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City of Los Angeles Initial Study Checklist 
 

 
LEAD CITY AGENCY 
 

City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning 
 

COUNCIL DISTRICT 
 

9 
 

 
DATE 
 

July 2013 
  

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES 
 
PROJECT TITLE/NO. 

USC Child Care Facility at Royal Street  
CASE NO. 

  
 
PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO. 
 

      

 DOES have significant changes from previous actions. 
 

 DOES NOT have significant changes from previous actions. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
 
The Child Care Facility at Royal Street project proposes to replace the existing vacant residential units on the 
Project Site with a new approximately 9,376-square-foot child care facility.  This building would consist of two stories 
and would have a maximum height of approximately 40 feet.  The Project Site would also include an approximately 
5,258-square-foot playground and parking for approximately 19 vehicles. A two-way, inbound/outbound driveway 
would be provided on Royal Street.  The child care facility would serve existing USC faculty and staff and would 
provide care for approximately 114 children on a daily basis. Approximately 20 new staff members would be 
provided.   

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: 

The Project Site is generally bounded by West 30th Street to the north, an alley to the east, West 32nd Street to the 
south, and Royal Street to the west.  Multi-family residential uses are located to the north, single and multi-family 
residential uses are located to the south and east, and University apartments are located to the west. 

PROJECT LOCATION 

 The Project Site is comprised of three parcels located at 3024, 3018, and 3014 Royal Street. 
PLANNING DISTRICT 

South Los Angeles  

 

STATUS: 
      PRELIMINARY 

      PROPOSED     
      ADOPTED   ______March 22, 2000_______ 
                                                      date 

EXISTING ZONING   
R3-1-0  

MAX. DENSITY ZONING 
N/A 

 
      DOES CONFORM TO PLAN 

PLANNED LAND USE & ZONE 
Child care facility; same zoning  

MAX. DENSITY PLAN 
N/A 

 
       DOES NOT CONFORM TO PLAN 

SURROUNDING LAND USES 
University residential west; single-family and 
multi-family residential north, east, and south. 

PROJECT DENSITY 
0.3 FAR 

 
      NO DISTRICT PLAN 
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      DETERMINATION (To be completed by Lead Agency) 

 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 

 

 

 

____________________________________________________ 

SIGNATURE 

_____________________________________________________ 

TITLE 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

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

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, 
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as 
operational impacts. 

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the 
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less that significant 
with mitigation, or less than significant.  “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is 
substantial evidence that an effect may be significant.  If there are one or more “Potentially 
Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required. 

4) “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the 
incorporation of a mitigation measure has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” 
to “Less Than Significant Impact.”  The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and 
briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures 
from Section XVII, “Earlier Analysis,” cross referenced). 

5) Earlier analysis must be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR, or negative declaration.  
Section 15063 (c)(3)(D).  In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 

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

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

3) Mitigation Measures.  For effects that are “Less Than Significant With Mitigation 
Measures Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or 
refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific 
conditions for the project. 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information 
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances).  Reference to a 
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the 
page or pages where the statement is substantiated   

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

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, 
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a 
project’s environmental effects in whichever format is selected. 

9) The explanation of each issue should identify: 

1) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

2) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than 
significance.  
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at 
least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the 
following pages. 

  Aesthetics   Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
 

  Population/Housing 

  Agricultural and Forestry 
Resources 

 

  Hazards & Hazardous Materials 
 

  Public Services 
 

  Air Quality   Hydrology/Water Quality    Recreation 
 

  Biological Resources   Land Use/Planning 
 

  Transportation/Traffic 
 

  Cultural Resources   Mineral Resources    Utilities/Service Systems 
 

  Geology/Soils   Noise 
 

  Mandatory Findings of  Significance  

 
INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (To be completed by the Lead City Agency) 
 

       BACKGROUND 
 
PROPONENT NAME 
 
University of Southern California  
Real Estate and Asset Management  
 

PHONE NUMBER 
 
   213-821-3070 

PROPONENT ADDRESS 
 
3335 South Figueroa Street, Unit G Los Angeles, CA 90007 
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST 
 
City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 

DATE SUBMITTED 
 
 

PROPOSAL NAME (If Applicable) 
 

USC Child Care Facility at Royal Street  
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  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (Explanations of all potentially and less than significant 

impacts are required to be attached on separate sheets) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

I. AESTHETICS.  Would the project:     
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?     

b.  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings, 
or other locally recognized desirable aesthetic natural 
feature within a city-designated scenic highway? 

   

c.  Substantially degrade the existing visual character or 
quality of the site and its surroundings? 

    

d.  Create a new source of substantial light or glare which 
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 

    

     
II. AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES.  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 Department of Conservation as an 
optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and 
farmland.  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. Would 
the project: 

    

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

   

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 
Williamson Act Contract? 

   

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))? 

    

d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

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? 

   

     
III. AIR QUALITY.  Where available, the significance criteria 

established by the South Coast Air Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD) may be relied upon to make the following 
determinations.   Would the project: 

    

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the SCAQMD 
or Congestion Management Plan? 

    

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

    

c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any 
criteria pollutant for which the air basin is non-attainment 
(ozone, carbon monoxide, & PM 10) under an applicable 
federal or state ambient air quality standard? 

    

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

    

e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people? 

   

     
IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.  Would the project:     

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modification, on any species identified as 
a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local 
or regional plans, policies, or regulations by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

   

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

   

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?   

   

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?  
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as tree preservation policy or 
ordinance (e.g., oak trees or California walnut 
woodlands)? 

   

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? 

    

     
V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES.  Would the project:     

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of a 
historical resource as defined in State CEQA §15064.5? 

    

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to State CEQA 
§15064.5? 

     

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

     

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

    

     
VI.  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?  Refer to Division of Mines and Geology 
Special Publication 42. 

    

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?    

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?    

iv. Landslides?    

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?    

c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or 
that would become unstable as a result of the project, 
and potential result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 

   

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? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

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

    

     
VII.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.  Would the project 

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the 
environment? 

    

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gasses? 

    

 
VIII.  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 

   

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?  

   

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

   

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

   

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

   

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

   

g.   Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

    

h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where 
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where 
residences are intermixed with wildlands? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

     
IX.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.  Would the project  

result in: 
a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 

requirements? 
   

b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 
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 land uses for 
which permits have been granted)? 

   

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 off-site? 

   

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 an manner which would result 
in flooding on- or off site? 

   

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? 

   

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?    

g. Place housing within a 100-year flood plain as mapped 
on federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance 
Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? 

  

h. Place within a 100-year flood plain structures which 
would impede or redirect flood flows? 

   

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? 

   

j. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?    

     
X.  LAND USE AND PLANNING.  Would the project:     

a. Physically divide an established community?     
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

b. Conflict with 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, coastal 
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

    

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

    

     
XI.  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? 

   

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? 

   

     
XII.  NOISE.  Would the project result in:     

a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise in level in 
excess of standards established in the local general plan 
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other 
agencies? 

    

b. Exposure of people to or generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

    

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

    

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

    

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 
area to excessive noise levels? 

   

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

   

     
XIII.  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)? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

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

   

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

   

     
XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES. 

a. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical 
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, 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: 

    

i. Fire protection?    

ii. Police protection?    

iii. Schools?    

iv. Parks?    

v. Other governmental services (including roads)?    

     
XV.  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? 

   

b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require 
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities 
which might have an adverse physical effect on the 
environment? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

XVI.  TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION.  Would the project:     

a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of a circulation system, taking into account 
all modes of transportation including mass transit and 
non-motorized travel and relevant components of the 
circulation system, including but not limited to 
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian 
and bicycle paths, and mass transit? 

    

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

    

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

   

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

   

e. Result in inadequate emergency access?    

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

    

     
XVII.  UTILITIES.  Would the project:      

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

   

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

   

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

   

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the 
project from existing entitlements and resource, or are 
new or expanded entitlements needed? 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

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

   

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

   

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

   

h. Other utilities and service systems?    

     
XVIII.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE     

a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality 
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of 
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? 

    

b. Does the project have impacts which are individually 
limited, but cumulatively considerable?(“Cumulatively 
considerable” means that the incremental effects of an 
individual project are considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of 
other current projects, and the effects of probable future 
projects). 

    

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

    

 

 

     DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach additional sheets if necessary) 

PREPARED BY  
 
Stephanie Eyestone-Jones 
Matrix Environmental 
6701 Center Drive, Suite 900 
Los Angeles, CA 90045 
 

TITLE  
 
President 

TELEPHONE #  
 
(424) 207-5333 

DATE  
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Attachment A:  Project Description 
 

A.  Introduction 

The University of Southern California (USC or University), the Project Applicant,  
proposes to construct a new child care facility (the Project) to serve its University Park 
Campus in the City of Los Angeles. The Project would replace existing vacant residential 
units on a 0.64-acre Project Site with a new approximately 9,376-square-foot child care 
facility.  This building would consist of two stories and would have a maximum height of 
approximately 40 feet.  The Project Site would also include an approximately 5,258-square-
foot playground and parking for approximately 19 vehicles.  A two-way inbound/outbound 
driveway would be provided on Royal Street.  The child care facility would serve existing 
USC faculty and staff and would provide care for approximately 114 children on a daily 
basis. 

B.  Project Location and Setting 

1.  Project Location and Surrounding Uses 

The 0.64-acre (27,783-square-foot) Project Site is located approximately 3 miles 
southwest of downtown Los Angeles, approximately 0.8 mile south of the Santa  
Monica Freeway (I-10) and approximately 0.25 mile west of the Harbor Freeway (I-110).  
Figure A-1 on page A-2 provides the regional vicinity of the proposed Project.  As shown in 
Figure A-2 on page A-3, the Project Site is generally bounded by West 30th Street to the 
north, an alley to the east, West 32nd Street to the south, and Royal Street to the west. 

As shown in Figure A-2 on page A-3, the Project Site is located within an urban area 
that is developed with residential, educational, and commercial uses.  As shown in  
Figure A-2, multi-family residential uses are located to the north, single and multi-family 
residential uses are located to the south and east, and University apartments are located to 
the west.1  In addition, 32nd Street Elementary School is located further to the south and 
university-related uses are located throughout the general project vicinity. 

                                            

1 For ease of reference, these directions assume that West 30th Street lies due north of the Project Site. 



Figure A-2
Aerial View of Project Site and Surrounding Uses

Source: Google Earth Pro, 2012.
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2.  Existing Conditions 

Currently, the Project Site is comprised of three parcels located at 3024, 3018, and 
3014 Royal Street.  The Project Site is currently developed with four vacant, single-family 
residential units.  The Project Site is relatively level with very little elevation change.  In 
addition, vegetation on the site is ornamental and consists of mature trees and grasses.  
Drainage across the site is by sheetflow to the improved city streets.  Direct access to the 
Project Site is provided by Royal Street via West 30th Street or West 32nd Street. 

The Project Site is designated for Medium Residential land uses by the South Los 
Angeles Community Plan.  In addition, the Project Site is zoned as R3-1-0 (Multiple 
Dwelling Zone, Height District 1, Oil Drilling District) by the Los Angeles Municipal Code 
(LAMC).  In accordance with the LAMC, new buildings within Height District 1 that are 
located within the R3 zone shall not exceed 45 feet.  In accordance with Section 12.24 
W.51 of the LAMC, child care facility uses are permitted in R3 zones with a Conditional Use 
Permit (CUP).  The Project Site is also located within the North University Park–Exposition 
Park–West Adams Neighborhood Stabilization Overlay District and the Exposition/
University Park Redevelopment Project Area. 

C.  Description of the Proposed Project 

The University of Southern California proposes to construct a new, two-story, 
approximately 9,376-square-foot child care facility just east of USC’s main campus in the 
South Los Angeles Community of the City of Los Angeles.   The proposed project would 
replace existing vacant, single-family residential units located at 3024, 3018, and  
3014 Royal Street.  The proposed building would be located within the northwestern portion 
of the Project Site and would have a maximum height of approximately 40 feet.  The 
Project Site would also include an approximately 5,258-square-foot playground and a 
parking lot with the capacity for approximately 19 vehicles. 

In addition to day care areas for the children, the new facility would include a lobby, 
a director’s office, a warming pantry, a utility room, a laundry room, bathrooms, a staff 
room, and storage closets. 

The new child care facility would provide for 114 children and approximately 20 staff.  
The licensing requirement of 83 square feet of building space per child would be met. It is 
anticipated that the hours of operation of the new child care facility would be from 7:00 A.M. 
until 6:00 P.M.  In addition, it is anticipated that the new child care facility would be primarily 
used by the USC community, as the existing USC child care facility serving the campus is 
at capacity and is unable to serve all of the faculty, staff, and community members in need 
of child care services.  Additionally, there is the potential for the new facility to serve those 
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living within the University Park neighborhood who are not affiliated with the University, if 
additional capacity becomes available. 

1.  Project Design 

As shown in Figure A-3 on page A-6, the new child care facility would be located 
within the western portion of the Project Site with a new vehicular access, drop-off and 
surface parking area located to the east of the building.  In addition an outdoor play area 
would be provided within the southwestern portion of the Project Site, south of the new 
building.  The play area would include play equipment appropriate for child care facility 
purposes and would be enclosed by 6-foot perimeter fencing.  The Project would also 
include landscaping that would be appropriate for a child care facility use.   A 10-foot by 
10-foot enclosed trash and recycling area would be provided in the southeast corner of the 
surface parking area. 

As shown in Figure A-3, the Project would adhere to the zone R3 setback 
requirements, which require a 15-foot rear and front yard setback and a 5-foot side yard 
setback. In addition, the maximum building height of 40 would also conform with LAMC 
height requirements that permit a maximum building height of 45 feet within an R3-1 zone. 

2.  Access and Circulation 

Direct access to the Project Site would be provided by Royal Street via West 30th Street or 
West 32nd Street.  A two-way inbound/outbound driveway would be provided with parking 
for approximately 19 vehicles adjacent to the driveway.  The surface parking area would 
designate one space for low-emitting, fuel-efficient cars and carpool vehicles.  In addition, 
one parking space would be equipped with electrical vehicle supply wiring.  Handicap 
parking would also be provided.  As the majority of the vehicle trips incurred by the Project 
would be associated with persons already traveling to the campus, the Project would not 
generate a substantial increase in traffic. 

3.  Proposed Construction Schedule and Phasing 

Construction of the Project is anticipated to occur as early as 2014, with an 
anticipated buildout in late 2014.  Construction activities would include demolition of the 
existing vacant residential units located at 3024, 3018, and 3014 Royal Street.  Grading 
would consist of removal and recompaction of existing unsuitable soils.   Assuming an 
average of 6 inches of soil around the whole site would be removed, the Project would 
result in approximately 400 cubic yards of export.   



Source: RJA Architects, 2013.

Figure A-3
Conceptual Site Plan
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D.  Required Approvals 

Approvals required for development of the Project may include, but are not limited 
to, the following: 

 Conditional Use Permit pursuant to LAMC § 12.24 W.51; 

 Site Plan Review pursuant to LAMC § 16.05.C; 

 Grading, excavation, and building permits; and 

 Any additional actions as may be deemed necessary or desirable. 

