MEETING DATE: 8/25/08

AGENDA ITEM: Adoption of a Resolution Re-adopting a Mitigated
Negative Declaration, Reserving a Utility Easement, and
Ordering the Vacation of All of Helms Avenue from
Washington Boulevard, towards Venice Boulevard, to the
City Limits of the City of Guiver City.
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Meéting Date: 21’25/02 R - ltem Number: G-1

AGENB EM Publlc Heanng,to Consrder Vacatlon of aﬂ of Heims Avenue_ fr_om _

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council follow the procedure outline below and, after
the public hearing is closed, adopt a resolution approving a Mitigated Negative
Declaration, reserving a portion of the area as a utility easement, and vacating the
entire area described in Resolution 2002-R010 for street purposes. This resolution
is not to be recorded by the City Clerk until that time when the Parcel Map or Final
Map within the City of Los Angeles, which involves the portion of Helms Avenue
between Venice Boulevard and the common City Limits line, will also be recorded.

PROCEDURE:

Mayor:

Announce that this is the time and place for the hearing of protests or objection to
the vacation of Helms Avenue from Washington Boulevard toward Venice Boulevard

to the City Limits of the City of Culver City.
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City Clerk:

Announce that Notice of this hearing has been given pursuant to the provisions of
the Streets and Highways Code, Section 8300, et seq. of the State of California and
pursuant to the provisions of the City Council's Resolution 2002-R0108, and that the

following affidavits are on file in this office:

1. Affidavit of Publication: and
2. Affidavit of Posting

Mayor and Council: Motion to receive and file all affidavits.

City Clerk:

Announce the number of written protests received, if any, and announce that copies
of all such protests have been delivered to the City Council.

OR

Summarize the contents thereof

Mayor:

First, ask to hear from those who have filed a written protest. Next, ask to hear from
those in the audience wishing to speak against the proposed vacation. Then, ask to
hear from anyone who wishes to speak in favor of the proposed vacation.

Mayor: Offer an opportunity for Rebuttal.

Mayor and Council: Discussion. Close the public hearing if ready for a decision.

BACKGROUND:

The applicant, Walter N. Marks lll, has acquired all properties on both sides of
Helms Avenue between \Washington and Venice Bouievards, inciuding the oid
Beacon Laundry. Mr. Marks is in the process of redeveloping the area and wishes
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to include the area of Helms Avenue into his plans for development. Mr. Marks is
proceeding with the City of Los Angeles to record a Parcel or Final Map that will
define new lot lines and eliminate Helms Avenue between the common City Limits
line and Venice Boulevard. Mr. Marks initiated a Lot Line Adjustment in Culver City
to reduce the number of lots in the block surrounded by Helms Avenue, Washington
Boulevard, and Hutchinson Avenue and to define the lot lines desired should the Los
Angeles Parcel or Final Map and street vacation procedure be completed. The
major new lot line will be created at the existing common City Limits line, where the
properties have been divided by the County Assessor for taxing purposes.

DISCUSSION:

Vacation of this section of Helms Avenue, if approved, should be conditioned upon
the City of Los Angeles effectively vacating their section at the same time. There
are also several utility issues that must be handled and several traffic-engineering
concems that will be negotiated as the procedure progresses. At the time of the
public hearing, all of these matters will be identified and addressed as conditions to
be solved prior to recordation of the Resolution of Vacation.

FISCAL ANALYSIS:

If the vacation is approved, the City will no longer be responsible for maintenance or
for liability of the vacated street.

ATTACHMENTS:

> Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration.
< Initial Study  (Environmental Checklist Form  and

Environmental Determination).
< Resolution of Vacation.

N/
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MOTION:

That the City Council adopt a Resolution to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration
and Vacate a portion of Helms Avenue from Washington Boulevard, toward Venice
Boulevard, to the City Limits of the City of Culver City, reserving a utility easement
for existing utilities, with the recordation of this Resolution conditioned upon the City
of Los Angeles recording of a Parcel Map or Final Map effectively vacating that
portion _of Helms Avenue southerly of Venice Boulevard within the City of Las

Angeles.




PLANNING DIVISION ,
(310) 253-5710

CiTY OF CULVER CITY FAX (315;253—5?2‘!

8770 CULVER BOULEVARD, CULVER CitY, CALIFORNIA 90232-0307

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT
A MITIGATED NEGATIVE BECLARATION

LEAD AGENCY? City of Culver City Telephone: (310)233-5710

DATE: Jannary 28, 2002

% Tlos Angéles County Clerk

Governor's Office of Planning & Research

ATTN: Environmental Filing 1400 Tenth Street, Room 1311

12400 Iroperial Fighway, Suite 2001 . . Sacramento, CA 95814

Norwalk, CA 90650 .

PROIECT: ‘ )

Title: Helms Avenue Steet Vacation

Location: Helms Avenue between Venice Boulevard and Washington Boulevard. Approximatsly 400
feet of Helms Avemue south of Vemce Boulevard is located within the jurisdictonal
boundaries of the City of Los Angeles and approximately 140 feet north of Washington
Boulevard is located within the City of Culver City.

Description: The proposed project is to vacaie Helms Avenue and modify it from a public through sireet to

: a non-through private driveway and pedestrian area. Motorists will still be able to drive in

and out of Helws Averne from Venice Boulevard, however the south end of Helriis Averme
at Washington Boulevaxd will be closed to vehicular fraffic.

Applicant: Walter N. Marks ‘

8758 Venice Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90034

COMMENT PERIOD:; The review period of the proposed mitigated negative declaration begins on February 1. 2001,
and ends Febmary 20, 2001, Written comments should be received on or before Februoary 20, 2001. Wntten

comments should refer to the project by name and and be addressed to:
ORIGINAL FILED
Susan Yun B 7 )
Associate Plamner JAN 31 2002
City of Culver City Plagming Division )
ne AR ER ORI Qi

P.0O.Box 507 T |
Culver City, CA 9(3232-0:507 ]

The City Council will hold a public hearing to take action on the proposed project and the environmental finding on
February 25, 2001 at 7:00 p.m. in the Mike Balkman Comncil Chambers in City Hall. Copies of the documentation
can be reviewed in the Planning Division Offce, City Hall, Second Floor, 9770 Culver Bouievard, Culver City, CA

ed accessible location). Please telephone in advance to assure staff availahility at 310/253-5755.

