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I. INTRODUCTION
A. Purpose of an Initial Study
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was enacted in 1970 for the purpose
of providing decision-makers and the public with information regarding environmental
effects of proposed projects; identifying means of avoiding environmental damage; and
disclosing to the public the reasons behind a project’s approval even if it leads to
environmental damage. The Bureau of Engineering, Environmental Management
Group (EMG) has determined the proposed project is subject to CEQA and no
exemptions apply. Therefore, the preparation of an initial study is required.
An initial study is a preliminary analysis conducted by the lead agency, in consultation
with other agencies (responsible or trustee agencies, as applicable), to determine
whether there is substantial evidence that a project may have a significant effect on the
environment. If the initial study concludes that the project, with mitigation, may have a
significant effect on the environment, an environmental impact report should be
prepared; otherwise the lead agency may adopt a negative declaration or mitigated
negative declaration.
This Initial Study (IS) has been prepared in accordance with CEQA (Public Resources
Code §21000 et seq.), the State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California Code of
Regulations, §15000 et seq.), and the City of Los Angeles CEQA Guidelines (1981,
amended July 31, 2002).
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B. Document Format
This Initial Study is organized into eight sections as follows:
Section I, Introduction: provides an overview of the project and the CEQA
environmental documentation process.
Section II, Project Description: provides a description of the project location, project
background, and project components.
Section III, Existing Environment: provides a description of the existing environmental
setting with focus on features of the environment which could potentially affect the
proposed project or be affected by the proposed project.
Section IV, Potential Environmental Effects: provides a detailed discussion of the
environmental factors that would be potentially affected by this project as indicated by
the screening checklist in Appendix A.
Section V, Mitigation Measures: provides the mitigation measures that would be
implemented to ensure that potential adverse impacts of the proposed project would be
reduced to a less than significant level.
Section VI, Preparation and Consultation: provides a list of key personnel involved in
the preparation of this report and key personnel consulted.
Section VII, Determination – Recommended Environmental Documentation: provides
the recommended environmental documentation for the proposed project; and,
Section VIII, References: provides a list of reference materials used during the
preparation of this report.
C. CEQA Process
Once the adoption of a negative declaration (or mitigated negative declaration) has
been proposed, a public comment period opens for no less than twenty (20) days or
thirty (30) days if there is state agency involvement. The purpose of this comment
period is to provide public agencies and the general public an opportunity to review the
initial study and comment on the adequacy of the analysis and the findings of the lead
agency regarding potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. If a
reviewer believes the project may have a significant effect on the environment, the
reviewer should (1) identify the specific effect, (2) explain why it is believed the effect
would occur, and (3) explain why it is believed the effect would be significant. Facts or
expert opinion supported by facts should be provided as the basis of such comments.
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After the close of the public review period, the Board of Public Works considers the
negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration, together with any comments
received during the public review process, and makes a recommendation to the City
Council on whether to approve the project. One or more Council committees may then
review the proposal and documents and make its own recommendation to the full City
Council. The City Council is the decision-making body and also considers the negative
declaration or mitigated negative declaration, together with any comments received
during the public review process, in the final decision to approve or disapprove the
project.
During the project approval process, persons and/or agencies may address either the
Board of Public Works or the City Council regarding the project. Public notification of
agenda items for the Board of Public Works, Council committees and City Council is
posted 72 hours prior to the public meeting. The Council agenda can be obtained by
visiting the Council and Public Services Division of the Office of the City Clerk at City
Hall, 200 North Spring Street, Suite 395; by calling 213/978-1047, 213/978-1048 or
TDD/TTY 213/978-1055; or via the internet at http://www.lacity.org/CLK/index.htm .
If the project is approved, the City will file a Notice of Determination with the County
Clerk within 5 days. The Notice of Determination will be posted by the County Clerk
within 24 hours of receipt. This begins a 30-day statute of limitations on legal
challenges to the approval under CEQA. The ability to challenge the approval in court
may be limited to those persons who objected to the approval of the project, and to
issues which were presented to the lead agency by any person, either orally or in
writing, during the public comment period.
As a covered entity under Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Los
Angeles does not discriminate on the basis of disability and, upon request, will provide
reasonable accommodation to ensure equal access to its programs, services, and
activities.
II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
A. Location
The project site includes a landslide area located along a portion of Paseo del Mar in
the San Pedro community of the City of Los Angeles. Paseo Del Mar provides eastwest access to residents in the southernmost area of the San Pedro community. Paseo
Del Mar is bounded on the north by the White Point Nature Preserve owned by the City
of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks, on the east by Weymouth
Avenue, on the south by property owned by the Los Angeles County Department of
Beaches and Harbors, then to the south lies the Pacific Ocean, and on the west by
White Point-Royal Palms County Beach Park. Interstate 110 (I-110; Harbor Freeway) is
oriented in a north-south direction in this area of Los Angeles, and is located
approximately 2.48 miles northeast of the project site. Similarly, State Route 47 (SR
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47; Seaside Freeway) is oriented in an east-west direction and is also located
approximately 2.48 miles northeast of the project site. Figure 1 shows the location of
the project site in a regional context and Figure 2 shows the local project vicinity.
As shown on Figure 3, the project site includes an approximately 400-foot landslide
area located along Paseo Del Mar near the White Point area of the Palos Verde
Peninsula. This section of roadway along Paseo Del Mar is a two-lane roadway with
shoulders on both sides, includes a Class II bike lane, and sidewalk along the cliff side.
The City’s Mobility Plan 2035: An Element of the General Plan designates Paseo Del
Mar from Western Avenue east to Gaffey Street, as a scenic highway due to the ocean
views and park access it provides. The Paseo Del Mar right-of-way (ROW) has a curb
to curb roadway width of 46 feet and 13 feet wide sidewalks. The current ROW street
width is 70 feet. Paseo Del Mar is bounded by the White Point Nature Preserve owned
by the City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks to the north and
property owned by the County of Los Angeles, Department of Beaches and Harbors, as
well as the Pacific Ocean to the south. To the east is Weymouth Avenue and the west
is White Point-Royal Palms County Beach Park.
B. Purpose
The purpose of the proposed project alternatives is to restore the section of roadway
that collapsed in the November 2011 landslide event to its original location.
C. Description
On November 20, 2011 an approximately 400-foot section of the Paseo Del Mar
roadway collapsed along the coast in the community of San Pedro in the City of Los
Angeles. This section of Paseo Del Mar is approximately 120 feet above sea level
along a steep bluff overlooking the Pacific Ocean. A large block of the bluff containing
the roadway moved approximately 60 feet toward the ocean and left a large
depression, or “graben,” approximately 500 feet long by 60 feet wide by 40 feet deep
where the roadway used to exist.
The City of Los Angeles initiated studies, cleanup, and stabilization of the eastern
adjacent slope and introduced a temporary street turn-around at the eastern end to
close the road until a permanent solution was determined. The western end has been
fenced off.
City of Los Angeles Council District 15 formed a task force to identify and evaluate
alternatives for a permanent solution. The task force recommended that the roadway
be restored as opposed to being permanently closed or diverted into the White Point
Nature Preserve.
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While the process of determining the permanent solution progresses, some temporary
site work has been completed in order to stabilize the project site. The temporary site
work completed to date includes, but is not limited to:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Temporary closure of Paseo Del Mar at both ends of the landslide
Closure and relocation of impacted utilities across the landslide
Characterization, instrumentation and monitoring of the landslide, including
multiple geotechnical soil borings
Grading activities, landslide and infrastructure debris removal
Installation of a subterranean drainage system at east side of landslide
Slope stabilization activities
Construction of a surface drainage system (curb and gutter) at east end on Paseo
Del Mar
Additional geotechnical exploratory borings for design purposes.
Cul-de-sac and drainage improvements at intersection of Weymouth and Paseo
Del Mar.