In order to implement the Project, various other approvals, permits, and actions 
would be required by the City of Los Angeles and other responsible agencies.  City 
departments, commissions, and councils that may use this Initial Study in their decision-
making process include the Department of Building and Safety, the Planning Department, 
the Department of Public Works, the Planning Commission, and the City Council.  Other 
agencies may include the Regional Water Quality Control Board and the South Coast Air 
Quality Management District. 
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Attachment B:  Explanation of Checklist 
Determinations 
 

The following discussion provides responses to each of the questions set forth in the 
City of Los Angeles Initial Study Checklist.  The responses below indicate those issues that 
are expected to be addressed in an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and demonstrate 
why other issues will not result in a potentially significant environmental impact and thus do 
not need to be addressed further in an EIR.  The questions with responses that indicate a 
“Potentially Significant Impact” do not presume that a significant environmental impact 
would result from the Project.  Rather, such responses indicate those issues that will be 
addressed in an EIR with conclusions of impact reached as part of the analysis within that 
future document. 

I.  Aesthetics 

a. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  A scenic vista is a view of a valued visual 
resource.  Visual resources in the Project within the immediate Project vicinity include 
historic buildings, while visual resources within the greater Project vicinity include the 
downtown Los Angeles skyline.  As discussed in Checklist Question V.(a), below, the 
Project would remove potential historic buildings and would replace them with an 
approximately 9,376-square-foot, two-story child care facility.  Thus, the Project has the 
potential to affect a scenic vista.  Therefore, it is recommended that this issue be analyzed 
further in an EIR with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as necessary. 

b. Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, 
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings, or 
other locally recognizable desirable aesthetic natural feature within a 
city-designated scenic highway? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question V.(a), below, 
the Project Site is currently developed with potential historic buildings that would be 
removed to provide for a new child care facility.  Although no State or City- designated 
scenic highways are located immediately adjacent to the Project Site, it is recommended 
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that this issue be analyzed further in an EIR with feasible mitigation measures incorporated 
as necessary. 

c. Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character 
or quality of the site and its surroundings? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The height and scale of the proposed child care 
facility would be similar to or less than the height and scale of existing buildings within the 
Project vicinity,  However, as discussed in Checklist Question I.(a), above, the Project Site 
is currently developed with potential historic buildings.  Historic buildings are typically 
considered to be aesthetic resources.  Therefore, it is recommended that this issue be 
analyzed further in an EIR with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as necessary. 

d. Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare 
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project Site is located within a highly 
urbanized area, characterized by medium to high ambient nighttime artificial light levels.  
During nighttime hours, the surrounding residential, commercial and educational buildings 
utilize moderate levels of interior and exterior lighting for security, parking, signage, 
architectural highlighting, and landscaping.  Traffic on local streets also contributes to 
overall ambient artificial light levels in the area.  The Project would introduce new sources 
of light on-site, such as exterior building lighting and lighting for the outdoor play area, thus 
contributing to ambient nighttime levels in the area.  In addition, the Project would introduce 
new reflective surfaces, such as windows, which could result in new sources of glare to 
nearby sensitive receptors.  Therefore, it is recommended that this issue be analyzed 
further in an EIR with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as necessary. 

Shading impacts are influenced by the height and bulk of a structure, the time of 
year, the duration of shading during the day, and the sensitivity of the surrounding uses.  
As described above, residential, commercial, and educational buildings are located within 
the Project vicinity.  Thus, shading of off-site area from these building already occurs within 
the Project vicinity.  As the Project would include a 9,376-square-foot building with a height 
of 40 feet above grade, additional shadows have the potential to be cast on shadow-
sensitive land uses within the immediate Project vicinity.  Therefore, it is recommended that 
this issue be analyzed further in an EIR with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as 
necessary. 

II.  Agricultural and Forest Resources 

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

No Impact.  The Project Site is located in a heavily urbanized area of the City of Los 
Angeles and does not include any agricultural land.  No agricultural uses or operations 
occur on-site.  The Important Farmland in California Map maintained by the State Division 
of Land Protection indicates that the Project Site is not included in the Important Farmland 
category.1  In addition, no agricultural uses or operations occur on nearby lands.  
Therefore, the Project would not 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 a non-
agricultural use.  No impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures would be required.  
No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

b. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or 
a Williamson Act Contract? 

No Impact.  The Project Site is zoned R3-1 (Medium Residential) and, therefore, is 
not zoned for agricultural use under the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC).  
Furthermore, no agricultural zoning is present in the surrounding area.  Neither the Project 
Site nor nearby lands are enrolled under the Williamson Act Contract.2 Therefore, the 
Project would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act 
Contract.  No impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures would be required.  No 
further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

c. Would the project 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))? 

No Impact.  The Project Site is located in a heavily urbanized area of the City of Los 
Angeles and does not include any forest or timberland.  Additionally, the Project Site is 
currently zoned R3-1 (Medium Residential), is not zoned forest land, and is not used for 
forest services.  Therefore, the Project would not rezone forest land or timberland as 

                                            
1 California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping and 

Monitoring Program, Important Farmland in California, 2006, www.consrv.ca.gov/DLRP/fmmp/overview/
survey_area_map.htm, accessed April 23, 2013. 

2  City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Zone Information and Map Access System (ZIMAS), 
http://zimas.lacity.org/, accessed April 25, 2013. 
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defined by the Public Resources Code.  No impacts would occur, and no mitigation 
measures would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

d. Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use? 

No Impact. As discussed in Checklist Question II.(c), above, the Project Site is 
located in a heavily urbanized area of the City of Los Angeles, is not zoned for forest land, 
and does not include any forest or timberland.  Therefore, the Project would not result in 
the loss or conversion of forest land. No impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures 
would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

e. Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment, 
which due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of 
Farmland, to non-agricultural use? 

No Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question II.(a), above, the Project Site is 
located in an urbanized area of Los Angeles and does not contain any agricultural uses, 
nor are any agricultural uses located in the vicinity of the Project Site.  Thus, development 
of the Project would not convert any farmland to non-agricultural use.  No impacts would 
occur, and no mitigation measures would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in 
an EIR is recommended. 

III.  Air Quality 

a. Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Plan or 
Congestion Management Plan? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project Site is located within the 6,700-square-
mile South Coast Air Basin (Basin).  Within the Basin, the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD) is required, pursuant to the federal Clean Air Act, to 
reduce emissions of criteria pollutants for which the Basin is in non-attainment (i.e., ozone, 
particulate matter less than ten microns in size [PM10]

3 and particulate matter less than  
2.5 microns in size [PM2.5], and lead4).  As such, the Project would be subject to the 
SCAQMD’s 2012 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP).  The AQMP contains a 
comprehensive list of pollution control strategies directed at reducing emissions and 

                                            
3 A redesignation request to Attainment for the 24-hour PM10 standard is pending with the United States 

Environmental Protection Agency. 
4 Partial nonattainment designation for the Los Angeles County portion of the Basin only. 
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achieving ambient air quality standards.  These strategies are developed, in part, based on 
regional population, housing, and employment projections prepared by the Southern 
California Association of Governments (SCAG). 

SCAG is the regional planning agency for Los Angeles, Orange, Ventura, Riverside, 
San Bernardino and Imperial Counties, and addresses regional issues relating to 
transportation, the economy, community development and the environment.5  With regard 
to future growth, SCAG has prepared the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) which 
provides population, housing, and employment projections for cities under its jurisdiction.  
The growth projections in the 2012 RTP are based on projections originating under county 
and city General Plans for jurisdictions located in SCAG’s planning area.  The 2012 RTP 
growth projections are utilized in the preparation of the air quality forecasts and consistency 
analysis included in the SCAQMD’s 2012 AQMP. 

Construction and operation of the Project may result in an increase in stationary and 
mobile source air emissions.  As a result, Project development could have an adverse 
effect on the SCAQMD’s implementation of the AQMP.  Therefore, further analysis of this 
issue in an EIR is required.  Therefore, it is recommended that this issue be analyzed 
further in an EIR with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as necessary. 

With regard to the Project’s consistency with the Congestion Management Program 
(CMP) administered by the Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), see Checklist 
Question XVI.b, Transportation/Circulation, below. 

b. Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project would contribute to regional and 
localized air pollutant emissions during construction (short-term) and Project occupancy 
(long-term).  These emissions have the potential to exceed SCAQMD emission thresholds.  
Therefore, it is recommended that this issue be analyzed further in an EIR with feasible 
mitigation measures incorporated as necessary. 

c. Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of 
any criteria pollutant for which the air basin is non-attainment (ozone,  
 

                                            
5 SCAG serves as the federally designated metropolitan planning organization (MPO) for the Southern 

California region. 
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carbon monoxide, & PM10) under an applicable federal or state ambient 
air quality standard? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The SCAQMD’s approach for assessing 
cumulative impacts is based on the AQMP forecasts of attainment of ambient air quality 
standards in accordance with the requirements of the federal and State Clean Air Acts.  
The Project, as described above, would result in increases in air emissions from 
construction and operations occurring in the Basin, which is currently in non-attainment of 
federal and State air quality standards for ozone, PM10, and PM2.5, and lead.  Therefore, 
implementation of the Project could potentially contribute to air quality impacts, which 
combined with other existing and future emissions sources in the area, could cause a 
cumulative impact.  Therefore, it is recommended that this issue be analyzed further in an 
EIR with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as necessary. 

d. Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project would contribute to regional and 
localized air pollutant emissions during construction (short-term) and Project occupancy 
(long-term).  Some population groups, including children, the elderly, and acutely and 
chronically ill persons (especially those with cardio-respiratory diseases), are considered 
more sensitive to air pollution than others.  The SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook 
provides examples of typical sensitive receptors and includes long-term health care 
facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, retirement homes, residences, 
schools, playgrounds, child care centers, and athletic facilities.  Sensitive receptors in the 
Project vicinity include residences and schools.  Therefore, it is recommended that this 
issue be analyzed further in an EIR with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as 
necessary. 

e. Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality 
Handbook, land uses associated with odor complaints typically include agricultural uses, 
wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, composting, 
refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding..  The Project involves the development 
of a child care facility, a playground, and associated parking, and thus would not introduce 
any major odor-producing uses that would have the potential to affect a substantial number 
of people.  Only limited odors associated with Project operations would be generated by 
on-site waste generation and storage, the use of certain cleaning agents, all of which would 
be consistent with existing conditions on-site.  In addition, activities and materials 
associated with construction would be typical of construction projects of similar type and 
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size.  Any odors that may be generated during construction or operation of the Project 
would be localized and temporary in nature, and would not be sufficient to affect a 
substantial number of people or result in a nuisance as defined by SCAQMD Rule 402.  
Impacts with regard to odors would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures 
would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

IV.  Biological Resources 

a. Would the project 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 regulation, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project Site is located within an urban area and 
is currently developed with four residential structures, paved areas and ornamental 
landscaping, including ornamental trees.  Given the nature of the Project area and the fact 
that the Project Site has already been disturbed, the likelihood of the presence of any 
endangered and/or threatened species is remote.  Rather, the species likely to occur on-
site are limited to small terrestrial and avian species typically found in developed settings.  
Thus, the Project would not have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modification, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations by the California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  Therefore, impacts to endangered 
and/or threatened species would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures 
would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

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

No Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question IV.(a), above, the Project Site is 
located within an urban area and is currently developed with residential structures, paved 
areas, and ornamental landscaping.  No riparian habitats or sensitive natural communities 
are located on-site or in the surrounding area, nor have they been identified in City or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as being within the Project Site.  Therefore, no impacts to 
on-site riparian habitat or other sensitive communities would occur, and no mitigation 
measures would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 
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c. Would the project 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? 

No Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question IV.(a), above, the Project Site is 
located within an urban area and is currently developed with residential structures, paved 
areas, and ornamental landscaping.  There are no federally protected waters or wetlands, 
as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act on the Project Site or in the vicinity of the 
Project Site.  Therefore, no impacts to wetlands, marsh vernal pools, or coastal waters 
would occur, and no mitigation measures would be required.  No further analysis of this 
topic in an EIR is recommended. 

d. Would the project 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? 

No Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question IV.(a), above, the Project Site is 
located within an urban area and is currently developed with residential structures, paved 
areas, and ornamental landscaping.  There are no native resident, migratory fish, or wildlife 
species or established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors on-site or within the 
Project vicinity, nor would the Project impede any use of native wildlife nursery sites.  Only 
wildlife commonly found in developed areas are expected to be found within the Project 
Site.  The Project Site includes a number of ornamental trees.  Although unlikely, these 
trees could potentially provide nesting sites for migratory birds.  The Project would comply 
with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, which regulates vegetation removal during the nesting 
season to ensure that significant impacts to migratory birds would not occur.  Therefore, no 
impacts to the migratory species, wildlife movement corridors, or native wildlife nursery 
sites would occur, and no mitigation measures would be required.  No further analysis of 
this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

e. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance (e.g., oak trees or California walnut woodlands)? 

No Impact.  The City of Los Angeles Protected Tree Ordinance (Chapter IV, Article 
6 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code) regulates the relocation or removal of all California 
native oak trees (excluding scrub oak), California black walnut trees, Western sycamore 
trees, and California Bay trees of at least 4 inches in diameter at breast height.  These 
native tree species are defined as protected by the City of Los Angeles.  Native trees that 
have been planted as part of a tree planting program are exempt from this Ordinance and 
are not considered protected.  The Ordinance prohibits, without a permit, the removal of 
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any regulated protected tree, including “acts which inflict damage upon root systems or 
other parts of the tree...” and requires that all regulated protected trees that are removed be 
replaced on at least a two-to-one basis with trees that are of a protected variety.  The City 
also requires that a report be prepared by a tree expert discussing the subject tree(s), their 
preservation, effects of the proposed construction, and mitigation measures pursuant to the 
removal or replacement thereof. 

The Project Site includes a number of ornamental trees, some of which may be 
removed for implementation of the Project.  The existing trees within the Project Site were 
planted as part of a Project planting or landscape program.  Thus, none of the trees on-site 
are protected trees as set forth under the City of Los Angeles Protected Tree Ordinance.  
The Project Site is not subject to any other local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources.  Thus, the Project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance.  Therefore, 
no impacts to protected trees would occur, and no mitigation measures would be required.  
No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

f. Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other 
approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

No Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question IV.(a), above, the Project Site is 
located within an urban area and is currently developed with residential structures, paved 
areas, and ornamental landscaping.  The Project Site is not located within an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plan.  Therefore, the Project would not conflict with 
the provisions of any conservation plans, and no mitigation measures would be required.  
No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

V.  Cultural Resources 

a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in §15064.5? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines generally 
defines a historic resource as a resource that is:  (1) listed in, or determined to be eligible 
for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources; (2) included in a local register 
of historical resources (pursuant to Section 5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code); or (3) 
identified as significant in an historical resources survey (meeting the criteria in Section 
5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code).  Additionally, any object, building, structure, site, 
area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines to be historically 
significant or significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, 
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educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of California may be considered to 
be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s determination is supported by 
substantial evidence in light of the whole record.  Generally, a resource shall be considered 
by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria for listing 
on the California Register of Historical Resources. 

