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B.  Purpose 
 
The purpose of the proposed project is to improve traffic flow, reduce traffic congestion, 
and provide street infrastructure improvements along Burbank Boulevard between 
Lankershim Boulevard and Cleon Avenue.  
 
C.  Description 
 
The proposed project would consist of the widening of a 0.6-mile stretch of Burbank 
Boulevard from Lankershim Boulevard to Cleon Avenue by approximately 13 feet on 
each side of the street. The widened portion of Burbank Boulevard would be restriped to 
include two lanes for through traffic, a left-turn lane, and a parking lane in each 
direction. The existing lane configuration includes only one through lane in each 
direction, with a left-turn and parking lane on each side. The proposed project would 
also involve constructing catch basins, installing the necessary storm drain pipes, and 
making curb drain adjustments. Further improvements include adjusting multiple 
maintenance holes to grade, planting new trees, and relocating utilities including power 
poles, streetlights, and traffic signals, where necessary.   
 
Existing sidewalks range from as narrow as 5 feet to as wide as 15 feet along this 
stretch of Burbank Boulevard. As part of the proposed project, sidewalks would be 
constructed to a uniform width of 10 feet to meet pedestrian safety requirements of the 
City of Los Angeles, including the required minimum width for sidewalks per the city’s 
Standard Plan S-470-0.  
 
Eight existing streetlights would be removed and reinstalled within the project limits and 
sixty-two additional streetlights would be installed. Approximately eight street trees 
would be removed and replaced, according to city policy, at a ratio of 2:1.  
 
The proposed project would require permanent easements on 18 parcels in total to 
accommodate the expanded right-of-way. An existing building at 11178 Burbank 
Boulevard (Assessor Parcel Number 2350005030), located on the southeast corner of 
the intersection of Klump Avenue and Burbank Boulevard, would either be cut and 
refaced or demolished to accommodate the expanded right-of-way.  
 
During construction, which is scheduled to begin in July 2012 and last for 24 months, at 
least one lane in each direction would be maintained, with no detours expected. After 
completion of the widening and restriping, some street parking spaces would be 
eliminated, resulting in the net loss of approximately five to seven parking spaces on the 
north side of Burbank Boulevard east of Elmer Avenue and west of Fulcher Avenue. 
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III. EXISTING ENVIRONMENT 
 
The project site is located in an urban setting. Burbank Boulevard is classified as a 
Class II Major Highway. The existing roadway ranges from approximately 50 feet to 56 
feet in width.  Burbank Boulevard narrows from two through lanes in either direction at 
its intersection with Lankershim Boulevard to one through lane in each direction 
eastward to Cleon Avenue. In addition, Burbank Boulevard has a center left-turn lane 
along the entire corridor as well as a dedicated right-turn lane for traffic turning onto 
Vineland Avenue southbound. Street parking lanes are present along most of the 
roadway. Sidewalk widths are variable, ranging from 5 to 15 feet. There are traffic 
signals at Vineland Avenue and Lankershim Boulevard. 
 
A Class II Major Highway would generally be at least 80 feet wide, however the existing 
stretch of Burbank Boulevard between Lankershim Boulevard and Cleon Avenue is not 
a consistent width of at least 80 feet. With implementation of this project, the final width 
proposed for Burbank Boulevard would be at least 80 feet through the entire section, 
thereby conforming to the Class II Major Highway standards of the City. 
 
The surrounding parcels are zoned primarily for commercial uses and are occupied by a 
variety of small businesses in single-story buildings. From Ensign Avenue to Cleon 
Avenue, along the south side of Burbank Boulevard, the area is zoned for industrial 
uses. A large retail hardware supply store occupies the southwest corner of Vineland 
Avenue and Burbank Boulevard, and a variety of light industrial shipping and 
manufacturing businesses are found to the east of Vineland Avenue. There are a few 
residential properties along the proposed segment of Burbank Boulevard between 
Bonner Avenue and Fulcher Avenue, Klump Avenue and Bonner Avenue, and  
Lankershim Boulevard and Bakman Avenue, but the majority of the properties along this 
segment are commercial, light industrial, or light manufacturing.  
 
The project site is within the North Hollywood – Valley Village Community Plan Area. 
The plan recognizes the need for a circulation system that coordinates with surrounding 
land uses and densities and is adequate to accommodate traffic demand. Among the 
goals of the plan are the development of highways and local streets in accordance with 
the standards and criteria contained in the Highways and Freeways Element of the City 
of Los Angeles General Plan and the city’s Standard Street Dimensions Plan.  
 
The proposed project is within the Community Redevelopment Agency’s North 
Hollywood Redevelopment Project area. None of the features of the proposed project 
would conflict with the goals of the redevelopment plan. The proposed project is also 
within the Los Angeles State Enterprise Zone. Such zones are designated by federal, state, 
or city governments to provide economic incentives and stimulate local investment and 
employment through tax and regulation relief and improved public services. The proposed 
project corridor would not be in conflict with the enterprise zone regulations. 
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The southern portion of the intersection of Burbank Boulevard and Lankershim 
Boulevard is located in the North Hollywood Transit Business Improvement District. 
Improvements at this intersection, as part of the proposed project, would be consistent 
with the plans and goals of the district and result in reduced congestion, thereby making 
the district a more attractive, convenient, and pedestrian-friendly place in which to live 
and do business.  
 
The project site is located within the Van Nuys and Burbank quadrangles of the U.S. 
Geological Survey’s Los Angeles County 7.5-minute series (topographic) maps. The 
proposed project is situated at an elevation of approximately 630 feet above mean sea 
level at Cleon Avenue and 642 feet above mean sea level at Lankershim Boulevard. 
There is a gentle topographic gradient to the southeast. Furthermore, according to the 
geological maps for the Van Nuys and Burbank quadrangles, the project site is 
underlain by Quaternary alluvium, consisting of clay, sand, and gravel. The project site 
is not located in an Alquist-Priolo fault zone, landslide zone, methane zone, high wind 
area, very high fire hazard severity zone, hillside area, or an oil field or an area 
containing oil wells. However, the project site is located in a liquefaction zone. 
 
No bodies of water are present on or adjacent to the project site. The Los Angeles River 
is located approximately 2 miles to the south. Although the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency’s Flood Insurance Rate Map Index shows that the project site lies 
in an area of minimal flooding (Zone C), the site is in a potential inundation area in case 
of a failure at Hansen Dam or Sepulveda Dam. Since all dams and reservoirs in the city 
have been retrofitted pursuant to the 1972 State Dam Safety Act, this occurrence is 
unlikely.  
  
A database search at the South Central Coastal Information Center, located at 
California State University, Fullerton, was made in February 2009. The search included 
a review of all available cultural resource reports and archaeological site records for 
areas within a 0.25-mile radius of the project area. In addition, the California Points of 
Historical Interest (PHI), the California Historical Landmarks (CHL), the California 
Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP), the California State Historic Resources Inventory (HRI), and the City of Los 
Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments (LAHCM) databases were reviewed. The results 
of the literature and records search indicate that no cultural resources have been 
identified within the project area, but two resources have been recorded within a 0.25-
mile radius. These resources would not be affected by project activities. However, a 
standard halt-work condition will be in place in the event that archaeological resources 
are discovered during construction.  No historic resources have been identified within or 
adjacent to the project footprint.   
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT EVALUATION 
 
The analysis in this document assumes that, unless otherwise stated, the proposed project 
would be designed, constructed, and operated according to all applicable laws, regulations, 
ordinances, and formally adopted city standards (e.g., the Los Angeles Municipal Code and 
Bureau of Engineering Standard Plans). Construction would follow the uniform practices 
established by the Southern California Chapter of the American Public Works Association 
(e.g., Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction and the Work Area Traffic 
Control Handbook) as specifically adapted by the City of Los Angeles (e.g., The City of Los 
Angeles Department of Public Works Additions and Amendments to the Standard 
Specifications for Public Works Construction (aka The Brown Book, formerly Standard Plan 
S-610)). 
 
In the initial study checklist that follows, a brief explanation is provided for all answers 
except No Impact answers that are adequately and clearly supported by the information 
sources cited after each question (e.g., “The California Natural Diversity Database 
shows no sensitive species in the project area”). A No Impact answer is explained when 
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 project-specific screening 
analysis”). All sources so referenced are available for review at the offices of the Bureau 
of Engineering, 1149 South Broadway, Suite 600, Los Angeles, California (call Julie Van 
Wagner at [213] 485-5754 to schedule an appointment). 
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1. AESTHETICS – Would the project:     

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?     
Reference: 11 Sections A1 and A2  

Comment: A scenic vista generally provides focal views of objects, settings, or features of 
visual interest or panoramic views of large geographic areas of scenic quality, primarily from a 
given vantage point. A significant impact may occur if the proposed project introduces 
incompatible visual elements within a field of view containing a scenic vista or substantially 
alters a view of a scenic vista.  
 
No scenic vistas exist on or close to the project site. Therefore, no impact on scenic vistas 
would occur as a result of the proposed project. 
 

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

Reference: 5; 11 Sections A1 and A2   

Comment: A significant impact may occur where scenic resources within a state scenic 
highway would be damaged or removed by the proposed project.  

 
No state-designated scenic highways are located near the proposed project. These findings 
are based on a review of the California Scenic Highway Mapping System. Therefore, no 
impact on state-designated scenic highways would occur.  
  

