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Initial Study

North Village Center Redevelopment Project

Project Title:

Lead Agency:

Contact Person:

Project Location:

Project Sponsor’s
Name and Address:

Existing Land Use:

General Plan and
Zoning:

INITIAL STUDY

North Village Center Redevelopment Project

Redevelopment Agency of the City of Long Beach
333 W. Ocean Blvd, 3rd Floor

Long Beach, CA 90802

562-570-6615 Phone

562-570-6215 Fax

Angela Reynolds, Environmental Officer
Telephone: (562) 570-6357  FAX: (562) 570-6068

The project site encompasses two full blocks comprising approximately
6.3 acres on the east and west sides of Atlantic Avenue north of South
Street in the North Long Beach Redevelopment Project Area in the City of
Long Beach, County of Los Angeles. The western block, approximately
3.15 acres, is bounded on the south by South Street, on the west by
Linden Avenue and on the north by 59t Street. The east block, also
approximately 3.15 acres, is bounded on the south by South Street, on the
east by Lime Avenue and on the north by 59th Street. Figures 1 and 2
illustrate the project location.

North Long Beach Partners LLC

¢/ o Civic Enterprise Development LLC
400 Mt. Washington Dr.

Los Angeles, CA 90065

(213) 403-0170 x1

Fax: (213) 403-0172

All improvements on the west block have been demolished except for one
unoccupied structure. All improvements on the east block have been
demolished except for four structures. One of these, an auto parts store,
is presently occupied. The Long Beach Redevelopment Agency (RDA)
owns the subject property in its entirety except for the parcel on the
eastern block where the auto parts store is located.

The site is divided between the following General Plan Land Use
designations: Townhomes (3A), Mixed Style Homes (2), Traditional Retail
Strip Commercial (8A) and Mixed Retail /Residential Strip (8R). Zoning
designations are Townhouse or Row House Residential (R-3-T), Two-
Family Residential (R-2-N), Neighborhood Automobile-Oriented
Commercial (CNA) and Community Automobile-Oriented Commercial
(CCA).

City of Long Beach
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North Village Center Redevelopment Project

Surrounding
Land Uses:

The prevailing uses along Atlantic to the north and south of the Site are
one- and two-story commercial buildings. The prevailing uses to the east
and west of the site are mixed-density residential, including single-family
and multi-family homes. The project site is within Parcel One of the ten
non-contiguous subareas in the North Long Beach Redevelopment Project
Area. Additionally, the project site is split along Atlantic Avenue
between the De Forest (west) and California/Cherry (east) communities.
These communities are characterized as residential areas with localized
commercial shopping areas.

City of Long Beach
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DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

The proposed project is a mixed-use “village center” on an approximately 6.3-acre site in the
City of Long Beach. The project site encompasses two full city blocks on either side of Atlantic
Avenue between South Street and 59t Street. The project location is illustrated on Figures 1 and
2 at the end of this document. The project as proposed includes the following primary
components:

e Up to 180 units of multi-family housing in a mix of row houses, courtyard units and units
built atop ground floor non-residential space.

e Up to 50,000 square feet of neighborhood-serving commercial/retail space. This space
could include restaurants, and would be split between the east and west blocks.

e A public library and community center totaling approximately 30,000 square feet fronting
Atlantic Avenue on the east block.

Residential and commercial components of the project would be constructed on both the east
and west blocks. The proposed commercial/retail and institutional space would be oriented

primarily towards Atlantic Avenue. The maximum building heights would be five stories on
Atlantic Avenue and two stories on both Linden and Lime Avenues.

The existing street configuration would remain unchanged. Hullett Street, which currently
terminates mid-block on Linden Avenue at the site’s western border, would “continue”
eastbound through the site as a pedestrian paseo.

On the west block, each residential unit would have exclusive access to a private two-car garage
built on-grade. The restaurant and other non-residential uses on the west block would be
served by a combination of adjacent surface lots built internally to the block and spaces in a
public “park once” structure of approximately 300 stalls on the east block. On the east block,
each residential courtyard unit would have exclusive access to its own private two-car garage
built on-grade. The other residential units, including the row house and units built atop
ground-floor non-residential space, would have access to stalls in the “park once” structure.
The non-residential space would be served by the “park once” structure. Overall, up to
approximately 600 off-street parking spaces would be provided in these garages, parking lots
and parking structure. The project would make use of a shared parking arrangement to
minimize the number of spaces required to serve visitors to its retail/ commercial, public and
residential components.

Both public and private open space would be incorporated into the project. The open space
would generally be for passive use (i.e. sports courts and play fields are not proposed), but
could include one or more “tot-lot” playgrounds. Restaurants in the proposed commercial/
retail space would have opportunities to offer outdoor dining areas.