90232-0507 (handi
in D=/

Susan Yun, Assocléz{e Plapper Date

__5

Cuiver Cify Empioyess fake pride in effeciively providing the highest fevels of servica fo enrich the qualfly of e for the communily by buiiding on our iradjtion
of more than seventy-five years of public setvice, by our present commitment, and by our dedication fo mest the challenges of the fulure.
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CITY OF CULVER C]TY - FAX (310) 253-5721

9770 CULVER BOULEVARD, CULVER CITY, CALIFORNIA 80232-0507 e
, £
. - TN .

INITIAL STUDY

Environmental Checklist Form and Environmental Determination

‘ Case Name and No. Helms Avenue Sireet Vacation

GENERAL INFORMATION

1. Applicant Name Walter N. Marks
Address: 8758 Venice Boulevard .
City, State and Zip Code: Los Angeles, CA 90034

* Phone: (310) 204-1865

2. Address of Projeck Helms Avenue (3200 Block '
Nearest Cross Street: Washington Boulevard and Venice Boulevard

3." Existing Zoning: C—3 Commemal
Existing General Plan Land Use Designation: Generai Corridor Commeraa.l

4, Redevelopment Pro;ect Area: - DND ) -Yes, Component Area: 3
5. Overiay Zone or Other Special District: [X]Yes " []Na

Describe: East Washington Overlay Zone

PROTECT INEORMATION

6.  Proiect Description and Requested Action: (Describe the whole action involped, inchuding but not
limited to later phases of the project, and any secondary, support, or off site features mecessary for its

implementation. Attach additional sheels if necessmy.)

The proposed project and requested action is to vacate a portion of Helms Avenue, approximately
-140 feet of Helms Avenue north of Washmoton Boulevard, in order to remove public vehicular
access on Helms Avenue between the City of Culver City boundary line on the ndrth to
Washington Boulevard on the south. On a separate but related process, the City of Los Angelés is
reviewing d Tentative Tract Map from the applicant to reconfigure several parcels in order to
elminate the current straddling of parcels over the municipal border with the City of Culver C:Lfy
and to vacate that portion of Helms Averne within the boundaries of the City of Los Angeles.

The whole action of the proposed projéc’c will ultimately modify Helms Avenue between Venice
Boulevard and Washington Boulevard from a public through sireet to a non-through private
driveway and pedestrian area. Motorists will still be able to drive in and out of Helms Avenue

6 ’ PRINTER ON RECYCLED PAPER
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from Venice Boulevard, howeéver, the south end of Helms. Avenue at Was}unotcm Boulevard ‘wﬂi be
closed to velucular fraffic.

Although not a part of this street vacation application, the applicant plars to reconstruct the
sidewalks on both sides of Helms Averue to match the same grade as the roadway and instail
bollards on both sides of Helms Avenue to separate pedestrians from motorists. The applicant also
proposes to construct a cul-de-sac and pedestrian plaza at the southerly end of Helms Avenue
north of Washington Boulevard. Finally, manually controlled bollards that can be raised and
lowered will be installed at the north jurisdiction line of Culver City and another set will be located
at the south end of Helms Avenue at Washingtori Boulevard. The set of bollards at the north
jurisdiction ling of Culver City will be kept in the lowered mode and raised only in those instances
when the southern half of Helms Avenue will be used for non-parking use, such as a steeet fair.
The manually controlled bollards nearest Washington Boulevard will be set at a raised position,
resfricting and closing this section of Helms Averue to through traffic on a permanent basis. The
bollards will be lowered only ‘when necessary such as in an emergency or for delivery trucks to

pass through.

7. %; ting Conditions of the Project Site:
Helms Avenue is a public-street with one through iane in each direction, The portion of Helms
Avenue between Venice Boulevard and Washington Boulevard is approximately 540 feet in length
and 60 feet wide. Apprommateiy 140 feet north of Washington Boulevard is located in the Gity of

Culver City while approximately 400 feet of Helms Avenue south of Venice Boulevard is located in
the City of Los Angeles. Parkingis permitted on either side of the Helms Avenue right-of-way.

8.  Surrounding Land Uses and Setling: (Brigfly describe the project’s sunounding)

To the east and west of Helms Avenue is the Helms Bakery Complex which consists of studios and
performing arts venues, retail home furnishing and professmnai offices, including the h’lsf:onc

Beacon Laundry building.

9.  Other public agencies whose approval is required: (e.g,, permits, financing approval, or pzzrhczpaﬁan
agreement) .

City of Los Angeles

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENT[AL{.Y AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potmtzallry affected by this project, involving at least one impact
tharisa "Potenha]ly Significant Impact“ as indicated by the checklist on the foﬂomng pages. ‘

D Aesthetics ' ] Agziculfuze Resources [ Quality
D _ Biological Resources [:l Cultural Resources D Geology /Soils
D fjiza*:c'li & | Hazardous D Hydrology / Water Quality D Land Use / Planning

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER™



[} Mineral Resonzees [] Neise "~ [] ®opulation/Housing
D Public Services . D Recreation | . D Transportation/Traffic

D Utilitles / Service Systems D Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (I‘o! be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

D I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have-a mgmﬁcant effecl: on the envirorument, and a
- NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will

not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by .

the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

<

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

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

L1 O

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

D FISH AND GAME FEE (AB 3158). I find that the proposed project WILL NOT have an impact on fish or
wildlife resources or habitat upon which fish and wildlife depend. I find that the proposed pro;ect IS5

EXEMPT from the Fish and Game fee. *

o

D FISH AND GAME FEE (AB 3158). I find that the proposed project IS NOT EXEMPT from the Fish and

Game fee.
*Staff will prepare a certificate of Fee Exemption.

Signature: W W Date: January 28 2002

Name, Tifle: Susan Yun, Assoc:.atnt{PlaImer

Attachments:
Additional Explanation Pages
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

2)

3)

4

5)

6)

8}

%

A brisf explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact” answers that are adeguately supported by
the information sources d lead agency cites in the parentheses following each guestion. A "No Impact”
answer is adequately supported if the referenced informatitn sources show that the impact simply does not
apply to projects like the one involved (e.g, the project falls cutside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact”
answer should be expleined where it is based on PIOJECII-SPECLﬁC factors as well as general standards (e.g.,
the project will not expose sensﬁ:ve receptors to pollutants, based an a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must izke account of the whole acion involved, induding off-site as well as on-site, cumnlaﬂve
as well as project-evel, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has detemined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist

| answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or

less than significant. “"Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an
effect may be significant. If' there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the

determination is made, an EIR is required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation

of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a "Less Than
Significant Impact.” The lead agency mmst describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they
reéduce the effect to a less than significant level {mitigation measures from Section XVI, “Earlier Analyses,”
may be cross-referenced). ’

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursnant to the fiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect

has been‘adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative dedlaration. Section 15063(c}(3}(D) In thzs case,
a brief discussion should identify the followinig: ,

a) . Earlier Analysis Used, Ideniify and state whese they are available for review.

