)	  is	  the	  wastewater	  treatment	  
provider	  for	  the	  City.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  would	  produce	  negligible	  amounts	  of	  wastewater	  for	  
each	  sidewalk	  project.	  Furthermore,	  construction	  workers	  would	  be	  expected	  to	  follow	  standard	  
BMPs,	  which	  would	  reduce	  any	  construction-‐related	  wastewater	  impacts.	  Therefore,	  LASAN	  would	  
have	  adequate	  capacity	  to	  serve	  the	  proposed	  Project’s	  projected	  demand	  in	  addition	  to	  LASAN	  
existing	  commitments.	  Impacts	  would	  be	  less	  than	  significant,	  and	  this	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  
in	  the	  EIR.	  	  
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f) Be	  served	  by	  a	  landfill	  with	  sufficient	  permitted	  capacity	  to	  accommodate	  the	  project’s	  solid	  
waste	  disposal	  needs?	  

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  M.3);	  California	  Department	  of	  Resources	  
Recycling	  and	  Recovery	  (2010),	  Solid	  Waste	  Information	  System	  
(http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/SWFacilities/Directory/);	  City	  of	  Los	  Angeles	  Solid	  Waste	  Integrated	  
Resources	  Plan	  (http://www.zerowaste.lacity.org)	  and	  LASAN	  
(http://www.lacitysan.org/solid_resources/recycling);	  California	  Integrated	  Waste	  Management	  
Act	  of	  1989	  (Assembly	  Bill	  939).	  

Comment:	  The	  management	  of	  solid	  waste	  in	  the	  City	  involves	  public	  and	  private	  refuse	  collection	  
services	  as	  well	  as	  public	  and	  private	  operation	  of	  solid	  waste	  transfer,	  resource	  recovery,	  and	  
disposal	  facilities.	  A	  significant	  impact	  would	  occur	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  results	  in	  solid	  waste	  
generation	  of	  5	  tons	  or	  more	  per	  week.	  

Potentially	  Significant	  Impact.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  would	  provide	  repairs	  and	  upgrades	  to	  
sidewalks,	  pavement,	  curbs,	  and	  slopes	  that	  are	  non-‐compliant	  with	  the	  applicable	  accessibility	  
requirements	  throughout	  the	  City.	  Excavation	  of	  existing	  sidewalks,	  curbs,	  and	  other	  public	  ROW	  
improvements	  would	  result	  in	  solid	  waste	  that	  would	  need	  proper	  disposal	  and	  that	  could	  require	  
disposal	  as	  hazardous	  waste.	  Proposed	  sidewalk	  repair	  would	  occur	  over	  a	  30-‐year	  time	  period,	  and	  
substantial	  amounts	  of	  reconstruction	  would	  be	  occurring	  simultaneously	  throughout	  the	  City	  as	  
a	  result	  of	  the	  proposed	  Project.	  In	  addition,	  on	  March	  5,	  2010,	  Council	  approved	  Council	  File	  09-‐
3029	  pertaining	  to	  a	  Citywide	  Construction	  and	  Demolition	  (C	  and	  D)	  Waste	  Recycling	  Ordinance	  
that	  requires	  all	  mixed	  C	  and	  D	  waste	  generated	  within	  City	  limits	  be	  taken	  to	  City-‐certified	  C	  and	  D	  
waste	  processors.	  LASAN	  is	  responsible	  for	  the	  C	  and	  D	  waste	  recycling	  policy.	  The	  Zero	  Waste	  
Progress	  Report	  2013	  conducted	  by	  the	  UCLA	  Engineering	  Extension’s	  Municipal	  Solid	  Waste	  
Management	  Program	  reported	  that	  the	  City	  has	  achieved	  a	  recycling	  rate	  of	  76.4	  percent.	  An	  
additional	  survey	  conducted	  by	  the	  UCLA	  Engineering	  Extension	  reported	  that	  the	  City	  has	  the	  
highest	  recycling	  rate	  out	  of	  the	  10	  largest	  U.S.	  cities.	  All	  construction	  projects	  are	  subject	  to	  the	  
City’s	  requirements	  for	  construction	  waste	  recycling.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  would	  result	  in	  large	  
amounts	  of	  sidewalk,	  curb,	  and	  gutter	  waste,	  some	  of	  which	  could	  be	  classified	  as	  hazardous	  waste.	  
This	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  

g) Comply	  with	  federal,	  state,	  and	  local	  statutes	  and	  regulations	  related	  to	  solid	  waste?	  