Structures within the project would attain LEED certification. The entire project would utilize
“green” design strategies including stormwater management and use of natural light.
Construction would employ recyclable, renewable and locally-sourced materials throughout the
interior and exterior of the development. Management of the property would incorporate a

r City of Long Beach
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recycling program, regular maintenance and conservation of resources through the use of
Energy Star appliances. Storm water runoff management would be implemented through the
use of permeable surfaces, roof gardens, cisterns and bioswales.

Site preparation would include demolition or significant modification of all remaining
structures on the site as well as grading and necessary infrastructure improvements.

Discretionary approvals by the City of Long Beach required for the project include the
following:

o Certification of an environmental impact report (Redevelopment Agency)
o General Plan Amendment (City Council)

o Zone Code Amendment (City Council)

e Site Plan Review (Planning Commission)

o Administrative Use Permit for off-street parking (Planning Commission)

PUBLIC AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL WILL BE REQUIRED FOR
SUBSEQUENT ACTION:

o Redevelopment Agency of the City of Long Beach
o City of Long Beach Planning Commission
e Long Beach City Council

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,

involving at least one impact that is “Potentially Significant” or “Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics Hazards and Hazardous Public Services
Materials

O Agricultural Resources Hydrology and Water Recreation
Quality

Air Quality Land Use and Planning Transportation/ Traffic

O Biological Resources O Energy and Mineral Utilities and Service
Resources Systems

Cultural Resources Noise Mandatory Findings of

Significance
Geology and Soils Population and Housing

r City of Long Beach
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DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

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

O Ifind that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described
on an attached sheet have been added to the project. 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.

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

O Ifind that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potential significant effects
(a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards and
(b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project.

a
4 4]
(~ 2./ 14 [0d
Angela Reyn&@s,}r‘ICP, Envirenfnental Officer Datd Y
City of Long Beach, Development ServicesDepartment
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Environmental Checklist

This section analyzes the potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed project.
The issue areas evaluated in this Initial Study include:

e Aesthetics e Hydrology and Water Quality
e Agriculture Resources e Land Use and Planning

e Air Quality e Noise

e Biological Resources e Population and Housing

e Cultural Resources e DPublic Services

e Energy/Mineral Resources e Recreation

e Geology and Soils e Transportation/Traffic

e Hazards and Hazardous Materials o Utilities and Service Systems

The environmental analysis in this section is patterned after the Initial Study Checklist
recommended by the CEQA Guidelines, as amended, and used by the City of Long Beach in its
environmental review process. For the preliminary environmental assessment undertaken as
part of this Initial Study’s preparation, a determination that there is a potential for significant
effects indicates the need to more fully analyze the development’s impacts and identify
mitigation.

For the evaluation of potential impacts, the questions in the Initial Study Checklist are stated
and an answer is provided according to the analysis undertaken as part of the Initial Study.
The analysis considers the long-term, direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the
development. To each question, there are four possible responses:

e No Impact. The development will not have any measurable environmental impact on
the environment.

e Less Than Significant Impact. The development will have the potential for impacting
the environment, although this impact will be below established thresholds that are
considered to be significant.

o DPotentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigated. The development will have the
potential to generate impacts which may be considered as a significant effect on the
environment, although mitigation measures or changes to the development’s physical or
operational characteristics can reduce these impacts to levels that are less than
significant.

o Potentially Significant Impact. The development could have impacts, which may be
considered significant, and therefore additional analysis is required to identify
mitigation measures that could reduce potentially significant impacts to less than
significant levels.

r City of Long Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

I. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista? O O ] O
b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within O O ] O
a state scenic highway?
¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its u O O O
surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or O u O O
nighttime views in the area?

a-b. The project site is located approximately seven miles from the Pacific Ocean and
approximately 0.6 miles from the channelized Los Angeles River and is not located along a
designated scenic corridor. The project is not expected to block views of offsite scenic
resources such as the Pacific Ocean or Los Angeles River, as they are not visible from public
viewing areas near the site. The project site has been previously graded and built out with
commercial buildings and surface parking lots, and lacks important scenic resources such as
major trees or rock outcroppings. Finally, although there are potentially historic buildings on
the site, they are not visible from a state scenic highway. Therefore, development of the project
would not affect any scenic vistas or scenic resources. Impacts would be less than significant
and further analysis of these issues in an EIR is not warranted.

c. The proposed project would change the visual character of the site from vacant lots and older
one- and two-story buildings to a fully built out development. The demolition of the existing
buildings and overall change in mass, height and style of development on the site would
substantially alter the visual character of the site and its surroundings. The project would also
introduce taller buildings and a contemporary architectural style to a neighborhood of
primarily lower-profile development. Finally, the proposed new structures have the potential
to cast shadows on surrounding properties, including residences, which would vary seasonally
and with time of day. Changes to the visual character of the site and surroundings, and
potential shade and shadow impacts, are potentially significant and will be further analyzed in
the EIR. The analysis will include shadow modeling to illustrate the effect of building height
and massing.