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

Reference: 11 Sections A1 and A3; 12; 13  
 

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project introduces incompatible visual 
elements to the project site or visual elements that would be incompatible with the character of 
the area surrounding the project site. 
 
The proposed project would consist of several elements: widening a stretch of Burbank 
Boulevard; restriping to allow one additional through lane in each direction; re-
constructing/aligning sidewalks; constructing catch basins and installing storm drains; 
relocating utilities, traffic lights, and streetlights; and removing eight street trees and planting 
16 new trees. Due to the required permanent easement at the southeast corner of Klump 
Avenue, the building at 11178 Burbank Boulevard would be either demolished or altered 
through the removal of part of the front of the building.  The easement would allow the 
sidewalk at this location to be widened to the required minimum of 10 feet.  However, the 
potential demolition or alteration of this building would not create a negative visual effect on 
the surrounding community because Burbank Boulevard from Lankershim Boulevard to Cleon 
Avenue is characterized by many commercial and light industrial land uses. The area lacks a 
cohesive visual element. Due to the lack of recognized scenic and visual resources, the 
demolition or alteration of the building would not affect recognized scenic visual elements in 
the community. There are no existing scenic resources in the area that could be affected by 
the proposed project, and the project would not construct any structures. Landscaping and 
streetscape improvements would enhance the vicinity and contribute to a recognizable scenic 
aesthetic in an area that currently lacks such resources. Therefore, the proposed project 
would not degrade the visual character or quality of the site or its surroundings.  
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d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely 

affect daytime or nighttime views in the area?     
Reference: 11 Section L4  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project introduces a new source of 
light or glare that would be incompatible with the areas surrounding the project site or pose a 
safety hazard, especially to motorists using adjacent streets.  
 
The proposed project would relocate eight existing streetlights and install an additional 62 
lights.  All lighting would be designed to meet national lighting standards, which provide 
visibility for pedestrian and vehicular traffic while reducing sky glow and glare. The 
construction materials used for the street widening of the project would not produce glare; 
therefore, no impact related to substantial light or glare, which could affect daytime or 
nighttime views, would occur.  

 
2. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES – Would the project:  

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

    

Reference:  3  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to result in the 
conversion of state-designated agricultural land from agricultural use to non-agricultural use.  

 
According to the State Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, no Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance exists within the City of Los Angeles. 
Therefore, no impact would occur. 

 
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act 

contract?     
Reference:  3  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to result in the 
conversion of land zoned for agricultural use or included under a Williamson Act contract from 
agricultural use to non-agricultural use.  

 
The proposed project is located in an urbanized area of the city where no agricultural uses or 
properties included in a Williamson Act contract exist. Therefore, no impact related to conflicts 
with existing zoning for agricultural use would occur.   

 
c) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location 

or nature, could result in conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use?     
Reference:  3  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if a project results in the conversion of farmland to 
non-agricultural use.  

 
No farmland exists on or in the immediate vicinity of the project site. Therefore, no impact 
related to the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use would occur.  
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3. AIR QUALITY – Would the project:  

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?     
Reference:  11, Sections B1, B2, B3; 12; 24  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the project is inconsistent with the applicable Air 
Quality Management Plan (AQMP) or a substantial hindrance to employing the policies or 
obtaining the goals of the plan.  

 
The proposed project is located within the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD). The project site is located within the 6,000-square-mile South Coast Air Basin 
(Basin).  SCAQMD is required, pursuant to the federal Clean Air Act (CAA), to reduce 
emissions of criteria pollutants for which the Basin is in nonattainment (i.e., ozone [O3] and 
particulate matter less than 10 microns in size [PM10] and less than 2.5 microns in size 
[PM2.5]). As such, the project would be subject to SCAQMD’s AQMP, which contains a 
comprehensive list of pollution control strategies directed at reducing emissions and achieving 
ambient air quality standards. These strategies are developed, in part, by using 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. It addresses regional issues relating to transportation, 
the economy, community development, and the environment.1  With regard to air quality, 
SCAG has prepared the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG), which includes 
Growth Management and Regional Mobility chapters that form the basis for the land use and 
transportation control portions of the AQMP and are used in the preparation of the air quality 
forecasts and consistency analysis included in the AQMP. Both the RCPG and AQMP are 
based, in part, on projections originating with county and city general plans. 
 
The City of Los Angeles is subdivided into local community planning areas. The proposed 
project falls within the North Hollywood – Valley Village Community Plan area. The community 
plan for this area addresses the need for a transportation system that is capable of adequately 
serving the community and the region. Within the plan, the Circulation section of the Public 
Improvements discussion in Chapter IV calls for “continued development of the highway and 
street systems in conformance with existing programs.”  Therefore, the project’s proposed 
improvements to Burbank Boulevard would be in line with the goals of the community plan. 
 
Since the proposed project is consistent with the local community plan, pursuant to SCAQMD 
guidelines, it is considered consistent with the region’s AQMP. As such, proposed project-
related emissions are accounted for in the AQMP, which is crafted to bring the Basin into 
attainment for all criteria pollutants. The proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the AQMP, and therefore, no impact would occur. 

 

                                            
1 SCAG serves as the federally designated metropolitan planning organization (MPO) for the Southern California region. 
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b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing 
or projected air quality violation? 

    

Reference: 11 Sections B1, B2, and B3; 20; 24  

Comment:  The Basin is a non-attainment area for O3, PM10, and PM2.5. In determining 
attainment and maintenance of air quality standards, SCAQMD has established thresholds of 
significance for these and other criteria pollutants. A significant impact would occur if the 
project were to result in substantial emissions during construction or operation that exceed 
established thresholds.  
 
The proposed project could contribute to regional air pollutant emissions during construction 
(short term) but would not result in any operational emissions (long term). A discussion of the 
project’s potential construction- and operations-period air quality impacts is provided below: 
 
Construction-period Mass Emissions 
Construction of the proposed project has the potential to create air quality impacts through the 
use of heavy-duty construction equipment and vehicle trips by construction workers traveling 
to and from the project site. Mobile-source emissions, primarily oxides of nitrogen (NOx), 
would result from the use of construction equipment such as graders, scrapers, bulldozers, 
etc. Construction emissions can vary substantially from day to day, depending on the level of 
activity, the specific type of operation, and, for dust, the prevailing weather conditions. The 
assessment of construction air quality impacts considers each of these potential sources. 
 
The Roadway Construction Emissions Model, version 6.3.1, which is an emissions 
estimation/evaluation model developed for the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management 
District and recommended by SCAQMD, was used to quantify regional and localized mass 
emissions related to roadway construction. Using user input regarding project construction details 
(e.g., length and width of the roadway segment, cut/fill volumes, soil type, duration of construction), 
the model assembles a construction equipment mix from which to calculate emissions estimates.  
 
Construction of the proposed project is expected to take approximately 24 months to complete. 
The total amount, duration, and intensity of construction activity will determine the construction 
emissions, concentrations, and resulting impacts occurring at any one time. As such, the 
emissions forecasts provided herein reflect a specific set of conservative assumptions, which are 
based on the expected construction scenario wherein a relatively large amount of construction is 
occurring in a relatively intensive manner. Because of this conservative assumption, actual 
emissions could be less than those forecasted. If construction is delayed or occurs over a longer 
time period, emissions could be reduced because of (1) a more modern and cleaner burning 
construction equipment fleet mix and/or (2) a less intensive buildout schedule (i.e., fewer daily 
emissions occurring over a longer time interval). 
 
The conservative estimate of worst-case construction-period emissions is provided in Table  AQ-1. 
As shown therein, regional mass emissions would not exceed any significance thresholds. As 
such, proposed project emissions during construction would be less than significant. 
 
Operations-period Mass Emissions 
SCAQMD has also established significance thresholds to evaluate potential impacts 
associated with long-term project operations. Long-term air pollutant emissions come from 
mobile sources, stationary sources, and area sources. With respect to the proposed project, 
there would be no trip generation (i.e., new vehicle trips attributed to the proposed project) 
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and, as such, no project-related mobile-source emissions, no stationary-source emissions, 
and no area-source emissions. Furthermore, the project would improve traffic flow and reduce 
congestion, thereby reducing pollutant emissions. Therefore, there would be no project-
related operations-period mass emissions, and no impact would occur as a result of proposed 
project emissions during operations. 

Table AQ-1. Conservative Estimate of Regional Construction Emissions (pounds per day) 

 ROC NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2.5 

Burbank Mass Regional Emissions    
(July 2012 – July 2014) 

      

Grubbing/Land Clearing  4.0 32.7 16.5 < 0.1 6.4 2.3 

Grading/Excavation  4.3 33.0 18.8 < 0.1 6.7 2.6 

Drainage/Utilities/Sub-grade 3.7 26.9 14.8 < 0.1 6.4 2.3 

Paving  2.4 12.8 8.7 < 0.1 1.1 1.0 

Maximum Project Emissions 4 33 19 < 0.1 7 3 

Regional Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55 

Exceed Threshold? No No No No No No 

Notes: 
ROC = reactive organic compounds; CO = carbon monoxide; SOx = oxides of sulfur. 
Source: ICF Jones & Stokes, 2009. 

  
c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant 

for which the project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal 
or state ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions that 
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

    

Reference:  11 Sections B1, B2; 24  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project, when viewed together with 
the effects of other projects, would result in a considerable net increase of a criteria pollutant 
for which the region exceeds air quality standards. The Basin is designated as a non-
attainment area for O3, PM10, and PM2.5. In addition, CO and nitrogen dioxide (NO2) are 
ozone precursors.  