The Project Site is currently developed with four residential structures that were 
constructed as early as 1904.  Thus, there is potential for historic resources to exist on-site.  
Therefore, it is recommended that this issue be analyzed further in an EIR with feasible 
mitigation measures incorporated as necessary. 

b. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated.  Section 
15064.5(a)(3)(D) of the CEQA Guidelines generally defines archaeological resources as 
any resource that “has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory 
or history.”  Archaeological resources are features, such as tools, utensils, carvings, fabric, 
building foundations, etc., that document evidence of past human endeavors and that may 
be historically or culturally important to a significant earlier community.  The Project Site is 
located within an urbanized area of the City of Los Angeles and has been subject to 
disturbance in the past.  Any archaeological resources that may have existed near the 
surface of the Project Site are likely to have been disturbed or previously removed.  The 
Project Site is not within a designated archeological survey area, and there is no record 
that any archaeological resources have ever been recovered on the Project Site.6 
[However, the Project would result in additional excavations on the Project Site.  As such, 
the possibility exists that archeological artifacts that were not recovered during prior 
construction or other human activity may be present.  Therefore, the following mitigation 
measures are recommended to ensure that the Project’s potential impact on any previously 
undiscovered archaeological resources is addressed: 

Mitigation Measure V-1:  If any archaeological materials are encountered during 
the course of the Project development, work in the area shall cease 
and deposits shall be treated in accordance with Federal, State, and 
local guidelines, including those set forth in California Public 
Resources Code Section 21083.2.  As part of this effort, the services 
of an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior Professional 

                                            
6  South Central Coastal Information Center, Cultural/Archaeological Resources Records Search for the 

USC Child Care Facility at Royal Street Project, City of Los Angeles, CA. SCCIC #13049.9733. May 8, 
2013.  
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Qualification Standards for Archaeology shall be secured by 
contacting the California Historical Resources Information System 
South Central Coastal Information Center (CHRIS-SCCIC) at Cal 
State University Fullerton, or a member of the Register of 
Professional Archaeologists (RPA) to assess the resources and 
evaluate the impact.  In addition, if it is determined that an 
archaeological site is a historical resource, the provisions of Section 
21084.1 of the Public Resources Code and CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.5 would be implemented. 

Mitigation Measure V-2:  If any archaeological materials are encountered during 
the course of the Project development, a report on the archaeological 
findings shall be prepared by the qualified archaeologist.  A copy of 
the report shall be submitted to the CHRIS-SCCIC. 

Mitigation Measure V-3:  If any archaeological materials are encountered during 
the course of the Project development, recovered archaeological 
materials shall be curated at an appropriate accredited curation 
facility. If the materials are prehistoric in nature, affiliated Native 
American groups (identified by the Native American Heritage 
Commission) may be consulted regarding selection of the curation 
facility. 

With compliance with existing regulatory requirements and implementation of the 
mitigation measures identified above, Project activities would not disturb, damage, or 
degrade potential unique archaeological resources or archaeological sites considered 
historic resources.  Project impacts on any previously undiscovered archaeological 
resources would be less than significant with implementation of the above mitigation 
measures and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

c. Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature? 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  Paleontological resources 
are the fossilized remains of organisms that have lived in a region in the geologic past and 
whose remains are found in the accompanying geologic strata.  This type of fossil record 
represents the primary source of information on ancient life forms, since the majority of 
species that have existed on earth from this era are extinct.  Section 5097.5 of the PRC 
specifies that any unauthorized removal of paleontological remains is a misdemeanor.  
Further, the California Penal Code Section 622.5 sets the penalties for damage or removal 
of paleontological resources.  As described above, subsurface conditions were previously 
disturbed during past development activity on the Project Site and there is no record of 
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fossil localities or any items of paleontological significance being recovered at the Project 
Site or in the surrounding area.7  However, the Project would result in additional excavation 
and the possibility exists that paleontological artifacts, that were not recovered during prior 
construction or other human activity, may be present.  While the uncovering of notable 
paleontological resources is not anticipated, to be conservative, the following mitigation 
measure is recommended to ensure that the Project’s potential impact on paleontological 
resources is addressed: 

Mitigation Measure V-4:  If any paleontological materials are encountered during 
the course of the Project development, work in the area shall be 
halted.  The services of a qualified paleontologist shall be secured by 
contacting the Los Angeles County Natural History Museum to 
assess the resources.  In addition, a report on the paleontological 
findings shall be prepared by the qualified paleontologist and a copy 
of the paleontological report shall be submitted to the Los Angeles 
County Natural History Museum. 

Thus, with compliance with regulatory requirements, City guidelines for the 
protection of paleontological resources, and with implementation of the above mitigation 
measure, Project impacts on any previously undiscovered paleontological resources would 
be less than significant.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

The Project Site does not include any known unique geologic features.  In addition, 
no unique geologic features are anticipated to be encountered during Project construction.  
Therefore, the Project would not directly or indirectly destroy a unique geologic feature.  
Impacts associated with unique geologic features would be less than significant and no 
mitigation measures would be necessary.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

d. Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred 
outside of formal cemeteries? 

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated.  Although no human 
remains are known to have been found on the Project Site, there is the remote possibility 
that unknown resources could be encountered during Project construction, particularly 
during ground-disturbing activities such as excavation and grading.  While the uncovering 
of human remains is not anticipated, to be conservative, the following mitigation measure is 

                                            
7  Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County, Vertebrate Paleontology Section, Paleontological 

Resources for the Proposed USC Child Care Facility at Royal Street Project, in the City of Los Angeles, 
Los Angeles County, Project Area. June 24, 2013.  
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recommended to ensure that the Project’s potential impact on any previously undiscovered 
human remains is addressed: 

Mitigation Measure V-5:  As required by state law (e.g., Public Resources Code 
Section 5097.98, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, and 
California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5(e)), if human 
remains are discovered at the Project Site during construction, work 
at the specific construction site at which the remains have been 
uncovered shall be suspended, and the City of Los Angeles Public 
Works Department and County coroner shall be immediately notified.  
If the remains are determined by the County coroner to be Native 
American, the Native American Heritage Commission shall be 
notified within 24 hours, and the guidelines of the Native American 
Heritage Commission shall be adhered to in the treatment and 
disposition of the remains. 

Thus, with compliance with regulatory requirements, and with implementation of the 
above mitigation measure, Project impacts to unknown human remains would be less than 
significant.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

VI.  Geology and Soils 

The following analysis is based, in part, upon the Geotechnical Engineering 
Investigation, Proposed Child Care Center (Geotechnical Investigation).  The Geotechnical 
Investigation was prepared for the Project by Geotechnologies, Inc., September 5, 2012.  
The Geotechnical Investigation is provided in Appendix A of this Initial Study. 

a. Would the project 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?  Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42. 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Fault rupture occurs when movement on a fault 
deep within the earth breaks through to the surface.  Based on criteria established by the 
California Geological Survey (CGS), faults can be classified as active, potentially active, or 
inactive.  Active faults are those having historically produced earthquakes or shown 
evidence of movement within the past 11,000 years (during the Holocene Epoch).  
Potentially active faults have demonstrated displacement within the last 1.6 million years 
(during the Pleistocene Epoch) while not displacing Holocene Strata.  Inactive faults do not 
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exhibit displacement younger than 1.6 million years before the present.  In addition, there 
are buried thrust faults, which are faults with no surface exposure.  Due to their buried 
nature, the existence of buried thrust faults is usually not known until they produce an 
earthquake. 

The CGS establishes regulatory zones around active faults, called Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zones (previously called Special Study Zones).  These zones, which 
extend from 200 to 500 feet on each side of the known fault, identify areas where a 
potential surface fault rupture could prove hazardous for buildings used for human 
occupancy.  Development projects located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone 
are required to prepare special geotechnical studies to characterize hazards from any 
potential surface ruptures.  Additionally, the City of Los Angeles designates Fault Rupture 
Study Areas along the sides of active and potentially active faults to establish areas of 
potential hazard due to fault rupture. 

The Project Site is located within the seismically active region of southern California.  
However, no known active or potentially active faults underlie the Project Site.8  In addition, 
the Project Site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone as identified 
by the CGS, nor is the site located within a City-designated Fault Rupture Study Zone.9,10  
As discussed in Checklist Question VI.(a).2, below, the closest fault is the Puente Hills 
Blind Thrust, which is located approximately 0.83 mile north of the Project Site.  Therefore, 
the potential for surface rupture to occur on the Project Site is considered low.  However, 
as with other development in the southern California region, the Project would be subject to 
moderate to strong ground shaking during an earthquake.  To minimize seismic impacts, 
the Project would comply with the current seismic design provisions of the California 
Building Code (CBC).  The CBC incorporates the latest seismic design standards for 
structural loads and materials as well as provisions from the National Earthquake Hazards 
Reduction Program (NEHRP) to mitigate losses from an earthquake and provide for the 
latest in earthquake safety.  Additionally, construction of the Project would be required to 
adhere to the seismic safety requirements contained in the Los Angeles Building Code as 
well as the applicable recommendations provided in the geotechnical investigations 
required by the City to minimize seismic-related hazards.  Thus, with adherence to 
regulatory requirements and geotechnical recommendations, impacts related o the rupture 

                                            
8 Geotechnical Engineering Investigation, Geotechnologies, Inc., September 5, 2012 (see Appendix A of 

this Initial Study). 
9 City of Los Angeles Planning Department,  Safety Element of the General Plan, Exhibit A, Alquist-Priolo 

Special Study Zones & Fault Rupture Study Areas, June 1994. 
10 State of California—California Geological Survey; Special Studies Zone Map, Hollywood Quadrangle, 

July 1, 1986. 
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of a known earthquake fault would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures 
would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Like most of southern California, the Project Site is 
located in a seismically active region, and development of the Project could expose future 
users of the site to moderate to strong seismic ground shaking.  This seismic ground 
shaking could damage proposed buildings, parking areas, and utility infrastructure. 

The closest fault is the Puente Hills Blind Thrust, which is located approximately 
0.83 mile north of the Project Site. During an earthquake, this and other faults could 
produce moderate to strong seismic ground shaking within the Project Site.  As discussed 
in the Geotechnical Investigation included as Appendix A of this Initial Study, based on the 
information derived from the subsurface investigation, the Project Site is classified as Site 
Class D, which corresponds to a “Stiff Soil” Profile.  The design parameters have been 
established for the Project and are presented in Table B-1 on page B-16. 

As with any new development in the State of California, building design and 
construction for the Project would be required to conform to the current seismic design 
provisions of the CBC.  As indicated above, the CBC incorporates the latest seismic design 
standards for structural loads and materials as well as provisions from the NEHRP to 
mitigate losses from an earthquake and provide for the latest in earthquake safety.  
Additionally, construction of the Project would be required to adhere to the seismic safety 
requirements contained in the Los Angeles Building Code as well as the applicable 
recommendations provided in the geotechnical investigations required by the City to 
minimize seismic-related hazards.  With compliance with regulatory requirements, impacts 
associated with seismic ground shaking would be less than significant.  Thus, no mitigation 
measures would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Liquefaction is a form of earthquake-induced 
ground failure that occurs primarily in relatively shallow, loose, granular, water-saturated 
soils.  Liquefaction can occur when these types of soils lose their shear strength due to 
excess water pressure that builds up during repeated seismic shaking.  A shallow 
groundwater table, the presence of loose to medium dense sand and silty sand, and a long 
duration and high acceleration of seismic shaking are factors that contribute to the potential 
for liquefaction.  Liquefaction usually results in horizontal and vertical movements from 
lateral spreading of liquefied materials. 
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Table B-1 
2010 California Building Code Seismic Parameters 

Site Class D 

Mapped Spectral Acceleration at Short Periods (Ss)  1.877 g 

Site Coefficient (Fa)  1 

Maximum Considered Earthquake Spectral Response 
for Short Periods (SMS)  

1.877 g 

Five-Percent Damped Spectral Response 
Acceleration at Short Periods (SDS)  

1.251 g 

Mapped Spectral Acceleration at One-Second Period (S1)  0.649 g 

Site Coefficient (Fv)  1.5 

Maximum Considered Earthquake Spectral Response  
for One-Second Period (SM1)  

0.973 g 

Five-Percent Damped Design Spectral Response  
Acceleration for One-Second Period (SD1)  

0.649 g 

  

g = acceleration 
Source: Geotechnical Investigation, Geotechnologies, Inc., September 5, 2012 (see 

Appendix A of this Initial Study). 

 

Although the Project Site lies within the seismically active region of southern 
California, the Project Site is not located within a CGS designated Liquefaction Zone or 
within a City-designated Liquefiable or Potentially Liquefiable Area.11,12  This determination 
is based on existing groundwater depth records, soil type, and distance to a fault capable 
of producing a substantial earthquake, as well as on laboratory testing performed as part of 
the three Geotechnical Studies.  Therefore, the Project would not be considered prone to 
liquefaction or seismic-related ground failure and impacts would be less than significant.  
No mitigation measures would be required, and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

iv. Landslides? 

No Impact.  The Project Site and surrounding areas are fully developed and 
generally characterized by flat topography, and thus, would not be susceptible to 
landslides.  Additionally, the Project Site is not mapped as an Earthquake-Induced 
Landslide Area as designated by the CGS, nor is the site mapped as a landslide area as 
                                            
11 State of California—California Geological Survey; Seismic Hazards Map, Hollywood Quadrangle, http://

gmw.consrv.ca.gov/shmp/download/pdf/ozn_holly.pdf, accessed April 19, 2013.  
12 Geotechnical Engineering Investigation, Geotechnologies, Inc., September 5, 2012 (see Appendix A of 

this Initial Study). 
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mapped by the City of Los Angeles.13  As such, no impacts related to landslides would 
occur and no mitigation measures would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an 
EIR is recommended. 

b. Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 
topsoil? 

Less Than Significant.  Development of the Project would require grading, 
excavation, and other construction activities that have the potential to disturb existing soils 
and expose soils to rainfall and wind, thereby potentially resulting in soil erosion.  However, 
this potential would be reduced by implementation of standard erosion controls imposed 
during site preparation and grading activities.  Specifically, all grading activities would 
require grading permits from the City’s Department of Building and Safety, which would 
include requirements and standards designed to limit potential impacts associated with 
erosion to acceptable levels.  In addition, Project construction activities would occur in 
accordance with City grading permit regulations (Chapter IX, Division 70 of the LAMC), 
such as the preparation of an erosion control plan to reduce the effects of sedimentation and 
erosion.  Lastly, the Project would comply with relevant National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) requirements that include incorporation of best-management 
practices (BMPs) to control erosion and to protect the quality of surface water runoff during 
the Project’s construction period.  Regarding soil erosion during Project operations, the 
potential is relatively low due to the fact that the Project Site would be paved over and/or 
landscaped. 