d. Development of the proposed project would create new sources of lighting and glare on the
project site, due largely to the increased height and scale of development as well as the change
in character to a more modern design and mixed-use development. Although development
would be expected to comply with City lighting standards, lighting and glare could create
potentially significant aesthetic impacts. Therefore, the potential light and glare impacts will
be further analyzed in an EIR.

r City of Long Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

II. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,

Farmland of Statewide Importance, as

shown on the maps prepared pursuant to

the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring

Program of the California Resources

Agency to non-agricultural use? O
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract? O

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? O

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

O

Less than
Significant
Impact No Impact
|
|
O [ |

a-c. The project site is located in a highly developed urbanized area in the City of Long Beach.
Until the recent demolition of most of the structures on the site, the entire property was
developed with commercial and residential structures and surface parking lots. Project
development would not convert farmland, conflict with agricultural zoning or have the
potential to result in the loss or conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use. There would
be no impact and further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant

Impact

. AIR QUALITY -- Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan? u
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
guality violation? u
c) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an u
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions
which exceed quantitative thresholds for
0zone precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial

pollutant concentrations? u
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people? O

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact No Impact

O O
O O
O O
| O
u |

a-d. Construction activity on the project site would result in temporary air quality impacts due
to the generation of fugitive dust (PMio) and exhaust emissions associated with heavy
construction vehicles. Site preparation would include demolition or significant modification of
all remaining structures on site, which due to its age, may have been constructed with

 of .
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asbestos-containing materials. The primary source of long-term emissions would be vehicles
driven by future residents as well as future commercial-component customers. Other sources
of operational emissions include stationary and area source emissions, such as the
consumption of natural gas and the use of landscape maintenance equipment. Development
associated with the proposed project could also result in increased carbon monoxide
concentrations on congested roadways. Because project-generated emissions could potentially
exceed South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) thresholds or otherwise be
potentially significant, these issues will be analyzed in an EIR, and mitigation measures will
be provided, including adherence to the City’s regulations pertaining to air quality (Chapter
8.64 of the Municipal Code), to minimize future project-specific air quality impacts.

e. Construction activities could result in odors resulting from the use of construction
equipment. However, construction activities would be temporary and would not result in
significant long-term odor impacts, particularly as the project would be required to adhere to
the City’s regulations pertaining to air quality (Chapter 8.64 of the Municipal Code). The
proposed residential use of the property would not generate objectionable odors during normal
operations, and the project would comply with City requirements applicable to maintenance of
trash areas to minimize potential odors. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant and
further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate, O O O ]
sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional O O O ]
plans, policies, regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act O O O ]
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native O O O ]
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

r City of Long Beach
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e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a O O O ]
tree preservation policy or ordinance?

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other O O O ]
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

a-d. The project site is in an urbanized area and lacks sensitive animal species or associated
habitat. Although the Pacific Ocean is located approximately seven miles from the project site
and the Los Angeles River is located approximately 0.6 miles from the site, there are no existing
waterways connecting the site to the ocean or other surface water body. The project does not
involve development in a federally protected wetland and does not involve improvements that
would impair or interrupt hydrological flow into a wetland. No impact related to movement of
fish or wildlife species or migration corridors would occur. Therefore, the project would not
result in impacts to animal or plant species or habitats and further analysis in an EIR is not
warranted.

e, f. The project site is within an urbanized area that is not subject to any habitat conservation
plan, natural community conservation plan, or local policy or ordinance relating to biological
resource protection. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with any biological
resource policy or ordinance and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as u O | O
defined in §15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource O O u O
as defined in §15064.5?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique O O u O
geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries? O O u O

a. The proposed project would include demolition or significant modification of all remaining
structures on the site as well as grading and necessary infrastructure improvements. Three
existing structures on the project site are over 50 years old and could be potential historic
resources. A historic resources evaluation has been completed for the project. Therefore, the
issue of historic resources will be further analyzed in an EIR, and mitigation will be
provided, including adherence to the City’s regulations pertaining to historic resources
contained in Chapter 16.52 of the Municipal Code, as warranted, to minimize impacts.

City of Long Beach
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b, ¢, d. The project site is located within an urbanized area and has been subject to extensive
disturbance over the years due to previous development; thus, any surficial archaeological
resources, unique paleontological resources, unique geologic feature or human remains that
may have been present at one time have likely been previously disturbed. However, the
potential does exist for previously unknown resources or remains to be damaged during
grading for site preparation. Potential impacts to previously unknown resources are likely
mitigable, however, with standard mitigation measures and procedures to be followed if
resources or remains are discovered during grading and site preparation. These mitigation
measures will be included in the cultural resources section of the EIR.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS — Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map O u (| O
issued by the State Geologist for the
area or based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault?
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

O [ | O |

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction? O ] O O
iv) Landslides? O O O [ |

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

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is

unstable or that would become unstable as O ] O O

a result of the project, and potentially result
in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 1-B of the Uniform Building Code, O ] O O
creating substantial risks to life or property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the O O O ]
disposal of wastewater?

a (i -iii)-d. The proposed project has the potential to expose people or structures to substantial
adverse effects relating to geology and soils, including those associated with earthquake risk,
liquefaction or expansive soils. Therefore, these issues will be further evaluated in an EIR.
Mitigation measures, including adherence to the City’s Earthquake Hazard Regulations
(Chapter 18.68 of the Municipal Code), will be provided for identified significant impacts.