The City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering, Environmental Management Group is
considering four project alternatives for the permanent restoration of the collapsed
portion of the Paseo Del Mar roadway. Construction for each alternative would begin
in approximately late 2019. These four alternatives are briefly described below, and
are analyzed in this Initial Study:
Alternative 1 – Bridge Spanning Over Landslide
Alternative 1 would seek to limit major earthwork and remediation of the existing
landslide area by constructing a single long-span bridge supported on stable ground
outside the limits of the landslide area. Paseo Del Mar would be located on a bridge
structure that spans over the landslide area. A concrete box girder or double box
girder bridge superstructure would be utilized. The bridge span would be
approximately 380 feet. The bridge proposed under Alternative 1 would be located
approximately 130 feet above the beach level. The coastline below is characterized by
a wave-cut bench and a beach primarily composed of cobble and gravel, and is not a
typical, sandy public use recreational beach. Stone patterning would potentially be
considered for the bridge wingwalls. A standard barrier would be installed on the
edges of the bridge. These barriers may potentially include additional architectural
features such as concrete staining, cobble stone patterning, or decorative railing.
Figure 4 shows the proposed schematic elevation and plan for Alternative 1. The
construction of this alternative would last for approximately 15 months.
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Alternative 2 – Anchored CIDH Piles with Buttress
Alternative 2 would include a single row of large diameter, Cast-in-Drilled Holes (CIDH)
piles near the edge of the existing slope. After partial removal of the landslide debris to
an approximate elevation of 75 feet, the piles would be drilled and installed to below
the basal shear interface layer. The piles would be connected with a reinforcedconcrete grade beam and tied back with soil anchors. A reinforced-earth buttress
above the piles would stabilize the head scarp and support the new roadway.
The slope located below the 75-foot elevation would be relatively undisturbed by the
construction of the pile supports. The reconstructed slope the 75-foot elevation would
be reinforced, but would have a natural face. A barrier would also be required adjacent
to the sidewalk similar to Alternative 1. Figure 5 shows the proposed schematic
elevation and plan for Alternative 2. The construction of this alternative would last for
approximately 22 months.
Alternative 3 – Shear Pins with MSE Wall
Alternative 3 would be similar to Alternative 2. However, rather than being located at
the face of the existing slope, a row of large diameter piles and a grid of smaller
diameter piles would be constructed below the proposed roadway. The piles would
handle the vertical loading of the Mechanically Stabilized Embankment (MSE) wall and
mitigate lateral forces on the existing slope. Due to the height of the wall required,
traditional cantilever-type walls would not be as stable. The MSE-type wall utilizes a
reinforcement strap tied to a segment of wall panel. The self-weight and friction of the
compacted earth would keep the face panels in place.
The slope below the 75-foot elevation would be relatively undisturbed by the
construction of the pile supports. A concrete wall would be constructed above the 75foot elevation. The tall concrete wall structure would potentially include stepping or the
use of offset panels and planting, or alternatively, the look of a modern transportation
element. A barrier is also required to be located next to the sidewalk similar to
Alternatives 1 and 2. Figure 6 shows the proposed schematic elevation and plan for
Alternative 3. The construction of this alternative would last for approximately 19
months.
Alternative 4 – Roadway Realignment
Alternative 4 would seek to limit major earthwork and remediation of the existing
landslide by realigning the roadway northerly into the White Point Nature Preserve.
The roadway realignment would extend from the intersection of Paseo Del Mar and
Weymouth Avenue approximately 1,175 feet to the west. Including a series of curves
and bends, the realigned roadway would need to extend beyond a 170-foot safety
buffer zone, established around the existing landslide. A new street easement would
also need to be dedicated from land currently owned by the City of Los Angeles
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Alternative 2 - Anchored CIDH Piles with Buttress Layout
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Department of Recreation and Parks. Due to restrictive geometry at the intersection of
the realigned roadway and Weymouth Avenue, a new traffic signal would need to be
installed at this location. Figure 7 shows the proposed schematic elevation and plan
for Alternative 4. The construction of this alternative would last for approximately 11
months.
The analysis in this document assumes that, unless otherwise stated, the project will be
designed, constructed and operated following all applicable laws, regulations,
ordinances and formally adopted City standards including but not limited to:
•
•
•
•
•

Los Angeles Municipal Code (Reference 18)
Bureau of Engineering Standard Plans (Reference 24)
Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction (Reference 1)
Work Area Traffic Control Handbook (Reference 2)
Additions and Amendments to the Standard Specifications for Public Works
Construction (Reference 23).

III. EXISTING ENVIRONMENT
The project site is surrounded primarily by open space and public facility uses. The
project site is bounded on the north by the White Point Nature Preserve owned by the
City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks, on the east by Weymouth
Avenue, on the south by land, owned by the County of Los Angeles, Department of
Beaches and Harbors, as well as the Pacific Ocean, and on the west by White PointRoyal Palms County Beach Park. Paseo Del Mar intersects with Western Avenue to
the west. Single- and multi-family residential uses are located in the project area east
of Weymouth Avenue and west of Western Avenue. Located north of the boundaries
of the White Point Nature Preserve is Los Angeles Air Force Base housing. Some
retail or commercial uses are located north of the Air Force housing near the
intersection of Western Avenue and 25th Street.
The White Point Nature Preserve consists of 102 acres of restored coastal sage scrub
and coastal prairie habitat, hiking and handicap-accessible trails overlooking the ocean
with views of Catalina Island. The nature preserve is bounded by Western Avenue on
the west, Paseo Del Mar on the south, Weymouth Avenue on the east, and the Los
Angeles Air Force Base housing on the north. In the southwest corner of the nature
preserve property there is an approximately one-fourth-acre parcel which belongs to
the Sanitation District of Los Angeles County and is used as a sanitary pump station.
The nature preserve includes a Nature Education Center, which opened in May 2010
and serves as a resource for students, families, and community groups from all over
Los Angeles. The Nature Education Center is housed in a repurposed historic, Cold
War assembly building. The landslide of November 2011 resulted in a small portion of
the White Point Nature Preserve sliding southward toward the ocean below.
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Located southwest of the project site at White Point and on the south side of Paseo Del
Mar is Fromhold Field, a Los Angeles County-operated recreational baseball field, as
well as the White Point-Royal Palms Beach Park also operated by the County. The
White Point-Royal Palms Beach Park encompasses White Point’s ocean bluffs, rocky
seashore and tide pools. This County park has visitor facilities that include a parking
lot, restrooms, playground, interpretive panels, picnic tables and benches.
The project site and surrounding area is located within the San Pedro Community Plan
Area. The San Pedro Community Plan designates Paseo Del Mar as a secondary
highway in the Plan Area that provides east-west circulation. The bike lanes that
traverse the project site are designated as Class II and span along Paseo Del Mar from
Kay Fiorentino Drive east to Gaffey Street. Paseo Del Mar and Western Avenue in the
project area include a portion of the boundary of the San Pedro Local Coastal Program
Specific Plan Area.
IV. POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this
project, involving at least one impact as indicated by the checklist in Appendix A. A
detailed discussion of these potential environmental effects follows.
Aesthetics

Agriculture and Forestry
Resources

Air Quality

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Geology /Soils

Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Hazards & Hazardous
Materials