 
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 CAA. As discussed earlier in Section 3a, the proposed project would be consistent with the 
AQMP, which is intended to bring the Basin into attainment for all criteria pollutants.2  In addition, 

                                            
2 CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(h)(3) states “A lead agency may determine that a project’s incremental contribution to a 
cumulative effect is not cumulatively considerable if the project complies with the requirements in a previously approved plan 
or mitigation program that provides specific requirements that avoid or substantially lessen the cumulative problem (e.g., 
water quality control plan, air quality plan, integrated waste management plan) within the geographic area in which the 
project is located. Such plans or programs must be specified in law or adopted by the public agency with jurisdiction over the 
affected resources through a public review process to implement, interpret, or make specific the law enforced or 
administered by the public agency.” 



Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering CEQA Initial Study 

 
Burbank Boulevard Widening   Page 14 
Lankershim Boulevard to Cleon Avenue  July 2009 

Issues 

P
ot

en
tia

lly
 

S
ig

ni
fic

an
t 

Im
pa

ct
 

Le
ss

 th
an

 
Si

gn
ifi

ca
nt

 W
ith

 
M

iti
ga

tio
n 

Le
ss

 th
an

 
S

ig
ni

fic
an

t 

N
o 

Im
pa

ct
 

 
the mass regional emissions calculated for the proposed project and presented earlier in Table 
AQ-1 (Conservative Estimate of Regional Construction Emissions) are less than the applicable 
SCAQMD daily significance thresholds, which are designed to assist the region in attaining the 
applicable state and national ambient air quality standards. As such, cumulative impacts would be 
less than significant.  
 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?     
Reference: 11 Sections B1, B2 and B3; 24   

Comment: A significant impact may occur if construction or operation of the proposed project 
generates pollutant concentrations to a degree that would significantly affect sensitive 
receptors. Land uses considered to be sensitive receptors include long-term health care 
facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, retirement homes, residences, schools, 
playgrounds, child care centers, and athletic facilities.  Sensitive receptors adjacent to the 
proposed project site consist of the residences mentioned above under “Existing Conditions”. 
 

When quantifying mass emissions for localized analysis, only emissions that occur on site are 
considered. Consistent with SCAQMD Localized Significance Threshold (LST) methodology 
guidelines, emissions related to off-site delivery/haul truck activity and employee trips are not 
considered in the evaluation of localized impacts. As shown in Table AQ-2, localized emissions 
for all criteria pollutants would remain below their respective SCAQMD LST. As such, localized 
impacts that may result from construction-period air pollutant emissions would be less than 
significant. 
 

Table AQ-2. Forecast of Localized Construction Emissions (pounds per day) 

 NOx CO PM10 PM2.5 

Burbank Localized Emissions (July 2012 – July 2014) 

Grubbing/Land Clearing  31.6 15.6 6.4 2.3 

Grading/Excavation  31.9 17.9 6.6 2.5 

Drainage/Utilities/Sub-grade 25.9 14.0 6.4 2.3 

Paving  12.8 8.4 1.1 2.0 

Maximum Project Emissions 32 18 7 3 

Localized Significance Thresholda 175 1,218 12 7 

Exceed Threshold? No No No No 

Notes: 
a These localized thresholds were taken from tables provided in the SCAQMD LST methodology guidance 
document and based on the following:  

1) The project site is located in SCAQMD Source Receptor Area No. 7, 
2) sensitive receptors are located within 25 meters of construction activity, and  
3) the maximum site area disturbed is 4 acres. 

Source: ICF Jones & Stokes, 2009. 
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e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?     
Reference: 11 Section B2; 24  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if construction or operation of the proposed project 
would result in the generation of odors that would be detectable in adjacent areas.  

 
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 facilities, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass 
molding operations. The proposed project does not include any uses identified by SCAQMD 
as being associated with odors. Therefore, it would not produce objectionable odors. 
 
Potential sources of odors during construction activities include asphalt paving. However, 
SCAQMD Rule 1108 limits the amount of volatile organic compounds in cutback asphalt. 
Mandatory compliance with SCAQMD rules ensures that no construction activities or 
materials are proposed that may create a significant level of objectionable odors. As such, 
potential impacts during short-term construction would be less than significant. 

 
4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES – Would the project:  

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

    

Reference: 4; 11 Section C  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would remove or modify 
habitat for any species identified or designated as a candidate, sensitive, or a special-status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations or by the state or federal regulatory 
agencies cited.  

 
A search of the California Department of Fish and Game’s California Natural Diversity 
Database (CNDDB) found occurrences of the following plant species and communities within a 
5-mile radius of the project site: Braunton’s milk-vetch (Astragalus brauntonii), Plummer’s 
mariposa-lily (Calochortus plummerae), San Fernando Valley spineflower (Chorizanthe parryi 
var. Fernandina), mesa horkelia (Horkelia cuneata ssp. puberula, mesa horkelia), white rabbit-
tobacco (Pseudognaphalium leucocephalum), and slender mariposa-lily (Calochortus clavatus 
var. gracilis) plant species as well as Southern Cottonwood Willow Riparian Forest, California 
Walnut Woodland, and Southern Sycamore Alder Riparian Woodland. The search also found 
occurrences within a 5-mile radius of the proposed project site of the following animal species: 
the hoary bat (Lasiurus cinereus), Los Angeles pocket mouse (Perognathus longimembris 
brevinasus), coast (San Diego) horned lizard (Phyrnosoma coronatum [blainvilli population]), 
pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), big free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops macrotis), and coastal 
California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica). Most of the species identified in this 
search are located in the natural areas of the Santa Monica Mountains, approximately 2 miles 
south of the project site, or the Verdugo Mountains, including the foothills of Wildwood Canyon, 
approximately 3 to 4 miles to the northeast. The hoary bat, pallid bat, Los Angeles pocket 
mouse, San Fernando Valley spineflower, mesa horkelia, big free-tailed bat, coastal California 
gnatcatcher, and Braunton’s milk-vetch have occurrences within the San Fernando Valley floor. 
The only species occurrences within a 1-mile radius of the project site are San Fernando Valley 
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spineflower, pallid bat, and Los Angeles pocket mouse. The project site is a major highway that 
is surrounded by a fully developed urban environment. It does not contain any native habitat 
that could support these species in abundance. The proposed project site lacks a significant 
area of unpaved open space that would support the Los Angeles pocket mouse and the San 
Fernando Valley spineflower. The pallid bat’s habitat is adaptable to urban environments and is 
largely dictated by behavioral patterns, but due to the highly developed urban environment, the 
project site and the adjacent area lack a stable habitat for the bat’s natural prey and the bat 
itself, which is sensitive to human disturbance. Implementation of the proposed project, which 
would involve improvements to an existing roadway in a fully developed commercial urban 
area, would not create any new impacts related to ecologically sensitive areas and endangered 
species beyond existing conditions. The proposed project would not be expected to affect other 
plant and animal occurrences that are farther away from the proposed project site but still 
within a 5-mile radius.    

 

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

    

Reference: 4, 11 Section C  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if riparian habitat or any other identified sensitive 
natural community were to be adversely modified.  

 

The project site is a major highway located in an urbanized area. No riparian habitat or 
sensitive natural communities exist on or immediately adjacent to the project site. Any 
riparian forest habitats occurring within a 5-mile radius of the project site occur in 
undeveloped areas in the Santa Monica Mountains, approximately 2 miles from the project 
site. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact on any riparian habitat or 
sensitive natural community.  

 

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? 

    

Reference: 11 Section C; 29  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if federally protected wetlands, as defined by Section 
404 of the Clean Water Act, would be modified or removed.  

 

According to a review of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service online Wetlands Mapper, no 
wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, exist on or in the immediate 
vicinity of the project site. Therefore, no impacts related to wetlands would occur.  

 

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? 

    

Reference: 11 Section C  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would interfere or remove 
access to a migratory wildlife corridor or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.  
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The proposed project is located in an urbanized area of Los Angeles, and no known wildlife 
corridors or nursery sites are located on or in proximity to the project site. Construction of the 
project would require removal of approximately eight street trees, which could contain bird 
nests. In compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, a pre-construction nesting bird survey 
would be conducted within 5 days of any tree/shrub removal or ground-disturbing activities if 
such activities were to occur between February 1 and August 31.  Therefore, less-than-
significant impacts are anticipated to occur.  
 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?      
Reference: 8; 10; 11 Section C; 13  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would cause an impact that was 
inconsistent with local regulations pertaining to biological resources, including protected trees.  

 
The Los Angeles Municipal Code protects certain species of trees native to the city. These 
trees include most oak trees, Southern California black walnut, western sycamore, and 
California bay. None of the trees that would be removed belong to any of these protected 
species. City policies also specify replacement ratios when any street trees are removed. 
Because of the widening of Burbank Boulevard, eight street trees would need to be removed. 
All removed trees would be replaced at a 2:1 ratio, as required by city policy. Therefore, 16 
new trees would be planted to comply with the city’s 2:1 replacement ratio. Therefore, a less-
than-significant impact would occur. 

 
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? 

    

Reference: 11 Section C   

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project is inconsistent with the 
mapping or policies of any conservation plan of the types cited.  
 

No habitat conservation plans are applicable to the project corridor. Accordingly, the proposed 
project would not conflict with any local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, 
no impact would occur.  