City of Long Beach
' 11



Initial Study
North Village Center Redevelopment Project

a.iv. As the project site is relatively flat and there are no substantial hillsides or unstable slopes
within the vicinity, there is no potential for landslide hazards. No impact would occur and
further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

e. The proposed development would be connected to the City sewer system and would not use
on-site septic systems for wastewater treatment. No impacts would occur and further analysis
in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
VILI. 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 O ] O O
materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably O ] | O

foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?
¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within ¥ mile of an O u O O
existing or proposed school?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous material sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section O u O O
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?
e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public O O O ]
airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?
f)  For a project in the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety O O O ]
hazard for people residing or working in the
area?
g) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation O O O ]
plan?
h) Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury, or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are O O O ]
adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?
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a-c. The proposed mixed-use redevelopment project would not involve the transport, use, or
disposal of substantial quantities of hazardous materials and by its nature would not introduce
any unusual hazardous materials to the area. As discussed above (Section III, Air Quality),
construction of the project would involve partial demolition of the commercial structures,
which, due to their age, may contain asbestos and lead-based paints and materials. The
removal of any asbestos-containing materials would be required to comply with all applicable
existing rules and regulations, including SCAQMD Rule 1403 (Asbestos Demolition and
Renovation Activities). In addition, the proposed project would have to comply with California
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (CalOSHA) regulations regarding lead-based
materials. The California Code of Regulations, §1532.1, require testing, monitoring,
containment, and disposal of lead-based materials such that exposure levels do not exceed
CalOSHA standards. Nevertheless, in order to more fully evaluate the potential for significant
impacts, this issue will be assessed in an EIR. Mitigation measures, including adherence to the
City’s regulations pertaining to hazardous materials and waste (Chapters 8.85 through 8.88 of
the Municipal Code), will be provided for identified significant impacts.

d. The proposed project is in a highly urbanized area with historic commercial activity
associated with a variety of businesses. Thus the potential exists for hazardous materials to be
present on the site. This impact will be analyzed in an EIR. Mitigation measures, including
adherence to the City’s regulations pertaining to hazardous materials and waste, will be
provided for identified significant impacts.

e, f. The project site is located over two miles from the nearest airport/airstrip, the Long Beach
Airport. No impacts are anticipated and further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

g. The proposed project would not change the alignment of or access through streets serving
the project site or surrounding area, and thus would not impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Further
analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

h. The project site is in an urbanized area that is not subject to wildland fire hazards. Further
analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements? O u O O

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 or the O u O O
local groundwater table 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)?
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or O ] O O
river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-
site?
d) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, or substantially increase the rate or O ] O O
amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or off-site?
e) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or O u O O
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?
f) Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality? O ] O O
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate O O O ]
Map or other flood hazard delineation map?
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect O O O ]
flood flows?
i) Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury, or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the O O O ]
failure of a levee or dam?
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
O O O ]

a, c-f. The proposed project involves the demolition of existing structures and the construction
of residential buildings, a parking structure, retail /restaurant space, public library, a tot lot, and
a community center. As much of the site is currently vacant and unpaved, the project is
expected to result in an overall increase in impervious surfaces and thus potentially increased
quantities of stormwater runoff. This runoff also has the potential to carry pollutants and
sediment off the site. However, the proposed project would be required to comply with all
local, state and federal requirements pertaining to preservation of water quality and reduction
of runoff to offsite areas, including Best Management Practices (BMPs) and the implementation
of a Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP). Provisions of the City’s
regulations that protect water quality, including Chapter 18.95 of the Municipal Code, would
apply. In addition, as part of a LEED Neighborhood Development strategy, the entire project
would utilize green design strategies including stormwater management through the use of
permeable surfaces, roof gardens and bioswales among other design strategies. Finally,
earthwork for project construction would involve greater that one acre of land, and therefore,
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would require a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit.

There are no creeks, streams or formal drainage channels on or near the site. The existing
drainage is relatively uncontrolled due to piecemeal development that has occurred on the site
in the past and the current condition of the site resulting from recent demolition of structures.