Hydrology / Water
Quality

Land Use / Planning

Mineral Resources

Noise

Population / Housing

Public Services

Recreation

Transportation/Traffic

Utilities / Service
Systems

Mandatory Findings
of Significance

A. Aesthetics
The project site is located within the Coastal Zone in an area containing scenic and
visual qualities. Initial screening determined that the proposed project alternatives
would potentially result in significant impacts to aesthetics and visual resources. A
technical aesthetics and visual resources analysis will be prepared for the proposed
project and the EIR will include a detailed analysis of potential impacts (see Appendix
A).
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B. Agriculture and Forestry Resources
Initial screening determined that the proposed project alternatives would not result in
impacts to agriculture and forestry resources. These resources do not occur on or near
the project site and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue (see Appendix
A).
C. Air Quality
The proposed project alternatives would generate air pollutants as a result of
construction equipment emissions and fugitive dust. The proposed project alternatives
are not anticipated to result in long-term air quality impacts during operation as the
proposed project alternatives are intended to restore the roadway access to prelandslide conditions and they are not anticipated to create a substantial amount of new
vehicle trips. An air quality and greenhouse gas technical report will be prepared for
the proposed project and the EIR will include a detailed analysis of the potential air
quality impacts (see Appendix A).
D. Biological Resources
The project site is located adjacent to the White Point Nature Preserve, as well as
coastal bluffs, which contain sensitive habitats that support sensitive and/or special
status species. Additionally, the project site is also located near federally-protected
estuarine and marine deepwater wetlands. Initial screening determined that the
proposed project alternatives would potentially result in significant impacts to biological
resources. A biological resources technical report will be prepared for the proposed
project and the EIR will include a detailed analysis of the potential impacts to biological
resources (see Appendix A).
E. Cultural Resources
The project site is located in an area that may contain historical, archaeological, and/or
paleontological resources. Initial screening determined that the proposed project
would potentially result in significant impacts to cultural resources. A cultural
resources technical report will be prepared for the proposed project and the EIR will
include a detailed analysis of the potential impacts to cultural resources (see Appendix
A).
F. Geology and Soils
The project site is located in an area identified as being susceptible to landslides and
other geological phenomena. Initial screening determined that the proposed project
would potentially result in significant geology and soils impacts. A geotechnical
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investigation report will be prepared for the proposed project and the EIR will include a
detailed analysis of the potential impacts to geology and soils (see Appendix A).
G. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Construction activities associated with the proposed project alternatives would
generate greenhouse gas emissions. Initial screening determined that the proposed
project would potentially result in significant impacts related to greenhouse gas
emissions during the construction phase. It is not anticipated that substantial
greenhouse gas emissions would be generated during project operation. An air quality
and greenhouse gas technical report will be prepared for the proposed project and the
EIR will include a detailed analysis of the potential greenhouse gas emissions impacts
(see Appendix A).
H. Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Construction activities associated with the proposed project alternatives would involve
the limited transport, storage, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, such as fuels or
lubricants for construction equipment. However, these types of materials are not
acutely hazardous and all storage, handling, and disposal of such materials would be
done in accordance with existing regulations. The project site is not listed on any
hazardous materials sites databases and is not located within two miles of a public
airport or private airstrip. Initial screening determined that the proposed project would
cause less than significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials and the
EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue (see Appendix A).
I. Hydrology and Water Quality
The proposed project alternatives have the potential to affect hydrology and water
quality during construction activities and through potential changes to existing drainage
patterns. Initial screening determined that the proposed project alternatives would
potentially result in significant impacts to hydrology and water quality. A detailed
hydrology and water quality technical report will be prepared for the proposed project,
and the EIR will include a detailed analysis of the potential impacts to hydrology and
water quality (see Appendix A).
J. Land Use and Planning
As the proposed project alternatives would restore the portion of the roadway damaged
by the landslide event in November 2011, the proposed project would not divide and
established community. The project site is located within the San Pedro Community
Plan Area and within the boundaries of the San Pedro Specific Plan, which implements
the Local Coastal Program. Initial screening determined that the proposed project
Paseo Del Mar Permanent Restoration Project
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alternatives would potentially result in significant impacts related to consistency with
applicable land use plans. A detailed analysis of the applicable land use plans,
policies, and regulations governing development of the project site will be included in
the EIR (see Appendix A).
K. Mineral Resources
The project site is not in an area identified as containing significant mineral deposits.
Initial screening determined that the proposed project alternatives would result in no
impacts to mineral resources and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue
(see Appendix A).
L. Noise
Construction activities associated with the proposed project alternatives may increase
noise levels and/or generate ground-borne vibration from use of heavy equipment.
Initial screening determined that the proposed project would potentially result in
significant impacts due to construction noise and vibration. A technical noise analysis
will be prepared for the proposed project and the EIR will include a detailed analysis of
the potential noise and vibration impacts will be further studied in the EIR (see
Appendix A).
M. Population and Housing
The project site does not contain any existing housing and the proposed project
alternatives would not generate new permanent residents. Initial screening determined
that the proposed project would cause no impacts to population and housing and the
EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue (see Appendix A).
N. Public Services
The proposed project alternatives would not generate new permanent residents that
would increase the demand for public services. Initial screening determined that the
proposed project alternatives would cause less than significant impacts to public
services and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue (see Appendix A).
O. Recreation
The proposed project alternatives would not require new or expanded recreational
facilities. However, one of the proposed project alternatives would be partially located
within the boundaries of White Point Nature Preserve, a designated recreation area.
Initial screening determined that the proposed project alternatives may result in a
potentially significant impact to this recreation area. A detailed analysis of this issue
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will be included in the EIR (see Appendix A).
P. Transportation/Traffic
Project-related traffic impacts may potentially occur during construction activities. No
traffic impacts are anticipated to occur during operation as the proposed project
alternatives would restore the roadway to pre-landslide conditions. Initial screening
determined that the proposed project alternatives would potentially result in significant
impacts to transportation and traffic. A traffic technical study will be prepared for the
proposed project and the EIR will include a detailed analysis of the potential impacts to
transportation and traffic (see Appendix A).
Q. Utilities and Service Systems
The proposed project alternatives would not generate new permanent residents that
would increase the demand for utilities and service systems. Initial screening
determined that the proposed project alternatives would result in less than significant
impacts to utilities and service systems and the EIR will include a brief discussion of
this issue (see Appendix A).
R. Mandatory Findings of Significance
Based on the foregoing, it has been determined that:
The proposed project alternatives would potentially result in significant impacts to
biological resources and cultural resources. A biological resources technical report
and cultural resources technical report will be prepared for the proposed project, and
potential impacts to biological resources and cultural resources will be further studied
in the EIR.
Additionally, the proposed project alternatives would potentially result in aesthetics, air
quality, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water quality,
noise, and traffic and transportation. Therefore, the EIR will also include an analysis of
the proposed project alternatives’ potential to result in cumulatively considerable
impacts, achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term
environmental goals, and cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly. A detailed analysis of these issues will be included in the EIR (see
Appendix A).
V. MITIGATION MEASURES
The EIR will identify feasible mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially reduce
any significant adverse impacts resulting from implementation of the proposed project
alternatives.
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VI. NAME OF PREPARERS
Lead Agency
City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 South Broadway
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Maria E. Martin, Manager
William Jones, Environmental Project Manager
Technical Assistance Provided By:
Fareeha Kibriya, Project Director (AECOM)
Shannon Ledet, Project Manager (AECOM)
Cristina Chung, Deputy Project Manager (AECOM)
Vicky Wu, Environmental Analyst (AECOM)
Jang Seo, GIS Specialist (AECOM)
VII. DETERMINATION - RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION
A. Summary
This CEQA Initial Study has been prepared to assist the lead agency in determining
whether the proposed project alternatives would result in significant adverse
environmental impacts. Based on the nature and scope of the proposed project
alternatives and the evaluation contained in the Environmental Screening Checklist
(contained herein as Appendix A), it has been determined that the proposed project
alternatives would result in potentially significant impacts to the following environmental
issue areas: aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology
and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water quality, land use and
planning, noise, recreation, and transportation and traffic.
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APPENDICES
A. Environmental Screening Checklist
VIII. REFERENCES:
The following sources were used in the preparation of this document. Sources not available
via the internet are available by appointment for review at the offices of the Bureau of
Engineering, 1149 South Broadway, Suite 600, Los Angeles.
1.