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

¢} Mitigwtion Measues. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures, which were incorporated or refined from the
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

Lead agenc:ieé are encouraged to incerporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potential fmpacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to 2 previously prepared or ouiside
document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages whiere the statement is

substaniiaied.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be atiached, and other sources used or mdividuals
coniacted should be cited in the chscusszon,

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free fo use different formais; however, lead agencies
should normally address the questions from this checklist that are refevant to a project’s environmental
effects in whatever format is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) The significance ariteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate zach questiony and

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER 4



b) The mitigation meastire identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than s'gzﬁﬁcance

QUESTION
) ’ - Potentially Less Than Less Than N
Issues oL Significant  Significantwith  Significant bnp
' Impact - Mitigation Impact .
Incorporation
L AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 1 - D D Y

b)  Substantially damage scenic resouress, including, but not

Bimited to, ‘rees, rock outoeppings, and. historic D D D >
- buildings within a state scenic highway? ‘ : ‘ '
¢) Substantially degrade the existirig visual character or 1 . - O 0
quality.of the site and its surrounding§?-
d) Create 2 new source of substantial light or glare, which .
. would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the [] <] 1 i

area?

. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES.

In determining whether fmpacts fo agriculiural resources are
significant envirormmental effects, lead agencies may vefer fo the
Californiz Agricultural Land Evahugtion and Site Assessmernt
Model (1997) prepered by the California Dept. of Conservation as
an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and
Jarmimmd. Would the pm]ecr

a) Convert ane Farmland, Unique Famu.land or Farmiand
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the 1. ] o - B
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Morndtoring Program of the California Resourc&s Agency, o ’

to non-agrieultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agriculfural use, or a 1 O J X
Williamsen Act contract? - '

¢} Invoive other changes in the edsting environment, _
which, due to their location or nature, could result in 1 D J %)
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use? _

YL AIR QUALITY.

Where aoalable, the significance criferin established by the
applicable air quality meanagement or air pollufion conirol district
may be relied upon io make the jolloising determinations. Would
the project: :

a) Conflic with or obstuct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan? ] | I3
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o - : .. ] Potentially Less Than Less Than I
. Issues : ' Significint  Sigmificant with  Significant Im

Fmpact Mitigation Impact
Incorporation

b} Violate " any air qualxry standard or coniribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation? U k O B
¢} Resultin a,cumulatxveiy considerable net increase of any
_ riteria pollutant for whick the project region is naon- 1 il M x
attninment under an applicable federal or state ambient :
air quality standard (including releasing emissions,
which exceed - quantitative &resholds for ozone
precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial po]lutard:. | 1 1
cmncenh‘ahnns?

e) Create objectionable odors aﬂacbng a substantial number | [ BE!
of people? .
TV. BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES, Would the project:

a} Have a substantial adveise effect, either directly or 1 [ ]
throngh habitat modifications, on any species identified ' '
as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulaiioms, or by the
California Depariment of Fish and Game or US. Fish and
Wildlife Service? )

_ b) . Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat ] 1 [ 5
or other semsitive natural community identified in local - ,
or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and
Wildlife Service? .

c) ' Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected ' M ] X
-~ wetlands as definéd by Section 404 of the Clean Water

Act (inchuding, but not lmited to, marsh, ternal pool,

coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological

interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native {1 - [ M|
resident or migratory fish or wildlife speces or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

e} Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting U D D X

biclogical resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

fi Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat M 1 ] X
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation )

1
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Issues

Plan, or other approved local, regmnai or state habitat
conservation plan?

V.CULTURAL RESQOURCES. Wauzd the project: .

a} (Cause & substaniial adverse chang;e in the significance of
a historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.57

b) Cause a substaniial adverse change in-the significanca of
an archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5?

q) Dn'ectly or indirectly déstroy a unigue paleontological
resgurce or site or unique geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, induding those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?” :

VL GEOLOGY AND SOILS, Wowld the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potenifal substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving: ’

i.  Ruphure of a known earthguake faulf, as delineated on

- the most recent Alquist-Priclo Barthquake Fault Zoning

Map issued by the State Geclogist for the area or based

on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Spedal Publication 42.

i, Strong sa;s:mc ground shaking?
Hi  Selsmicrelated ground faifure, indluding liquefaction?
iv. Landshdes? l -

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

€) Belocated on a geologic unit or soif that is vnstable, or
that would become unstable s a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or offsite landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? '

d} Belocated on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial
risks to life or property? ' -

e) Have soils ihcépable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposa! systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of

PRINTED Ol RECYCLER PAPER
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Potentially Less Than LessTham N

£ sues < Significant Significantwith Significant  Imy
T ) , ) Impact Mitigation Impact
: Incorporafion '
‘wastewater?
VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERTALS.
a})s Create- a significant hazard fo the public or the . M ] M - X
environment through the mutine transport use, or :
disposal of hazard ous materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the [ 1. ] X

environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 1 El 1 X
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within : , ‘
one~quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of 1 O [:[
hazardous materjals sifes - compiled pursnant to :
" Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would
it create a significant hazard to the puhhc or the .
emrxronmem?

1
X

) Faraprojectlocated within an airport land use plam or, 1 1
where such a plan has not been adopted, witlin two :
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
" project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

]
CJ
L]
X

f) TFor a project within the vidnity of a private airstrip,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 7 ’ N D 4]
adapted emergency response pIan Or emergency

evacuation plan?

h} Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 1 1 ]
injury or death involving wildiand fires, including where .
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands? :

YOI HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.

Would the project:

a} Violate any water quaiity standards or waste discharge ] i
requirements? )

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere ] ] '

12
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Issuas

< .

d)

e)

i

substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer vohune or a lowering of
the local groundwater able level (e.g. the production
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level
which would not support existing land uses or planned
uses for which permits have been granted)?
Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area; including through the alteration of the course
of a stream or river, in a manner, which would result in
substan#ial erosion or silfation an: or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the |

site or area, including through the alteration of the course
of a siream or river, or substantially increase the rate or

" amount of surface runoff in a marmer, which would

result in flooding on- ar off-site?

Create or contribute nunoff water, which wou.ld exceed
the capadity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide subsianﬁal addmonal sources of
poiluted runoff?

Otherwise substantizlly degrade water quality?

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

Place within 100-year flood hazard area, structures that
would impede or redirect flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,

injury or death involving flooding, induding flooding as
a result of the faihire of a levee or dam?

Inundation by seiche, teunami, or mudflow? -

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:

aj
b)

<)

Physically divide an established community?

Condlict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
{indluding, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zenming ocrdinance)
adopted fer the purpose of zveoiding or mitigating an
environmenta] effect?

Contlict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural comumumity conservation plan?

