City of URBS 460

Date: 10/26/16 I

o et ot 3 )
To: Deputy PlannerStudent Q - k— ( CE)F: Q

From: Planning ManagerJared e

RE: Project No: 2016-X-TRA Crdt 460.1, Part1 of2 (Part2 of 2 to be delivered 11/1/16, after
9:15am)

I know | said in mylast memoIsenton 10/19/16 {the Midterm) thatthe CEQA was OK and not to worry
aboutthe CEQA analysis forthat memao, and that is still true {i.e., DONOTANALYZE CEQA ON THE
MIDTERM ANSWER; REPEAT. DO NOT ANALYZE CEQA ON THE MIDTERM ANSWER).

But, we have another problem. Again, this is COMPLETELY independent from the lastmemo (the
Midterm) and this has no new information that should affect that wark and | wantyou to finish that first
before starting onthis extra project.

Whenyou are finished with the 10/19/16 memo assignment (i.e., the Midterm), and in preparation for

our meeting scheduled forNovember 9, at 6:00pm (i.e., class on 11/9), | want you to prepare an Initial
Studyon Annie’s proposed project..

Giventhe situation with Clarl’s work with the permitand, | want you to do a newinitial Study on the
project.

I will be receiving more information fromthe applicant next week, and will provide you with more
information provided in Pari 2 of this memo which i should get out on 11/1/16, arcund 9:15am.

In the meantime, when you are done with the other memo, look over the attached Initial Study to be
familiar with the questions provided, and the types of impacts needing to be analyzed in the short and
long form analyses.

When we meetto discuss this matteron November9, I'll wantto hear yourinput on several of the
evaluated categories and how you came up with the opinion that impacts were “PotentiallySignificant”,
“Less than Significant With Mitigation”, “Less Than Significant”, or “Nolmpact”.

Thanks.

p.S.

'mincluding a Word version of the Initial Study you should use.




City of URBS 460

Date: 11/1/16
To: Deputy Planner Student

From: Planning Manager Jared

RE: Project No: 2016-X-TRA Crdt 460.1, Part2 of2 (Use with Part 1 of 2 to be delivered
10/26/16)

Thanks again for your initial analysis. That was very helpful. As most of your colleagues shared, that
Clark’s work with the permit really put the City in a bind. New we need to look at the CEQA component
of this application in more detail. So, | want you to do an Initial Study on the project. Use the Word
version of the Initial Study provided with the 10/26 memo.

Again, the analysis here is COMPLETELY independent from the initial memo from 10/19 (your Midterm),
though you will need to rely on the facts provided in the 10/19 and 10/26 memos. Here is the new
information from the applicant:

L a. The address is 101 N. Main Street.
~——__p b itisinthe Downtown Specific Plan area.
e == ¢, The general plan for the DTSP is “commercial”.
*—%35 d. No residential uses are allowed in the DTSP, so that will require a Specific Plan Amendment.
- — =5 e. The building permit will be issued over-the-counter.

ﬁ@ Based on the new information from the applicant | believe the following are required:

1, A building permit for the off-site sign for Garry’s Garage

2. A Minor CUP for off-site sign

3. A CUP for residential remodel with restaurant, and potentially a Specific Plan Amendment for
the residential use {the SPA depends on the City Attorney’s opinion whether that use is
grandfathered in or not).

ﬁp As you know, at the time of adopting the Downtown Specific Plan, the City sent notice of area to the
Gabrielino/Tongva Tribal Council, the Gabrielino-Tongva Tribal Council, and the Coastal Gabrielino-
Diegueno Band of Mission Indians. The City received the responses from each organization that
essentially was the same: those projects along North Main street are not of historical interest or
significant to our nations; Because of the continued occupation an excavation of that area, our
organizations require no notification of projects unless such will require excavation below 5 feet in

depth. Please take this information into consideration when answering the last item on the first page
and section XVII.



#<

Please do the following :

A CEQA Checklists (Written forms to be submitted to me)

R _________,_,_.__.;-—""—
Prepare a checklist analysis for a building permit for the off-site sign for Garry’s Garage

Prepare a checklist analysis for a Minor CUP for off-site sign
Prepare a long form analysis for the CUP and Specific Plan Amendment (together) for the

residential remodel with restaurant

B. Native American Notification (Written answer to be submitted: % to % page)
1. When so we need to submit notification?

2. Do we need to notify the affected Native American groups again? Why/Why not?

REMINDER: Be prepared to defend your answers at our meeting on November 9. F'll want to hear your
input on several of the evaluated categories and how you came up with the opinion that impacts were
“Potentially Significant”, “Less than Significant With Mitigation”, “Less Than Significant”, or “No impact”.

Thanks.

]
i
i
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[Use only Pages 1 and 2 when preparing a “checklist” I1S. Use Page 1 and
from
Page 3 for long form IS analysis.]
| Planner Name: | Date: 1

CEQA Environmental Checklist

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND BACKGROUND

Project Title: X-TRA Cr 1
Lead agency hame and address:
Contact person and phone number:
Project Location:

Project sponsor’s name and address: Annie Jones Development
General plan description:

Zoning:

Description of project: (Describe the whole
action involved, including but not limited to later
phases of the project, and any secondary,
support, or off-site features necessary for its
implementation.)