AirNav. Airport Information. Available at: https://www.airnav.com/airports/ [Hazards
and Hazardous Materials]

2.

California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection,
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program. California Important Farmland Finder.
[Farmland Map] Available at: http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/ciff/ciff.html [Agriculture
and Forestry Resources]

3.

California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection,
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program. The Land Conservation Act. Available
at: ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/wa/LA_15_16_WA.pdf [Agriculture and Forestry
Resources]

4.

California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection,
Williamson Act Program. Williamson Act Maps in PDF Format, Los Angeles County
Williamson Act FY 2015/2016 Map. Available at:
ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/wa/LA_15_16_WA.pdf [Agriculture and Forestry
Resources]

5.

California Department of Conservation, California Geological Survey (CGS), Tsunami
Inundation Map, San Pedro Quadrangle. Available at:
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/geologic_hazards/Tsunami/Inundation_Maps/Los
Angeles/Documents/Tsunami_Inundation_TorranceSanPedro_Quads_LosAngeles.pd
f [Hydrology and Water Quality]

6.

California Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology, Seismic
Hazard Zones Map, San Pedro Quadrangle. March 1999. Available at:
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regulator
ymaps [Geology and Soils]

7.

California Department of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal
Resources Well Finder. Available at: http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/doggr/#close
[Mineral Resources]

8.

California Department of Toxic Substances Control. EnviroStor Database. Available
at: http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/default.asp [Hazards and Hazardous
Materials]
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9.

California State Water Resources Control Board, Geotracker Database. Available at:
http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/.[Hazards and Hazardous Materials]

10. City of Los Angeles, City Council. Municipal Code. [LAMC] Available at:
http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/lamc/municipalcode?f=templates$
fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:losangeles_ca_mc [Agriculture and Forestry
Resources]
11. City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning. General Plan. Including
community plans and technical elements. [General Plan] Available at:
http://planning.lacity.org/ [Aesthetics, Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water
Quality, Land Use and Planning, Mineral Resources, Noise]
12. Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Office of Historic Resources.
HistoricPlacesLA. Available at: http://www.historicplacesla.org/map [Cultural
Resources]
13.

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning. San Pedro Community Plan EIR.
August 2012. Available at:
http://planning.lacity.org/eir/SanPedro/DEIR/Vol%20I/06_Sec4-1_Aesthetics.pdf
[Aesthetics]

14. City of Los Angeles, Department. of City Planning. Zoning Information and Map
Access System (ZIMAS). Available at: http://zimas.lacity.org/ [Agriculture and
Forestry Resources, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Land Use and Planning]
15. City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering.
NavigateLA. Available at: http://navigatela.lacity.org/navigatela/ [Geology and Soils,
Hazards and Hazardous Materials]
16. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM)
Panels 06037C2029F and 06037C2033F. Available at: https://msc.fema.gov/portal/
[Hydrology and Water Quality]
17. South Coast Air Quality Management District, Map of Jurisdiction. Available at:
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/default-document-library/map-ofjurisdiction.pdf [Air Quality]
18. US Environmental Protection Agency. Facility Registry Service (FRS). Available at:
https://www.epa.gov/enviro/facility-registry-service-frs [Hazards and Hazardous
Materials]
19. US Fish and Wildlife Service, National Wetlands Inventory. Available at:
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html [Biological Resources]
20. Woodring, W.P., Bramlette, M.N., & Kew, W.S.W. Geology and Paleontology of Palos
Verdes Hills, California. Available at: http://pubs.usgs.gov/pp/0207/report.pdf [Cultural
Resources]
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APPENDIX A
ENVIRONMENTAL SCREENING CHECKLIST