Potentiafly
Significant
Impact

O ad

]
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Issuss

X. MINERAL RESQURCES. Would the praject:

a)

b)

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral

resource that would be of value o the region anﬂ the

residents of the state?

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?

XI. NOISE. Would the project resulk in:

a)

b)

o

3

¢

9

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan
or noise ordinance, or apphcable siandards of other

agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive

groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

- A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels

in the project ma.mty ahove levels existing without the
project?

A subsiantial temporary or periodic inarease in ambient
noise Jevels in the project vidnity above levels existing
without the project?

For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or public nse airporf, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels? '

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, -

would the project expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise levels?

X POPULATION AND HOUSING,
Would the project:

a)

b}

Induce substantal population growth in an area, either
divectly {for example, by proposing new homes and
businesses} or indirecily (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of edsting housing,

necessitating the consiruction of replacement housing.

elsewhere?

Displéce substantial numbers of people, necessitating the

Potentially
Significant
Impact

L]
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construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

XHI. PUBLIC SERVICES.

~ a) Would the project result in subsfantial adverse physical

impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new
_or phy&ialiy altered govammental faciliies, the
construction * of which could cause significant
. environumental impatts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

X

Fire protection?

57

Palice protection?
Schools?
Parks?

doogg
OO000

ooooo
N X X

Other public facilities?

XIV. RECREATION.

]
O
[

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

b) Does the project inclnde recreational faciliies or require 1 O 1 £
the consimicton or expansiom of recreational facilities, ' '
which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment? 7

XV, TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC,
Would the project:
a) Cause an increase in waffic which is subsanfial m [ ] 3 X T
rélation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the .
street system {i.e., result inn a substantial incresse in efther
the number of vehide trips, the volume to capacity ratio
on roads, or congestion at intersections)?

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of - [ | ) ] L1 B4
service standard established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or highways?

¢} Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either ] 7 N
an increase in traffic levels or a change in locafion that o
results in substantial safety risks? '
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Potenfially Less Than ., Less Than hy

Imes B _ : Significant  Significantwith  Significamt  Fuy
) ’ Impact Mifigation Impact
: : Incorporation :
d} Substantially increese hazards due to a design feature ] X | L

(eg. sharp curves or dangerous infersections)- or
incompatible uses {a.g., farm equipment)?

=1

e} Result in inadequate emergency access?

00 K
O® O
™M

[
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? - 1
0

B4

g Conflict with adopted pohr:les, phﬁs, or programs
supporiing alternative transportation {e.g., bus turnouts,
bicycle racks)? .

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.

Would the project:

é) Exceed wastewater freatment requirements of the 1 [:] |
applicable Regional Waier Quality Control Board? . .

b) Regquire or result in the construction of new water or ] . (1 ] X
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing - .
facilifies, the conmstruction of which could cause
significant enmrormzntal effects"

c) Require or result in the construction of new stokm water ] 1 ) {3 X
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the '
construction of which could cause mﬂmﬁca.nt
emnronmental effects? .

d) Have sufficdent water supplies available to serve the 1 - M| N £
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are , '
new or expanded eniitlements needed?

e} Result in a defermination by the wastewater treatment ] ) 1 [ <]
provider, which serves or may serve the project that it ‘
has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected
.demand in addifion to the pmvlder’s e:ustmD
commitmengs?

f} Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted eapacity 1 - [] | _
10 accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs? )

Comply with federal, siate, and local statutes and D D D BY

g)
regulations related to solid waste?

XVIL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

a) Does the project have the poterdial to degrade the quality X D 1
of the environment, substaniially reduee the hahitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate

Y
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b}

<}

a plant or anfmal community, reduce the ninber 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?
Doas the project have fmpacts that are individually

_limited, but cumulatively considerable? {"Cummnlatively

considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

Does the project have environmenial effects, which will
cause substardial adverse effects on human beings, either
direcily or indirectly?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS:

Refer to the following pages

1%
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- (cd) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation.

EXPLANATION OF RESPONSES TO CEOA ENVIRONM:ENTAL CEECKLIST
Case Name: Helms Avenne Street Vacation

The following provides comesponding explanations for each response indicated on the completed
Environmental Checklist Form. Explanations for “Potentially Significant Impact”, “Potentially Significant
Unless Mitigation Incorporated”, and “Less Than Significant Impact” are provided, along with
appropriate mitigation measures. Allitems checked “No Impact” is similarly described.

I AESTHETICS.

(4,b) No Impact. The project site is located within an urbanized commercal area. There will not
be any adverse impacts to a scenic vistz, or scenic resources, as the sireet vacation involves no new

building construction, renovation, or demoljtion. All existing structures are fo remain.

The proposed siveet vacation is a
necessary step in order to formally transfer or vacate the City’s maintenance and responsibility of a public
street: The street vacation involves no new constrilction, renovation or demolition of shruchures or
buildings. Through separate and required City permits, the apphcam will make minor changes to Helms
Avenue such that it will no longer appear or be used as through pubhc street but rather a privately
owned driveway and pedestrian area. In particular, the southemn portion of Helms Avenue towards the
intersection at Washington Boulevard will be closed off to through traffic and used for special events
such as a street fair or other pedestrian type activity associated with the Helms Bakery Complex. The
applicant proposes to reconstruct the sidewalks on both sides of Helms Avenue to match the same grade
as the roadway and install bollards on both sides of Helms Avenue to separate pedestrians from
motorists. .The applicant also proposes to construct a cul-de-sac and pedestrian plaza at the southerly end

. of Helms Avenue north of Washington Boulevard. Finally, manually controlled bollards that can be

raised and lowered will be installed at the north jurisdiction line of Culver City and another set will be
located at the south end of Helms Avenue at Washington Boulevard.

Potentially significant impacts may result from project implementation due to changes to existing visual
character and new souxce of light or glare. However, these potential impacts can be mitigated to a level
of msxcrmﬁf:ance by the followma measure: :

o Mifigation I: ~Prior to the concwrent recordation of the Sireet Vacation Resolution and the
Final Map addressing Helms Avenue within the City of Los Angeles at the Los Angeles County

Recorder’s office, the applicant shall submit to the City of Culver City, a detailed plan for -

consideration of and approval by the City Engineer and Planning Manager, or his/her designee,
fllustrating any physical changes proposed to or near the intersection of Helms Avenue and
Washington Boulevard induding but not limited to the consiruction of a pedestrian plaza, a cul-
de-sac, new lighting, installation of bollards, signage, and removal of sidewalks and trees.
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I AGRICULTURE RESOURCES.

{(z-¢) No Impact. The project site does not contain any Prime or Unique Farmland, or Fa:rmland of
State wide importance, is not under a Williamson Act contract, and will not result in the conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural uses. Therefore, no such impacts are expected to occur.