Surrounding land uses and setting; briefly
describe the project’s surroundings:

Other public agencies whose approval is
required (e.g. permits, financial approval, or N/A
participation agreements);

Have California Native American tribes
traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
project area requested consultation pursuant to
Public Resources Code section 21080.3.17 if
s0, has consultation begun?

Note: Conducting consuliation early in the
CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead
agencies, and project proponents to discuss
the level of environmental review, identify and
address potential adverse impacts to tribal
cultural resources, and reduce the potential for
delay and conflict in the environmental review
process. {(See Public Resources Code section
21083.3.2.} information may also be available
from the California Native American Heritage
Commission's Sacred Lands File per Public
Resources CGode section 5097.96 and the
California Historical Resources Information
System administered by the California Office of
Historic Preservation. Please also note that
Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c)
contains provisions specific to confidentiality.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

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

see the checklist beginning on page 3 for additional information.

Aesthetics

Agriculture and Forestry

L

Air Quality

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Geology/Soils

Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

Hydrology/Water Quality

O O

CC]) O

OO0 CHL

Land Use/Planning Mineral Resources Noise
Population/Housing Public Services Recreation
Transportation/Traffic Tribal Cultural Resources Utilities/Service Systems
Mandatory Findings of
Significance

DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

L]

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

L]

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been

made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
will be prepared.

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

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

| 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 propesed project, nothing further is required.

Signature:

Date:

Printed Name:

For:
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CEQA Environmental Checklist

This checkiist identifies physical, biological, social and economic factors that might be affected by
the proposed project. In many cases, background studies performed in connection with the
projects indicate no impacts. A NO IMPACT answer in the last column reflects this determination.
Where there is a need for clarifying discussion, the discussion is included either following the
applicable section of the checklist or is within the body of the environmental document itself. The
words "significant” and "significance" used throughout the following checklist are related to
CEQA, not NEPA, impacts. The guestions in this form are intended to encourage the thoughtful
assessment of impacts and do not represent thresholds of significance.

Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with impact

Mitigation

. AESTHETICS: Would the project:
a} Have a substantial adverse effect an a scenic vista?

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?

¢y Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of the site and its surroundings?

O o 0O O

O O 00
I I R I
O o 0O 0

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

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESQURGCES: In
determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment
Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation
as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture
and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest
resources, inchuding timberland, are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to information compited by the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding
the state’s inventory of forest land, inciuding the Forest and
Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment
Project; and the forest carbon measurement methodology
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. Would the project;

a) Convert Prime Farmiand, Unique Farmiand, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps [:l D D D
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring

Program of the California Resources Agency, to ren-agricultural

use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricuftural use, ora
Williamson Act contract? D EI D D
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¢) 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),
er timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))7?

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

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could resuit in conversion of
Farmiand, to non-agriculturaj use or conversion of forest land to
non-forest use?

It AIR QUALITY: Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the
following deteminations, Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

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

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria poliutant for which the project region is non- attainment
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions which exceed guantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concenirations?

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

V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

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

b} Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regionat
plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?
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c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
{including, but not fimited 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 corriders, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

e} Confiict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biclagical resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

f} Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Naturat Gommunity Conservation Plan, or
other approved locai, regicnal, or state habitat conservation
plan?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
histerical resource as defined in §15064.57

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.57

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unigue paleontologicat
resource or site or unique geclogic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside
of dedicated 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 Alguist-Priclo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued
by the State Geotogist for the area or based on other substantiai
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 427

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iif} Seismic-related ground failure, including tiguefaction?
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iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoll?

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstabie as a result of the project, and potentially
result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
ltquefaction 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?

) 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?

V. 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 pian, policy of regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

VI, 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 ic the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials info the
anvironment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school?
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d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Seclion
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?

) 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?

q) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

hy 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?

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

b) Substantially deptete 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 fand uses or planned uses for which pemiis have been
granted)?

¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream
ar river, in @ 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 substantiaily increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a 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 scurces of polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
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@) Place housing within a 100-year floed hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area siructures which
would impede or redirect flood flows?

iy Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving fiooding, including flooding as a result of the
failure of a levee or dam?

B Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?

p)Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation
of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the genaral plan, specific plan, local coastal program,
or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of aveiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

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

X!|, MINERAL RESOURCES: Wouid the project:

a) Result in the ioss 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 avaiiability of a lecally-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 levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

b} Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

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

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

Xtk 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}?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the censtruction 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, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service rafios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?
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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?

h) 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?

Xvi. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, erdinance or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of
the circulation system, taking into account all modes of
transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel
and refevant 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?

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

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

€) Result in inadequate emergency access?

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

a) Listed or efigible for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources
as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k}, or
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b) A rescurce determined by the lead agency, in its discretion
and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criferia set forth in subdivision (¢} of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set
forth in subdivision {c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1,
the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource
to a California Native American tribe.

XViil. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project:

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

by 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?

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

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

e} Resuit 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 federai, state, and local statutes and reguiations
related to solid waste?
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

XIX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of D
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or

wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining ievels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animat
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range

of a rare or endangerad plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major perieds of California history or

prehistory?

b} Daes the project have impacts that are individually limited, D
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)?

¢} Does the project have environmental effects which will cause D

substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?
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