No Impact

Less Than
Significant

Less Than
Significant
With Mitigation

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

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

1. AESTHETICS – Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project introduces incompatible visual elements within
a field of view containing a scenic vista or substantially alters a view of a scenic vista.
Explanation: The project site is located within the Coastal Zone in an area containing scenic and visual
qualities. Therefore, the proposed project alternatives may have the potential to impact a scenic vista. A
visual resources technical report will be prepared for the proposed project to evaluate potential impacts on
visual resources, including those to scenic vistas. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the
EIR.
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees,
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
Standard: A significant impact may occur where scenic resources within a state scenic highway would be
damaged or removed as a result of the proposed project.
Explanation: Paseo Del Mar is not a state-designated scenic highway; however, the General Plan
designates the stretch of Paseo Del Mar/Shepard Street between Pacific Avenue and Western Avenue as a
Secondary Scenic Highway providing public views of the Pacific Ocean, Catalina Island, and coastal
parklands. The proposed project alternatives would restore access along the approximately 400-foot
stretch of Paseo Del Mar damaged by the landslide to pre-landslide conditions. The visual resources
technical report prepared for the proposed project will evaluate potential impacts to scenic highways. A
detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR. Reference: 13 (San Pedro Community Plan EIR),
11(General Plan).
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project introduces incompatible visual elements to
the project site or visual elements that would be incompatible with the character of the area surrounding the
project site.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would restore the roadway access to pre-landslide
conditions; however, each of the project alternatives would result in a change in visual character from the
previous roadway and the sections of roadway to the east and west of the project site. The visual resources
technical report will evaluate potential impacts to visual character and quality. A detailed analysis of this
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issue will be included in the EIR.
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area?
Standard: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project caused a substantial increase in
ambient illumination levels beyond the property line or caused new lighting to spill-over onto light-sensitive
land uses such as residential, some commercial and institutional uses that require minimum illumination for
proper function, and natural areas.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives may include new street lighting along the roadway. The
visual resources technical report will evaluate potential light and glare impacts. A detailed analysis of this
issue will be included in the EIR.
2. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES – Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?
Standard: In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects,
lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agriculture and farmland. A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to result in the
conversion of state-designated agricultural land from agricultural use to another non-agricultural use.
Explanation: No prime or unique farmland, or farmland of statewide importance exists within the project
area or vicinity. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue. Reference:
2 (Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program California Important Farmland Finder)
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to result in the conversion of land zoned
for agricultural use, or indicated under a Williamson Act contract, from agricultural use to another nonagricultural use.
Explanation: The project site and adjacent parcels are not zoned or developed for agricultural uses.
Furthermore, the only land in Los Angeles County currently under a Williamson Act contract is located on
Santa Catalina Island, approximately 20 miles southwest of the project site. The proposed project
alternatives would not conflict with existing zoning or a Williamson Act contract. No impact would occur
and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue. Reference: 4 (California Department of
Conservation Williamson Act Maps)
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined
in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104(g))?
Standard: In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement
methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.
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Explanation: The site is zoned OS (Open Space), which allows for natural resource preserves for the
managed production of resources, including forest lands. However, the project site includes the Paseo Del
Mar right-of-way and the area adjacent to and north of the project site is a nature preserve. No forest lands
are located on or near the project site. Therefore, the proposed project alternatives would not conflict with
existing zoning or cause rezoning of forest land or timberland. No impact would occur and the EIR will
include a brief discussion of this issue. Reference: 14 (ZIMAS).
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?
Standard: In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement
methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.
Explanation: Refer to item 2(c) above. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion
of this issue.
e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of farmland, to non-agricultural use?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if a project results in the conversion of farmland to another nonagricultural use.
Explanation: Refer to items 2 (a) and 2 (b) above. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief
discussion of this issue.
3. AIR QUALITY – Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project was inconsistent with or obstruct the
implementation of the Air Quality Element of the City’s General Plan or the Air Quality Management Plan
(AQMP).
Explanation: The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) monitors air quality within the
project area and the South Coast Air Basin, which includes Orange County and portions of Los Angeles
County, Riverside, and San Bernardino Counties. The proposed project alternatives would restore
roadway access along that portion of Paseo Del Mar that was damaged by the landslide in 2011. As the
proposed project alternatives would restore roadway access to pre-landslide conditions, it is not anticipated
that a substantial number of new vehicle trips would be created. Thus long-term air quality impacts during
the operational phase are not anticipated. An air quality and greenhouse gases technical report will be
prepared for the proposed project to determine whether short-term construction emissions would exceed
the emissions budgeted for the project site in the applicable air quality management plan. A detailed
analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR. Reference: 17 (South Coast Air Quality Management
District).
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project violated any SCAQMD air quality
standard. The SCAQMD has set thresholds of significance for reactive organic gases (ROG), nitrogen
oxides (NOx), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (SO2), and particulate matter (PM10) emissions
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resulting from construction and operation in the South Coast Air Basin.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would generate air pollutants as a result of construction
emissions. Short-term impacts may result from construction equipment emissions, such as graders, dump
trucks, worker vehicle exhaust, and from fugitive dust during site preparation activities. The proposed
project alternatives would not likely result in long-term air quality impacts during operations as the
proposed project is intended to restore the roadway access to pre-landslide conditions and is not
anticipated to create a substantial amount of new vehicle trips. The air quality technical report prepared for
the proposed project alternatives will evaluate construction air quality impacts. A detailed analysis of this
issue will be included in the EIR.
c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of a criteria pollutant for which the South Coast Air Basin exceeds federal and
state ambient air quality standards and has been designated as an area of non-attainment by the USEPA
and/or California Air Resources Board. The South Coast Air Basin is a non-attainment area for carbon
monoxide, ozone, particulate matter (PM10), and fine particulate matter (PM2.5).
Explanation: The SCAQMD recommends that a project’s potential contribution to cumulative impacts
should be assessed utilizing the same significance criteria as those for project specific impacts. The air
quality technical report prepared for the proposed project alternatives will evaluate the potential for
cumulative air quality impacts. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if construction or operation of the proposed project generated
pollutant concentrations to a degree that would significantly affect sensitive receptors.
Explanation: The SCAQMD indicates that sensitive receptors include residences, schools, playgrounds,
child care centers, athletic facilities, long-term health care facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent
centers, and retirement homes. Operation of the proposed project alternatives would not be anticipated to
generate substantial new sources of pollutant concentrations. The air quality technical report prepared for
the proposed project will evaluate the potential for individual receptors to be exposed to unhealthful
pollutant concentrations during construction. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if objectionable odors occur that would adversely impact
sensitive receptors.
Explanation: Potential sources that may emit odors during construction activities include exhaust from
diesel construction equipment. Such odors may be a temporary source of nuisance to adjacent uses;
however, as construction activities are localized, temporary, and intermittent in nature, construction-related
odors would not be considered a significant environmental impact. Operation of the proposed project
alternatives would not be anticipated to generate significant new sources of objectionable odors.
Therefore, impacts associated with objectionable odors would be less than significant and the EIR will
include a brief discussion of this issue.
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES – Would the project:
a) 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?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would remove or modify habitat for any
species identified or designated as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulation, or by the state or federal regulatory agencies cited.
Explanation: The White Point Nature Preserve, located adjacent to and north of the project site, and the
adjacent coastal bluffs are known to contain habitat that supports sensitive and/or special status plant and
wildlife species. Implementation of the proposed project alternatives may have the potential to impact such
species. A biological resources technical report will be prepared to evaluate potential impacts to sensitive
and/or special status species. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and
regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if riparian habitat or any other sensitive natural community were to be
adversely modified
Explanation: The White Point Nature Preserve, located adjacent to and north of the project site, and
adjacent coastal bluffs contain sensitive habitat. Thus, implementation of the proposed project alternatives
may have the potential to impact a sensitive natural community. The biological resources technical report
prepared for the proposed project will evaluate potential impacts to sensitive habitat. A detailed analysis of
this issue will be included in the EIR.
c) 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, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if federally protected wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act would be modified or removed.
Explanation: No wetlands occur within the project site. However, the lands along the shoreline below the
project site are designated as estuarine and marine wetlands, with the deeper waters off the coast
identified as estuarine and marine deep water. Construction activities associated with the proposed project
alternatives may have the potential to impact these waters below the project site. The biological resources
technical report prepared for the proposed project will evaluate potential impacts to protected wetlands. A
detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR. Reference: 19 (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
National Wetlands Inventory)
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project interferes or removes access to a
migratory wildlife corridor or impedes the use of native wildlife nursery sites.
Explanation: Sensitive habitat is located adjacent to and directly north of the project site in the White Point
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Nature Preserve, and adjacent coastal bluffs to the south. As such, implementation of the proposed
project alternative may affect wildlife movement in the area. The biological resources technical report
prepared for the proposed project will evaluate potential impacts to wildlife movement corridors. A detailed
analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would cause an impact that is
inconsistent with local regulations pertaining to biological resources.
Explanation: The biological resources technical report prepared for the proposed project alternative will
assess the presence of protected biological resources, as well as potential impacts to policies or
ordinances protecting such resources. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would be inconsistent with mapping or
policies in any conservation plans of the cited type.
Explanation: The biological resources technical report prepared for the proposed project alternatives will
assess the presence of any conservation plans in the project vicinity, as well as any potential impacts to
such plans. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
5. CULTURAL RESOURCES – Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5?
Standard: A significant impact may result if the proposed project caused a substantial adverse change to
the significance of a historical resource (as identified above).
Explanation: A detailed cultural resources technical report will be prepared for the proposed project
alternatives, which will identify any significant historical resources in the project area, and will assess any
potential impacts to such resources. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an archaeological resource which falls under the CEQA Guidelines section
cited above.
Explanation: The project site may contain archaeological resources as the White Point area has been
associated with the Gabrielino people, Spanish colonizers, and Japanese-American fishermen prior to the
1930s. The cultural resources technical report prepared for the proposed project alternatives will identify
any archaeological resources in the project area, and will assess potential impacts to such resources. A
detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if grading or excavation activities associated with the proposed
project would disturb unique paleontological resources or unique geologic features.
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Explanation: The Palos Verdes Hills located near the project site are known to contain Miocene, Pliocene,
and Pleistocene formations, which have a high potential of containing fossilized remains. Construction,
activities, such as grading or excavation for road construction, could impact paleontological resources. The
cultural resources technical report prepared for the proposed project alternatives will assess the potential
for impacts to paleontological resources. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
Reference: 20 (Geology and Paleontology of Palos Verdes Hills]
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if grading or excavation activities associated with the proposed
project would disturb interred human remains.
Explanation: No known burial sites are located within the project site and the area has been previously
disturbed with development along the original Paseo Del Mar right-of-way, as well as the landslide event in
November 2011. The cultural resources technical report will assess potential impacts related to
disturbance of human remains. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS – Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist
for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were located within a state-designated
Alquist-Priolo Zone or other designated fault zone and appropriate building practices were not followed.
Explanation: The project site is not located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone; however, various
fault lines exist within the project area. A geotechnical investigation report will be prepared for the
proposed project and will identify any known active fault zones in the project vicinity. A detailed analysis
of this issue will be included in the EIR.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project design did not comply with building code
requirements intended to protect people from hazards associated with strong seismic ground shaking.
Explanation: Seismic hazards from groundshaking are typical for many areas of southern California
and the potential for seismic activity would not be greater at the project site than for much of the Los
Angeles area. A geotechnical investigation report will be prepared for the proposed project that
addresses seismic conditions at the project site and in the vicinity. A detailed analysis of this issue will
be included in the EIR.
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would be located in an area identified
as having a high risk of liquefaction and appropriate design measures required within such designated
areas were not incorporated into the project.
Explanation: The project site is not located within an area identified by the City or state as being
susceptible to liquefaction. As such, implementation of the proposed project would not expose people
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or structures to adverse effects due to liquefaction. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a
brief discussion of this issue. Reference: 6 (Seismic Hazard Map San Pedro Quad.), 11 (General
Plan).
iv) Landslides?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were located in a hillside area with soil
conditions that would suggest high potential for sliding and appropriate design measures were not
implemented.
Explanation: The project site is located within an area designated by the City and state as being
susceptible to landslides. The primary objective of the proposed project is to restore access along a
portion of the Paseo Del Mar right-of-way that was damaged during a landslide event. The geotechnical
investigation report prepared for the proposed project alternatives will address soil conditions in the
project vicinity with respect to future landslide potential. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included
in the EIR. Reference: 6 (Seismic Hazard Map San Pedro Quad.), 11 (General Plan).
a) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to expose large areas to the erosion
effects of wind or water for a prolonged period of time.
Explanation: Although the proposed project alternatives would return an impervious paved road surface to
the project site, construction activities would result in ground surface disruption during excavation and
grading that could result in the potential for erosion to occur. A detailed analysis of this issue will be
included in the EIR.
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project alternatives were built in an unstable area
without proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project buildings,
thus posing a hazard to life and property.
Explanation: See items 6 (a) (iii) and (iv) above. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were built on expansive soils without
proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project buildings, thus
posing a hazard to life and property.
Explanation: The geotechnical investigation report prepared for the proposed project alternatives will
address soil conditions in the project vicinity with respect to expansion potential. A detailed analysis of this
issue will be included in the EIR.
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for
the disposal of wastewater?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were built on soils that were incapable of
adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal system, and such a
system was proposed.