Reference:	  L.A.	  CEQA	  Thresholds	  Guide	  (Section	  M.3)	  

Comment:	  A	  significant	  impact	  may	  occur	  if	  the	  proposed	  Project	  would	  generate	  solid	  waste	  that	  
was	  in	  excess	  of	  or	  was	  not	  disposed	  of	  in	  accordance	  with	  applicable	  regulations.	  

Less-‐than-‐Significant	  Impact.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  would	  provide	  repairs	  and	  upgrades	  to	  
sidewalks,	  pavement,	  curbs,	  and	  slopes	  that	  are	  non-‐compliant	  with	  the	  applicable	  accessibility	  
requirements	  throughout	  the	  City.	  Disposal	  of	  all	  solid	  waste	  generated	  by	  the	  proposed	  Project	  would	  
comply	  with	  federal,	  state,	  and	  local	  statues	  and	  regulations	  related	  to	  solid	  waste.	  Disposal	  of	  
hazardous	  waste	  must	  be	  compliant	  with	  applicable	  regulations	  such	  as	  the	  Resource	  Conservation	  
and	  Recovery	  Act	  (RCRA),	  DOT	  Hazardous	  Materials	  Regulations,	  and	  Los	  Angeles	  County	  General	  Plan	  
goals	  and	  policies.	  The	  Citywide	  Construction	  and	  Demolition	  (C	  and	  D)	  Waste	  Recycling	  Ordinance	  
requires	  all	  mixed	  C	  and	  D	  waste	  generated	  within	  City	  limits	  be	  taken	  to	  City-‐certified	  C	  and	  D	  waste	  
processors.	  Construction	  waste	  would	  be	  disposed	  of	  in	  compliance	  with	  applicable	  regulations.	  
Therefore,	  impacts	  would	  be	  less	  than	  significant	  in	  terms	  of	  the	  proposed	  Project’s	  compliance	  with	  
federal,	  state,	  and	  local	  statutes	  and	  regulations,	  and	  this	  issue	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  	  
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XIX.	  Mandatory	  Findings	  of	  Significance	  

Potentially	  
Significant	  
Impact	  

Less-‐than-‐
Significant	  
Impact	  with	  
Mitigation	  
Incorporated	  

Less-‐than-‐
Significant	  
Impact	  

No	  
Impact	  

a.	   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	  community,	  substantially	  reduce	  
the	  number	  or	  restrict	  the	  range	  of	  a	  rare	  or	  
endangered	  plant	  or	  animal,	  or	  eliminate	  
important	  examples	  of	  the	  major	  periods	  of	  
California	  history	  or	  prehistory?	  

	   	   	   	  

b.	   Does	  the	  project	  have	  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.)	  

	   	   	   	  

c.	   Does	  the	  project	  have	  environmental	  effects	  that	  
will	  cause	  substantial	  adverse	  effects	  on	  human	  
beings,	  either	  directly	  or	  indirectly?	  

	   	   	   	  

Would	  the	  project:	  

a) 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	  community,	  reduce	  the	  number	  
or	  restrict	  the	  range	  of	  a	  rare	  or	  endangered	  plant	  or	  animal	  or	  eliminate	  important	  
examples	  of	  the	  major	  periods	  of	  California	  history	  or	  prehistory?	  

Reference:	  Preceding	  analyses.	  

Comment:	  None.	  