 
5. CULTURAL RESOURCES – Would the project:  

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource as defined in California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5?     
Reference11 Section D1; 21; 23; 25  

Comment:  A significant impact would occur if the project were to cause a substantial adverse 
change to a historical resource through demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the 
resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of the historical resource 
would be materially impaired.   
 
A historical resource is defined as (1) a resource listed, or determined to be eligible by the 
State Historical Resources Commission for listing, in the CRHR; (2) a resource listed in a local 
register of historical resources or identified as significant in a historical resource survey 
meeting certain state guidelines; or (3) an object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, 
or manuscript that a lead agency determines to be significant in the architectural, engineering, 
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scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of 
California, provided that the lead agency’s determination is supported by substantial evidence 
in light of the whole record.  
 
No historical buildings have been identified adjacent to the project site.  The building located at 
11178 Burbank Boulevard, which would be either cut and refaced or demolished as a result of 
the proposed project, was formally assessed as it was constructed in 1945 and, therefore, 
potentially a historic resource.  Upon review of primary and secondary research data collected, 
this commercial building appears to lack sufficient historical and/or architectural importance to 
merit recognition as a historical resource.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project 
would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as 
defined in Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines, and no impacts would occur.  
 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5?     
Reference: 3; 11 Section D2 ; 21; 23; 25; 27  

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project were to cause a substantial adverse 
change to an archaeological resource through demolition, construction, conversion, 
rehabilitation, relocation, or alteration.  

 
A cultural resources records search was conducted at the South Central Coastal 
Information Center located at California State University, Fullerton. The search included a 
review of all available cultural resource reports and archaeological site records within a 
0.25-mile radius of the project area. In addition, the PHI, CHL, CRHR, NRHP, HRI and 
LAHCM databases were reviewed. The results of this literature and records search indicate 
that no cultural resources have been identified within the project area. Two resources have 
been recorded within a 0.25-mile radius. However, these resources would not be affected 
by project activities. 
 
The proposed project would be located in a heavily disturbed urban area. Given the records 
search results and the highly disturbed nature of the project area, there is a low likelihood of 
encountering cultural resources. However, in accordance with city procedures, a standard 
halt-work condition would be in place in the unlikely event that archaeological resources are 
discovered during construction. Therefore, there would be no impact on cultural resources.  
 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 
unique geologic feature?     
Reference: 11 Section D1; 25; 27;30  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if grading or excavation activities associated with 
the proposed project would disturb paleontological resources or geologic features that exist 
within the project site. 

 
The U.S. Department of Agriculture lists the surface soils as San Emigdio and Cropley Urban 
Land Complex (U.S. Department of Agriculture 2007). Below the Urban Land Complex is 
Quaternary alluvium (less than 10,000 years in age) that is composed of loams, clays, silts, and 
sands. The younger Quaternary alluvium is not generally associated with paleontological 
resources. According to the general plan’s framework map, no known paleontological resources, 
sites or unique geologic features are located in the project area or in the immediate vicinity.  
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No impact on paleontological resources is expected to occur as a result of the proposed 
project. However, in accordance with standard city procedures, a halt-work condition would be 
in place in the unlikely event that paleontological resources are discovered during 
construction. Therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. 
 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries?     
Reference:  11 Section D2; 21; 25;   

Comment: A significant impact may occur if grading or excavation activities associated with 
the proposed project would disturb previously interred human remains.  

 
According to the records search results, no prehistoric or historic human remains have been 
identified within the project area. The proposed project would be located in a disturbed urban 
area. Given the records search results and the highly disturbed nature of the project area, 
there is a low likelihood of encountering human remains during construction. In accordance 
with city procedures, a standard halt-work condition would be in place in the unlikely event 
that human remains are discovered during construction. Therefore, no impact on cultural 
resources would occur.  
 

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS – Would the project:  
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, 

including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 
 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State 
Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a 
known fault?  

    

References: 7; 11 Section E1; 12; 26; 27  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project results in or exposes 
people to adverse effects involving fault rupture, such as from placement of structures or 
infrastructure within a state-designated Alquist-Priolo Zone or other designated fault zone.  

 
The project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, according to 
the Earthquake Fault Zoning maps for the Burbank and Van Nuys quadrangles. In addition 
the proposed project does not involve construction of any structures. Therefore, the 
potential for exposure of people or structures to hazards due to ground surface rupture is 
considered low. As such, no impact would occur. 

 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     
Reference: 7; 11 Section E1; 12  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if the proposed project results in or exposes 
people to adverse effects involving strong ground shaking from fault rupture or seismic 
hazards.  
 
The potential for ground shaking exists throughout Southern California. At the project site, 
the intensity would be comparable to the potential intensity for large parts of the City of 
Los Angeles and the region. As indicated in Section 6(a)(i), above, the project site is not 
located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. The nearest fault is the Raymond 
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fault, located approximately 2 miles southwest of the project site. The project involves 
street widening and improvements along Burbank Boulevard. The project does not include 
the construction of any buildings or structures. As such, the project would not expose 
people to further substantial adverse effects involving strong seismic ground shaking from 
fault rupture or seismic hazards. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

 
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?     
Reference: 7; 11 Section E1; 12   

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the project results in or exposes people to 
adverse effects involving seismic-related ground failure from liquefaction and other 
geologic hazards. Liquefaction is a form of earthquake-induced ground failure that occurs 
primarily in relatively shallow, loose, granular, water-saturated soils.  

 
The project site is shown on the State of California Burbank and Van Nuys Seismic Hazard 
Zone Maps as being located within a designated liquefaction area. However, the proposed 
project would not involve construction of any structures that would be exposed to 
liquefaction. The proposed project would widen an existing street that is already used by 
vehicles and pedestrians and provide sidewalk, utility, and landscape improvements. 
Accordingly, implementation of the proposed project would not create any new impacts 
related to liquefaction beyond those that already exist. Any activities associated with the 
proposed project would be required to comply with the requirements and standard City 
plans designed to minimize risks from liquefaction.  Compliance with these requirements 
would provide an acceptable level of safety and substantially lessen the effects of potential 
liquefaction. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact related to liquefaction would occur. 
 

iv) Landslides?     
Reference: 7; 11 Section E1; 12  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the project results in or exposes people to 
adverse effects involving landslides.  
 
According to  the State of California Burbank and Van Nuys Seismic Hazard Zone maps, the 
project site is not located in an Earthquake-Induced Landslide Seismic Hazard Zone and 
contains no significant slopes. Therefore, landslides would not occur, and there would be no 
impact.  

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

Reference: 11 Section E2  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project exposes large areas to the 
erosional effects of wind or water for a prolonged period of time. 
 
In accordance with LABOE standard specifications, a stormwater pollution prevention plan for 
erosion and sedimentation control would be implemented during construction. Best 
management practices would be undertaken to control runoff and erosion from earthmoving 
activities, such as excavation, grading, and compaction. Implementation of such control 
measures would prevent substantial soil erosion and the loss of topsoil. After completion of 
construction, the project site would be entirely paved, with the exception of the tree wells. 
Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur. 
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c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would 

become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- 
or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or 
collapse? 

    

Reference: 11 Section E1  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project is built in an unstable area 
without proper site preparation or design features, thereby posing a hazard to life and 
property. 
 
There are no known geologic hazards associated with the project site, other than liquefaction. 
However, no habitable structures would be developed as part of the proposed project. 
Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur. 

 
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?     
Reference: 2; 30  

Comment: Expansive soils typically have a high clay content and high shrink-swell potential. 
Shrinking and swelling of soils underlying a project area may cause structures to become 
physically unsound or walkways to buckle and become dangerous or difficult to navigate. A 
significant impact may occur if the proposed project is built upon expansive soils without 
proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project 
buildings, thereby posing a hazard to life and property.  
 
The soils in the general vicinity of the project site are not highly expansive.  As such, no 
impact would occur that would create substantial risks to life or property as a result of building 
on expansive soils without proper design features to reduce or eliminate such risks.  

 
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 wastewater? 

    

Reference:   

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project is built on soils that are 
incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems should such a system be proposed. 
 
The proposed project involves street improvements. It does not include any features that 
would generate wastewater or require the installation of septic tanks or alternative wastewater 
disposal systems. Therefore, no impacts would occur.  
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7. GREENHOUSE GASES – Would the project:   

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that 
may have a significant impact on the environment?     
Reference: 11 Sections B1, B2, and B3; 20; 24  

Comment: Project-related greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions were estimated using the same 
methodology as criteria pollutant emissions.  Table GHG-1 presents an estimate of project-
related GHG emissions of CO2, CH4, and N2O in the form of CO2e3.  As shown therein, project 
related CO2e emissions would be less than the SCAQMD significance threshold.  As such, the 
proposed projects impacts to GHG emissions and climate change will be less than significant. 
 
Table GHG-1. Estimate of Project-Related Greenhouse Gas Emissions  

Project Emissions CO2e (CO2 equivalents) 

Construction Emissions  

Grubbing/Land Clearing (lbs/day) 3,231 

Grading/Excavation (lbs/day) 3,654 

Drainage/Utilities/Sub-Grade (lbs/day) 3,002 

Paving (lbs/day) 1,269 

Total Construction Emissions (metric tons) 746.0 

Construction Emissions Amortized Over 30 Years (MT/yr) 24.87 

Operational Emissions  

Mobile Source 0 

Area Source 0 

Stationary Source 0 

Total Operations Emissions 0 

Total Project Emissions (MTCO2e/yr) 24.87 

SCAQMD Significance Threshold 10,000 

Exceed Significance Threshold? No 

Notes: 
Road construction model output provided in the air quality appendix. 
CO2e includes methane, and nitrous oxide in terms of carbon dioxide equivalents  
Source: ICF Jones & Stokes, 2009. 