Paseo Del Mar Permanent Restoration Project
CEQA Initial Study
Page 37 of 52

October 2016

INITIAL STUDY

No Impact

Less Than
Significant

Less Than
Significant
With Mitigation

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

PUBLIC WORKS – BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

Explanation: The project area is served by the City’s wastewater collection, conveyance, and treatment
systems, and no alternative wastewater disposal systems are proposed as part of the project alternatives.
The EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue. Reference: 15 (NavigateLA).
7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS – Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the environment?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project would generate substantial greenhouse gas
emissions during construction or operation.
Explanation: As the proposed project alternatives are intended to restore the roadway to pre-landslide
conditions, it is not anticipated that a substantial net increase in greenhouse gas emissions would be
generated during operation. However, construction of the proposed project alternatives would generate
greenhouse gas emissions. Construction-related emissions would be generated from off-road construction
equipment and on-road vehicle exhaust. Therefore, the proposed project alternatives could result in a
potentially significant impact related to greenhouse gas emissions. A detailed analysis of this issue will be
included in the EIR.
b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project would conflict with adopted plans, policies, or
regulations to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
Explanation: As discussed in item 7(a), the proposed project alternatives would generate greenhouse gas
emissions during construction. In addition to analyzing impacts related to such emissions, the EIR will also
include a detailed analysis of the proposed project’s compliance with applicable plans, policies, and
regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS – Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project involved the use or disposal of hazardous
materials as part of its routine operations and would have the potential to generate toxic or otherwise
hazardous emissions.
Explanation: Construction of the proposed project alternatives would use hazardous materials typical of
construction (i.e., fuel for construction equipment, materials for road construction). However, the transport,
use, and disposal of construction-related hazardous materials would comply with applicable laws and
regulations for such activities. Operation of the proposed project alternatives would not require the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. Therefore, impacts related to the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant, and the EIR will include a brief discussion
of this issue.
b) 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?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project involved a risk of accidental explosion or
utilized substantial amounts of hazardous materials as part of its routine operations that could potentially
pose a hazard to the public under accident or upset conditions.
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Explanation: Construction activities for the proposed project alternatives would involve the limited transport,
storage, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, such as fuel for construction equipment and materials for
road construction. These types of materials, however, are not acutely hazardous, and all storage,
handling, and disposal of these materials would comply with existing regulations. Compliance with
regulations would ensure a less than significant impact related to creating a significant hazard to the public
through reasonably foreseeable upset or accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment with regard to construction of the proposed project alternatives, and of the EIR will
include a brief discussion of this issue.
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were located within one-quarter mile of
an existing or proposed school site and were projected to release toxic emissions which pose a hazard
beyond regulatory thresholds.
Explanation: White Point Elementary School is located approximately one-quarter mile northeast of the
project site. As discussed in items 8(a) and (b) above, construction and operation of the proposed project
alternatives would involve the limited use of hazardous materials, and would be handled in accordance
with applicable federal, state, and local regulations regarding storage, use, and disposal. Compliance with
existing regulations would ensure a less than significant impact related to emitting hazardous emissions or
handling hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an
existing school, and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue. Reference: 9 (Geotracker), 8
(Envirostor), 15 (NavigateLA).
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to California Government Code Section 65962.5
and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?
Standard: California Government Code Section 65962.5 requires various State agencies to compile lists of
hazardous waste disposal facilities, unauthorized release from underground storage tanks, contaminated
drinking water wells, and solid waste facilities from which there is known migration of hazardous waste and
submit such information to the state Secretary for Environmental Protection on at least an annual basis. A
significant impact may occur if the project site is included on any of the above referenced lists and, therefore,
would pose an environmental hazard to surrounding sensitive uses
Explanation: The project site is not listed on the State Water Resources Control Board’s online,
GeoTracker system which includes leaking underground fuel tank sites and Spills, Leaks, Investigations,
and Cleanups sites; or, the Department of Toxic Substances Control’s EnviroStor Data Management
System which includes CORTESE sites; or, the Environmental Protection Agency’s database of regulated
facilities. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue. Reference: 9
(Geotracker), 8 (Envirostor).
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project site were located within a public airport land
use plan area, or within two miles of a public airport, and would create a safety hazard.
Explanation: The project site is not located within a public airport land use plan area, or within two miles of
a public airport, and would create a safety hazard. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief
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discussion of this issue. Reference: 1 (AirNav).
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in
a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project would result in a safety hazard for people residing
or working in the project area because of its location near a private airstrip.
Explanation: No private airstrip is located within the vicinity of the project site. No impact would occur and the
EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue. Reference: 1 (AirNav).
g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to substantially interfere with
roadway operations used in conjunction with an emergency response plan or evacuation plan or would
generate sufficient traffic to create traffic congestion that would interfere with the execution of such plan.
Explanation: Following the landslide event of November 2011, the site of the landslide area was closed off.
The site currently remains fenced off on the western end and closed via a temporary street turnaround on
the eastern end. Therefore, no staged construction or traffic detour will be required which could interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.
Operation of the proposed project alternatives would provide improved emergency access as the road
would be restored to its pre-landslide conditions, allowing east-west access for the emergency vehicles and
communities surrounding the project site. Therefore, the proposed project alternatives would not impair
implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan. The impact would be less than significant and the EIR will include a brief discussion of
this issue.
h) 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?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were located in a wild land area and
poses a significant fire hazard, which could affect persons or structures in the area in the event of a fire.
Explanation: The project site is located within a very high fire hazard severity zone. However, the
proposed project alternatives are intended to restore access along the Paseo Del Mar right-of-way to prelandslide conditions. As the roadway was previously located at the project site, implementation of the
proposed project alternatives would not increase the wildland fire risk in the project area. The impact
would be less than significant and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue. Reference: 15
(NavigateLA), 14 (ZIMAS).
9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY – Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project discharged water which did not meet the
quality standards of agencies which regulate surface water quality and water discharge into storm-water
drainage systems.
Explanation: Construction activities have the potential to degrade water quality through the exposure of
surface runoff to exposed soils, dust, and other debris, as well as from runoff from construction equipment.
As the proposed project alternatives are intended to restore the roadway to pre-landslide conditions, it is
not anticipated that a substantial net increase in runoff would be generated at the project site during
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operation. A hydrology and water quality technical report will be prepared for the proposed project to
assess potential impacts to water quality. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?
Standard: A project would normally have a significant impact on groundwater supplies if it were to result in
a demonstrable and sustained reduction of groundwater recharge capacity or change the potable water
levels sufficiently that it would reduce the ability of a water utility to use the groundwater basin for public
water supplies or storage of imported water, reduce the yields of adjacent wells or well fields, or adversely
change the rate or direction of groundwater flow.
Explanation: The hydrology and water quality technical report prepared for the proposed project
alternatives will assess potential impacts to groundwater supply and recharge. A detailed analysis of this
issue will be included in the EIR.
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project resulted in a substantial alteration of
drainage patterns that resulted in a substantial increase in erosion or siltation during construction or
operation of the project
Explanation: No streams or rivers cross the project site. However, implementation of the proposed project
alternatives may have the potential to alter drainage patterns. The hydrology and water quality technical
report prepared for the proposed project alternatives will evaluate potential impacts to the alteration of
drainage patterns. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
d) Substantially 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
that would result in flooding on- or off-site?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project resulted in increased runoff volumes
during construction or operation of the proposed project that would result in flooding conditions affecting the
project site or nearby properties.
Explanation: Refer to item 9(c) above. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing
or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the volume of runoff were to increase to a level which
exceeded the capacity of the storm drain system serving a project site. A significant impact may also occur
if the proposed project would substantially increase the probability that polluted runoff would reach the
storm drain system.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives may have the potential to change runoff volumes. The
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hydrology and water quality technical report prepared for the proposed project alternatives will evaluate