Potentially	  Significant	  Impact.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  would	  entail	  sidewalk	  repairs	  and	  associated	  
improvements	  throughout	  the	  City,	  including	  street	  root	  pruning,	  street	  tree	  removal	  and	  
replacement,	  street	  tree	  planning,	  sidewalk-‐repaving,	  and	  enlarging	  street	  tree	  wells.	  The	  study	  
area,	  which	  consists	  of	  the	  City	  and	  the	  surrounding	  area,	  are	  built	  out	  with	  various	  land	  uses,	  which	  
could	  contain	  designated	  ESHAs	  and	  contain	  sensitive	  species	  and	  associated	  habitats.	  Similarly,	  
proposed	  sidewalk	  repairs	  could	  occur	  within	  designated	  historic	  districts.	  The	  EIR	  will	  further	  
analyze	  the	  proposed	  Project’s	  potential	  to	  substantially	  affect	  or	  reduce	  the	  habitat	  of	  a	  fish	  or	  
wildlife	  species,	  and/or	  cause	  a	  fish	  or	  wildlife	  population	  to	  drop	  below	  self-‐sustaining	  levels.	  The	  
EIR	  will	  also	  analyze	  the	  proposed	  Project’s	  potential	  to	  eliminate	  a	  plant	  or	  animal	  community,	  and	  
reduce	  the	  number	  or	  restrict	  the	  range	  of	  rare	  or	  endangered	  plants	  or	  animals,	  and	  the	  potential	  to	  
affect	  important	  examples	  of	  the	  major	  periods	  of	  California	  history	  or	  prehistory.	  	  
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b) 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)?	  

Reference:	  Preceding	  analyses.	  

Comment:	  None.	  

Potentially	  Significant	  Impact.	  As	  stated	  earlier,	  the	  proposed	  Project	  would	  include	  construction	  
associated	  with	  sidewalk	  repair	  and	  other	  associated	  improvements	  including	  street	  root	  pruning,	  
street	  tree	  removal	  and	  replacement,	  street	  tree	  planning,	  sidewalk-‐repaving,	  and	  enlarging	  street	  
tree	  wells	  for	  30	  years.	  Most	  of	  the	  impacts	  are	  anticipated	  to	  be	  localized	  and	  confined	  to	  the	  
immediate	  study	  area;	  however,	  during	  the	  course	  of	  the	  proposed	  Project	  there	  could	  be	  significant	  
impacts	  on	  several	  resource	  areas,	  including:	  aesthetics,	  air	  quality,	  biological	  resources,	  cultural	  
resources,	  geology/soils,	  GHG	  emissions,	  hydrology/water	  quality,	  noise,	  transportation/traffic,	  and	  
utilities/services.	  These	  impacts	  could	  contribute	  to	  cumulative	  impacts.	  These	  issues	  will	  be	  further	  
analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  

c) Have	  environmental	  effects	  that	  will	  cause	  substantial	  adverse	  effects	  on	  human	  beings,	  
either	  directly	  or	  indirectly?	  

Reference:	  Preceding	  analyses.	  

Comment:	  None.	  

Potentially	  Significant	  Impact.	  The	  proposed	  Project	  would	  include	  sidewalk	  repair	  including	  
street	  root	  pruning,	  street	  tree	  removal	  and	  replacement,	  street	  tree	  planning,	  sidewalk-‐repaving,	  
and	  enlarging	  street	  tree	  wells.	  Potentially	  significant	  impacts	  associated	  with	  aesthetics,	  air	  quality,	  
biological	  resources,	  cultural	  resources,	  geology/soils,	  GHG	  emissions,	  hydrology/water	  quality,	  
noise,	  transportation/traffic,	  and	  utilities/service	  systems	  could	  occur.	  Therefore,	  implementation	  
of	  the	  proposed	  Project	  could	  result	  in	  significant	  adverse	  effects	  on	  human	  beings,	  either	  directly	  or	  
indirectly.	  These	  issues	  will	  be	  further	  analyzed	  in	  the	  EIR.	  
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Geoffrey	  Straniere,	  DOD,	  Senior	  Project	  Coordinator	  