Based on the discussion above, impacts to stormwater quantity and quality are potentially
significant and further analysis in an EIR is warranted.

b. The proposed mixed-use development would result in a net increase in water demand due to
the intensification of development on the site. Although the majority of the City’s water supply
consists of imported water purchased from the Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California (MWD), approximately 38% is extracted from the local basin (Long Beach Water
Department, January 28, 2008). The EIR will assess the project’s impacts to groundwater
resources as part of the analysis of utilities and service systems ipmacts (see also Section
XVI.d. below).

g, h. According to the City of Long Beach and the Federal Emergency Management
Administration Flood Insurance Rate Maps (2002), the project site is located outside the 100-
year flood zone. Therefore, no significant flood impacts are anticipated and further analysis in
an EIR is not warranted.

i,j. There are no dams or levees located within the vicinity of the project site; thus, there is no
potential for flooding due to dam failure. The project site is not located near any landlocked
water; therefore, impacts from seiches would not occur. The project site is located approximately
seven miles from the Pacific Ocean and would not be inundated by a tsunami (General Plan
Public Safety Element, 1975). Therefore, no impacts from dam or levee failures, seiches, or
tsunamis are anticipated and further analysis of these issues in and EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the proposal:
a) Physically divide an established
community? O O O ]
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but O ] | O
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?
c) Conflict with an applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community O O O ]
conservation plan?

a. The proposed project involves the redevelopment of two existing blocks. Circulation
patterns around and through the site would not be blocked or otherwise substantially changed,
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and the residential, commercial and institutional uses proposed uses are generally similar to
those in the vicinity. The project would not physically divide the established community. No
impacts would result and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

b. The proposed project includes uses not allowed in the existing zone districts (e.g. residential
uses are not permitted in the CCA or CNA districts) and exceedence of development standards
for the existing zone districts (e.g. buildings up to five stories are proposed in R-2-N, R-3-T
CNN and CCA districts, which have two-story height limits). Because amendments to the
General Plan Land Use Element and zoning designations on the site are needed, the project has
the potential to conflict with policies contained in the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance.
Therefore, land use compatibility and the project’s consistency with applicable local and
regional policies will be further analyzed in an EIR.

c. The proposed project would not conflict with an adopted habitat conservation plan or
natural communities conservation plan, as no such plans apply to the project site. No impacts
would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

X. ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES-- Would the project:
a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state? O O O ]
b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific O O O ]
plan, or other land use plan?

a. QOil is the primary mineral resource within the City of Long Beach. The site is not currently
used for oil extraction, nor is that the proposed use; no oil extraction land uses currently exist
anywhere near the project site. No impacts to mineral resources are anticipated in this regard,
and further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

b. Development of the proposed project would not result in the loss of the availability of a
known mineral resource that would be of value locally, regionally, or to the State. Therefore, no
impacts to mineral resources are anticipated and further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
XI. NOISE — Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of
noise levels in excess of standards O u O O

established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
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other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or O u O O
groundborne noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity O u O O
above levels existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase
in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity O u O O
above levels existing without the project?

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

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people O O O ]
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise?

A project will normally have a significant effect on the environment related to noise if it will
increase substantially the ambient noise levels of adjoining areas or conflict with adopted
environmental plans and goals of the community in which it is located. The City of Long Beach
has adopted the State of California noise guidelines established by the Office of Noise Control
and State Government Code Section 65302 (g).

In addition to the State noise guidelines, the City of Long Beach has adopted a quantitative
Noise Control Ordinance, (Municipal Code Chapter 8.80). The ordinance establishes maximum
permissible hourly noise levels (Lso) for different districts throughout the City. The project site
is located in District One, which allows a maximum of 45 dBA at night and 50 dBA during the
day. The City’s Noise Control Ordinance also governs the time of day that construction work
can be performed.

a-d. Construction activity associated with development of the proposed project would create
temporary noise level increases. The grading/excavation phase of project construction tends to
create the highest noise levels because of the operation of heavy equipment and the use of
heavy equipment that has the potential to generate groundborne vibration and groundborne
noise. Noise levels associated with heavy equipment typically range from about 78 to 88 dBA at
50 feet from the source (US EPA, 1971). Operation of this equipment could generate noise levels
onsite and at adjacent receptor locations that are above ambient levels and that could exceed
applicable noise standards.

Noise associated with operation of the project would be consistent with those typical of a
mixed-use residential building, such as music, conversations, doors slamming, and children
playing. Additionally, vehicle-related noise would be audible to surrounding receptors
including noise such as car doors slamming, engines starting, and car alarms. The commercial
component of the proposed project would produce noise associated with loading and
deliveries, which could conflict with residential uses.
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The proposed project would also result in an increase in overall traffic on area roadways,
including the existing traffic noise sources of South Street, Lime Avenue, East 59t Street, Linden
Avenue, and Atlantic Avenue. Implementation of the proposed project would increase ambient
noise levels in the project area above current conditions.