potential impacts to the storm drain system due to changes in runoff volumes. A detailed analysis of this
issue will be included in the EIR.
f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
Comment: A significant impact may occur if a project included potential sources of water pollutants and
potential to substantially degrade water quality.
Explanation: Refer to item 9(a). A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other
flood hazard delineation map?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project placed housing within a 100-year flood
zone.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would restore the portion of the Paseo Del Mar right-of-way
that was destroyed by the landslide event in November 2011. The proposed project alternatives do not
include any housing. Therefore, no impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this
issue.
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that would impede or
redirect flood flows?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were located within a 100-year flood zone
and would impede or redirect flood flows.
Explanation: The project site is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area. Therefore, no impact
would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue. Reference: 16 (FEMA FIRM Panels
06037C2029F and 06037C2033F).
i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were located in an area where a dam or
levee could fail, exposing people or structures to significant risk of loss, injury or death.
Explanation: The project site is not located within a city-designated inundation hazard area for any dams or
levees. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue. Reference: 11
(General Plan).
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were located in an area with inundation
potential due to seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.
Explanation: The project site is not located in proximity to a closed body of water (e.g., lake or reservoir)
and would not be subject to hazards associated with inundation from a seiche. Although adjacent to the
coastline along the Pacific Ocean, the project site is located on a bluff above the coastline and outside of
the tsunami inundation hazard area mapped by the California Geological Survey; therefore, the proposed
project alternatives would not be at risk for inundation from a tsunami. The area surrounding the project
site to the north contains marine terraces that slope to the southwest, which could pose a source of
mudflow at the project site. Therefore, a detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
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Reference: 5 (CGS Tsunami Inundation Map, San Pedro Quadrangle).
10. LAND USE AND PLANNING – Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were sufficiently large or otherwise
configured in such a way as to create a physical barrier within an established community.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would restore access along the portion of the Paseo Del
Mar right-of-way that was destroyed by the landslide event in November 2011. Thus, the proposed project
alternatives would remove the existing barrier and reestablish connectivity to the surrounding community.
The proposed project would not physically divide an established community. No impact would occur and
the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
b) 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)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were inconsistent with the General Plan, or
other applicable plan, or with the site’s zoning if designated to avoid or mitigate a significant potential
environmental impact.
Explanation: The project site is located within the San Pedro Community Plan Area of the City of Los
Angeles and implementation of the proposed project would be subject to the development regulations
outlined in the Community Plan and the Los Angeles Municipal Code. Additionally, the project site is also
located within the boundaries of the San Pedro Specific Plan, which implements the applicable local
coastal program. A detailed analysis of the applicable land use plans, polices, and regulations guiding
development of the proposed project alternatives will be included in the EIR. Reference: 14 (ZIMAS), 11
(General Plan).
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were located within an area governed by a
habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan and would conflict with such plan.
Explanation: See discussion under item 4(f) above. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the
EIR.
11. MINERAL RESOURCES – Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project were located in an area used or available for
extraction of a regionally important mineral resource, if the project converted an existing or potential
present or future regionally-important mineral extraction use to another use, or if a project affected access
to such a site.
Explanation: The project site is not known to contain mineral resources. No impact would occur and the
EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue. Reference: 7 (California Department of Conservation,
Division of Oil, Gas & Geothermal Resources).
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b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other
land use plan?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if a project were located in an area used or available for
extraction of a locally-important mineral resource and the project converted such a resource to another use
or affected access to such a site.
Explanation: The project site is not known to contain mineral resources. No impact would occur an the
EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue. References: 7 (California Department of Conservation,
Division of Oil, Gas & Geothermal Resources), 11 (General Plan).
12. NOISE – Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project generated noise levels exceeding the standards for
ambient noise as established by the General Plan and Municipal Code or exposed persons to that
increased level of noise.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives may generate increased noise levels during construction
activities. A technical noise analysis will be prepared for the proposed project alternatives that will assess
the potential for increases in noise levels and any associated impacts. A detailed analysis of this issue will
be included in the EIR.
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or
ground-borne noise levels?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project were to expose persons to or generate excessive
ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels.
Explanation: Construction activities associated with the proposed project alternatives may generate groundborne vibration from use of heavy equipment. The technical noise analysis prepared for the proposed
project alternatives will evaluate the potential for groundborne noise and vibration, as well as any
associated impacts. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the project?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project were to substantially and permanently increase the
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the proposed project.
Explanation: Refer to item 11 (a) above. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project were to create a substantial temporary or periodic
increase in the ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the proposed project.
Explanation: Refer to item 11 (a) above. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project
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area to excessive noise levels?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project site were located within two miles of an airport.
Explanation: Refer to item 8(e) above. The project site is not located within two miles of a public airport or
private airstrip. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project site were located within two miles of a private
airstrip.
Explanation: Refer to item 8(f) above. The project site is not located within two miles of a public airport or
private airstrip. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
13. POPULATION AND HOUSING – Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if population growth is induced in an area, either directly or
indirectly, such that the population of the area may exceed the planned population of that area.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would restore the existing Paseo Del Mar roadway, as well
as the access that was lost due to damage from the landslide event in November 2011. The proposed
project alternatives would not induce population growth. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a
brief discussion of this issue.
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project would result in a net loss of 15 single-family
dwellings or 25 dwellings in multi-family housing.
Explanation: No housing currently exists on the project site and the proposed project alternatives would not
displace any housing. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the project would result in a net loss of 15 single-family
dwellings or 25 dwellings in multi-family housing.
Explanation: No housing currently exists on the project site and the proposed project alternatives would not
displace any population. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
14. PUBLIC SERVICES –
a) 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 acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:
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i) Fire protection?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the City of Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) could not
adequately serve the proposed project based on response time, access, or fire hydrant/water
availability.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would not result in an increase in population, and thus,
would not generate a need for new or altered fire protection facilities. The proposed project would be
constructed in accordance with all applicable fire codes set forth by the State Fire Marshall and Los
Angeles Fire Department. Therefore, the proposed project alternative would not be considered a fire
hazard and would not exceed the capacity of the Los Angeles Fire Department to serve the site or other
areas with existing fire protection services. The nearest local fire responders would be notified, as
appropriate, of traffic control plans during construction so as to coordinate emergency response routing
during construction work. The impact would be less than significant and the EIR will include a brief
discussion of this issue.
ii) Police protection?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to result in an increase in demand
for police services that would exceed the capacity of the police department responsible for serving the
site.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would not require additional police protection beyond
what is currently provided. The nearest local police station would be notified, as appropriate, of traffic
control plans during construction so as to coordinate emergency response routing during construction
work. The impact would be less than significant and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
iii) Schools?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project includes substantial employment or
population growth that could generate demand for school facilities that exceeded the capacity of the
school district responsible for serving the project site.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would not induce employment or population growth,
either directly or indirectly, and would therefore not increase the demand for schools in the area. No
impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
iv) Parks?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the recreation and park services available could not
accommodate the population increase resulting from the implementation of the proposed project.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would not generate residents that would increase the
demand for park facilities. No impact would occur the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