During the operation of the project, any non-paved areas would be landscaped to 
prevent soil erosion and loss of topsoil.  Furthermore, in accordance with NPDES 
requirements, BMPs would be implemented throughout the operational life of the Project to 
reduce erosion impacts. Therefore, impacts regarding soil erosion and topsoil would be 
less than significant, and no mitigation measures would be required.  No further analysis of 
this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

c. Would the project 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? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed above, although the Project Site lies 
within the seismically active region of southern California, the Project Site is not located 
                                            
13 City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Zone Information and Map Access System (ZIMAS), 

http://zimas.lacity.org/, accessed April 23, 2013. 
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within a CGS designated Liquefaction Zone or within a City-designated Liquefiable or 
Potentially Liquefiable Area.  According to the Geotechnical Investigation included as 
Appendix A of this Initial Study, fill materials on the Project Site were found to be between 
2.5 feet and 5 feet in depth and consist of silty sands which are dark brown, moist, medium 
dense, fine grained, and contain minor gravel.  The underlying native soils predominantly 
consist of silty sands and sands which are dark to medium and olive brown, slightly moist 
to moist, dense to very dense and fine to coarse grained.  Cobbles were observed in the 
native soils locally.  The geologic materials consist of detrital sediments deposited by river 
and stream action typical to this area of Los Angeles County.  According to the 
Geotechnical Investigation, the soil present at the Project Site is stable and would not 
become unstable as a result of the Project.  Therefore, impacts associated with unstable 
soil would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures are required and no further 
analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

Potential impacts with respect to liquefaction and landslide potential were 
determined to be less than significant based on the analysis presented in Checklist 
Questions VI(a)(iii) and (iv), above.  With respect to lateral spreading, subsidence, or 
collapse, all Project construction would comply with the CBC as supplemented by 
additional requirements in the LAMC.  These regulations are designed to ensure safe 
construction and include building foundation requirements appropriate to the conditions 
present at the Project Site.  As part of these requirements, a grading plan would be 
reviewed and approved by the consulting geologist and soils engineer followed by review 
by the Department of Building and Safety.  In addition, in accordance with regulatory 
requirements, grading activities would be conducted under the direction and supervision of 
a licensed engineering geologist and/or soils engineer.  Therefore, with compliance with 
standard City requirements, impacts associated with lateral spreading, subsidence, or 
collapse would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures are required and no 
further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

d. Would the project be located on expansive soil, as identified in 
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial 
risks to life or property? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Expansive soils are typically associated with fine-
grained clayey soils that have the potential to shrink and swell with repeated cycles of 
wetting and drying.  According to the Geotechnical Investigation included as Appendix A of 
this Initial Study, the soils that underlie the Project Site have a very low to low expansion 
range.14  In addition, the  Project would be required to comply with the CBC and 
                                            
14 Geotechnical Engineering Investigation, Geotechnologies, Inc., September 5, 2012 (see Appendix A of 

this Initial Study). 
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supplemental requirements of the LAMC, as enforced by the City of Los Angeles.  These 
requirements would include building foundation and other requirements appropriate to site-
specific conditions that would be provided in accordance with the design level geotechnical 
investigation required by the City.  Thus, with implementation of existing regulatory 
requirements, impacts with respect to expansive soils would be less than significant.  No 
mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

e. Would the project 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? 

No Impact.  Wastewater generated by the Project would be accommodated by the 
existing City sewer infrastructure.  As such, the Project would not require the use of septic 
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Thus, the Project would not result in 
impacts related to the ability of soils to support septic tanks or alternative wastewater 
disposal systems.  As no impact would result, no mitigation measures would be required.  
No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

VII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

a. Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly 
or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere are 
referred to as greenhouse gases since they have effects that are analogous to the way in 
which a greenhouse retains heat.  Greenhouse gases are emitted by both natural 
processes and human activities.  The accumulation of greenhouse gases in the 
atmosphere regulates the earth’s temperature.  The State of California has undertaken 
initiatives designed to address the effects of greenhouse gas emissions, and to establish 
targets and emission reduction strategies for greenhouse gas emissions in California.  
Activities associated with the Project, including construction and operational activities, 
would include associated human activity-related greenhouse gas emissions.  Therefore, it 
is recommended that this issue be analyzed further in an EIR within the context of the 
ongoing state process with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as necessary. 

b. Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse 
gasses? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  As the Project has the potential to emit 
greenhouse gas emissions, an evaluation of these emissions and associated emission 
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reduction strategies will be undertaken in an EIR to determine whether the Project conflicts 
with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 
emissions of greenhouse gases (e.g., Assembly Bill 32, City of Los Angeles Green Building 
Ordinance). 

VIII.  Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

The following analysis is based, in part, upon the Phase I Environmental 
Assessment of 3014, 3018, 3024-26 Royal Street Los Angeles, California (Phase I ESA), 
prepared by Converse Consultants, March 2013.  The Phase I ESA is included as 
Appendix B of this Initial Study. 

a. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of 
hazardous materials? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Construction of the Project would require the 
temporary use of potentially hazardous materials (e.g., vehicle fuels, oils, transmission 
fluids, paint, adhesives, surface coatings and other finishing materials, cleaning solvents).  
In addition, operation of the Project would involve the routine use and handling of 
potentially hazardous materials typical of those currently used in educational facilities 
including cleaning solvents for custodial maintenance of the buildings, and pesticides for 
landscaping.  All potentially hazardous materials would be used, stored, and disposed of in 
accordance with manufacturers’ specifications and applicable federal, state, and local 
health and safety regulations.  Any associated risk would be adequately reduced to a less 
than significant level through compliance with these standards and regulations.  Therefore, 
potential impacts associated with the use of hazardous materials during construction or 
operation of the Project would be less than significant. No mitigation measures would be 
required and no further analysis of this issue is required. 

b. Would the project create significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident 
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the 
environment? 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  The Project Site is located 
within a Methane Zone, as mapped by the City.15  Due to its location within a Methane 
Zone, the Project must be designed in accordance with the Los Angeles Department of 
                                            
15 City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Zone Information and Map Access System (ZIMAS), 

available online at www.zimas.lacity.org.  Accessed April 19, 2013. 
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Building and Safety requirements for Methane Zone properties and would be required to 
comply with the requirements of the City of Los Angeles Methane Zone Ordinance 
(Ordinance 175790), which includes proper testing of methane gas and the incorporation of 
a methane mitigation system, if necessary.16  With required compliance with the 
requirements set forth in the City’s Methane Ordinance, potential impacts associated with 
methane gas would be less than significant. 

According to the Phase I ESA  included as Appendix B of this Initial Study, there are 
no aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) or underground storage tanks (USTs) located within 
the Project Site.17  However, there are two 5-gallon containers of oil currently located in the 
backyard of 3018 Royal Street. 

Lead is a naturally occurring element and heavy metal that can cause adverse 
health effects, especially on children.  Lead was widely used as a major ingredient in most 
interior and exterior oil-based paints prior to 1950.  Based on the age of the existing 
buildings, lead based paint has the potential to be present in these buildings.  Thus, 
demolition of the existing buildings on the Project Site could result in the accidental 
exposure of workers to lead.  Therefore, Mitigation Measure VIII-1 shall be implemented to 
reduce potentially hazardous impacts associated with lead based paint to less than 
significant levels: 

Mitigation Measure VIII-1: Prior to issuance of demolition permits, the Applicant 
shall submit verification to the City of Los Angeles Department of 
Building and Safety that a lead-based paint survey has been 
conducted within the existing buildings to be modified or demolished.   
If lead-based paint is found, the Applicant shall follow all procedural 
requirements and regulations, including California Code of 
Regulations, Title 8, Section 1532.1, for proper removal and disposal 
of the lead-based paint. 

Another hazardous substance of concern on-site is asbestos, which is made up of 
microscopic fibers.  Asbestos containing materials (ACM) has been widely used historically 
in the building industry for a variety of uses, including acoustic and thermal insulation and 
fireproofing.  Despite its useful qualities, asbestos is associated with lung diseases caused 
by inhalation of airborne asbestos fibers.  Asbestos becomes a hazard if the fibers 
separate and become airborne.  Demolition of the existing buildings on the site could result 

                                            
16 Ibid. 
17 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Report for 3014, 3018, 3024-3026 Royal Street, Converse 

Consultants, March 6, 2013 (see Appendix B of this Initial Study). 
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in the accidental exposure of workers to ACM.  However, if ACM is found to be present 
prior to demolition, it would be removed in compliance SCAQMD Rule 1403 as well as all 
other state and federal rules and regulations.  Therefore, with compliance with Rule 1403, 
potentially hazardous impacts associated with ACM would be reduced to less than 
significant levels. Thus, no mitigation measures would be required.  No further analysis of 
this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

c. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter 
mile of an existing or proposed school? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The 32nd Street Elementary School is located 
approximately 500 feet south of the Project Site.  As discussed in Checklist Question 
VIII.(a), above, the Project would involve the use of potentially hazardous materials typical 
of those currently used in educational facilities.  However, all potentially hazardous 
materials used on-site would be handled, stored, used, and disposed of in accordance with 
manufacturers’ specifications and applicable federal, state, and local health and safety 
regulations.  Therefore, impacts related to hazards to schools would be less than 
significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic 
in an EIR is recommended. 

d. Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to 
the public or the environment? 

No Impact.  According to the Phase I ESA included as Appendix B of this Initial 
Study, the Project Site is not identified on any of the lists of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5.  These lists include the 
Department of Toxic Substances Control EnviroStor Database, the State Water Board’s 
Geotracker Database, CalEPA’s list of sites with active Cease and Desist Orders (CDO) or 
Cleanup and Abatement Orders (CAO) or list of contaminated solid waste disposal sites.18    
Therefore, no impacts associated with listing as a hazardous materials site would occur.  
No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

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 

                                            
18  Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Report for 3014, 3018, 3024-3026 Royal Street, Converse 

Consultants, March 6, 2013 (see Appendix B of this Initial Study). 
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public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for 
people residing or working in the project area? 

No Impact.  The Project Site is not located within 2 miles of a public airport.  
Therefore, the Project would not result in a safety hazard associated with an airport and no 
mitigation measures would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

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? 

No Impact.  There are no private airstrips in the vicinity of the Project Site and the 
Site is not located within a designated airport hazard area.  Therefore, the  Project would 
not result in airport-related safety hazards.  No impact would occur and no mitigation 
measures would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

g. Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with 
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  According to the Safety Element of the City of Los 
Angeles General Plan, the Project Site is not located along a designated disaster route.19  
Exhibit H of the City Safety Element identifies Figueroa Street as the designated 
disasterroute closest to the Project Site.  The Project Site is located approximately  
0.15 mile from this designated disasterroute.  Project construction would be confined to the 
immediate vicinity of the Project Site and, therefore, would not interfere with this route or 
have a significant impact on the City’s emergency evacuation plan.  Immediate emergency 
access is provided along Royal Street by way of 30th Street and 32nd Street, which would 
be maintained during construction.  Additionally, as discussed in Checklist Question 
XVI.(a), below, Project operation would not measurably increase traffic volumes and, 
therefore, would not cause a delay in emergency response.  As such, impacts would be 
less than significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of 
this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

h. Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where  
 

                                            
19 City of Los Angeles Department of Planning General Plan Safety Element—Critical Facilities and Lifeline 

Systems, Exhibit H (November 26, 1996). 
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wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are 
intermixed with wildlands? 

No Impact.  No wildlands or wildfire hazard areas as designated by the City’s Safety 
Element are located on-site or within the surrounding area.  In addition, the Project Site is 
not located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone as designated by the City.20  
Therefore, no impacts related to wildland fires would occur.  No mitigation measures would 
be required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

IX.  Hydrology and Water Quality 

a. Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  During Project construction, ground-disturbing 
activities would expose soils for a limited time, which could allow for possible erosion and 
conveyance of sediments into municipal storm drain systems.  In addition, on-site watering 
activities to reduce airborne dust could contribute to pollutant loading in runoff.  Pollutant 
discharges relating to the storage, handling, use and disposal of chemicals, adhesives, 
coatings, lubricants, and fuel could also occur.  However, Project construction activities 
would occur in accordance with City grading permit regulations (Chapter IX, Division 70 of 
the LAMC), such as the preparation of an erosion control plan to reduce the effects of 
sedimentation and erosion.  In addition, as discussed in Checklist Question VI.(b), above, 
construction of the Project would comply with NPDES permit requirements, which would 
require implementation of BMPs.  During construction, the Project would comply with 
LAMC and NPDES requirements, which requires that BMPs be used to prevent water 
quality impacts. 

Regarding other incidental pollutants that could result from construction activities, in 
addition to the BMPs implemented during Project construction, routine safety precautions 
for the handling and storing of construction materials would also help to effectively mitigate 
the potential pollution of stormwater by these materials.  The application of these "good 
housekeeping" procedures would also be extended to non-hazardous stormwater 
pollutants such as sawdust and other solid wastes.  Any construction, leaks, drips, and 
spills would be cleaned up immediately to prevent contaminated soil on paved surfaces 
that could be washed into the storm drains.  Furthermore, all construction waste would be 
disposed of properly, including the use of appropriately labeled recycling bins to recycle 

                                            
20  City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Zone Information and Map Access System (ZIMAS), 

http://zimas.lacity.org/, accessed April 25, 2013. 



Attachment B:  Explanation of Checklist Determinations 

City of Los Angeles USC Child Care Facility at Royal Street 
Matrix Environmental July 2013 
 

Page B-25 

WORKING DRAFT – Not for Public Review 

construction materials including: solvents, water-based paints, vehicle fluids, broken 
asphalt and concrete, wood, and vegetation.  Non recyclable materials/wastes would be 
taken to an appropriate landfill.  Toxic wastes, should they be generated, would be 
discarded at a licensed regulated disposal site to help ensure that pollutants are not 
exposed to soils.  Therefore, impacts related to water quality during construction would be 
less than significant. 

During operation, the Project would introduce sources of potential stormwater 
pollution that are typical of educational facilities, including cleaning solvents for custodial 
maintenance of the buildings and pesticides for landscaping.  Stormwater runoff from 
precipitation events could potentially carry urban pollutants into municipal storm drains.  
However, in accordance with NPDES requirements, BMPs would be implemented 
throughout the operational life of the Project to prevent water quality impacts.  The Project 
would also be required to comply with the City’s Low Impact Development (LID) Ordinance 
(Ordinance No. 181,899), which promotes the use of natural infiltration systems, 
evapotranspiration, and the reuse of stormwater.  To this end, BMPs would be 
implemented to collect, detain, treat, and discharge runoff on-site before discharging into 
the municipal storm drain system.  The final selection of BMPs would be completed through 
coordination with the City of Los Angeles as part of the site plan review and permitting 
process.  Therefore, impacts related to water quality would be less than significant.  No 
mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

b. Would the project 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)? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  According to the Geotechnical Investigation 
included as Appendix A of this Initial Study, the historic high groundwater table occurs at 
approximately 55 feet below ground surface (bgs).   During construction of the Project, 
excavation would reach a depth of approximately 5 feet bgs.  Therefore, it is not anticipated 
that Project construction would require dewatering or other withdrawals of groundwater.  
Thus, Project construction would not deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with 
groundwater recharge. 