 

 

                                            
3 Carbon dioxide equivalence (CO2e) is a quantity that describes, for a given greenhouse gas, the amount of CO2 that would 
have the same global warming potential, when measured over a specified timescale (generally, 100 years).  Methane has a 
GWP of 21.  Nitrous oxide has a GWP of 310.   
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b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency 

adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?     
Reference:   

Comment:  On April 13, 2009, the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) 
submitted to the Secretary for Natural Resources its proposed amendments to the state 
CEQA Guidelines for greenhouse gas emissions, as required by Senate Bill 97 (Chapter 185, 
2007). These proposed CEQA Guideline amendments would provide guidance to public 
agencies regarding the analysis and mitigation of the effects of greenhouse gas emissions in 
draft CEQA documents. The Natural Resources Agency will conduct formal rulemaking in 
2009, prior to certifying and adopting the amendments, as required by Senate Bill 97. 
 
Agencies are in the process of adopting plans, polices, and regulations in response to the 
amendments to the state CEQA Guidelines as proposed by OPR and the Natural Resources 
Agency. At this time no governing agencies have yet adopted a formal plan, policy, or 
regulations specifically for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. 
Nonetheless, the proposed project would not conflict with any existing and current plans, 
policies, or regulations for the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions.  Therefore, no impact 
would occur as a result of the proposed project. 
   

8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS – Would the project:  
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 

routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?     
Reference: 11 Section F2  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project involves the use or disposal 
of hazardous materials as part of its routine operations and has the potential to generate toxic 
or otherwise hazardous emissions. 
 
The proposed project involves street widening. It would not involve the routine transport, use, 
or disposal of hazardous materials or generate toxic or hazardous emissions. However, 
vehicles carrying hazardous materials may use the roadway. Nonetheless, the proposed 
project would not increase the potential for accidents or spills beyond existing conditions. 
Furthermore, improvements in traffic flow may reduce the potential for accidents overall; 
therefore, no impacts would occur. 
 

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? 

    

Reference: 11 Section F2   

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project, as part of routine 
operations, uses substantial amounts of hazardous materials that could potentially pose a 
hazard under accident or upset conditions.  
 
As mentioned above in Section 7a), operation of the roadway would not involve the use of 
hazardous materials. While vehicles carrying hazardous materials may use the roadway, the 
proposed project would not increase the potential for accidents or spills beyond existing 
conditions, and improvements in traffic flow may reduce the potential for accidents overall. 
Therefore, no impacts would occur.  
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c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 

materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

    

Reference: 11 Section F2  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if the proposed project is located within 0.25 mile of 
an existing or proposed school site and projected to release toxic emissions that pose a 
hazard beyond regulatory thresholds.  
 
There is a pre-school 0.13 mile (698 feet) northeast of the project boundary on Collins Street, 
between Cleon Avenue and Satsuma Avenue. In addition, the East Valley High School 
campus is less than 0.1 mile (approximately 212 feet) south of the project site on Vineland 
Avenue. However, the proposed project would not involve the use of hazardous materials or 
result in the release of hazardous materials or substances. Therefore no impact would occur 
due to the release of hazardous materials near schools as a result of the project. 

 
d) Be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous materials sites 

compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, create a significant hazard to the public or the environment? 

    

Reference: 6; 11 Section F2; 22; 28  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project site contains hazardous 
materials that would create a significant hazard to the public or the environment. 
California Government Code Section 65962.5 requires state agencies to compile lists of 
hazardous waste disposal facilities, unauthorized releases from underground storage 
tanks, contaminated drinking water wells, and solid waste facilities from which there is 
known hazardous waste and submit such information to the Secretary for Environmental 
Protection on at least an annual basis.  
 
According to the EDR Radius Map Report (Environmental Data Resources, 2009), two sites 
located near the project site are listed on the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
database of uncontrolled or abandoned hazardous waste properties listed for priority 
remedial actions under the Superfund program. These sites are the San Fernando Valley 
(Area 1) North Hollywood Well Field Superfund site and the San Fernando Valley (Area 2) 
Crystal Springs Well Field Superfund site. Both sites are part of the San Fernando Valley 
Superfund site located in the eastern portion of the San Fernando Valley, between the San 
Gabriel and Santa Monica Mountains. The San Fernando Valley Superfund site is 
composed of four areas: Area 1, North Hollywood and Burbank; Area 2, Glendale and 
Crystal Springs; Area 3, Verdugo; and Area 4, Pollock and Los Angeles. The groundwater in 
both Area 1 and 2 is contaminated with elevated levels of trichloroethylene and 
perchloroethylene. The project site east of Vineland falls within the approximate boundaries 
of Area 2. The project area west of Vineland is located 1 mile south of Area 1. However, 
groundwater within the project site is at approximately 100 feet below ground surface. Since 
the proposed project activities and operation would not include deep ground disturbance, 
contamination from these sites would not impact the proposed project site, especially since 
it is unlikely that near surface soils within the proposed project site have been impacted by 
the sites described above. 

 
In addition, there are several historic and current uses of gasoline service stations, automotive 
service and repair, and dry cleaning services along the proposed project alignment. These 
uses are typically recognized as potential sources of contamination. However, due to the 
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minimal ground disturbance, construction activities would not be expected to encounter 
contaminated soils. In the event that such soils are encountered, all applicable laws and 
policies for proper removal and disposal would be followed.  
 
A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (Ninyo & Moore, 2009) was performed on the parcel at 
the southeast corner of Burbank Boulevard and Klump Avenue. The parcel may require a partial, 
permanent easement to accommodate the proposed widening of Burbank Boulevard, which could 
potentially require refacing or demolition of the building at 11178 Burbank Boulevard. However, the 
Phase I report determined that the building has been historically used for residential and small 
commercial purposes since it was built, and no recognized environmental conditions were 
identified at this site based on current or historic use.  
 
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

 
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a 

plan has not been adopted, within 2 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? 

    

Reference: 11 Section F1  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project site is located within a public 
airport land use plan area or within 2 miles of a public airport and results in a safety hazard.  
 
The proposed project site is located 1.6 miles southwest of Bob Hope Airport. However, the 
project site is not located within the flight path of the airport. Since the project would involve 
roadway improvements and no new housing or other structures, the project would not create 
any new safety hazard related to the airport. No impact would result. 

 
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? 

    

Reference: 11 Section F1  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if the proposed project is located within the vicinity 
of a private airstrip and results in a safety hazard for people in the project area.  
 
The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, no impact 
would occur. 

 
g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 

emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?     
Reference: 11 Section F1  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to interfere with 
roadway operations used in conjunction with an emergency response plan or emergency plan 
or would generate sufficient traffic to create traffic congestion that would interfere with the 
execution of such a plan.  
 
The proposed project would widen Burbank Boulevard to add an additional traffic lane in each 
direction, thereby relieving traffic congestion in the area. Furthermore, implementation of the 
project would benefit emergency response times by reducing traffic on this segment of 
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Burbank Boulevard by providing additional lanes. One traffic lane in each direction and access 
to all properties would be maintained during construction. The project would not impair 
implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

 
h)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death 

involving wildland fires, including areas where wildlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands? 

    

Reference: 12  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if the proposed project is located in or adjacent to a 
wildland area and places persons or structures at risk in the event of a fire.  
 
The proposed project would be located in a fully developed portion of the City of Los Angeles. 
No wildlands exist near the project site. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

 
9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY – Would the project:  

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?     
Reference: 11 Section G2  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project discharges water that does 
not meet the water quality standards set by agencies that regulate surface water quality and 
water discharge into stormwater drainage systems.  
 
During construction, the project would comply with standard stormwater management 
requirements for pollution prevention, including erosion control, spill prevention and control, 
solid and hazardous waste management, and dust control to reduce the discharge of 
pollutants from construction areas into the stormwater drainage system. In addition, since the 
total area affected for the project is over one acre, the contractor would need to apply for 
coverage under the State General Construction Activity Stormwater Permit and comply with all 
conditions of the permit.  After construction is completed, the amount of runoff from the street 
would be comparable to the amount of runoff that currently exists. Therefore, impacts related 
to potential discharges into stormwater drainage systems or changes in water quality would be 
less than significant. 

 
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 

groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the 
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level that 
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits 
have been granted)? 

    

Reference: 8; 11 Section G2  

Comment: Groundwater is a major component of the water supply for many public water 
suppliers in the Los Angeles metropolitan area. It is also used by private industry as well as a 
limited number of private agricultural and domestic users. A project would normally have a 
significant impact on groundwater supplies if it were to result in a demonstrable and sustained 
reduction in groundwater recharge capacity or change the potable water levels enough to 
reduce the ability of a water utility to use the groundwater basin for public water supplies or 
the storage of imported water, reduce the yields of adjacent wells or well fields, or adversely 
change the rate or direction of groundwater flow.  
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The project site is currently paved and impermeable; therefore, the proposed project would 
not change the existing impermeable conditions or interfere with groundwater recharge. Any 
water required during construction would be minimal and would not deplete groundwater 
supplies. In addition, it is expected that new trees would require minimal irrigation. Therefore, 
no impact would occur. 