Noise associated with both temporary construction activity and long-term project operation
will be analyzed in detail in an EIR. Mitigation, including adherence to the City’s Noise
Ordinance, will be proposed for identified significant impacts.

e, f. The project site is located over two miles from the Long Beach Airport. Significant impacts
relating to aircraft noise are not anticipated and further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

XIl. 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 u O | O
indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of O O O ]
replacement housing elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of O O O ]
replacement housing elsewhere?

a. The proposed project would involve the redevelopment of a mixed-use “village center”
including up to 180 multi-family housing. Based on the City average of 2.91 people per
household (California Department of Finance, 2007), the residential component of the project
would generate a potential net increase of approximately 524 residents. This increase in
population and associated infrastructure has the potential to induce growth and exceed
established thresholds. Therefore, potential impacts relating to population growth will be
evaluated in an EIR.

b, c. Implementation of the proposed project would not displace any housing or people, as the
site is currently unoccupied except for a few several commercial structures. Further analysis of
these issues in an EIR is not warranted.

City of Long Beach
' 18



Initial Study
North Village Center Redevelopment Project

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

XII. PUBLIC SERVICES
a) Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:
i) Fire protection?
i) Police protection?
iii) Schools?
iv) Parks?
v) Other public facilities?

OoOooon
OemEmEm
m0O000
OoOooon

a (i-iv). The proposed project would incrementally increase the demand for public services
due to the increase in residential population and commercial uses at the project site. As
discussed under Item XII, Population and Housing, the project would result add 180 dwelling
units and approximately 524 residents. The added residences and commercial development
could potentially affect public services and facilities. Therefore, potential impacts relating to
fire and police protection, schools and parks will be further evaluated in an EIR.

v. The proposed project is not expected to adversely affect any services other than those
described above. The project includes a new public library branch, which is expected to result
in a beneficial impact to library services; this will be discussed in the EIR.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

XIV. RECREATION —
a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that O ] O O
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which O ] O O
might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?
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a, b. A limited amount of recreational space is proposed as part of the proposed North Village
Center project. This component of the project in itself is not expected to result in significant
environmental impacts beyond those of the overall proposed site development. However, the
project would add up to 180 dwelling units and approximately 524 residents and would
therefore increase the demand for recreational facilities in the area. This issue will be further
evaluated in the EIR as part of the public services analysis.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

XV. TRANSPORTATION / TRAFFIC — Would the project:
a) Cause an increase in traffic which is
substantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system (i.e., u O O O
result in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to
capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?
b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a
level of service standard established by the u O O O
county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?
¢) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels
or a change in location that results in O O O ]
substantial safety risks?
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g. sharp curves or

dangerous intersections) or incompatible O O O ]
use (e.g. farm equipment)?
e) Resultininadequate emergency access? O n O O
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? O ™ O O
g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative O O ] O
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle
racks)?

a, b. The proposed project would generate an increase in vehicle trips to and from the site.
Project-generated trips would have the potential to adversely affect levels of service on
surrounding roadways and at area intersections. This issue will be further evaluated in an
EIR. The traffic analysis will evaluate the project’s potential to create significant impacts
relating to traffic, circulation and access. Mitigation measures will be provided if necessary.

c. The project would not necessitate any change in air traffic patterns. Further analysis of this
issue in an EIR is not warranted.

d. The proposed project would not involve the construction of new roadways, nor would it
substantially reconfigure existing roadways. Site access including driveways and parking
garage ramps would be required to conform to City standards and would be subject to City and
Fire Department review to ensure that safety requirements are met. Impacts related to design

City of Long Beach
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feature hazards would be less than significant and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is
not warranted.

e. Emergency access to the site would be continued to be provided via five roadways: East 59th
Street, Linden Avenue, East South Street, Lime Avenue, and Atlantic Avenue. All plans for site
access including driveways and parking garage ramps would be subject to the review of City
staff and the City of Long Beach Fire Department for compliance with fire and emergency
access standards. Nevertheless, as a mid-block crossing and traffic signal is proposed on
Atlantic Avenue between South and 59t Streets, impacts related to emergency access are
potentially significant. Further analysis of this issue in an EIR is warranted.

f. The proposed project includes a parking structure, garages, and parking lots. Up to
approximately 600 off-street parking spaces would be provided. The project may utilize shared
parking spaces to minimize the number of spaces required to serve both the residential and
commercial components. This issue will be further evaluated in the EIR, including a shared
parking analysis as part of the traffic study if warranted.

g. No conflicts with adopted policies supporting alternative transportation modes such as bus
facilities and bicycle access/ parking are anticipated to occur. The proposed project involves the
development of residential and commercial uses in a mixed-use development within walking
distance of a variety of services and commercial opportunities. Bus service to downtown Long
Beach and light rail connections is available at and near the site, including Long Beach Transit
lines 52, 61, 62, 63 and 192. Further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

XVI.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:

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

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

c) Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or expansion O ] | O
of existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental
effects?