ILAIR QUALITY,

(a-¢) No Impact. The proposed sireet vacation is a necessary step in order to formally transfer or vacate
the City’s maintenance and responsibility of a public street The street vacation involves no new
construction, renovation or demolition of structures or buildings. Through separate and required City
permits, the applicant will only make minor changes to Helms Avenue such that it will no longer appear
or be used as through public street but rather a privately owned driveway and pedestrian area.
Therefore, the proposed project will not generate new vehicular traffic nor add mobile source pollutants
info the air and would not significantly conflict with any applicable air quality plan, contribute fo any
existing air quality threshold violations, expose sensitive receptors to pollutant concentrations, increase

non-attained criteria pollutant, or create objectionable odors. 'Iherefore, no air quahty mpacts are

_expected to oceurr.

IV, BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.

(a-f) No Impact.The project site is located in an urbanized commercial area, developed with paved
streets, parking area, and retail and office buildings. The project site is not within any federally protected
wetlands area or identified in any habitat conservation plan. The proposed street vacation involves no
new construction, renovation or demolition of structures or buildings. Throtgh separate and required
Cify pexniits, the applicant will only make minor changes to Helms Avenue such that it will no longer

appear or be used as through public street but rather a privately owned driveway and pedestrian area.

The street vacation is not anticipated to have substantial adverse effect to endangered species or their
habitats. Therefore, no biological resources impacts are expected to occur.

V. COLTURAL RESOURCES.

(a~d) No impact. The proposed street vacation will ‘not impact any cultural resources, as it
involves no new construction, renovation or demolition of structures or buildings. Throngh separate and
required City permits, the applicant will only make minor changes to Helms Avenue such that it will no
longer appear or be used as through public street but rather a privately owned driveway and pedesizian
area. Therefore, the street vacation is not anticipated to have substantial adverse effect to any historical,
archaeological, paleontological resource or site. The proposed street vacation will not adversely impact

existing or unknown cultural Tesources.

VI GEOLOGY AND SOILS.

a-¢) No impact, ‘The act of vacating a street and modifying Helms Avenue fo a privately owned
driveway and 2 pedestrian area would not generate any greater degree of geologic hazards beyond those
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already existing in the area. The project involves no new consirucion, renovation or .demoliion of
structures or buildings and the project site and surrounding area is already developed and urbanized.
Helms Avenue, after it is vacated will function primarily as private driveway as well as additional
pedestrian area for the existing Helms Bakery Complex, Therefore, the proposed street vacation would
not expose additional people to known geologic hazards or exacerbate unstable geologic conditions or
disturb existing and unique geologic structures. There are no known active or potentially active faults
located on the project site or is there potential for landslides. Therefore, the proposed sireet vacation Is

not anticipated to have substantial adverse effect to geology or soils.

VIIL. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERTALS,

{a-h), No Impact. The proposed sireet vacation jnvolves no new consirucdon, renovalion or
demolition of structures or buildings. Through separate and réquired City permits, the applicant will
only make minor changes to Helms Avenue such that it will no longer appear or be used. as through
* public street but rather a privately owned driveway and pedestrian area. Therefore, this project will not
have any impacts in regards to use or dlsposal of hazardous materials or create a significant hazard o the

public or the envuomnent.

VIIL HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALTTY,

(a-f), Less than Significant Fmpact. The project site is already paved as a public sireet. The proposed
street vacation and proposed changes after Helms Avenue is vacated, such as construction of a cul-de-sac,
pedéstrian plaza or removal of sidewalks are minor in nature and is not anticipated to have substantial
adverse impact to the absorption rate, drainage patfern, and amount of surface water runoff already
existing. Any proposed grade changes, excavations, or change to a drainage pattern are requrired by City

. of Culver City Municipal Code fo obtain a permit and approval from the Public Works Department.
Therefore, no hydrology or water quality impacts are expected fo occur.

(g-j), No Impact. The proposed project involves no new construction, renovation or demolition of
stzuctures or buildings therefore will not locate any structures within a 100-year flood hazard area that
would impede or redirect flood flows. Further, as the topography of the site is relatively flat and the
Pacific Ocean is approximately 6 miles away, the exposure of people or structures to a significant risk of
flooding, inundation by seiche, tsinami, or mudflow is remote. : ’

DX LAND USE AND PLANNING.

(a-c), No Impact. The proposed. sireet vacation and proposed changes after Helms Avenue is
vacated, such as construction of a cul-de-sac, pedestrian plaza or removal of sidewalks will not alter the
site in any manner that will require changes in land use or zoning designations, or conflict with policies
or plans. The proposed sireet vacation involves no new construction, renovation or demolition of
struciures or buildings. Helms Avenue between Venice Boulevard and Washington Boulevard will be
vacated as a public throngh street, it will stll be used primarily as a vehicular accessway or driveway.
Motorists will still be able fo drive in and out of Helms Avenue from Venice Boulevard, however, the
south end of Helms Avenue at Washington Boulevard will be closed to through traffic. The street
vacation will not physically divide a established community nor is the site is located within an area

2]
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deslgnated as a hzbitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. Therefore, the <

proposad prOJ ject will not result in any significant impact to land vse and planning,

X MINERAL RESOURCES.

(a-b}), Ne Impact. The proposed street vacation involves no new construction, renovation or demolition
of structures or buildings. Through separate and required City permits, the applicant will only make
minor changes to Helms Avenue such that it will no longer appear or be used s through public sireet but
rather a privately owned driveway and pedestrian area. The project site does not contain mineral
resources and the proposed street vacation will not 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. Therefore, the proposed

project will not result in the loss of availability of a locally lmportant mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a Jocal general plan, specific plari, or other land use plart,

XL NOISE.

(a-f), No Iinpact. . The proposed street vacation and associated changes fo Helms Averne will not
generate additional or create new noise The proposed sireet vacation involves no new construction,

'renovation or demolition of structures or buildings. Thrdugh separate and required City permits, the

applicant will only make minor changes to Helms Avenue such that it will no longer appear or be used as
through public street but rather a privately owned driveway and pedestrian area. Any rneise from
construction activities and construction equipment are regulated by the Culver Clty mumcnpal code.

Therefore no noise impacts are expected to occur.

XTI, POPULATION AND HOUSING.

(e-c), No Iimpact. The proposed street vacation will not induce population growth in the avea,

\o-

either directty or indirectly as invelves nio new construction, renovation or demolition of structures or

buildings or proposes to extend any roads or infrastructure. Through separate and required City permits,
the applicant will only make minor changes to Helms Avenne such that it will no longer appear or be
used as through public street but rather a privately owned driveway and pedestrian area. In fact, the
southerly end of Helms Avenue ai Washington will be closed to through traffic. The project site does not
contain any housing; therefore, no displacement or replacement of housing will occur.