 
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 that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off site? 

    

Reference: 11 Section G1  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project results in a substantial 
alteration of drainage patterns and a substantial increase in erosion or siltation during 
construction or operation of the project.  
 
The project site is located in a fully developed portion of the City of Los Angeles and is 
currently paved and impermeable. No streams or river courses are located on or immediately 
adjacent to the project site. During grading and excavation, erosion control measures would 
be in place to minimize erosion of exposed soils. Runoff from the proposed project would be 
directed toward existing or newly constructed storm drains. Therefore, the proposed project 
would not alter the existing drainage pattern of the project site either during construction or 
operation. As such, no impact would occur that would affect the existing drainage pattern on 
or near the project 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 a manner 
that would result in flooding on  or off site? 

    

Reference: 11 Section G1  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project results in increased runoff 
volumes during construction or operation as well as flooding conditions that would affect the 
project site or nearby properties.  
 
As indicated in Section 8c, above, the project site is currently fully developed. Runoff from the 
project would be directed toward existing and proposed storm drains. The site is currently 
impermeable and would remain so after project construction. Therefore, the amount of surface 
runoff would not increase as a result of the project. New catch basins would be added as part 
of the proposed project. These new catch basins would not change the existing drainage 
pattern. Therefore, the existing drainage pattern of the project site would not be altered during 
construction or operation, and no impact would occur.  

 
e) Create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity of 

existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial 
additional sources of polluted runoff? 

    

Reference: 11 Section G1  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the volume of the stormwater runoff were to 
increase to a level that exceeds the capacity of the storm drain system serving the project site. 
A significant impact may also occur if the proposed project substantially increases the 
probability that polluted runoff would reach the storm drain system.  
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As indicated in Sections 8c and 8d, above, runoff from the project site would be directed 
toward existing and proposed storm drains in the project vicinity. The project site is currently 
paved and impermeable; the proposed project would not change these existing impermeable 
conditions or increase the volume of stormwater runoff generated from the project site after 
construction. As such, no impact would occur. 
 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?     
Reference: 11 Section G3  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the project includes potential sources of water 
pollutants that would have the potential to degrade water quality substantially.  
 
The proposed project would neither create nor contribute to water quality degradation. During 
project construction contractors would be required to take measures to prevent pollutants from 
entering channels, storm drains, and bodies of water.  As such, implementation of the project 
as proposed would ensure that no new impacts related to water quality would occur.  

 
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a 

federal Flood Hazard Boundary Map or Flood Insurance Rate Map or 
other flood hazard delineation map? 

    

Reference: 11 Section G4; 12; 18  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project is located within a 100-year 
flood zone.  
 
The Federal Emergency Management Agency’s Flood Insurance Rate Map, Number 060137 
0040 C, indicates that the project site is located in Flood Zone C, an area of minimal flooding. 
In addition, the proposed project does not include any buildings or structures. Therefore, no 
impact would occur.  

 
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that would impede 

or redirect flood flows?     
Reference: 11 Section G4; 12; 18  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project is located within a 100-year 
flood zone and impedes or redirects flood flows.  
 
As discussed in Section 8g, above, the proposed project site is not located within a 100-year 
flood hazard area. In addition, the proposed project would not include the construction of any 
structures. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

 
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? 

    

Reference: 11 Section G3; 12  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project is located in a flood-prone 
area, including floods caused by the failure of a dam or levee. 
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The project site is not located within a flood zone. However, the Inundation and Tsunami 
Hazard Areas Map (Exhibit G) of the city’s General Plan Safety Element indicates the project 
site is in an inundation area in the event that Hansen Dam or Sepulveda Dam ever fail. 
Because all dams and reservoirs in the city have been retrofitted pursuant to the 1972 State 
Dam Safety Act, this occurrence is unlikely. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

 
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?     

Reference: 11 Section G3; 12  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project is located in an area with 
inundation potential due to seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.  
 
The project site is located approximately 13 miles northeast of the Pacific Ocean and not in a 
tsunami hazard area. There are no nearby enclosed water bodies where a seiche could form. 
The proposed project is located in a relatively flat area and thus not an area that is subject to 
mudflow. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

 
10. LAND USE AND PLANNING – Would the project:  

 a) Physically divide an established community?     
Reference: 11 Section H2  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were sufficiently large or 
otherwise configured in such a way as to create a physical barrier within an established 
community.  
 
The proposed project involves improvements to Burbank Boulevard, which would improve 
east–west mobility in the North Hollywood community. During construction, at least one lane 
in each direction would be maintained. The project would not create a physical barrier within 
an established community. As such, no impact would occur. 

  
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an 

agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to, the 
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 
effect? 

    

Reference: 11 Section H2; 12  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were inconsistent with the 
general plan designations or zoning currently applicable to the proposed project site and 
would cause adverse environmental effects, which the general plan and zoning ordinance are 
designed to avoid or mitigate.  
 
The proposed project site is located within the North Hollywood – Valley Village Community 
Plan area. This plan calls for continued development of the highway and street system in 
conformance with existing programs to facilitate local traffic circulation, relieve congestion, 
and provide mobility for all people. The proposed project would involve widening Burbank 
Boulevard between Lankershim Boulevard and Cleon Avenue to improve traffic circulation in 
the area. The proposed project is consistent with the plan.  
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The project is also within the boundaries of the Community Redevelopment Agency’s North 
Hollywood Redevelopment Project. The redevelopment plan was developed in response to blight 
in the area, including inadequate public infrastructure and public facilities. The plan sets forth a 
range of goals that include revitalization of the commercial core, improved public facilities, and the 
promotion of quality urban design. The proposed project is consistent with the plan. 
 
The southern portion of the intersection of Burbank Boulevard and Lankershim Boulevard is 
located in the North Hollywood Transit Business Improvement District. Improvements at this 
intersection, as part of the proposed project, would be consistent with the plans and goals of 
the district and result in reduced congestion, thereby making the district a more attractive, 
convenient, and pedestrian-friendly place in which to live and do business. 
 
The proposed project would not result in land use or zoning changes, and as demonstrated 
above, it would be consistent with all applicable plans. Therefore, no impact regarding general 
plan designations and zoning would occur as a result of the proposed project.  

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural 
community conservation plan?     
Reference:  11 Section H2; 12  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project conflicts with a habitat 
conservation plan or natural community conservation plan adopted for the area surrounding 
the project location.  

 
As discussed in Section 4(f), above, the proposed project site and surrounding area are not 
part of any habitat conservation plan, natural community conservation plan, or other approved 
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.  

 
11. MINERAL RESOURCES – Would the project:  

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would 
be of value to the region and the residents of the state?     
Reference: 11 Section E4; 12  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project occurs in an area used or 
available for extraction of a regionally important mineral resource, converts an existing or 
potential regionally important mineral extraction use to another use, or affects access to a site 
used or potentially available for regionally important mineral resource extraction.  
 
According to the Conservation Element of the city’s General Plan, the project site is not 
located within an area that contains a mineral resource that is available for extraction and of 
value to the region or residents of the state. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

 
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? 

    

Reference:  11 Section E4; 12  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if a project is located in an area used or available 
for extraction of a locally important mineral resource as delineated on a local general plan, 
specific plan, or other land use plan. 
 
The City of Los Angeles has not designated a locally significant mineral resource on the site. 
As such, no impact would occur. 
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12. NOISE – Would the project result in:  

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

    

Reference: 11 Sections I1, I2, I3, and I4; 12; 13; 19  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project generates noise levels that 
exceed the standards for ambient noise as established by the general plan and municipal 
code and/or exposes persons or sensitive uses to increased noise levels. Noise-sensitive 
uses may include residences, transient lodging, schools, libraries, churches, hospitals, nursing 
homes, auditoriums, concert halls, amphitheatres, playgrounds, and parks.  

 
Short-term (Construction) Impacts 
Project-related construction would result in short-term increases in noise levels. In accordance 
with the municipal code, standard best management practices to reduce noise from 
construction equipment would be implemented, as feasible, such as providing project 
equipment and vehicles with mufflers or air-inlet silencers, scheduling noise-producing 
activities during periods that are less sensitive to noise, routing construction traffic away from 
noise-sensitive areas, and reducing construction vehicle speeds. 
 
Construction noise could affect some nearby residents. However, the noise would be 
temporary and limited to the duration of the construction in any one location. Construction 
would be limited largely to the city’s allowable hours for construction; appropriate protocol and 
coordination would occur should construction activities occur outside these hours. 
Construction would be in conformance with all local, regional, and state regulations. Because 
of the temporary nature of the construction noise, impacts would be less than significant. 
 
Long-term (Operational) Impacts 
The project, in and of itself, is not anticipated to result in increased traffic volumes along 
Burbank Boulevard. The widening of Burbank Boulevard would alleviate bottleneck conditions 
in the project area by widening the street to a width that would be comparable to the width 
west and the east of the project site. However, the widening of the roadway would bring the 
nearest travel lanes closer to existing receptors. Therefore, traffic noise levels are anticipated 
to increase slightly. This effect would be offset somewhat because the distance from the 
receiver to the farthest traffic lanes would generally increase by the same amount. 
Furthermore, except for a few residential uses along this segment of Burbank Boulevard, most 
of the properties along Burbank Boulevard are not sensitive receptors, but rather they are 
commercial, light manufacturing, and light industrial uses. To estimate the projected traffic 
noise increase, a simple noise model was constructed using the Federal Highway 
Administration’s Traffic Noise Model, version 2.5. As a worst-case example, the existing 
roadway lanes occur within a 50-foot alignment, and the project widens the alignment to 80 
feet. The resultant increase in traffic noise would not be readily noticeable to the typical 
human ear in the community environment (i.e., outside of controlled conditions). Therefore, 
the increase in traffic noise would be less than significant. 