In addition, operation of the Project would not interfere with groundwater recharge.  
As discussed in Checklist Question IV.(a), above, the Project Site is currently developed 
with residential structures, paved areas, and ornamental landscaping.  Therefore, the 
degree to which surface water infiltration and groundwater recharge occurs on-site is 
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negligible.   In addition, given that the Project would result in the removal of four existing 
residential buildings and the development of a new child care facility, playground, and 
parking, the amount of impervious area on-site would be comparable to or less than 
existing conditions.  Thus, the Project would not interfere with groundwater recharge, and 
impacts would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no 
further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

c. Would the project 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 off-site? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question IV.(a), above, 
the Project Site is currently developed with residential structures, paved areas, and 
ornamental landscaping.  Implementation of the Project would alter existing drainage 
patterns.  However, in accordance with regulatory requirements, the Project  would include 
storm water improvements (e.g., drains, gutters) to direct surface runoff to the City’s storm 
drains.  In addition, given that the Project would result in the removal of four existing 
residential buildings and the development of a new child care facility, playground, and 
parking, the amount of impervious area on-site and associated surface runoff would be 
comparable to or less than existing conditions.  Furthermore, in accordance with NPDES 
requirements, the Project would implement BMPs to control erosion and siltation effects. 
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures would be 
required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

d. Would the project 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 which would result in flooding on- or off-site? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question IX.(c), above, 
implementation of the Project would alter existing drainage patterns.  However, in 
accordance with regulatory requirements, the Project would include storm water 
improvements (e.g., drains, gutters) to direct surface runoff to the City’s storm drains.  In 
addition, given that the Project would result in the removal of four existing residential 
buildings and the development of a new child care facility, playground, and parking, the 
amount of impervious area on-site and associated surface runoff would be comparable to 
or less than existing conditions.   Therefore, no flooding on- or off site would occur, and 
impacts would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no 
further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 



Attachment B:  Explanation of Checklist Determinations 

City of Los Angeles USC Child Care Facility at Royal Street 
Matrix Environmental July 2013 
 

Page B-27 

WORKING DRAFT – Not for Public Review 

e. Would the project 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? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  In accordance with regulatory requirements, the 
Project would include storm water improvements (e.g., drains, gutters) to direct surface 
runoff to the City’s storm drains.  Given that the Project would result in the removal of four 
existing residential buildings and the development of a new child care facility, playground, 
and parking, the amount of impervious area on-site and associated surface runoff as a 
result of Project development would be comparable to or less than existing conditions.   
Furthermore, in accordance with NPDES requirements, the Project would implement BMPs 
to control polluted runoff during construction and Project operation.  Therefore, the Project 
would not exceed the capacity of stormwater drainage systems or substantial sources of 
polluted runoff, and impacts would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures would 
be required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

f. Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Construction of the Project would occur in 
accordance with applicable NPDES and City requirements, which require the use of 
erosion control measures, and the implementation of BMPs.  Furthermore, throughout the 
operational life of the Project, BMPs would be implemented to reduce the conveyance of 
pollutants into storm drains. Therefore, impacts to water quality would be less than 
significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic 
in an EIR is recommended. 

g. Would the project 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? 

No Impact.  The Project Site is not located within a 100-year flood plain as mapped 
by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) or by the City of Los Angeles.21, 22  
The Project Site is located in FEMA’s Flood Zone X, which is defined as an area of 
moderate flood hazard. Therefore, no impacts associated with flooding would occur.  No 
mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

                                            
21 City of Los Angeles Planning Department,  Safety Element of the General Plan, Exhibit F, 100-Year & 

500-Year Flood Plains,  March, 1994. 
22  FEMA Map Service Center, https://msc.fema.gov/.  Accessed April 25, 2013.  
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h. Would the project place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures 
which would impede or redirect flood flows? 

No Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question IX.(g), above, the Project Site is not 
located within a designated 100-year flood plain area.  Thus, the Project would not place 
structures that would impede or redirect flood flows within a 100-year flood plain and no 
impacts would occur.  No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of 
this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

i. Would the project 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? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question IX.(g), above, 
the Project Site is not located within a designated 100-year flood plain area.  The Project 
Site is located within a potential inundation area and a flood control basin, as indicated in 
the Safety Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan.23  However, the Project Site is 
not located near any dams.  In addition, dams within the City, as well as others in 
California, are continually monitored by various governmental agencies (such as the State 
of California Division of Safety of Dams and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers) to guard 
against the threat of dam failure.  Current design and construction practices and ongoing 
programs of review, modification, or total reconstruction of existing dams are intended to 
ensure that all dams are capable of withstanding the maximum considered earthquake for 
the site.  Pursuant to these regulations, dams in the City are regularly inspected and meets 
current safety regulations.  No mitigation measures are required and no further evaluation 
of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

j. Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 
mudflow? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  A seiche is an oscillation of a body of water in an 
enclosed or semi-enclosed basin, such as a reservoir, harbor, lake, or storage tank.  A 
tsunami is a great sea wave, commonly referred to as a tidal wave, produced by a 
significant undersea disturbance such as tectonic displacement associated with large, 
shallow earthquakes.  Mudflows result from the downslope movement of soil and/or rock 
under the influence of gravity. 

                                            
23 City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Safety Element of the City of Los Angeles General 

Plan, Exhibit G, Inundation & Tsunami Hazard Areas, adopted November 26, 1996. 
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No large bodies of water are located within the greater Project vicinity.  The Project 
Site is approximately 11 miles east of the Pacific Ocean.  Thus, the Project would not be 
prone to inundation by tsunami.  Furthermore, the Project Site is not located within a City-
designated tsunami hazard area.24,25  However, according to the County of Los Angeles 
Flood and Inundation Hazards Map, the Project Site lies within mapped inundation 
boundaries due to a seiche or a breached upgradient reservoir.26  Due to the distance from 
the Project Site to a large body of water as well as intervening development, the potential 
for the Project Site to be impacted by a seiche is considered low.  The Project Site is not 
positioned downslope from an area of potential mudflow and, therefore, mudflow risks do 
not exist.  Therefore, impacts due to inundation from a seiche, tsunami, or mudflow would 
be less than significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis 
of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

X.  Land Use and Planning 

a.  Would the project physically divide an established community? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project Site is located within the South Los 
Angeles Community Plan area of the City.  The Project Site is currently developed with four 
residential structures.  These residences are currently owned by USC and are unoccupied.  
Existing land uses near the site include residential, commercial and institutional uses.  
Land uses surrounding the Project Site include the USC Troy Hall Apartments to the west; 
single-family and multi-family residences to the north, east and south; and commercial uses 
further eat along Figueroa Street.  The Project would result in the removal of the residential 
buildings and the development of a new child care facility, playground, and parking.  Given 
the mix of uses in the Project vicinity, the Project would not be expected to physically divide 
an established community.  Nonetheless, it is recommended that this issue be analyzed 
further in an with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as necessary. 

b. Would the project 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, coastal program, or  
 

                                            
24 City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Safety Element of the General Plan, Exhibit G, 

Inundation & Tsunami Hazard Areas,  November 1996. 
25 Geotechnical Engineering Investigation, Geotechnologies, Inc., September 5, 2012 (see Appendix A of 

this Initial Study). 
26 Ibid. 
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zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating 
an environmental effect? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project Site is zoned R3-1 (Medium 
Residential) by the LAMC.  The entire Project Site is designated for Medium Residential 
uses within the City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework and South Los Angeles 
Community Plan.  The General Plan and Community Plan each contain policies that are 
applicable to development of the Project.  In addition, on a regional level, SCAG’s Regional 
Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG), Metro’s CMP, and the SCAQMD’s 2012 AQMP 
would apply.  In recognition of the importance of land use planning to the City, it is 
recommended that this issue be analyzed further in an EIR with feasible mitigation 
measures incorporated as necessary. 

c. Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation 
plan or natural community conservation plan? 

No Impact.  The Project Site is located within the highly urbanized area of South 
Los Angeles.  As discussed in Checklist Question IV.(a), above, the Project Site is located 
within an urban area and is currently developed with residential structures, paved areas, 
and ornamental landscaping.  As discussed in Checklist Question IV.(f), above, the Project 
Site is not located within an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan or Natural Community 
Conservation Plan.  In addition, no Habitat Conservation Plans or Natural Community 
Conservation Plans apply to the immediate Project area.  As such, the Project would not 
conflict with any Habitat Conservation Plans or Natural Community Conservation Plans.  
No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

XI.  Mineral Resources 

a. Would the project 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? 

No Impact.  The Project Site is not located within a City-designated Mineral 
Resource Zone where significant mineral deposits are known to be present, nor within a 
mineral producing area as classified by the CGS.27,28  No mineral extraction operations 
                                            
27 City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Los Angeles Citywide General Plan Framework, Draft 

Environmental Impact Report, January 19, 1995, Areas Containing Significant Mineral Deposits in the 
City of Los Angeles (Figure GS-1). 

28  State of California Department of Conservation, California Geologic Survey, Map of California Principal 
Mineral-Producing Localities 1990–2000. 



Attachment B:  Explanation of Checklist Determinations 

City of Los Angeles USC Child Care Facility at Royal Street 
Matrix Environmental July 2013 
 

Page B-31 

WORKING DRAFT – Not for Public Review 

currently occur or have occurred on the Project Site.  Furthermore, the site has been 
developed with residential uses for many decades, and thus the potential of uncovering 
mineral resources during Project construction would be remote.  As indicated in Exhibit E of 
the City’s General Plan Safety Element, the Project Site is located in the Las Cienegas Oil 
Field.29  However, the Project Site is not located in or in close proximity to a formerly active 
oil drilling area and is not subject to developmental regulation relating to guidelines to 
mitigate oil drilling area hazards.30  The Project would not result in the loss of availability of 
a known mineral resource.  No impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures would be 
required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

b. Would the project 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? 

No Impact.  Government Code Section 65302(d) states that a conservation element 
of the general plan shall address “minerals and other natural resources.”  According to the 
Conservation Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan, sites that contain 
potentially significant sand and gravel deposits which are to be conserved follow the Los 
Angeles River flood plain, coastal plain, and other water bodies and courses and lie along 
the flood plain from the San Fernando Valley through downtown Los Angeles.  The Project 
is not located within the vicinity of these areas.31  As discussed in Checklist Question XI.(a), 
above, Project implementation would not result in impacts associated with the loss or 
availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state.  No impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures would be 
required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

XII.  Noise 

a. Would the project result in 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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  On-site noise sources for the existing uses include 
the loading/unloading of trucks, vehicles entering and exiting the site, landscaping and 
maintenance activities and general occupancy of the site.  Off-site noise sources in the 
                                            
29  City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Safety Element of the City of Los Angeles General 

Plan, Exhibit E, Oil Field & Oil Drilling Areas, adopted November 26, 1996. 
30  City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Zone Information and Map Access System (ZIMAS), 

http://zimas.lacity.org/, accessed April 25, 2013. 
31 City of Los Angeles, Conservation Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan, September 26, 2001. 
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Project vicinity include traffic along nearby roadways such as Royal Street, 30th Street, and 
32nd Street. 

The Project could potentially expose nearby residential and other sensitive uses to 
noise levels above established noise standards.  During construction of the Project, noise 
would be generated on a short-term basis from heavy equipment (e.g., bulldozers, 
backhoes, cranes, loaders, etc.) and construction activities (e.g., site grading and 
preparation, hammering, etc.).  In addition, operation of the Project may increase existing 
noise levels on a long term basis as a result of on-site mechanical equipment such as 
HVAC systems, loading/unloading of trucks, waste disposal activities, and vehicles entering 
and exiting the Project Site.  Therefore, it is recommended that this issue be analyzed 
further in an EIR with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as necessary. 

b. Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  Construction of the Project may generate 
groundborne noise and vibration.  Groundborne noise and vibration could occur due to site 
grading, clearing activities, and construction truck travel.  As such, the Project would have 
the potential to expose people to or generate excessive groundborne vibration and noise 
levels during short-term construction activities.  Therefore, it is recommended that this 
issue be analyzed further in an EIR with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as 
necessary. 

The Project’s proposed child care facility use would not generate groundborne noise 
or vibration at levels beyond those that currently exist.  As such, operation of the Project 
would not expose people to excessive groundborne vibration or noise and no mitigation 
measures would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

c. Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  As discussed Checklist Question XII.(a), above, 
operation of the Project has the potential to increase existing ambient noise levels on a 
long term basis due on-site mechanical equipment such as HVAC systems, 
loading/unloading of trucks, waste disposal activities, and vehicles entering and exiting the 
Project Site.  Therefore, it is recommended that this issue be analyzed further in an EIR 
with feasible mitigation measures incorporated as necessary. 



Attachment B:  Explanation of Checklist Determinations 

City of Los Angeles USC Child Care Facility at Royal Street 
Matrix Environmental July 2013 
 

Page B-33 

WORKING DRAFT – Not for Public Review 

d. Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  As discussed above in Checklist Question XII.(a), 
above, construction of the Project could increase existing ambient noise levels on a short 
term basis due to the use of heavy equipment and other construction activities.  Therefore, 
it is recommended that this issue be analyzed further in an EIR with feasible mitigation 
measures incorporated as necessary. 

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 area to excessive noise levels? 

No Impact.  The Project Site is not located within an airport land use plan area or 
within 2 miles of an airport.  No impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures would be 
required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

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? 

No Impact.  The Project Site is not located in the vicinity of a private airstrip.  No 
impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures would be required.  No further analysis of 
this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

XIII.  Population and Housing 

a. Would the project 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)? 