Tim	  Tyson,	  BSS,	  Street	  Tree	  Superintendent	  II	  

Arsen	  Voskerchyan,	  P.E.,	  SRP,	  Senior	  Civil	  Engineer	  

ICF	  	  
Kim	  Avila,	  AICP,	  Project	  Director	  

Tamseel	  Mir,	  Project	  Manager	  

Mario	  Barrera,	  Geology	  &	  Soils,	  Hazards	  and	  Hazardous	  Materials	  

Andrew	  Bursan,	  Architectural	  Historian	  
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Stephen	  Bryne,	  Archaeology,	  Tribal	  Resources	  

Will	  Herron,	  Planner	  

Jonathan	  Higginson,	  Noise	  

Andrew	  Johnson,	  Planner	  

Joel	  Mulder,	  Biologist	  

Terry	  Rivasplata,	  Technical	  Director	  

Mark	  Robinson,	  Paleontology	  

Laura	  Rocha,	  Water	  Resources	  

Alison	  Rondone,	  Senior	  Planner,	  QA/QC	  

Rusty	  Whisman,	  Air	  Quality,	  Transportation	  
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Acronyms	  and	  Abbreviations	  

AB	   Assembly	  Bill	  
AB	  32	   California	  Global	  Warming	  Solutions	  Act	  of	  2006	  
ADA	   Americans	  with	  Disabilities	  Act	  
APCs	   Area	  Planning	  Commissions	  
Basin	   South	  Coast	  Air	  Basin	  
BMPs	   Best	  Management	  Practices	  
BSS	   Bureau	  of	  Street	  Services	  
Caltrans	   California	  Department	  of	  Transportation	  
CAO	   City	  Administrative	  Officer	  
CAPCOA	   California	  Air	  Pollution	  Control	  Officers	  Association	  
CDFW	   California	  Department	  of	  Fish	  and	  Wildlife	  
CEQA	   California	  Environmental	  Quality	  Act	  
CGP	   Construction	  General	  Permits	  
City	   City	  of	  Los	  Angeles	  
CNDDB	   California	  Natural	  Diversity	  Database	  
CNPS	   California	  Native	  Plant	  Society	  
CO2e	   Carbon	  Dioxide	  Equivalent	  
Council	   Los	  Angeles	  City	  Council	  
dBA	   A-‐weighted	  Decibels	  
DOT	   Department	  of	  Transportation	  
EIR	   Environmental	  Impact	  Report	  
ESHA	   Environmentally	  Sensitive	  Habitat	  Area	  
GHG	   Greenhouse	  Gas	  
GIS	   Geographic	  Information	  System	  
Greenbook	   Standard	  Specification	  for	  Public	  Works	  Construction	  
HCPs	   Habitat	  Conservation	  Plans	  
HPOZs	   Historic	  Preservation	  Overlay	  Zones	  
IS	   Initial	  Study	  
BOE	   City	  of	  Los	  Angeles,	  Public	  Works	  Department,	  Bureau	  of	  Engineering	  
LADBS	   Los	  Angeles	  Department	  of	  Building	  and	  Safety	  
LADPW	   Los	  Angeles	  Department	  of	  Public	  Works	  
LAFD	   Los	  Angeles	  Fire	  Department	  
LAPD	   Los	  Angeles	  Police	  Department	  
LASAN	   LA	  Sanitation	  
LAX	   Los	  Angeles	  International	  Airport	  
LOS	   Level	  of	  Service	  
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MBTA	   Migratory	  Bird	  Treaty	  Act	  
MMRP	   Mitigation	  Monitoring	  and	  Reporting	  Program	  
MS4	   Municipal	  Separate	  Storm	  Sewer	  System	  
MT	   Metric	  Tons	  
NCCP	   Natural	  Community	  Conservation	  Plan	  
NOA	   Notice	  of	  Availability	  
NOD	   Notice	  of	  Determination	  
NOP	   Notice	  of	  Preparation	  
NPDES	   National	  Pollutant	  Discharge	  Elimination	  System	  
OSHA	   Occupational	  Safety	  and	  Health	  Administration	  
Policy	   Board	  of	  Public	  Works	  Street	  Tree	  Removal	  Permit	  Process	  and	  Policy	  
Prioritization	  System	   Prioritization	  Matrix	  and	  Scoring	  System	  
proposed	  Project	   Sidewalk	  Repair	  Program	  
RCRA	   Resource	  Conservation	  and	  Recovery	  Act	  
ROW	   Right-‐of-‐Way	  
RWQCB	   Los	  Angeles	  Regional	  Water	  Quality	  Control	  Board	  
SCAQMD	   South	  Coast	  Air	  Quality	  Management	  District	  
Settlement	   Willits	  v.	  City	  of	  Los	  Angeles	  Settlement	  Term	  Sheet	  
SR-‐	   State	  Route	  
SWPPP	   Stormwater	  Pollution	  Prevention	  Plan	  
TAC	   Toxic	  Air	  Contaminant	  
USACE	   U.S.	  Army	  Corps	  of	  Engineers	  
USFWS	   U.S.	  Fish	  and	  Wildlife	  Service	  
V/C	   Volume	  to	  Capacity	  
ZIMAS	   Zone	  Information	  &	  Map	  Access	  System	  