 



Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering CEQA Initial Study 

 
Burbank Boulevard Widening   Page 32 
Lankershim Boulevard to Cleon Avenue  July 2009 

Issues 

P
ot

en
tia

lly
 

S
ig

ni
fic

an
t 

Im
pa

ct
 

Le
ss

 th
an

 
Si

gn
ifi

ca
nt

 W
ith

 
M

iti
ga

tio
n 

Le
ss

 th
an

 
S

ig
ni

fic
an

t 

N
o 

Im
pa

ct
 

 
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne 

vibration or groundborne noise levels?     
Reference: 11 Sections I1, I2  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if the project results in or exposes people to 
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels during construction or operation. 
This would include excessive groundborne vibration or noise that causes structural damage or 
displaces objects in nearby buildings.  
 
The commercial building at 11178 Burbank Boulevard may need to be cut, refaced, or 
potentially demolished depending on final design. As a worst-case noise scenario, the building 
would be demolished, and as a result there is a potential that demolition activities could 
generate groundborne vibration from heavy equipment. However, these effects would be 
temporary and short term in nature. The project would not include any elements or 
machinery/equipment on a routine basis that would result in long-term groundborne vibration 
or noise. As such, the impacts are considered less than significant.  

  
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project 

vicinity above levels existing without the project?     
Reference: 11 Section I2  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if the proposed project results in a substantial 
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without 
the proposed project.  
 
Noise levels in the project vicinity are dominated by vehicular traffic along Burbank Boulevard. 
This condition would continue after implementation of the proposed project. The project is not 
growth-inducing and would not generate additional traffic. It would reduce congestion and 
widen Burbank Boulevard to a width that would be comparable to the width west and east of 
the project site. As discussed in Section 11a, above, the resultant increase in traffic noise 
would not be readily noticeable to the typical human ear in the community environment (i.e., 
outside of controlled conditions). Therefore, the increase in traffic noise would be less than 
significant. 

 
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in 

the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?     
Reference: 11 Sections I1, I2  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project results in a substantial 
temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels above existing ambient noise levels 
without the proposed project.  
 
Refer to the discussion under Sections 11a and 11c, above. The proposed project would not 
substantially increase ambient noise levels in the project vicinity over existing conditions.  
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e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a 

plan has not been adopted, within 2 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? 

    

Reference: 11 Sections I1, I2, I4  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the project is located within an airport land use 
plan or within 2 miles of a public airport and people residing or working in the project area 
would be exposed to excessive noise levels.  
  
Bob Hope Airport, a public airport, is located 1.6 miles northeast of the proposed project site. 
The proposed project would widen a segment of Burbank Boulevard and make related 
improvements. It would not include structures or other elements with the potential to create 
significant noise impacts. In addition, the proposed project would not include new housing or 
structures and, therefore, would not place additional workers or residents in the project area. 
Therefore, no impacts related to airport noise on the surrounding community would result. 
   

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?     
Reference: 11 Sections I1, I2, I4  

Comment:  A significant impact may occur if the project is located in the vicinity of a private 
airstrip and people residing or working in the project area would be exposed to excessive 
noise levels.  
 
There are no private airstrips in the project vicinity. Accordingly, the proposed project would not 
expose people residing or working in the vicinity to aircraft noise. Therefore, no impact would 
occur. 

13. POPULATION AND HOUSING – Would the project:  
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for 

example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for 
example, through the extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 

    

Reference: 11 Section J1  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project induces substantial 
population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly.  
 
The proposed project is designed to improve existing traffic conditions along a short 0.6-mile 
segment of Burbank Boulevard and would not induce substantial population growth directly or 
indirectly. No impact would occur. 

 
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing units, necessitating the 

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?     
Reference: 11 Sections J1, J2  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project results in the displacement 
of existing housing units, necessitating construction of replacement housing elsewhere.  
 
The proposed project would not result in displacement of existing housing units. Therefore, 
the proposed project would not require the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. 
No impact would occur.  
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c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction 

of replacement housing elsewhere?     
Reference: 11 Section J2; 22  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project results in the displacement 
of a substantial number of people.  
 
The proposed project would require a permanent easement of the strip along Burbank 
Boulevard from the property at 11178 Burbank Boulevard. Refacing or demolition of the 
existing building at this address could potentially be required in order to accommodate the 
right of way. Though not noted as necessary at this point, demolition of the building as a 
worst-case scenario could occur, thereby displacing the motorcycle shop that currently 
operates on the property. However, as mentioned above, no housing units would be 
displaced. As documented in the Phase I report (Ninyo & Moore 2009), only one employee 
works at the motorcycle shop. Therefore, a substantial number of people would not be 
displaced by the proposed project if demolition is in fact required. Impacts would be less than 
significant.  

 
14. PUBLIC SERVICES –  

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

i) Fire protection?     
Reference: 11 Section K2  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the Los Angeles Fire Department cannot 
adequately serve the proposed project due to response time, access, or fire hydrant/water 
availability.  
 
The proposed project site is served primarily by Los Angeles Fire Department Fire Station No. 
60, located at 5320 Tujunga Avenue, approximately 0.3 mile southwest of the site. The 
proposed project is a street-widening project and would not increase the risk of fire or demand 
for fire protection services.  It would not induce growth, either directly or indirectly.  
Implementation of the proposed project may benefit fire services by reducing congestion and 
improving access along Burbank Boulevard. As such, the proposed project would have no 
adverse impact on fire protection services in the project area.  

 

ii) Police protection?     
Reference: 11 Section K1  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project results in an increase in 
demand for police services that exceeds the capacity of the police department responsible for 
serving the site.  
 
The proposed project is served by the Los Angeles Police Department’s North Hollywood 
Community Police Station (11640 Burbank Boulevard). This station is located 0.4 mile west of 
the project area. The proposed project is a street-widening project. It would not induce growth, 
either directly or indirectly.  
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Implementation of the proposed project may benefit police services by reducing congestion 
and improving access along Burbank Boulevard. As such, the proposed project would have 
no adverse impact on police protection services in the project area. 

 

iii) Schools?     
Reference: 11 Section K3  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project induces substantial 
employment or population growth, which could generate demand for school facilities that 
exceeds the capacity of the school district responsible for serving the project site.  
 
The proposed project does not include a housing component and, therefore, would not directly 
increase population in the area. Accordingly, it would not increase student enrollment or create 
additional demand for local school facilities. Therefore, no impacts on enrollment levels at nearby 
schools would occur.  

 

iv) Parks?     
Reference: 11 Section K4  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the available parks and recreation services cannot 
accommodate the population increase resulting from implementation of the proposed project.  
 
The proposed project does not include a housing component; therefore, increased demand on 
park services resulting from an increase in residential population is not anticipated. The 
proposed project is a street-widening project to accommodate traffic in an existing community. 
Accordingly, the proposed project is not growth inducing, either directly or indirectly. 
Therefore, it would not increase the demand for parks in the area. No impact on parks would 
occur. 
v) Other public facilities?     
Reference: 11 Section K5  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project generates demand for other 
public facilities, thereby exceeding their capacity to serve the project site.  
 
The proposed project would not induce growth, either directly or indirectly. Therefore, no 
impact on public facilities would occur.     

 
15. RECREATION – 

 

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

    

Reference: 11 Section K4  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project includes substantial 
employment or population growth, which could generate demands for public parks and 
recreational facilities, thereby exceeding the capacity of those facilities that currently exist.  
 
As discussed above in Section 13(a)(iv), the proposed project would not induce growth. It 
would not increase demand for park facilities in the vicinity. Therefore, the proposed project 
would not affect existing neighborhood or regional parks or other recreational facilities. No 
impact would occur. 
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b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction 

or expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse 
physical effect on the environment? 

    

Reference:  11 Section K4   

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project includes the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities or necessitates the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.  

 
The proposed project would not require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities. 
Additionally, the proposed project would not induce growth, either directly or indirectly. 
Therefore, it would not increase the demand for recreational facilities in the area. The 
proposed project is a street-widening project to accommodate traffic in an existing community. 
Accordingly, the proposed project would not require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities. Therefore, no impact related to recreation would occur. 

 
16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC – Would the project:  

a) Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing 
traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial 
increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity 
ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)? 

    

Reference: 11 Sections L1, L2, L3, L4, and L8  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project causes an increase in traffic 
that is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system.  
 
The proposed project would widen Burbank Boulevard between Lankershim Boulevard and 
Cleon Avenue, thereby increasing the capacity of this section of the roadway and bringing it 
more in line with the capacity of the roadway to the east and west. No additional vehicle trips 
would be generated by the proposed project. The project is designed to ease congestion in 
the area. No major shift in traffic is expected as a result of the street improvements. Therefore, 
no impact would occur. 
 

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

    

Reference: 11 Sections L1 and L3  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project exceeds, either individually 
or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by Metro, the county congestion 
management agency, for designated roads or highways.  
 
Please refer to Section 15a, above. The proposed project aims to reduce congestion. It would 
help the city to maintain an acceptable level of service along the affected portion of Burbank 
Boulevard and improve the existing congested conditions. Therefore, no impact would occur.  
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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? 