No Impact.  No residential uses are proposed under the Project.  In addition, the 
Project is intended to serve the child care needs of  the existing USC community.  No 
increase in student enrollment on the Campus would occur as a result of the Project.  
Furthermore, approximately 20 staff members would be provided for operation of the child 
care center, which would not result in substantial population growth.  Therefore, the Project 
would not cause an exceedance of SCAG’s employment projections, nor would it induce 
substantial indirect population or housing growth related to Project-generated employment 
opportunities.  Therefore, there would be no impact associated with direct or indirect 
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population growth.  No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of 
this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

b. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

No Impact.  The Project Site is currently developed with four residential units.  
These residences are currently owned by USC and are unoccupied.  Thus, implementation 
of the Project would not displace existing housing, nor necessitate the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere.  No impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures 
would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

c. Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

No Impact.  The Project Site is currently developed with four residential units.  
These residences are currently owned by USC and are unoccupied.  Thus, implementation 
of the Project would not displace people or necessitate replacement housing elsewhere.  
No impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures would be required.  No further 
analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

XIV.  Public Services 

a. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of new or physically altered government 
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 objective for any of the following public 
services: 

i. Fire protection? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Fire protection is currently provided by the Los 
Angeles Fire Department (LAFD).  The nearest fire station is Fire Station 15 located at 915 
West Jefferson Boulevard approximately 0.5 mile from the Project Site.32  The Project 
would provide child care services for approximately 114 children.  Approximately 20 staff 
members would be provided for operation of the child care center.  Thus, the Project would 

                                            
32  This fire station is expected to be relocated to 3000 South Hoover Street, approximately 0.3 miles from 

the Project Site.  
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not result in a daytime population that would generate a substantial increase in demand for 
LAFD fire protection services.  In addition, the proposed buildings would comply with the 
City’s Fire Code and Building Code requirements and would also be subject to LAFD 
review to ensure adequate fire flow is available and that code requirements are met.  
Therefore, impacts regarding fire protection services would be less than significant, and no 
mitigation measures would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

ii. Police protection? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Police protection service is currently provided by 
the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) from its Southwest Station located at  
1546 West Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, approximately 2 miles southwest of the 
Project Site.  LAPD service is supplemented by the security staff at the USC Department of 
Public Safety.  In addition, the daytime population comprised of up to approximately  
114 children and 20 staff members would not generate a substantial increase in demand 
for LAPD services.  Furthermore, safety design features including security lighting, security 
fencing, and safe access to buildings would be provided as part of the Project.  Thus, 
impacts regarding police protection services would be less than significant, and no 
mitigation measures would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

iii. Schools? 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  The Project would result in 
the removal of four existing residential units and the development of a new child care 
facility, playground, and parking.  No direct residential population growth would occur as a 
result of implementation of the Project.  In addition, the approximately 20 staff members 
generated by the Project would not generate a substantial indirect demand for schools in 
the Project vicinity.  However, due to the Project Site’s proximity to 32nd Street Elementary 
School, construction activities may have the potential to affect school operations.  
Therefore, the following mitigation measures are recommended to ensure that the Project’s 
potential construction impacts to 32nd Street Elementary School  are addressed:  : 

Mitigation Measure XIV-1: Project contractors shall maintain on-going 
communication with school administration at the 32nd Street 
Elementary School, providing sufficient notice to forewarn students 
and parents/guardians when existing pedestrian and vehicle routes 
to school may be impacted. 

Mitigation Measure XIV-2: If necessary, appropriate traffic controls (signs and 
temporary signals) shall be installed to ensure pedestrian and 
vehicular safety during construction. 
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Mitigation Measure XIV-3: Hauling past public school sites shall be prohibited, 
except when school is not in session.  If that is infeasible, hauling 
shall be prohibited during school arrival or dismissal times. 

Mitigation Measure XIV-4: No staging or parking of construction-related vehicles, 
including worker-transport vehicles, shall be permitted adjacent to 
school sites. 

Mitigation Measure XIV-5: Crossing guards shall be provided when safety of 
students may be compromised by construction-related activities at 
impacted school crossings. 

Mitigation Measure XIV-6: Barriers and/or fencing shall be installed around 
construction sites to secure construction equipment and site to 
prevent trespassing, vandalism, and attractive nuisances. 

With implementation of the above mitigation measures, Project impacts on schools 
would be less than significant.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

iv. Parks? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project would result in the removal of four 
existing unoccupied residential units and the development of a new child care facility, 
playground, and surface parking area.  No direct residential population growth would occur 
as a result of implementation of the Project.  In addition, the approximately 20 staff 
members generated by the Project would not generate a substantial indirect demand for 
parks in the Project vicinity.  Furthermore, the on-site play area and internal building 
spaces would accommodate the recreational needs of the children using the child care 
facility.  Thus, potential impacts on parks and recreational facilities resulting from the 
Project would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures would be required.  No 
further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

v. Other governmental facilities (including roads)? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project would result in the removal of four 
existing residential structures and the development of a new child care facility, playground, 
and surface parking area.  As discussed in Checklist Question XVI.(a), below, the number 
of vehicle trips generated by the Project would be nominal.  Thus, impacts on existing 
roadways would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures would be required.  
No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 
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XV.  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? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project would result in the removal of four 
existing unoccupied residential units and the development of a new child care facility, 
playground, and surface parking area.  No direct residential population growth would occur 
as a result of implementation of the Project.  In addition, the approximately 20 staff 
members generated by the Project would not generate a substantial indirect demand for 
parks in the Project vicinity.  Furthermore, the on-site play area and internal building 
spaces would accommodate the recreational needs of the children using the child care 
facility.  Thus, potential impacts on parks and recreational facilities resulting from the 
Project would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no 
further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might have 
an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  The Project would develop 
an approximately 5,258-square-foot playground behind the proposed child care facility to 
serve the students of the child care center.  The physical impacts associated with this 
developmenthave been evaluated in this Initial Study as part of the Project.  With 
implementation of the applicable mitigation measures, no significant impacts associated 
with this and other Project improvements would occur.  No further analysis of this topic in 
an EIR is recommended. 

XVI.  Transportation/Circulation 

The following analysis is based, in part, upon the Traffic Impact Analysis for 
Children’s Creative Learning Center South Royal Street (Traffic Impact Analysis), prepared 
by Kimley-Horn and Associates, September 2012 and the Children’s Creative Learning 
Center Traffic Study Review and Additional Analysis (Traffic Study Review), prepared by 
Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc, July 2013.  The Traffic Impact Analysis is included 
as Appendix C and the Traffic Study Review is included as Appendix D of this Initial Study. 

a. Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of a 
circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation 
including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant 
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components of the circulation system, including but not limited to 
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle 
paths, and mass transit? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project is intended to provide child care 
services to serve the existing USC community.  In addition, approximately 20 staff 
members generated by the Project, which would be a nominal increase.  As provided in the 
Traffic Impact Analysis included as Appendix C of this Initial Study, the following four study 
intersections were selected for analysis in consultation with Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation (LADOT) staff in order to determine impacts related to the Project: 

 Hoover Street at West 30th Street; 

 South Figueroa Street at West 30th Street; 

 Hoover Street at West 32nd Street; and 

 South Figueroa Street at West 32nd Street. 

The existing traffic conditions were analyzed using new peak-hour count data 
collected on Thursday, September 12, 2012.  Table B-2 on page B-39 presents the existing 
peak-hour V/C ratio and the corresponding LOS for each intersection.  As shown in  
Table B-2, all four study intersections currently operate at Level of Service A during the A.M. 
and P.M. peak hours. 

Regional ambient traffic growth was estimated as annual percentage increase over 
the existing traffic volumes.  A growth rate of 1.0 percent per year was applied to the 
peak-hour traffic volumes to represent year 2013 traffic volumes, in accordance with 
discussions with LADOT staff.  While this rate is slightly higher than the annual growth rate 
of 0.5 percent identified in the CMP, it was used to provide for a more conservative 
analysis of future traffic conditions.  Due to the fact that this Project is located in an urban 
setting, it is unlikely that there will be a large percentage of growth.  The 1.0 percent 
increase per year is anticipated to account for projects that will be built by 2013 within the 
Project vicinity.  Table B-3 on page B-39 presents a summary of the Future (2013) without 
Project conditions intersection analysis.  Additionally, Table B-4 on page B-40 provides a 
list of Related Projects identified by LADOT within a 1-mile buffer from the Project Site. 

The LADOT traffic analysis guidelines require use of the Transportation Research 
Board’s Critical Movement Analysis (CMA), Circular 212 Planning Method, to analyze traffic 
operating conditions at the study intersections.  CMA is a method which determines the 
volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio on a critical lane basis and Level of Service (LOS) 
associated with each V/C ratio at a signalized intersection.  V/C ratios are measured on a  
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Table B-2 
Existing Intersection LOS 

Signalized Intersection  

LOS Analysis Results  

A.M. Peak Hour  P.M. Peak Hour  

V/C 
Ratio  LOS  

V/C 
Ratio  LOS 

1.  Hoover Street at West 30th Street  0.380 A 0.446 A 

2.  South Figueroa Street at West 30th Street  0.444 A 0.552 A 

3.  Hoover Street at West 32nd Street  0.143 A 0.210 A 

4.  South Figueroa Street at West 32nd Street  0.288 A 0.313 A 

  

Source: Traffic Study Review prepared by Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc, July 2013 
(see Appendix D of this Initial Study). 

 

Table B-3 
Future Without Project Intersection LOS 

Signalized Intersection  

LOS Analysis Results  

A.M. Peak Hour  P.M. Peak Hour  

V/C 
Ratio  LOS  

V/C 
Ratio  LOS 

1.  Hoover Street at West 30th Street  0.384 A 0.452 A 

2.  South Figueroa Street at West 30th Street  0.450 A 0.528 A 

3.  Hoover Street at West 32nd Street  0.144 A 0.213 A 

4.  South Figueroa Street at West 32nd Street  0.292 A 0.317 A 

  

Source: (Traffic Study Review, prepared by Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc, July 2013 
(see Appendix D of this Initial Study). 

 

scale of 0 to 1.000.  LOS describes the quality of traffic flow and is a measure of such 
factor as travel speed, travel time, and flow interruptions.  LOS ranges from “A” to “F.”  
Table B-5 on page B-41 presents the V/C ratio using the Circular 212 method. 

The City of Los Angeles defines a significant traffic impact at a signalized 
intersection as an increase in demand according to the indices provided in Table B-6 on 
page B-41. 

Weekday daily, A.M., and P.M. peak-hour trips were estimated for the Project using 
trip-generation rates from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) publication entitled  
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Table B-4 
Related Projects within a 1-Mile Radius of Project Site 

# Project Name/Location Land Use 

 

Size 

1 LA Coliseum Renovation  
3911 S. Figueroa St. 

Other 68,000 sf 

2 The Lorenzo/Orthopedic Hospital 
2300 S. Flower St. 

Mixed-Use 
Apartments 
Apartments 
Retail 

 
1,000 du 

500 du 
40,000 sf 

3 Figueroa & Adams Student Housing 
2455 S. Figueroa St. 

Apartments 145 du 

4 Mixed-Use 
2700 S. Figueroa St. 

Apartments 
Retail 

171 du 
22,500 sf 

5 Oak Village Residences 
902 W. Washington Blvd. 

Townhome/
Condominiums 

142 du  

6 California African American Museum 
600 S. State St. 

Institutional 77,100 sf 

7 USC All Sports Building 
1010 W. Jefferson Blvd. 

Academic 91,130 sf 

8 USC University Park Development Plan Academic/
University-Related 

5,020,140 sf 
of additional of academic, 
commercial and housing 
uses 

9 Mixed-Use 
2100 S. Figueroa St. 

Condominiums 
Retail 

291 du 
7,134 sf 

10 South LA Redevelopment 
3671 S. Vermont Ave. 

Apartments 
Retail 

80 du 
50,000 sf 

  

Source: Los Angeles Department of Transportation, Case Logging and Tracking System.  

 

Trip Generation, 8th Edition.  The ITE land use “Day Care Center” (ITE Code 565) was 
used to forecast trips for the Project.  The morning and evening peak hours of this land use 
correspond to the peak hours of the adjacent street system.  Trip-generation rates and the 
resulting trips that would be generated by the Project are presented in Table B-7 on  
page B-42.  No reductions to the trip generation were made to account for internal or 
pass-by trips.  As shown in Table B-7, the resulting trips that are estimated to be generated 
by the Project are 743 trips on a daily basis, with 115 trips during the A.M. peak hour and 
117 trips during the P.M. peak hour. 

The Future with Project (2013) traffic volumes represent the sum of the Future Base 
traffic volumes with the Project trips added.  These volumes were assigned to the future 
baseline network that will be in place at the time the project is completed.  Table B-8 on  
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Table B-5 
Intersection LOS Definitions  

V/C Value  
Signalized  Related LOS Rating  

0.000 to 0.600 A Excellent free flow conditions  

0.601 to 0.700 B Unconstrained flow  

0.701 to 0.800 C Somewhat constrained flow, maneuverability is reduced  

0.801 to 0.900 D Constrained flow, little maneuverability  

0.901 to 1.000 E Significant vehicle queuing; not all vehicles clear intersection in on cycle  

> 1.000 F Excessive delay; vehicles require more than one signal cycle to clear the 
intersection  

  

Source: Traffic Impact Analysis, Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc., September 2012 (see 
Appendix C of this Initial Study). 

 

Table B-6 
City of Los Angeles Intersection Impact Thresholds   

Level of Service 
(LOS)  Final V/C Ratio  

Project-Related 
Increase in V/C 

C >0.700–0.800 ≥0.040 

D >0.800–0.900 ≥0.020 

E,F >0.900 ≥0.010  

  

Source: Traffic Impact Analysis, Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc., 
September 2012 (see Appendix C of this Initial Study). 

 

page B-42 presents the Future (2013) with Project peak-hour V/C ratio and the 
corresponding LOS for each intersection.  As shown in Table B-8 on page B-42, all four 
study intersection would operate at Level of Service A during the A.M. and P.M. peak 
periods.  Therefore, Project impacts related to intersection LOS would be less than 
significant. 

As provided in the Traffic Study Review included as Appendix D of this Initial Study, 
the Project is estimated to generate approximately 743 total trips, including arrivals and 
departures, each weekday.  All of these trips would access the Project Site via the 
driveway on Royal Street or would park on the street outside the Project Site.  Royal Street 
is designated as a local street according to the City of Los Angeles General Plan.  
However, according to LADOT traffic study guidelines, neighborhood traffic impacts must  
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Table B-7 
Project Trip-Generation Rates and Estimates  

  
Daily 
Trips 

A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour 

Land Use Size Inbound Outbound Total Inbound Outbound Total 

Trip-Generation Ratesa        

Day Care Center 
(ITE 565) 

per 1,000 sf 79.26 53% 47% 12.26 47% 53% 12.46 

Trip-Generation Estimates        

Day Care Center 
(ITE 565) 

9,376 sf 743 61 54 115 55 62 117 

  

sf = square feet 
a Trip Generation, 8th Edition, Institute of Transportation Engineers (2012). 
Source: Traffic Study Review, prepared by Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc, July 2013 (see Appendix 

D of this Initial Study). 

 

Table B-8 
Future With Project (2013) Intersection LOS 

Signalized Intersection  

LOS Analysis Results  

A.M. Peak Hour  P.M. Peak Hour  

V/C 
Ratio  LOS  

V/C 
Ratio  LOS 

1.  Hoover Street at West 30th Street  0.388 A 0.469 A 

2.  South Figueroa Street at West 30th Street  0.459 A 0.541 A 

3.  Hoover Street at West 32nd Street  0.158 A 0.216 A 

4.  South Figueroa Street at West 32nd Street  0.294 A 0.326 A 

  

Source: Traffic Study Review, prepared by Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc, July 2013 
(see Appendix D of this Initial Study). 

 

only be assessed if the proposed project is a non-residential development and not a 
school.  Because the Project qualifies as a school, the traffic it generates on the residential 
street on which it is located is considered to be neighborhood traffic rather than cut-through 
traffic.  Therefore, no residential traffic impacts would occur. 