	  
 



	  

	  

Appendix	  A	  
List	  of	  NOP/IS	  Availability	  Locations	  And	  Map	  	  

Copies	  of	  the	  NOP/IS	  are	  available	  for	  review	  at	  the	  following	  locations:	  

Council	  District	   Organization	   Address	  
CD	  1	   Lincoln	  Heights	  Branch	  Library	   2530	  Workman	  St,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90031	  
	   Cypress	  Park	  Branch	  Library	   1150	  Cypress	  Ave,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90065	  
	   Pico	  Union	  Branch	  Library	   1030	  S	  Alvarado	  St,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90006	  
CD	  2	   North	  Hollywood	  Amelia	  Earhart	  Regional	  Library	   5211	  Tujunga	  Ave,	  North	  

Hollywood,	  CA	  91601	  
	   Valley	  Plaza	  Library	   12311	  Vanowen	  St,	  North	  

Hollywood,	  CA	  91605	  
CD	  3	   West	  Valley	  Regional	  Branch	  Library	   19036	  Vanowen	  St,	  Reseda,	  

CA	  91335	  
	   Encino-‐Tarzana	  Branch	  Library	  	   18231	  Ventura	  Blvd,	  

Tarzana,	  CA	  91356	  
CD	  4	   Sherman	  Oaks	  Library	   14245	  Moorpark	  St,	  

Sherman	  Oaks,	  CA	  91423	  
	   Fairfax	  Branch	  Public	  Library	   161	  S	  Gardner	  St,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90036	  
CD	  5	   Robertson	  Library	   1719	  Robertson	  Blvd,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90035	  
	   Westwood	  Branch	  Library	   1246	  Glendon	  Ave,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90024	  
CD	  6	   Sun	  Valley	  Library	   7935	  Vineland	  Ave,	  Sun	  

Valley,	  CA	  91352	  
	   Panorama	  City	  Branch	  Library	   14345	  Roscoe	  Blvd,	  

Panorama	  City,	  CA	  91402	  
CD	  7	   Sunland-‐Tujunga	  Branch	  Library	   7771	  Foothill	  Blvd,	  Tujunga,	  

CA	  91042	  
	   Pacoima	  Branch	  Library	   13605	  Van	  Nuys	  Blvd,	  

Pacoima,	  CA	  91331	  
CD	  8	   Hyde	  Park	  Branch	  Library	   2205	  W	  Florence	  Ave,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90043	  
	   Mark	  Twain	  Library	  	   9621	  S.	  Figueroa	  Street,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90003	  
CD	  9	   Ascot	  Branch	  Library	   120	  W	  Florence	  Ave,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90003	  



	  

	  

Council	  District	   Organization	   Address	  
	   Vermont	  Square	  Branch	  Library	   1201	  W	  48th	  St,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90037	  
CD	  10	   Jefferson	  Library	   2211	  W	  Jefferson	  Blvd,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90018	  
	   Pio	  Pico	  Library	   694	  S	  Oxford	  Ave,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90005	  
CD	  11	   Westchester	  Loyola	  Village	  Library	  	   7114	  W	  Manchester	  Ave,	  

