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WHY? (A,B,C,E and F) The proposed ordinance would not physically interfere with a blic sewices and 
would not increase the demand for any public services in a manner that would requ r ew or physically 
altered governmental facilities The proposed modifications to the City's Adult Busines r ulations apply to 
the interlor operations of adult businesses and no physical changes in the environ n are expected to 
result from the proposed ordinance. Therefore, the proposed project would hav o impact on fire 
protection, libraries, parks, schools, or other public facilities. it 
(D) Polrce Protection: The proposed changes to the zoning code's distance requireme s etween an adult 
business performer and patron are proposed because the requirement is anticipat to decrease any 
secondary effects that are commonly associated with adult businesses. As a result, wh I olice calls to any 
adult bus~ness may be greater than the average calls to any other use in the CG , the impacts on 
pol~ce should be less than stgn~ficant. ;F t 

' 

17. RECREATION. I1 ll 

I 

a Would the project increase the use of exlsting neighborhood and reg; parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deteriorabon of the uld occur or be 
accelerated? ( ) 
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Significant 
Potentially Unless Less Th 
Significant Mitigation is Significi 

Impact lmpac Incorporated 

WHY? The proposed modifications to the City's Adult Business regulations apply t 
of adult businesses. The proposed ordinance revisions are not expected to i r  
recreat~onal fac~lities Therefore, no deterioration or other physical impacts to exist1 
would occur. 

b Does the project include recreational facilities or require the constrc 
recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the e 

WHY? The proposed project consists of revisions to the City's adult businesses 
expanded recreational facilities are proposed or anticipated. 

18. TRANSPORTATIONITRAFFIC. Would the project: 

a. Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing tra 
the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the num 
volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)? ( ) 

b. Exceed, either indiv~dually or cumulatively, a level of service standard es 
congestion management agency for designated roads or highways? ( ) 

WHY? (A and 6 )  The proposed modifications to the City's Adult Business regulati 
operations of adult businesses and no physical changes in the environment are exF 
proposed ordinance. As such, the proposed ordinance revisions would not g~ 
generation of, any traffic. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impac 
capacity of the street system and would not impact the level of service on any roadw 

c Result in a change ~n air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traff 
locatior? that results in substantial safety risks? ( ) 

WHY? The proposed modifications to the City's Adult Business regulations apply tl 
of adult bus~nesses and no physical changes in the environment are expected to rc 
ordinance Consequently, the proposed project would not affect any airport facilities 
change In the directional patterns of aircraft. Therefore, the proposed ordinance wc 
air traff~c patterns. 

d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp 
~ntersect~ons) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? ( ) 

Adult Buslness Ordinance Revisions Draft Initial Study 8/23/06 

No Impact 

terior operations 
the use of any 

eational facilities 

Bl 

Ice. No new or 

i and capacity of 
lehicle trips, the 

?d by the county 

~ l y  to the Interior 
o result from the 

or lead to the 
e traffic load or 

; or a change in 

terior operations 
m the proposed 
)uld not cause a 
de no impact on 

: or dangerous 

Page 19 


