XTI PUBLIC SERVICES,

NoImpact.  The proposed street vacation does not involve development such as new construction,
renovation of demolition of structures of buildings. Therefore, it would not generate the need for new or
additional fire, police, schoals, parks or other public facilities. The project will not result in substantial

adverse physical impacts associated with public services.
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XIV. RECREATION.

(z-b}, No Impact. The proposed project is a sireet vacation that involves no new construction, renovation
or demolition of structures or buildings. Through separate and required City permits, the applicant will
only make minor changes fo Helms Avenue such that it will no longer appear or be used as through
public sireet but rather a privately owned driveway and pedestrian area. No new housing would be
created with this project; therefore any demand for parks or other recreational facilities would not be
generafed. Therefore, the proposed project will not impact recreational opportunities in the City of
Culver City. In addition, the project is not anticipated to result in an increase in demand on the Chi:jf 5 .

recreational resources.
XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC.

- {@); Less than Significant. - According to the traffic study prepared by Transportation Management
Services (TMS) dated August 30, 2001, project related impacts are expected to occur for the street segment
at Hutchinson between Venice Boulevard and Washington Boulevard. Majority of the Hutcl—unson street
segment, approximately 457 feet out of 600 feet, lies within the jurisdictional boundaries of the City of Los
Angeles. A project-related increase of 21.6 percent is expected on this street segment. Based on the City
of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) criteria for the Hutchinson sireet segment, a 16
percent or more of final Average Daily Trips (ADT) is deemed significant. No significant impacts are
expected at any of the remaining roadway segments analyzed in the traffic study.

The City of Los Angeles has prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration (ENV-2001-2840-MND), which
incorporates a mitigation measure recommended by the fraffic study that may reduce the potential
impact on Hutchinson Street to less than significant levels. The proposed mitigation measure states “The
developer shall fund the tustallation afspeed hymps contingent upon the Los Angeles Depariment of Transportation
(LADOT) conducting studies after the closure of Helms Avenue to determine if speed humps are warranted. If
Jound warranted by the LADOT, the developer shall coordinate with installation of speed humps at o cost to the
City. Please refer to LADOT's transmittal dated August 3, 2001 attached” As a majority of the Hutchinson
street segment is within the City Los Angeles, the City of Culver City recognizes the City of Los Angeles
threshold for significance and agrees with the proposed mitigation measure. Therefore, with the
implementation of this nu*agahon measure by the City Los nnceles it is anuc:zparea that less than

agmﬁcant impacts are expected to occur.

As part of the Sireet Vacation Resolution by the City of Culver City, the final map addressing Helms
Avenue within the City of Los Angeles will be recorded concurrently with Street Vacation Resolution at

the Los County Clerks office.

(b.c.g), No Dpact. Based on the traffic 5tu&y prepared for the proposed project, no significant
impacts are expected to occur regarding exceeding any level of sexvice standard established by the county

congestion management agency for designated roads or highways. . Also, the proposed street vacation is

niot expected to result in change in air fraffic patterns or conflict with adopted pohczes, plans or programs
supporting alternative transportation.

23
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(d), Less than Significant with mitigation incorporated. Helms Avenue between Venice Boulevard and
Washington Boulevard will be vacated as a public through street and will be used primarily as 2 {
vehicular accessway or driveway. Motorists will still be able to drive in and out of Helms Avenue from
Verice Boulevard, however, the south end of Helms Avenue at Washington Boulevard will be closed to
through traffic. The closure of Helms Avenue at Washington Boulevard may result in significant impacts
to this signalized imtersection, However, potential impacts can be mitigated to a level of insignicance by

‘the following measure:

Mitigation Measure Z: Prior to the concurrent recordation of the Street Vacation Resolution and
the Final Map addressing Helms Avenue within the City of Los Angeles at the Los Angeles
County Recorder’s office, the applicant shall submit a traffic signal and striping plan prepared by
a California Registered Traffic Engineer to the Culver City Department of Public Wozks for
~ cosnideration and approval by the Director of Public Works indicating the revisions to the traffic
signal equipment, operation, street pavement markings and traffic sign changes associated with

the proposed street vacation.

(e), Less than Significant with mitigation incorporated. Environmental impacts may result from project
implementation due to inadequate emergency access. Howaver, these mpm can be mitigated to a level
of insignificance by the following measure:

Mitigation Measure 3: Prior to the concurrent recordation of the Street Vacation Resolution and

the Final Map addressing Heims Avenue withint the City of Los Angeles at the Los Angeles
County Recorder’s office, the applicant shall submit a plan to the Ciiy of Culver City Fire

Department and Police Department demonsirating adequate emergency access.

(), Less Thaun Significant Impact. The proposed project will not impact any required or approved
parking for the Beacon Laundry building or other related projects within the Helms Bakery Complex.
Currently, there are parking spaces within the vacated right of way on either side of Helms Avenue.
However, these parking spaces are not required parking spaces for the Beacon Laundry site or cther
related projects within the City of Culver City. Therefore, once Helms Aveniie is vacated, these parking

will not have negative impacts to the required parking. The underlying site plan for the Beacon Laundry
site Tequires that the applicant to maintain the existing driveways accessible from the vacated right-of

way.

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS, {

{a-g), No Impact. The proposed steet vacation involves no new construcon, renovation or
demolition of structures or buildings. Through separate and required City permits, the applicant will
only make minor changes to Helms Averme such that it will no longer appear or be used as through
public street but rather a privately owned driveway and pedestrian area. Therefore, the project will not
result in the demand for or improvements to wafer or wastewater freatmment facilities, storm water
drainage facilities or land fills. - Any proposed grade changes, or change to a drainage pattern are
required by City Code to obtain a permit and approval from the City of Culver City Public Works
Department. Also, all existing wtilifies will be provided as part of the sireet vacationn resolution.
Therefore, no utilities and service systems impacts are expected to occur. .
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XVIL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE,

“(a~c), No Impact. The proposed street vacation does not have the poteniial to degrade the quality
~ of the envirorment since i involves no new construction, renovation or demolition of structures or
“buildings. Through separate and required City permits, the applicant will only make minor changes to
. Hehns Avenue such that it will no longer appear or be used as through public street but rather a privately
‘owned driveway and pedestrian area. As the project site is fully paved there is no potential to
substantially reduce the habitat of fish or wildiife species, or cause other biological concerns. The project
will not impact any important examples of California cultural resources of historic or prehistoric
significance. Furthermore, the proposed street vacation will not result in cumulative impacts, or
environmental effects, which will cause adverse effects to human beings, either du‘ecﬂy or mdlrectiy

15
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MITIGATION MONITORING PR D'Gw -

. In accordence with State law. AB3180 (Public Resources Code 21081.6), a mitigation program

has been prepared for the project. The Public Resources Code requires all Public agencies to
develop a mitigation monitoring and reporting program when an Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) or Mitigated Negative Declaration is adopted which identifies sigmificant impacts that will
be mitigated to a level of insiguificance. The monitoring program shall be designed to ensers
compliance with mitigation measures during project implementation.