    

Reference:   

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project changes air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location, that results in substantial 
safety risks.  
 
The proposed project does not include any aviation-related aspects and would not change 
existing air traffic patterns. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

 
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp 

curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

    

Reference: 11 Section L5  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project substantially increases road 
hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses.  
 
The proposed project would incorporate design features to improve circulation, reduce 
congestion, and increase safety along a 0.6-mile segment of Burbank Boulevard. The project 
would not increase road hazards. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

 
e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Reference: 11 Sections L5, L8  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project results in inadequate 
emergency access.  
 
The proposed project would consist of widening Burbank Boulevard to improve traffic flow and 
reduce congestion. Contractors would be required to maintain emergency access to all 
properties at all times during construction. Implementation of the project would benefit 
emergency services by reducing congestion and improving access along Burbank Boulevard. 
Therefore, no impact related to inadequate emergency access would occur. 

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?     
Reference: 11 Section L7; 12; 13  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project results in inadequate parking 
capacity according to city code requirements.  
 
During construction, to maintain one traffic lane in each direction, street parking would not be 
allowed. However, reduced parking capacity would be temporary and, therefore, not a significant 
impact. After construction of the project, a net loss of five to seven parking spaces would occur 
on the north side of Burbank Boulevard east of Elmer Avenue and west of Fulcher Avenue. This 
is not considered a significant loss because adequate street parking exists along this segment. 
Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur with respect to parking capacity. 
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g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative 

transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?     
Reference: 11 Section L5   

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project conflicts with adopted 
policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation.  
 

The proposed project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting 
alternative transportation. The bus stops along Burbank Boulevard would be maintained 
during construction. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

 

17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS – Would the project:  
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional 

Water Quality Control Board?     
Reference: 11 Section M2  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project exceeds wastewater 
treatment requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the local regulatory 
governing agency.  
 

The proposed project is a street-widening project. It would not generate any wastewater. 
Therefore, no impacts are anticipated to occur. 
 

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

    

Reference: 8; 11 Sections M1 and M2;   

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project requires construction of new 
water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities.  
 
The proposed project would not use water in amounts that would have a significant impact on 
water treatment facilities. The proposed project would not generate any wastewater. A 
minimal amount of water would be used during construction, which would not require the 
construction of new facilities. As mentioned previously in Section 8b, a minimal amount of 
additional water would be used for irrigation of landscaping. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

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? 

    

Reference: 11 Section M2   

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the volume of stormwater runoff from the 
proposed project increases to a level that would exceed the capacity of the storm drain 
system serving the project site.  
 
The project site is in an urbanized area that is adequately served by the existing storm drain 
system. Some storm drains would need to be relocated due to the proposed widening but would 
be reconnected to existing drainage pipes and facilities. These relocations would cause a possible 
impact only during the utility-relocation phase of construction. This is expected to be a temporary 
impact and not significant. New catch basins would be constructed as part of the project. These 
would connect to the existing storm drain system. The site is currently paved with impervious 
materials and would remain so after construction. As a result, no increase in the amount of 
stormwater runoff is anticipated, and impacts on stormwater would remain less than significant.
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d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing 

entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

    

Reference: 8; 11 Section M1  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would exceed the existing 
water supplies available to serve the project.  
 
The proposed project consists of improvements to an existing roadway and would not use any 
water, except for irrigation of landscaping improvements. City policies call for drought-tolerant 
trees whenever possible. As a result, existing water supplies would not be exceeded by the 
project. Therefore, no impact would occur. 
 

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

    

Reference: 11 Section M2  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project increases wastewater 
generation to a degree that would exceed the capacity of facilities currently serving the project 
site.  
 
Please see the discussion under Section 16a. The proposed project would not generate any 
wastewater. Therefore, no impact would occur. 
 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate 
the project’s solid waste disposal needs?     
Reference: 11 Section M3  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project increases solid waste 
generation to a degree such that existing and projected landfill capacities would be insufficient 
to accommodate the additional solid waste.  
 
The proposed project would not produce any solid waste during operation. Construction 
activities may generate minor amounts of solid waste, but those small amounts would be 
recycled or disposed of in existing landfills. Adequate landfill capacity exists to accommodate 
any construction debris. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

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

solid waste?     
Reference: 11 Section M3  

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project generates solid waste that is 
not disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations.  
 
All disposal of solid waste generated would comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste. Therefore, no impact would occur. 
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18. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE –    

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate 
important examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

    

Reference:  

Comment:  The project site is located in an urbanized area of the city. It does not contain any 
sensitive natural communities, wetlands, or riparian or other habitat that would support wildlife. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not have the potential to affect any riparian habitat or 
sensitive natural community. Approximately eight trees would need to be removed from the 
public right-of-way. These trees would be replaced at a 2:1 ratio, as required by city policy. 
 
No known archaeological or paleontological resources, unique geologic features, or human 
remains are located on the project site or in the immediate vicinity. No historical buildings exist 
in the project area. Therefore, no impacts on cultural resources would occur. 

 
The proposed project alignment is not listed as a hazardous materials site, and though there 
are several automotive, gas service station, and dry cleaning businesses in the vicinity of the 
proposed project, it is not expected that construction or operation activities would contribute to 
or create recognized environmental conditions. 
 

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)? 

    

Reference:  

Comment: The proposed project is consistent with the North Hollywood – Valley Village 
Community Plan, which is intended to guide future development in the area. The proposed 
project would not result in any significant impacts on the environment. The project would result 
in reduced traffic congestion, thereby benefitting the local community. There are no other 
known roadway projects that would be constructed in the vicinity of the project at the same 
time that could exacerbate temporary construction impacts on the community. Therefore, the 
project is not anticipated to have impacts deemed to be cumulatively considerable. No impact 
would occur. 

 
c) Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term environmental 

goals to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals?     
Reference:  

Comment: The proposed project would not cause any significant environmental impacts, 
either short term or long term. The benefits of the project, such as reduced traffic congestion, 
meet the long-term goals and objectives of the local plans. Therefore, impacts would be less 
than significant.  
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d) Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial 

adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?      
Reference:  

Comment: The project is designed to alleviate traffic congestion and provide standard road 
widths within an established community. The proposed project would not result in substantial 
or adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.  
 

 
 
V. PREPARATION AND COORDINATION/CONSULTATION 

 
Prepared by: 
ICF Jones & Stokes 
811 West 7th Street, Suite 800 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

 

  
Coordination/Consultation with:  
Julie Van Wagner 
Environmental Specialist II 
Environmental Management Group 
Bureau of Engineering  
 
Ramnik Mungra 
Project Manager 
Street Improvement Group 
Bureau of Engineering 
Department of Public Works 

Nick Tran 
Bureau of Street Lighting 
Department of Public Works 

  
VI. MITIGATION MEASURES 
 
The proposed project would not have any significant impacts and thus no mitigation 
measures are required. 

 
VII. DETERMINATION—RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION 
 
A.  Summary 
 
The proposed project would consist of the widening of a 0.6-mile stretch of Burbank 
Boulevard from Lankershim Boulevard to Cleon Avenue by approximately 13 feet on 
each side of the street. The widened portion of Burbank Boulevard would be restriped to 
include two lanes for through traffic, a left-turn lane, and a parking lane in each 
direction. The proposed project would also involve constructing catch basins, installing 
the necessary storm drain pipes, and making curb drain adjustments. Further 
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improvements include adjusting multiple maintenance holes to grade, planting new 
trees, and relocating utilities including power poles, streetlights, and traffic signals, 
where necessary.   
 
Existing sidewalks range from as narrow as 5 feet to as wide as 15 feet along this 
stretch of Burbank Boulevard. As part of the proposed project, sidewalks would be 
constructed to a uniform width of 10 feet to meet pedestrian safety requirements of the 
City of Los Angeles, including the required minimum width for sidewalks per the city’s 
Standard Plan S-470-0.  
 
The existing eight streetlights would be removed and reinstalled within the project limits 
and sixty-two additional streetlights installed. Approximately eight street trees would be 
removed and replaced, according to city policy, at a ratio of 2:1.  
 
The proposed project would require permanent easements on 18 parcels to 
accommodate the expanded right-of-way. An existing building at 11178 Burbank 
Boulevard (Assessor Parcel Number 2350005030), located on the southeast corner of 
the intersection of Klump Avenue and Burbank Boulevard, would either be cut and 
refaced or demolished to accommodate the expanded right-of-way.  
 
During construction, which is scheduled to begin in July 2012 and last for 24 months, at 
least one lane in each direction would be maintained, with no detours expected. After 
completion of the widening and restriping, some street parking spaces would be 
eliminated, resulting in the net loss of approximately five to seven parking spaces on the 
north side of Burbank Boulevard east of Elmer Avenue and west of Fulcher Avenue. 
 
B.  Recommended Environmental Documentation 
 
On the basis of this initial evaluation, I find that the proposed project would not have a 
significant effect on the environment and a Negative Declaration should be prepared. 
 
 
Prepared By: __Original Signed _______________________________________                           
 Shilpa Trisal, AICP 
 ICF Jones & Stokes 
 
Reviewed By: __Original Signed _______________________________________                           
 Julie Van Wagner 
 Environmental Specialist II 
 
Approved By:  _Original Signed_______________________________________                            
 Ara J. Kasparian, Ph.D. 
 Manager, Environmental Management Group 
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