v) Other public facilities?
Standard: Projects that do not result in a net increase of 75 residential units normally would not have a
significant impact on public libraries.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would not generate residents that would increase the
demand for other public facilities. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of
this issue.
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15. RECREATION –
a) Would 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?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project includes substantial employment or
population growth that may generate demand for public park facilities that exceed the capacity of existing
parks.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would not result in an increase in population that would
increase the use of existing recreational facilities. However, one of the proposed project alternatives would
be partially located within the boundaries of White Point Nature Preserve, which is a designated recreation
area. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR to assess potential impacts of the
proposed project alternatives on the adjacent recreational area.
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction
or expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if a project includes the construction or expansion of park
facilities and such construction would have a significant adverse effect on the environment.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives do not include new or require the expansion of existing
recreational facilities. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC – Would the project:
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system,
taking into account all modes of transportation including mass transit and
non-motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersection, streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project causes an increase in traffic that is substantial
in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system.
Explanation: Traffic may be affected temporarily due to construction activities. The proposed project
alternatives are not likely to increase traffic during operation as the proposed project is intended to restore
the roadway to pre-landslide conditions and is not anticipated to create a substantial amount of new vehicle
trips. A traffic study will be prepared for the proposed project alternatives, including an analysis of
construction traffic impacts. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included 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?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project causes a conflict with an applicable
congestion management program.
Explanation: Project related traffic impacts may potentially occur during construction activities only. No traffic
impacts are anticipated to occur during operation of the proposed project alternatives as the proposed project
would restore the roadway to pre-landslide conditions. The County of Los Angeles of Congestion Management
Program level of significance thresholds are not intended to be applied to construction activities. However, a
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traffic study will be prepared for the proposed project alternatives and a detailed analysis of this issue will be
included 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?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project changed air traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location the resulted in substantial safety risks.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would restore a portion of a roadway that was destroyed by
a landslide. There would be no impact to air traffic patterns. No impact would occur and the EIR will
include a brief discussion of this issue.
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project substantially increased road hazards due
to a design feature or incompatible uses.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives are compatible with the existing land use on-site and are not
expected to generate any hazards from design features that would result in a safety hazard to pedestrians,
personnel, visitors, or nearby neighbors, as the proposed project alternatives would restore the road to prelandslide conditions. No impact would occur and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
e) Result in inadequate emergency access?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project resulted in inadequate emergency access.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would not require any road closures during construction as
the existing roadway is already currently closed off to the east and west of the project site. During
operation of the proposed project, the roadway would be restored to pre-landslide conditions and would
reestablish east-west emergency access along Paseo Del Mar. Therefore, the impact would be less than
significant, and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
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?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project conflicts with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative transportation.
Explanation: The proposed project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation. During operation of the proposed project alternatives, bike lanes and pedestrian
access would be restored to pre-landslide conditions. Therefore, there would be no impact and the EIR will
include a brief discussion of this issue.
17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS – Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project exceeds wastewater treatment
requirements of the local regulatory governing agency.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would not exceed the wastewater treatment requirements
of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board. Wastewater from construction would continue to
flow to the existing storm drain system currently serving the project site. A Stormwater Pollution Prevention
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Plan and erosion control plan would be prepared for the proposed project that would specify appropriate
Best Management Practices to control runoff from the project site. Final drainage design of the proposed
project alternatives would comply with treatment Best Management Practices of the Regional Water
Quality Board. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant, and the EIR will include a brief
discussion of this issue.
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?
Standard: 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.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would not use additional water or generate additional
wastewater that would exceed existing capacity. The proposed project alternatives would require small
amounts of water for construction activities. As discussed in 17 (a), wastewater would primarily be
generated from construction activities and would flow into the existing storm drain system currently serving
the project site. Groundwater that may require treatment would be treated at an existing sewage facility
which currently serves the project area. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant, and the EIR
will include a brief discussion of this issue.
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?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the volume of storm water runoff from the proposed project
increases to a level exceeding the capacity of the storm drain system serving the project site.
Explanation: Following the landslide event of November 2011, subterranean and surface drainage was
installed at the east end of the project site, and drainage improvements were installed on the west end of
the project site at the intersection of Weymouth Avenue and Paseo Del Mar. The proposed project
alternatives would incorporate drainage into the final design and natural drainage of any graded areas
would be maintained throughout construction and operation of the proposed project. Storm water runoff
would flow into the existing storm drain system currently serving the project site. The storm water facilities
in the area are adequate to serve the proposed project.
As drainage would be incorporated into the final design of the proposed project alternatives, it is not
anticipated that the proposed project would increase the volume of storm water runoff during operation.
Drainage systems would be inspected for damage and clogging throughout the life of the roadway.
Therefore, the impact would be less than significant, and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this
issue.
d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project’s water demands would exceed the
existing water supplies that serve the site.
Explanation: The City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power provides potable water to the
project area and vicinity. Other than temporary construction water use, the proposed project alternatives
would not include new water uses. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant, and the EIR will
include a brief discussion of this issue.
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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?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would increase wastewater generation to
such a degree that the capacity of facilities currently serving the project site would be exceeded.
Explanation: See item 17 (a) above. The impact would be less than significant and the EIR will include a
brief discussion of this issue.
f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate
the project’s solid waste disposal needs?
Standard: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to increase solid waste generation to
a degree that existing and projected landfill capacities would be insufficient to accommodate the additional
waste.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would generate waste typical of construction activities. The
City standard for public works requires demolition debris to be recycled where feasible; therefore, impact
associated with construction debris would be less than significant. Following construction, the project
would not generate substantial amounts of solid waste. Therefore, the impact would be less than
significant, and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?
Standard: 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.
Explanation: The proposed project alternatives would be designed, constructed and operated following all
applicable laws, regulations, ordinances, and formally adopted City standards regarding solid waste
disposal. The impact would be less than significant, and the EIR will include a brief discussion of this issue.
18. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
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, 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?
Comment: As discussed previously, a biological resources technical report and cultural resources
technical report will be prepared for the proposed project, which will evaluate potential impacts to biological
resources and historic resources, respectively. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
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)?
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Comment: The EIR will contain an analysis of potential cumulatively considerable impacts associated with
the proposed project alternatives. A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
c) Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term environmental
goals to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals?
Comment: A detailed analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.
d) Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
Comment: The proposed project could potentially result in environmental effects that may cause adverse
effects on human beings with regard to the following environmental areas discussed in this Initial Study:
aesthetics, air quality, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water quality, noise,
and traffic and transportation. A detailed analysis of these issues will be included in the EIR.
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