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

e) Resultin a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may u O O O
serve the project that it has adequate
capacity to serve the project’s projected

City of Long Beach
' 21



Initial Study
North Village Center Redevelopment Project

demand in addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the O u O O
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid O u O O
waste?

a, b, e. The proposed project would intensify development on the project site and would
therefore increase the generation of wastewater. To determine whether the existing wastewater
conveyance infrastructure and treatment plant have sufficient available capacity to
accommodate wastewater from the proposed development, these issues will be further
analyzed in an EIR.

c. As discussed under Item VIIL.a above, the proposed project would increase the area covered
by impervious surfaces, potentially increasing runoff quantities. New drainage infrastructure
would be also installed on site, potentially affecting off-site facilities. This issue will be further
analyzed in an EIR.

d. The proposed project would increase the demand for water in the City. To determine
whether or not water supplies and infrastructure are adequate to serve the proposed
development, this issue will be further analyzed in an EIR. Mitigation measures will be
provided for identified significant impacts where possible.

f, g. Development of the proposed project would increase the amount of solid waste generated
within the City. Compliance with State waste diversion requirements and the potential effects
of the increase in solid waste generation on regional landfill capacity will be further evaluated
in an EIR and waste reduction measures will be recommended for identified significant
impacts.

City of Long Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

XVIl. 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 u O O O
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?
b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a u O O O
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)?
c) Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or u O O O
indirectly?

a. As discussed in Section 1V. Biological Resources, the proposed project is located in a completely
urban area with sparsely located street trees. The project would not have the potential to
substantially reduce habitats, wildlife populations, communities, or restrict the range of
endangered plants or animals. However, the project includes demolition of potentially historic
structures. An analysis of potential project impacts on historical resources will be included in
the EIR (refer to Item V, Cultural Resources).

b. Review of cumulative impacts for each issue area that has been identified as potentially
significant will be included in the EIR.

c. The proposed project has the potential to create environmental effects that could significantly
affect human health or safety (refer to Items III, Air Quality, and VII, Hazards and Hazardous
Materials. These issues will be studied further in an EIR.

City of Long Beach
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Notice of Preparation

TO: FROM: Redevelopment Agency

333 W. Ocean Boulevard, 3" Floor

Long Beach, CA 90802

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a

Draft Environmental Impact Report
Project Title: North Village Center Redevelopment Project
Project Sponsor: Redevelopment Agency of the City of Long Beach

The Redevelopment Agency of the City of Long Beach will be the Lead Agency for preparation of
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the North Village Center Redevelopment Project. The
proposed project is a mixed use “village center” on an approximately 6.3-acre site in the City of
Long Beach. The project site encompasses two full city blocks on either side of Atlantic Avenue
between South Street and 59" Street. The project proposal calls for construction of up to 180 units
of multi-family housing in a mix of row houses, courtyard units and units built atop ground floor
non-residential space. The project also includes up to 50,000 square feet of neighborhood-serving
commercial/retail space, a public library and community center totaling approximately 30,000
square feet, and approximately 600 off-street parking spaces in private garages, surface parking
lots and an above-ground parking structure.

Residential and commercial components of the project would be constructed on both the east and
west blocks. The proposed commercial/retail and institutional space would be oriented primarily
towards Atlantic Avenue. The maximum building heights would be five stories on Atlantic Avenue
and two stories on both Linden and Lime Avenues. The existing street configuration would remain
unchanged. Hullett Street, which currently terminates mid-block on Linden Avenue at the site’s
western border, would “continue” eastbound through the site as a pedestrian paseo.

Structures within the project would attain LEED Certification. The entire project would utilize “green”
design strategies including stormwater management, use of natural light, recycling programs and
energy efficient appliances.

The City of Long Beach invites your comments as to the scope and content of the environmental
information that is germane to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the
proposed project. Some state and local agencies may need to use this EIR when considering your
permit or other approval of certain aspects of the project.

Probable environmental effects in the issue areas of aesthetics (including shadows, light and
glare), air quality, cultural resources, geology/soils, hazards/hazardous materials,
hydrology/water quality, land use/planning, noise, population/housing, public services, recreation,
transportation/ traffic and utilities/service systems have been identified in the Initial Study and will
be further analyzed in this EIR. Additional information related to the project description, location,
and the anticipated environmental effects are included in the Initial Study. If the Initial Study is
not attached to this Notice of Preparation, it is available for public review at the Development
Services Department, City Hall, 333 W. Ocean Boulevard, 5" Floor, Long Beach 90802, and is
also available on the City's website at www.longbeach.gov/plan/pb/epd/er.asp
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Scoping Meeting. The Redevelopment Agency, in its role as Lead Agency, will hold a public
scoping meeting to provide an opportunity for the public and representatives of public agencies to
address the scope of the Environmental Impact Report. The Scoping Meeting for the Environmental
Impact Report for the North Village Center Redevelopment Project is scheduled for Wednesday,
March 5, at 6:30 p.m. at the following location:

Houghton Park Community Building
6301 Myrtle Avenue (between E. Harding and E. 64™ Streets), Long Beach
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Thirty-Day Comment Period: Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be
sent at the earliest possible date but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice. The Notice of
Preparation/Initial Study comment period begins on February 21, 2008 and ends on March 21, 2008.