According to the Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 12.21A.4, a commercial 
development that does not fall into specific defined categories must provide parking at a 
rate of one space for every 500 square feet of development.  As provided in the Traffic 
Study Review included as Appendix D of this Initial Study, the Project would include 
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approximately 9,376 square feet and thus, would require a total parking supply of  
19 spaces.  The Project would provide a total of 19 at-grade parking spaces adjacent to the 
access aisle.  The parking supply would include one handicap space and five compact 
vehicle spaces.  Therefore, the proposed parking supply would satisfy the requirement of 
the Los Angeles Municipal Code and no impacts related to parking supply would occur. 

As provided in the Traffic Study Review included as Appendix D of this Initial Study, 
project construction would involve a minimal amount of off-site haul trips as the Project Site 
would not require much grading.  Further, due to the size of the Project, it is appropriate to 
assume that the busiest construction day will produce less peak-hour traffic than the trip-
generation estimates for the Project.  Therefore, the impact of construction traffic on the 
roadway system will be less than that of the Project, and like the Project, would be less 
than significant.  In accordance with regulatory requirements, a construction traffic 
management plan would be prepared and filed with the City.  The construction traffic 
management plan would include measures such as: scheduling construction activities to 
reduce the effect on traffic flow on surrounding streets; scheduling construction-related 
deliveries during off-peak hours to the extent practical; and obtaining the required permits 
for truck haul routes from the City of Los Angeles prior to the issuance of any permit for 
the Project. 

Based on the above, the Project would not result in significant impacts associated 
with conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing measures of 
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system.  No mitigation measures would 
be required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  Metro administers the CMP, a State mandated 
program designed to address the impacts urban congestion has on local communities and 
the region as a whole.  The CMP provides an analytical basis for the transportation 
decisions contained in the State Transportation Improvement Project.  The 2010 CMP for 
Los Angeles County requires an analysis where a project could add 50 or more trips to any 
CMP intersection or more than 150 trips to a CMP mainline freeway location in either 
direction, during either peak hour.  The nearest CMP arterial monitoring station is at 
Alvarado Street & Wilshire Boulevard, nearly 3 miles north of the Project Site.  The Project 
is estimated to generate a total of 115 morning peak-hour trips and 117 afternoon peak-
hour trips, which will add fewer than 50 trips in a peak hour to any of the four analyzed 
intersections based on the trip distribution pattern described in the Traffic Study Review 
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included as Appendix D of this Initial Study.  Therefore, the Project would not result in any 
CMP arterial impacts. 

As provided in the Traffic Study Review included as Appendix D of this Initial Study, 
a CMP freeway segment analysis must be conducted if 150 or more project trips are added 
to a mainline freeway monitoring location in either direction during the morning or afternoon 
peak hour.  The Project would generate fewer than 150 trips during both the morning and 
afternoon peak hours; therefore, the Project would not require further CMP freeway 
analysis and would have no CMP freeway impact. 

Section B.8.4 of the CMP provides a methodology for estimating the number of 
transit trips expected to result from a proposed project based on the number of vehicle 
trips.  This methodology assumes an average vehicle occupancy (AVO) factor of 1.4 in 
order to estimate the number of person trips to and from the project and that approximately 
3.5 percent of total project person trips may use public transit to get to and from the Project 
Site.  For the Project, more conservative factors of 2.0 AVO and 5 percent transit ridership 
were applied.  Based on an afternoon peak-hour trip generation of 117 trips, these 
assumptions indicate that the Project would generate 234 afternoon peak-hour person-
trips, of which approximately 12 would use transit.  Because the Project Site is located in 
an area with many transit options, it is anticipated that the existing transit service in the 
Project vicinity would adequately accommodate the Project-generated transit trips. 
Therefore, the Project would not conflict with the CMP, and impacts would be less than 
significant.  No mitigation measure would be required and no further analysis of this topic in 
an EIR is recommended. 

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

No Impact.  The Project does not propose any uses that would result in a change in 
air traffic patterns, including either an increase in air traffic levels or a change in location.  
Therefore, no impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures would be required.  No 
further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

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

No Impact.  The Project would not alter any existing roadway configurations 
including any hazardous design features, sharp curves, or dangerous intersections.  
Furthermore, the Project does not propose any incompatible uses.  Therefore, no impacts 
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would occur, and no mitigation measures would be required.  No further analysis of this 
topic in an EIR is recommended. 

e. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question VIII.(g), above, 
the Project would not impact existing emergency routes.  Primary vehicular access to the 
Project Site will be provided via a full-access driveway accessing Royal Street on the west 
edge of the Project Site.  The driveway leads directly into a two-way drive aisle lines with 
perpendicular parking on both sides.  The drive aisle will terminate at the east edge of the 
Project Site, where a secondary gated driveway will provide emergency access to the 
residential alley running along the rear of the Project Site.  A vehicle turnaround area will 
be provided adjacent to the gated access driveway. No changes to the existing access and 
circulation patterns in the Project area would occur as a result of the Project.  Furthermore, 
the Project would be subject to the site plan review requirements of the LADOT and the 
LAFD to ensure that all access roads, driveways and parking areas would remain 
accessible to emergency service vehicles.  In addition, Project construction is not 
anticipated to impede emergency access to the Project Site or any off-site locations.  As a 
result, the Project would result in a less than significant impact related to emergency 
access.  No mitigation measures are required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR 
is recommended. 

f. Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise 
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question XVI.(a), above, 
the number of vehicle trips generated by the Project would be nominal.  The Study Area, 
described in the Traffic Study Review included as Appendix D of this Initial Study, is served 
by the Metro Expo Line, five Metro bus lines, and an LADOT DASH route.  The following is 
a brief description of the transit lines providing service in the vicinity of the Project Site: 

 Metro Expo Line—The Metro Expo Line provide light rail service from Downtown 
Los Angeles to Culver City.  It stops at Flower Street & Jefferson Boulevard, 
within walking distance of the Project Site. 

 Metro Local Line 38—Local Line 38 provides service from Downtown Los 
Angeles to Culver City via Jefferson Boulevard.  It stops at the intersection of 
Figueroa Street & 30th Street, within walking distance of the Project Site. 

 Metro Local Line 81—Local Line 81 provides service from South Los Angeles to 
Eagle Rock via Figueroa Street.  It stops at the intersection of Figueroa Street & 
30th Street, within walking distance of the Project Site. 
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 Metro Local Line 102—Local Line 102 provides service from South Gate to Los 
Angeles International Airport.  It stops at Flower Street & Jefferson Boulevard, 
within walking distance of the Project Site. 

 Metro Local Line 200—Local Line 200 provides service from Los Angeles to 
Echo Park via Alvarado Street.  It stops at Royal Street & Figueroa Street, within 
walking distance of the Project Site. 

 Metro Express Line 550—Express Line 550 provides service from San Pedro to 
Exposition Park.  It stops at Hoover Street & 32nd Street, within walking distance 
of the Project Site. 

 LADOT Downtown DASH F—Downtown DASH F provides service from 
Downtown City West to Exposition Park via Figueroa Street.  It stops at Figueroa 
Street & 32nd Street, within walking distance of the Project Site. 

In addition to the public transit routes described above, USC provides campus 
shuttles through the neighborhood.  Routes A, B, and C all provide stops at Figueroa 
Street & 32nd Street, within walking distance of the Project Site. 

Together, the seven public transit routes and three private shuttle routes have 
sufficient capacity for the potential increase in transit ridership due to the development of 
the Project. Furthermore, the Project would not permanently alter any bicycle or pedestrian 
facilities within the Project vicinity.  Thus, potential impacts associated with conflict with 
adopted policies, plans or programs regarding public transit, bicycle or pedestrian facilities 
would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures are required and no further analysis 
of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

XVII.  Utilities and Service Systems 

a. Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The City of Los Angeles Department of Public 
Works (LADPW) provides wastewater collection and treatment services for the Project Site.  
The Project would result in the removal of four existing residential units and the 
development of a new child care facility, playground, and parking.  According to the City of 
Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanitation sewage generation factor of 9 gallons per day (gpd) for 
“School: Nursery-Day Care,” the Project’s 114 students would result in a net new 
generation of approximately 1,026 gpd of wastewater.  The wastewater generation 
calculations are conservative and do not account for the numerous water conservation 
features that would be implemented.  Wastewater generated on-site would be conveyed via 
existing sewer lines for treatment into the Hyperion Treatment Plant (HTP) located in El 
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Segundo, which has recently upgraded its treatment facilities (and continues to improve its 
facilities) to meet NPDES requirements.  The HTP is designed to treat 450 million gallons 
per day (mgd), with annual increases in wastewater flows limited to 5 mgd by City 
Ordinance No. 166,060.  The HTP currently processes an average of 362 mgd, and 
therefore has an available capacity of approximately 88 mgd.33  The wastewater generated 
by the Project would be typical of educational facilities.  No industrial discharge into the 
wastewater system would occur.  As the HTP is in compliance with the State’s wastewater 
treatment requirements, the Project would not exceed wastewater treatment requirements 
of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and impacts would be less than significant.  
No mitigation measures are required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

b. Would the project 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? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Water and wastewater systems consist of two 
components, the source of the water supply or place of sewage treatment, and the 
conveyance systems (i.e., distribution lines and mains) that link the location of these 
facilities to an individual development site.  Using the sewage generation rate discussed in 
Checklist Question XVII.(a), above, the Project’s 114 students would result in a net new 
water demand of approximately 1,026 gpd.. The water demand calculations are 
conservative and do not account for the numerous water conservation features that would 
be implemented.  The Project would include new water improvements to connect into the 
existing water infrastructure, the construction of which would be reviewed by LADPW to 
ensure that no significant impacts to capacity would occur.  As such, impacts would be less 
than significant. 

As discussed in Checklist Question XVII.(a), above, the Project would result in a net 
new generation of approximately 1,026 gpd of wastewater when compared with existing 
conditions under which the on-site buildings are vacant.  The Project would include 
wastewater improvements that would connect into the existing sewer lines, the construction 
of which would be reviewed by the LADPW to ensure that no significant impacts to capacity 
would occur.  Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation 
measures would be required.  No further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

                                            
33 City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works Bureau of Sanitation, About Wastewater—Treatment 

Plants, www.lacity.org/san/wastewater/factsfigures.htm, accessed April 24, 2013. 
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c. Would the project require or result in the construction of new 
stormwater drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental effects? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in the Checklist Question IX.(c), 
above, the Project would not increase the amount of runoff within the Project Site.  While 
new connections to existing drainage infrastructure would be required, the Project would 
not generate runoff that would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater 
drainage systems.  Thus, impacts with respect to existing or planned drainage systems 
would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no further 
analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

d. Would the project have significant water supplies available to serve 
the project from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or 
expanded entitlements needed? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Water supplies are currently provided to the Project 
Site by the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP).  As discussed in the 
Checklist Question XVII.(b), above, the Project’s 114 students would result in a net 
increase in water demand of approximately 1,026 gpd (1.1286 acre/feet per year).  This 
increase in water demand would represent approximately 0.000002 percent of the 2010 
water demand within LADWP’s service area, which was 555,477 acre/feet per year.34  
According to LADWP’s 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP), the LADWP’s 
projected water supply would be adequate to meet water demand through 2035.  
Furthermore, the Project would comply with Title 20 and 24 of the California Administrative 
Code to implement water conservation measures and reduce water demand.  Thus, the 
Project would not generate an increase in water demand such that new or expanded water 
entitlements would be needed.  Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.  No 
mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in Checklist Question XVII.(a), 
above, the Project would result in a net new generation of approximately 1,026 gpd of 
wastewater.  Wastewater generated on-site would be conveyed via existing sewer lines for 

                                            
34  Los Angeles Department of Water & Power, Urban Water Management Plan 2010, May 2011.  
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treatment into the HTP.  The HTP is designed to treat 450 mgd, with annual increases in 
wastewater flows limited to 5 mgd by City Ordinance No. 166,060.  The HTP currently 
processes an average of 362 mgd, and therefore has an available capacity of 
approximately 88 mgd.  When compared with the remaining capacity of the HTP, the 
nominal increase of wastewater produced by the Project would not exceed the available 
wastewater treatment plant capacity.  Furthermore, implementation of Title 20 and 24 of the 
California Administrative Code would ultimately reduce water demand, and consequently 
wastewater flows below these anticipated levels.  Therefore, impacts would be less than 
significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic 
in an EIR is recommended. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  Construction of the Project would generate 
construction and demolition debris as well as export soil that would be disposed of at an 
unclassified landfill.  As part of the Project, construction materials would be recycled in 
accordance with the City of Los Angeles Green Building Code (Ordinance No. 181,480), 
which requires a minimum construction waste reduction of approximately 50 percent.  
Materials that could be recycled or salvaged include asphalt, glass and concrete.  Debris 
not recycled could be accepted at one of several unclassified landfills within Los Angeles 
County.  Since unclassified landfills generally do not face capacity issues, solid waste 
impacts during construction would be less than significant.35 

The Project Site currently does not generate solid waste.  According to the 
generation rate of 10.53 pounds of solid waste per day per employee provided in the City of 
Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, the Project’s 20 staff members would result in a net 
new generation of approximately 210.6 pounds (0.11 tons) of solid waste per day during 
operation.  This would represent an increase of approximately 38.43 tons per year.  The 
annual amount of solid waste generated by the Project Site would represent a negligible 
amount (approximately .00001 percent) of the annual solid waste disposed of by the City of 
Los Angeles (2.99 million tons),36 thus representing a negligible fraction of the total waste 
generated Citywide.  It is important to note that this estimate is conservative, as the amount 
of solid waste that would need to be landfilled would likely be less than this forecast based 
on successful City implementation of AB 939 and the City’s objective to achieve a 

                                            
35  Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Solid Waste Information Management System, Los 

Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan, 2011 Annual Report.  
36 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works Reports http://dpwprod3.co.la.ca.us/swims/download/

rpt_201146_194611_956_16.pdf. Accessed April 23, 2013.  



Attachment B:  Explanation of Checklist Determinations 

City of Los Angeles USC Child Care Facility at Royal Street 
Matrix Environmental July 2013 
 

Page B-50 

WORKING DRAFT – Not for Public Review 

70-percent diversion goal by 2020 and eventually to a zero waste scenario as envisioned in 
the Los Angeles Solid Waste Integrated Resources Plan.  Therefore, a less than significant 
impact associated with operational solid waste would occur.  No mitigation measures are 
required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

g. Would the project comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project would comply with applicable 
regulations related to solid waste, including those pertaining to waste reduction and 
recycling.  For example, the Project would promote compliance with the California 
Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939) through source reduction and 
recycling programs.  Therefore, the Project would comply with federal, State, and local 
statutes and regulations related to solid waste and a less than significant impact would 
occur.  No mitigation measures are required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR 
is recommended. 

h. Other Utilities and Service Systems? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Other utility and service system impacts resulting 
from the proposed improvements associated with the Project are anticipated to be the use 
of electricity and natural gas.  The Project Site currently does not generate a demand for 
electricity or natural gas. 