Los	  Angeles,	  CA	  90045	  
	   Mar	  Vista	  Branch	  Library	   12006	  Venice	  Blvd,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90066	  
	   West	  Los	  Angeles	  Regional	  Library	   11360	  California	  Route	  2,	  

Los	  Angeles,	  CA	  90025	  
CD	  12	   Granada	  Hills	  Library	   10640	  Petit	  Ave,	  Granada	  

Hills,	  CA	  91344	  
	   Mid	  Valley	  Regional	  Library	   16244	  Nordhoff	  St,	  North	  

Hills,	  CA	  91343	  
	   Chatsworth	  Branch	  Library	   21052	  Devonshire	  St,	  

Chatsworth,	  CA	  91311	  
CD	  13	   Edendale	  Branch	  Library	   2011	  Sunset	  Blvd,	  Los	  

Angeles,	  CA	  90026	  
	   Frances	  Howard	  Goldwyn-‐Hollywood	  Regional	  

Branch	  Library	  
1623	  Ivar	  Ave,	  Los	  Angeles,	  
CA	  90028	  

	   Silver	  Lake	  Branch	  Library	   2411	  Glendale	  Blvd,	  Los	  
Angeles,	  CA	  90039	  

CD	  14	   Arroyo	  Seco	  Library	   6145	  N	  Figueroa	  St,	  Los	  
Angeles,	  CA	  90042	  

	   The	  Los	  Angeles	  Central	  Library	   630	  W	  5th	  St,	  Los	  Angeles,	  
CA	  90071	  

	   El	  Sereno	  Branch	  Library	   5226	  S.	  Huntington	  Drive,	  
Los	  Angeles,	  CA	  90032	  

CD	  15	   San	  Pedro	  Regional	  Library	   931	  S	  Gaffey	  St,	  San	  Pedro,	  
CA	  90731	  

	   Willowbrook	  Library	   11838	  Wilmington	  Ave,	  Los	  
Angeles,	  CA	  90059	  

	  
Organization	   Address	  
City	  of	  Los	  Angeles	  Bureau	  of	  Engineering	  	   1149	  S.	  Broadway,	  Suite	  600,	  Los	  Angeles,	  CA	  90015	  
City	  of	  Los	  Angeles	  City	  Clerk	   200	  N.	  Spring	  Street,	  Room	  360,	  Los	  Angeles,	  CA	  90012	  

	  



SRP PRIORITY COMMUNITIES
BRANCH LIBRARIES

OTHER LOCATIONS

1. Willowbrook Library
2. Hyde Park Branch Library
3. Ascot Branch Library
4. Arroyo Seco Library
5. Robertson Library
6. Sun Valley Library
7. North Hollywood Amelia Earhart Regional Library
8. Vermont Square Branch Library
9. The Los Angeles Central Library
10. Pico Union Branch Library
11. San Pedro Regional Library
12. Jefferson Library
13. Edendale Branch Library

1. City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering

14. Lincoln Heights Branch Library
15. Westchester Loyola Village Library
16. Frances Howard Goldwyn-

Hollywood Regional Branch Library
17. West Valley Regional Branch Library
18. Granada Hills Library
19. Pio Pico Library
20. Sherman Oaks Library
21. Mar Vista Branch Library
22. Fairfax Branch Public Library
23. Pacoima Branch Library
24. Cypress Park Branch Library

25. Panorama City Branch Library
26. Sunland-Tujunga Branch Library
27. El Sereno Branch Library
28. Mid-Valley Regional Library
29. Mark Twain Library
30. Encino-Tarzana Branch Library
31. West Los Angeles Regional Library
32. Silver Lake Branch Library
33. Chatsworth Branch Library
34. Westwood Branch Library
35. Valley Plaza Library

2. City of Los Angeles City Clerk

COUNCIL DISTRICT
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