The project applicant shall secure a signed verification for each of the mitigation measures which
indicates that mitigation measures have been complied with and implemented, and fulfills the
City environmental and other requirements (Public Resources Code Section 21081.6.). Final
clearance shall require all applicable verification as included in the following table. The City of
Culver City Community Development Depariment will have primary responsibility for
monitoring and reporting the implementation of the mitigation measures. The mitigation
measures have been identified by impact category and numbered for ease of reference.

s ,

MITIGATION MONYTORING PROGRAM
Helms Avenue Street Vacation

-but riot limited to the construction | County Recorder’s

AESTHETICS
Mitigation 1: ' Prior to the Planning,
The applicant shall submit to the concurrent Traffic

City of Culver City, a detailed plan | recordation of the Engineering,
for consideration of and approval | Resclution of Street | and
by the City Engineer and Planning ) Vacation and the Engineering

Manager, or his/her designes, Final Map
fllusirating any physical changes addressing Helms
proposed i or hear the Avenue within the

intersection of Helmis Avermie and | City of Los Angeles
Washington Boulevard including | at the Los Angeles

ofa pedestria.n plaza, a cul-de-sac, | office.
new lighting, instailation of ’
bellards, signage, and removal of
sidewalks and trees.

TRAFFIC/TRANSPORTATION
LMifigaiion Measure Z: Prior to the Traffic
The applicant shall submit a traffic | concurrent Engineering

signal and striping plan prepared | recordation of the
by 2 California Register ed Traffic Resolution of Street
Engineer to the Culver City . Vacation and the
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Department of Public Warks for Final Map
consideration and approval by the | addressing Helms
Director of Public Wozrks Avenue within the
indicating the revisions fo the City of Los Angeles
traffic signal equipment, operation, | 4t the Los Angeles
street pavement markings and County Recorder’s
traffic sign changes associated with | office.
the proposed street vacation.
Mitigation Measure 3: Prior to the | Fire and Police
The applicant shall submit a plan | concurrent '
to the City of Culver City Fire recordation of the
Department and Police 1 Resolution of Street
Department demonstrating Vacation and the
adequate emergency access. Final Map
‘ addressing Felms
Avenue within the
City of Los Angeles
at the Los Angeles
County Recorder’s
office,
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REFERENCES

Citv of Culver City General Plan, 1996
City of Culver City Zoning Qrdinsnce

Traffic Stadv prepared by TMS, Auoust 30, 2001,

City of Culver City Memprandwm by fhe Traffic Engineering Manager, July 26, 2001

City of Los Anegeles Depariment of Transportafion Memorandum, Ausust 3, 2001

City of Los Angeles, Proposed Mitigated Negafive Declaration (2001-2840-MND), Aum; st 24,

2001
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RESOLUTION NO 2002-R 015

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY CF
CULVER CITY CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, RESERVING A UTILITY EASEMENT,

AND CRDERING THE VACATION OF ALL OF HELMS AVENUE
FROM WASHINGTON BOULEVARD, TOWARDS VENICE
BOULEVARD, TO THE CITY LIMITS OF THE CITY OF CULVER

CITy

, WHEREAS, n accordance with the California Environmental Quailty Act
the City of Culver City has provided public notice of the intent to adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration for this project, and
WHEREAS, proceedings have been duly taken pursuant to the provisions of

the Streets and Highways Code §8300, et seq_of the State of California for vacating all of

Helms Avenue from Washington Boulevard, towards Venice Boulevard, to the City Lirmits of
the City of Culver City, more particularly descnbed on Exhibit ‘' A” and illustrated on Exhibit

B” attached hereto and by reference made parts hereof, and

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Culver City, California,

DOES HEREBY RESOLVE as follows

1 The City Council based upon the inial study, public comments and
the record before it determmnes that the project will not have a significant adverse i/mpact on
the environment because of mplementation of the miigation measures listed in the
Mitigated Negative Declaration and hereby adopts the Miigated Negative Declaration

2 The City Council finds that it 1s necessary to reserve an easement,

within said Helms Avenue for use of existing utiibes This utility easement shall be within

the northeasterly 20 00 feet of the 60 00 feet wide Helms Avenue
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3 ‘The City Council finds that said portion of said street, as descnibed in
the Resolution of intention (Rescluton No 2002-R010) and in Exhibit ‘A and Exhibit B
attached hereto are unnecessary for present or prospective public street purposes and
said portion of said street reserving the utilty easement described m Section 2 above, Is
hereby vacated

4 The City Clerk ts hereby authonzed and directed to cause a certified
copy of this Resolution to be recorded in the Office of the County Recorder of Los Angeles
County, California, upon receipt of written approval from the Cily Engineer The wriiten
approval shall be dependent upon the concurrent recording of a Parcel Map or a Final Map
showing that porfion of Helms Avenue between Washington Boulevard and Venice
Boulevard within the city imits of the City of Los Angeles, as being vacated

APPROVED and ADOPTED this _25th day of _ February , 2002

—

EDWARD M WOLKQWIT Z, Mayor
City of Culver City Calforma

ATTEST APPROVED AS TO FORM

Q—vd‘/{, ol /es/eme ( ?/ﬂﬂ:‘ é z!;& {1178 6:
TOM CRUNK City Clerk” ROL A SCHWAB, City Atiorney

2 2002-R015




Exhibit “A”
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

HELMS AVENUE VACATION

BEING A PORTION OF HELMS AVENUE, 60 FEET WIDE, AS SHOWN
ON THAT MAP OF TRACT 11898, IN THE CITY OF CULVER CITY,
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, RECORDED
IN BOOK 226, ON PAGE 42 OF OFFICIAL MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF
THE COUNTY RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY, AND MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS

BEGINNING AT THE MOST EASTERLY CORNER OF LOT 2 OF SAID TRACT
11898,

THENCE, NORTH 35° 49’ 30” WEST, ALONG THE NORTHEASTERLY SIDE OF
SAID LOT 2, WHICH IS ALSO THE WESTERLY SIDE OF HELMS AVENUE,

140 00 FEET, TO THE MOST NORTHERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 2, LOCATED
ON THE CITY LIMITS LINE OF THE CITY OF CULVER CITY CREATED BY
ORDINANCE NO 83, PASSED ON AUGUST 14, 1922,