Electrical transmission to the Project Site is provided and maintained by LADWP.  
As shown in Table B-9 on page B-51, the Project would generate a net increase in the 
consumption of electricity of approximately 98.45 MWh annually.  In 2012, the LADWP had 
an annual electricity consumption of 26,018,000 MWh.  By 2013, the earliest buildout year 
for the Project, the electricity consumption for the LADWP is projected to increase to 
approximately 26,368,000 MWh.37  Thus, the projected 2012–2013 increase in LADWP 
electrical consumption would total approximately 350,000 MWh.  The Project-related net 
increase in electricity demand would represent approximately 0.000003 percent of 
LADWAP’s 2013 electricity consumption and approximately 0.0002 percent of the 
forecasted growth in electricity consumption between 2012 and 2013.  Therefore, the 
Project would be within the anticipated electrical service capabilities of LADWP. 

                                            
37 California Energy Commission, California Energy Demand 2010–2020 Commission-Adopted Forecast, 

Los Angeles Water and Power Department Commission-Adopted Demand Forecast Forms, www.energy.
ca.gov/2009publications/CEC-200-2009-012/CEC-200-2009-012-CMF.PDF, accessed April 23. 2013.  
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Table B-9 
Project Increase in Electrical Consumption 

Type of Use  Unit  
Electricity Consumption 

Factora  

Annual Electrical 
Consumption 

(MWh)  

Educational Uses  9,376 sf 0.01050 MWh/sf/year 98.45 

  

Note:  sf = square feet and MWh = megawatt-hour 
a SCAQMD, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Table A9-11-A: Electricity Usage Rates, 1993. 

Source:  Matrix Environmental, 2013. 

 

Natural gas is provided to the Project Site by the Southern California Gas Company.  
As shown in Table B-10 on page B-52, the Project would generate an increased  
demand for approximately 225.02 thousand cubic feet (kcf) of natural gas per year.  This 
annual increase in demand associated with the Project would represent approximately 
0.00002 percent of the projected annual demand of 765.2 billion cubic feet within the entire 
Southern California Gas Company service area in 2013.38  Thus, the increased demand for 
natural gas would be within the service capabilities of the Southern California Gas 
Company. 

The electricity and natural gas demands estimates presented above for the Project 
are based on consumption factors presented in the 1993 SCAMD CEQA Air Quality 
Handbook.  The electricity and natural gas demands estimates are conservative and do not 
account for the numerous energy conservation measures that would be incorporated into 
the Project.  Therefore, the actual electricity and natural gas demands of the Project would 
be less than estimated.  Furthermore, utility providers are required to plan for necessary 
upgrades and expansions to their systems to ensure that adequate service will be 
provided.  Based on the above, Project impacts with respect to energy demand would be 
less than significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of 
this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

XVIII.  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 

                                            
38 California Energy Commission, California Energy Demand 2010–2020 Commission-Adopted Forecast, 

Natural Gas Planning Areas Commission-Adopted Forecast Forms, www.energy.ca.gov/
2009publications/CEC-200-2009-012/CEC-200-2009-012-CMF.PDF, accessed April 23, 2013. 
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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? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  As indicated by the analysis above, the Project 
would not substantially reduce the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, or reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or 
animal.  However, the Project could potentially affect historic resources.  Thus, an EIR will 
be prepared to analyze potential impacts associated with historic resources. 

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)? 

Potentially Significant Impact.  The potential for cumulative impacts occurs when 
the independent impacts of the Project are combined with the impacts of related projects in 
proximity to the Project Site, thereby resulting in impacts that are greater than the impacts 
of the Project alone.  Located within the vicinity of the Project Site are other past, current 
and/or reasonably foreseeable projects, whose development, in conjunction with that of the 
Project, may contribute to potential cumulative impacts.  Impacts of the Project on both an 
individual and cumulative basis will be addressed in an EIR.  Specifically, the potential for 
cumulative impacts related to aesthetics, air quality, cultural resources, greenhouse gas 
emissions, land use, and noise resulting from the Project in conjunction with related 
projects will be analyzed and documented in an EIR. 

Table B-10 
Project Increase in Natural Gas Consumption 

Type of Use  Size 
Natural Gas Consumption 

Factora 

Annual Natural Gas 
Consumption 

(kcf) 

Educational Uses  9,376 sf 2.0 cf/sf/mo 225.02 

  

Note:  sf = square feet; mo = month; cf = cubic feet; and kcf = thousand cubic feet 
a SCAQMD, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Table A9-12-A: Natural Gas Usage Rates, 1993. 

Source:  Matrix Environmental, 2013 
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As provided below, the Project would not contribute to cumulative impacts for those 
environmental topics that were demonstrated by this Initial Study to be less than significant 
or to have no impact. 

 Agricultural and Forest Resources—The Project Site and vicinity are not 
designated as Farmland, zoned for agricultural uses, or used for agricultural 
uses.  In addition, the Project Site is not zoned for forest land and does not 
include any forest or timberland.  Therefore, no cumulative impacts related to 
agricultural or forest resources would occur.  No mitigation measures would be 
required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

 Biological Resources—The Project Site is developed with residential uses.  
Existing land uses near the Project Site include residential, commercial and 
institutional uses.  No biological resources, including special status species, or 
wetlands and habitats supporting such resources are located within the Project 
Site or in the Project vicinity.  Therefore, the Project would not result in impacts 
associated with biological resources.  In addition, the impact of related projects 
on biological resources would be assessed on a project-by-project basis and are 
generally site specific.  Related projects would also be required to comply with 
the City of Los Angeles’ Protected Tree Ordinance and Street Tree Ordinance as 
well as the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.  Thus, cumulative impacts related to 
biological resources would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures 
would be required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
recommended. 

 Geology and Soils—Due to their site-specific nature, geology impacts are 
typically assessed on a project-by-project basis or for a particular localized area.  
Related projects are not located immediately adjacent to the Project Site.  Thus, 
cumulative geologic impacts resulting from the Project and other related projects 
would not occur.  Cumulative development would expose a greater number of 
people to seismic hazards.  However, as with the Project, related projects would 
be subject to federal, state, and local regulations and standards for seismic 
safety, including the CBC.  Thus, cumulative impacts related to geology and soils 
would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no 
further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

 Hazards and Hazardous Materials—As discussed above, the Project would not 
generate, use, or emit any hazardous materials that would have the potential to 
result in adverse environmental conditions.  In addition, as with the Project, all 
related development located within the vicinity of the Project Site would be 
subject to federal, state, and local regulations pertaining to hazards and 
hazardous materials.  Therefore, with adherence to such regulations, the 
concurrent development of the Project and related projects would not result in 
cumulatively significant impacts with regard to hazards and hazardous materials.  



Attachment B:  Explanation of Checklist Determinations 

City of Los Angeles USC Child Care Facility at Royal Street 
Matrix Environmental July 2013 
 

Page B-54 

WORKING DRAFT – Not for Public Review 

No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic in 
an EIR is recommended. 

 Hydrology and Surface Water Quality—Development of other projects in the 
vicinity of the Project Site could potentially result in an increase or decrease in 
surface water runoff and contribute point and non-point source pollutants to 
nearby water bodies.  However, as with the Project, related projects would be 
subject to NPDES permit requirements for both construction and operation, 
including development of SWPPPs for construction projects greater than one 
acre, compliance with SUSMP requirements during operation, and compliance 
with other local requirements pertaining to hydrology and surface water quality.  
It is anticipated that related projects would be evaluated on an individual basis by 
LADPW to determine appropriate BMPs and treatment measures to avoid 
significant impacts to hydrology and surface water quality.  Thus, cumulative 
impacts related to hydrology/water quality would be less than significant.  No 
mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic in an 
EIR is recommended. 

 Mineral Resources—As the Project Site is not located within a City-designated 
Mineral Resource Zone, the Project would not result in the loss of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site.  Therefore, the Project’s contribution to 
the loss of mineral resources would not be cumulatively considerable.  No 
mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic in an 
EIR is recommended. 

 Population and Housing—As discussed above, the Project would not contribute 
any residential units and the Project’s employment is not expected to cause a 
notable number of residents to move to the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades 
Community Plan Area.  Further, the Project Site is located in an urbanized area 
with infrastructure that is already in place. Thus, the Project would not induce 
substantial population growth or displace substantial numbers of people. In 
addition, while related projects could cumulatively increase population in the 
area, such increases are expected to be within City and SCAG growth forecasts.  
Thus, cumulative impacts associated with population and housing would be less 
than significant. 

 Fire Protection—Regarding fire protection services, development of the Project in 
conjunction with related projects would cumulatively increase the demand for fire 
services. However, all projects would be required to comply with response 
distance criteria and all applicable fire safety regulations and standard conditions 
imposed by the LAFD.  In addition, all project plans would be reviewed by the 
LAFD in order to ensure adequate fire flow capabilities and adequate emergency 
access.  Compliance with LAFD requirements and building code requirements 
would ensure that cumulative impacts to fire protection would be below a level of 
significance.  No mitigation measures would be required and no further analysis 
of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 
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 Police Protection—Regarding police protection services, development of the 
Project in conjunction with related projects would cumulatively increase the 
demand for LAPD services.  However, it is anticipated that related projects would 
be reviewed by the LAPD to ensure that sufficient security measures would be 
implemented to reduce potential impacts to police protection services.  The 
Project would not increase the residential population in the station’s service area.  
Thus, the Project’s contribution to cumulative impacts to police protection would 
be less than significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no 
further analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

 Schools—Although the Project does not include the development of residential 
units, related projects may include residential uses that would result in an 
increased demand for school services.  It is likely that some of the students 
generated by related projects would already reside in areas served by the 
LAUSD and would already be enrolled in LAUSD schools.  Section 65995 of the 
California Government Code sets a maximum level of fees a developer may be 
required to pay to mitigate a project’s impact on school facilities.  As such, the 
applicants of the related commercial and residential projects would be required to 
pay a school fee to the LAUSD to help reduce cumulative impacts on school 
services.  Compliance with the provisions of Section 65995 of the California 
Government Code is deemed to provide full and complete mitigation of school 
facilities impacts.  No direct residential population growth would occur as a result 
of implementation of the Project.  Therefore, with the full payment of all 
applicable school fees, the related projects would reduce potential cumulative 
impacts to schools to less than significant levels.  No mitigation measures or 
further analysis of this topic in an EIR is required. 

 Parks and Recreation—The Project does not include residential development, 
which typically creates demand on park services.  In addition, related projects 
would be subject to discretionary review by the City, would be required to 
implement mitigation measures to ensure that no significant impacts to park and 
recreational services would occur, and would be required to comply with the 
parks and recreation requirements of the Quimby Act and the LAMC.  Pursuant 
to LAMC Section 12.33, any rezoning of properties for multiple residential uses 
would also be subject to the requirements of Section 17.12.  Therefore, 
cumulative impacts would be less than significant. No mitigation measures or 
further analysis of this topic in an EIR are required. 

 Libraries—As discussed above, the Project would not result in a significant 
impact on library services and facilities. In addition, much of the growth 
associated with the related projects is already accounted for in the service 
population projections made by the LAPL.  Furthermore, it would be expected 
that related projects would implement measures as necessary to reduce their 
respective impacts on library facilities.  Therefore, the Project would not 
contribute to a cumulatively considerable impact with regard to libraries.  No 
mitigation measures or further analysis of this topic in an EIR are required. 
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 Wastewater—Due to shared urban infrastructure, the Project and related projects 
would cumulatively increase wastewater generation.  However, utility system 
capacity must be demonstrated during the approval process for each project.  In 
addition, if necessary, related projects would be required to improve or replace 
substandard or deteriorated utility lines per City of Los Angeles Building and 
Safety Code and Department of Public Works requirements.  Furthermore, the 
service providers conduct ongoing evaluations to ensure that facilities are 
adequate to serve the forecasted growth of the community. Thus, cumulative 
impacts would be less than significant.  No mitigation measures or further 
analysis of this topic in an EIR are required. 

 Water—Based on the service area reliability assessment conducted by the 
LADWP in its 2010 UWMP, LADWP determined that it will be able to reliably 
provide water to its customers through the year 2035, as well as the intervening 
years.  In addition, in compliance with the requirements of the LAMC, the Project 
and related projects are required to implement water conservation features.  
Furthermore, for larger projects, a formal Water Supply Assessment is required 
to be provided to ensure that future water supplies will be adequate to 
accommodate such related projects. Thus, cumulative impacts would be less 
than significant.  No mitigation measures or further analysis of this topic in an 
EIR are required. 

 Solid Waste—The Project in conjunction with related projects would increase the 
need for solid waste disposal during their respective construction periods.  
However, since unclassified landfills in the County do not generally have capacity 
concerns, inert landfills serving the related projects would have sufficient 
capacity to accommodate construction waste disposal needs.  With regard to 
operational waste disposal needs, the waste generated by the Project would be 
well within the capacity of existing landfills.  Furthermore, based on the 2011 
CIWMB Annual Report the County would be able to accommodate solid waste 
disposal needs for the 15-year planning period through the year 2026.39  With the 
implementation of solid waste policies and objectives intended to help achieve 
the requirements of AB 939 and the City’s 70 percent diversion goal, it is 
expected that the Project and related projects would not substantially reduce the 
projected timeline for landfills within the region to reach capacity.  Therefore, 
cumulative impacts on solid waste would be less than significant. No mitigation 
measures would be required and no further analysis of this topic in an EIR is 
necessary. 

 Traffic— Implementation of the Project in conjunction with the 10 related projects 
within a 1-mile radius identified by LADOT and the ambient regional growth 

                                            
39 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, County of Los Angeles Countywide Integrated 

Waste Management Plan 2011 Annual Report, August 2012. 
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projections described previously would result in a net increase in traffic in the 
study area.  The analysis of the Future With Project conditions provided above 
reflects both Project-specific and future cumulative traffic impacts related to 
intersection LOS.  Specifically, the analysis accounts for Project-related traffic, 
plus traffic from related projects and ambient regional growth.  The Project-
specific analysis set forth above shows that this Future With Project cumulative 
conditions would not result in significant impacts related to intersection LOS, 
neighborhood intrusion, construction, or CMP facilities.  Therefore, cumulative 
impacts related to intersection capacity, neighborhood intrusion, construction, 
and CMP facilities would be less than significant. 

 Energy—Development of the Project and related projects would increase the use 
of electricity and natural gas.  Nevertheless, as required by the City Building 
Code, all related projects would incorporate Title 24 Energy Efficiency Standards 
into their project design.  In addition, all buildings meeting the requirements of 
the City’s Green Building Ordinance would be required to be designed to meet 
LEED certification equivalence.  Therefore, cumulative impacts would be less 
than significant.  No mitigation measures would be required and no further 
analysis of this topic in an EIR is recommended. 

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

Potentially Significant Impact.  As indicated by the analysis above, the Project 
could result in potentially significant impacts with regard to aesthetics, air quality, cultural 
resources, greenhouse gas emissions, land use, and noise.  As a result, these potential 
impacts will be analyzed further in an EIR. 




