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FINDINGS 
 

1. Pursuant to State Government Code Section 65868 et seq., a development agreement 
may be amended by mutual consent of the parties.  

 
2. The City of Los Angeles (“City”) has adopted rules and regulations establishing 

procedures and requirements for consideration of development agreements under 
Citywide Development Agreement Procedures (CF 85-2313-S3). In addition, on 
November 19, 1992, the City Planning Commission adopted new guidelines for the 
processing of development agreement applications (CPC No. 86-404 MSC). 
 

3. In accordance with Section 12.32 of the LAMC and California Government Code Section 
65867, notification within a 300-foot radius of the Project Site, were mailed out on February 
8, 2022 to all occupants and property owners, neighborhood council and others as 
identified in the mailing affidavit located in the administrative record. Further, notice of the 
public hearing was also published in the Daily Journal on February 11, 2022; verification 
of which is provided in the administrative record.  
 

4. Pursuant to Section 65867.5 of the Government Code, the proposed Third Amendment to 
Development Agreement is consistent with the objectives, policies, and programs 
specified in the City of Los Angeles General Plan, including the Chatsworth-Porter Ranch 
Community Plan adopted by City Council on September 4, 1993 (CF 91-1045-43). Orderly 
development of the Project Site is further governed by the Porter Ranch Land 
Use/Transportation Specific Plan adopted by City Council of July 10, 1990 (CF 86-2001-
S2). The Project provides a wide array of benefits to the neighborhood and surrounding 
area, including new parkland, expansion of the region’s access to public open space and 
facilities, a new school and library to further expand educational resources for residents, 
and senior housing and assisted living units. These provisions help create more amenities 
to help further the goals set forth in the General Plan by further increasing access to open 
space, educational facilities, housing, transportation infrastructure, cultural resources, and 
utilities. 
 

5. The Transportation Element of the General Plan (adopted by City Council on January 16, 
2016) will not be affected by the recommended action herein. This amendment is 
administrative and technical in nature and will have no impact on the previously approved 
project under Environmental Impact Report EIR No. 1988-0026(SP)(ZC)(PA) (SCH No. 
88050420) certified by the City Council on July 10,1990 or the Transportation Element of 
the General Plan.  The scope of the project has not changed. The proposed Third 
Amendment to the Development Agreement will not be detrimental to the public health, 
safety and general welfare.  Approval of the Third Amendment to the Development 
Agreement will promote the expeditious and guaranteed delivery of transportation public 
benefits, including the development of a Transportation Management Association and 
roadway expansions on major thoroughfares, and is therefore consistent with the 
Transportation Element.  

 
6. The proposed Third Amendment to Development Agreement complies in form and 

substance with all applicable City and State regulations governing development 
agreements. 
 

7. Based upon the above Findings, the proposed Third Amendment to Development 
Agreement is deemed consistent with public necessity, convenience, general welfare, and 
good zoning practice given the fulfillment of multiple benefits on behalf of the applicant. 
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The extension will give additional time to provide units of housing, open space, and 
equestrian trails for the region. 
 

CEQA Findings 
 
CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, 
Sections 15000-15387) allow the City to rely on the previously certified EIR unless a Subsequent 
or Supplemental EIR is required. Specifically, CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163 
require preparation of a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR when an EIR has been previously 
certified or a negative declaration has previously been adopted and one or more of the following 
circumstances exist: 
 
1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the 

previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental 
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;  

 
2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is 

undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due 
to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified significant effects; or  

 
3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 

known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as 
complete or the negative declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:   

 
A. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or 

negative declaration;   
  
B. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in 

the previous EIR;   
 
C. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be 

feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but 
the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or  
Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed 
in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the 
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or 
alternative.  

 
None of the above changes or factors has arisen since the approval of the Project. There are no 
substantial changes to the Project, and it is substantially the same as the approved project. No 
substantial changes have been identified to the surrounding circumstances, and no new 
information of substantial importance has been identified since the approval of the Project. There 
is no evidence of new or more severe significant impacts, and no new mitigation measures are 
required for the project.    
 
Accordingly, there is no basis for changing any of the impact conclusions referenced in the 
certified EIR’s CEQA Findings. Similarly, there is no basis for changing any of the mitigation 
measures referenced in the certified EIR’s CEQA Findings, all of which have been implemented 
as part of the conditions of approval. There is no basis for finding that mitigation measures or 
alternatives previously rejected as infeasible are instead feasible. There is also no reason to 
change the determination that the overriding considerations referenced in the certified EIR’s 
CEQA Findings, and each of them considered independently, continue to override the significant 
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and unavoidable impacts of the Project.   
 
Therefore, as the Project was assessed in the previously certified EIR and subsequent addenda, 
and pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, no supplement or subsequent EIR or 
subsequent mitigated negative declaration is required, as the whole of the administrative record 
demonstrates that no major revisions to the EIR are necessary due to the involvement of new 
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified 
significant effect resulting from changes to the project, changes to circumstances, or the existence 
of new information. In addition, no addendum is required, as no changes or additions to the EIR 
are necessary pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164. 
 
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS 
 
The record of proceedings for the decision includes the Record of Proceedings for the original 
CEQA Findings, including all items included in the case files, as well as all written and oral 
information submitted at the hearings on this matter. The documents and other materials that 
constitute the record of proceedings on which the City of Los Angeles’ CEQA Findings are based 
are located at the Department of City Planning, 221 N. Figueroa Street, Suite 1350, Los Angeles, 
CA 90021. This information is provided in compliance with CEQA Section 21081.6(a)(2). 
 
In addition, copies of the Draft EIR, Final EIR, and Errata, are available for viewing. Due to 
government facility closures as a result of the COVID-19 crisis, the Draft and Final EIR 
documents could not be made available at a public library.  However, consistent with state 
emergency orders, the public was notified of an ability to call or email the City for alternative 
modes to access the documents or to schedule an appointment to review the documents at the 
City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning, 221 North Figueroa Street, Suite 1450, Los 
Angeles, CA 90012, during office hours Monday - Friday, 9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.  
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