THENCE, NORTH 54° 18’ 10” EAST, ALONG SAID CITY LIMITS LINE, WHICH IS
PARAILEL TO, AND 190 FEET DISTANT NORTHWESTERLY AT RIGHT
ANGLES FROM, THE CENTERLINE OF WASHINGTON BOULEVARD, 55 26

FEET,

THENCE, NORTH 72° 23’ 10° EAST, ALONG THE SAID CITY LIMITS LINE, 4 99
FEET TO A POINT ON THE EASTERLY SIDE OF HELMS AVENUE,

THENCE, SOUTH 35° 49° 30” EAST, ALONG THE EASTERLY SIDE OF HELMS
AVENUE, 138 47 FEET,

THENCE, SOUTH 54° 18" 10” WEST, 60 00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING

2002-R0O15
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RESOLUTION NO. 2008-R

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
CULVER CITY, CALIFORNIA, RE-ADOPTING A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, RESERVING A UTILITY
EASEMENT, ORDERING THE VACATION OF ALL OF HELMS
AVENUE FROM WASHINGTON BOULEVARD, TOWARDS
VENICE BOULEVARD, TO THE CITY LIMITS OF THE CITY OF
CULVER CITY, AND RESCINDING RESOLUTION NO. 2002-

RO15. :

WHEREAS, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act, on
February 25, 2002 the City Council adopted Resolution No. 2002-R015, which adopted a
mitigated negative declaration for the vacation of all of Helms Avenue from Washington
Boulevard towards Venice Boulevard to the City limits of the City, reserving a utility easement
for the northeasterly 20.00 feet of the 60.00 feet wide Helms Avenue, and ordered such
vacation; and

WHEREAS, the proceedings for such vacation were duly taken pursuant to the
provisions of the California Streets and Highways Code § 8300, et seq.; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 2002-R015 was never recorded by the City; and

WHEREAS, as a result of a recent review of Resolution No. 2002-R015, it was
discovered the legal description and plat map of that portion of Helms Avenue that was ordered
vacated do not accurately reflect the intent and physical description of the vacation, and a field
review of Helms Avenue determined there are public utilities on both sides of Helms Avenue;
and

WHEREAS, adoption of this Resolution will correct the legal description and plat
map for that portion of Helms Avenue to be vacated and provide for a sixty-foot (60-foot) wide

public utility easement.
NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Culver City, California,

DOES HEREBY RESOLVE as follows:
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1. The City Council, based upon the Mitigated Negative Declaration adopted
by Resolution No. 2002-R015, determines no further environmental analysis is necessary and
hereby readopts the Mitigated Negative Declaration.

2. The City Council, finds it is necessary to correct the legal description and
plat map for that portion of Helms Avenue that was ordered vacated per Resolution No. 2002-
R0O15, to accurately reflect the intent and physical description of the vacation of Helms Avenue
from Washington Boulevard, towards Venice Boulevard, to the city limits of the City of Culver
City.

3. The City Coungil finds it is necessary to reserve an easement within that
vacated portion of Helms Avenue for use of existing utilities. This utility easement shall be

within the full 60.00 feet width of Helms Avenue.

4. The City Council finds said portion of said sireet, as deseribed in the.
Resolution of intention (Resolution No. 2002-R010) and Exhibit “A” and Exhibit “B” attached
hereto, are the correct legal description and plat map for that portion of Helms Avenue that was
ordered vacated per Resolution No. 2002-R015, and are unnecessary fof present or |
prospective public street purposes, and that said portion of said sireet, reserving the utility

easement described in Section 3 above, is hereby vacated.

5. The City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to cause a certified copy
of this Resoiution to be recorded in the Office of the County Recorder of Los Angeles County,
California, upon receipt of written approval from the Public Works Director/City Engineer. The
writien approvai shail be dependent upon the concuirent recording of a Parcel Map or a Final
map showing that portion of Helms Avenue between Washington Boulevard and Venice
Boulevard, within the city limits of the City of Los Angeles, as being vacated.
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6. Resolution No. 2002-R015 is hereby rescinded.

APPROVED and ADOPTED this day of 2008.

D. SCOTT MALSIN, Mayor
City of Culver City, California

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

ATTEST:
MARTIN R. COLE CAROL A. SCHWAB
City Clerk City Attorney
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EXHIBIT “A”

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
HELMS AVENUE VACATION

BEING A PORTION OF HELMS AVENUE, 60 FEET WIDE, AS SHOWN ON THAT
MAP OF TRACT 11898, IN THE CITY OF CULVER CITY, COUNTY OF LOS
ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, RECORDED IN BOOK 226, ON PAGE 42 OF
OFFICIAL MAPS, IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF SAID
COUNTY, MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHEASTERLY CORNER OF LOT 2 OF SAID TRACT
11898, SAID POINT BEING THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. THENCE,
NORTH 35°49°08” WEST 140.00 FEET ALONG THE NORTHWESTERLY
SIDELINE OF HELMS AVENUE, 60 FEET WIDE, (SAID COURSE SHOWN AS
SOUTH 35°49°30” EAST ON SAID MAP) TO THE NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF
SAID LOT 2, LOCATED ON THE CITY LIMITS LINE OF THE CITY OF CULVER
CITY CREATED BY ORDINANCE NO. 83, ADOPTED ON AUGUST 14, 1922;

THENCE, NORTH 54°18°03” EAST, ALONG SAID CITY LIMITS LINE, WHICH IS
PARALLEL. TO AND 190 FEET DISTANT NORTHWESTERLY AT RIGHT
ANGLES FROM THE CENTERLINE OF WASHINGTON BOULEVARD, 54.84
FEET;

THENCE, NORTH 72°22°54” EAST, ALONG SAID CITY LIMITS LINE, 5.43 FEET
TO A POINT ON THE NORTHEASTERLY SIDELINE OF HELMS AVENUE;

THENCE, SOUTH 35°49°08” EAST, ALONG THE NORTHEASTERLY SIDELINE
OF HELMS AVENUE, 14737 FEET, TO THE NORTHERLY SIDELINE OF
WASHINGTON BOULEVARD;

THENCE, SOUTH 72°22°54” WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHERLY SIDELINE 29.19
FEET TO AN ANGLE POINT;

THENCE, SOUTH 54°18°03” WEST, ALONG SAID NORTHERLY SIDELINE 32.27
FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING AN AREA OF 8.521 SQUARE FEET MORE OR LESS

RESERVATION STATEMENT:

RESERVING OVER SAID VACATION A 60 FOOT WIDE EASEMENT FOR
PUBLIC UTILITIES, SANITARY SEWER AND EMERGENCY ACCESS PURPOSES
TO THE CITY OF CULVER CITY.
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