Please send your comments by regular mail, email or fax to:

Angela Reynolds, Environmental Officer
City of Long Beach

Development Services Department

333 W. Ocean Boulevard, 5" Floor

Long Beach, CA 90802

Fax: (562) 570-6068
Email: Angela_Reynolds@longbeach.gov

Date: February 21, 2008 Signature

i

Title Environmental %ﬁﬁcer

Telephone (562) 570-6357




Form A
Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal

. . SCH #
Mail to: State Clearinghouse, PO Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 916/445-0613
Project Title: North Village Center Redevelopment Project
Lead Agency: Redevelopment Agency of the City of Long Beach Contact Person: Angela Reynolds, Env. Officer
Mailing Address. 333 W. Ocean Blvd, 3rd Floor Phone:  (562) 570-6357
City: Long Beach, CA Zip: 90802 County: Los Angeles
Project Location:
County: Los Angeles City/Nearest Community: City of Long Beach
Cross Streets: Atlantic Avenue/South Street Zip Code: 90805 Total Acres: 6.3
Assessor's Parcel No.  Myltiple: 7125-033-916: 7125 Section: Twp. Range: Base:
Within2 Miles:  StateHwy # 710 and 91 Waterways: Los Angeles River
Airports: None Railways: ynion Pacific Schools: Hamilton Middle School
Document Type:
CEQA: [0 NOP ] Supplement/Subsequent EIR NEPA: [INOI Other: ] Joint Document
[] Early Cons (Prior SCH No.) ClEA [] Fina Document
1 Neg Dec [] Other [] Draft EIS [] Other
[] Draft EIR [ ]FONSI
Local Action Type:
(] General Plan Update ] Specific Plan [0 Rezone ] Annexation
[ General Plan Amendment ] Master Plan [] Prezone [0 Redevelopment
[] General Plan Element [] Planned Unit Development [] Use Permit [] Coasta Permit
(] Community Plan [ Site Plan [0 Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) [] Other
Development Type:
[ Residential:  Units 180 Acres [] Water Facilities:  Type MGD
[] Office: So.ft. Acres Employees [] Transportation: ~ Type
Commercia: Sg.ft. 50,000 Acres Employees unk. (] Mining: Mineral
(] Industria:  S.ft. Acres Employees ] Power: Type Watts
] Educational [] Waste Treatment: Type
[0 Recreational tot lot(s) [] Hazardous Waste: Type

Other:_Library & Community Center ~30,000 Sq.ft.

Project Issues Discussed in Document:

Aesthetic/Visua [0 Flood Plain/Flooding [ Schools/Universities [ Water Quality

[0 Agricultural Land Forest Land/Fire Hazard [ Septic Systems [ Water Supply/Groundwater
O Air Quality [0 Geologic/Seismic [ Sewer Capacity [ Wetland/Riparian

[0 Archeological/Historical Minerals [ Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading [ Wildlife

[] Coastal Zone [ Noise [ Solid Waste [d Growth Inducing

(D] Drainage/Absorption [0 Population/Housing Balance [ Toxic/Hazardous [ Landuse

] Economic/Jobs [0 Public Services/Facilities [ Traffic/Circulation [0 Cumulative Effects

[] Fisca [0 Recreation/Parks [ Vegetation [] Other

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:

Vacant land, commercial buildings. Designated/zoned for commercial uses and multi-family residential. See Initial Study for details.

Project Description:

Development of up to 180 units of multi-family housing, up to 50,000 square feet of neighborhood-serving commercial/retail/restaurant
space, public library and community center totaling approximately 30,000 square feet, and ~600 parking spaces in private%gg%ogn
above-grade parking structure and surface lots. Demolition of existing structures.
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Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Form A, continued
KEY

____ Resources Agency
_____Boating & Waterways
____ Coastal Commission
___ Coastal Conservancy
_____ Colorado River Board
__ Conservation
___ Fish & Game
_____ Forestry & Fire Protection
__‘/_Ofﬁce of Historic Preservation
_____Parks & Recreation
__ Reclamation Board
_____SF. Bay Conservation & Development Commission
____ Water Resources (DWR)
Business, Transportation & Housing
____ Acronautics
____ California Highway Patrol
_ ¥ CALTRANS District # 7
_____Department of Transportation Planning (headquarters)
____ Housing & Community Development
___ Food & Agriculture

Health & Welfare
Health Services

State & Consumer Services
General Services
OLA (Schools)

____..__________.._____.___ e e i

Public Review Perl L(to be ﬁlled i by lead agengy)

S = Document sent by lead agency
X = Document sent by SCH
v/ = Suggested distribution

Environmental Protection Agency

___ AirResources Board
____ California Waste Management Board
______ SWRCB: Clean Water Grants
_____ SWRCB: Delta Unit

_____ SWRCB: Water Quality
____SWRCB: Water Rights

_ ¥ Regional WQCB # Region4

( Los Angeles Region

Youth & Adult Corrections

Corrections

Independent Commissions & Offices

____Energy Commission

LNative American Heritage Commission
____ Public Utilities Commission

___ Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
_____ State Lands Commission

____ Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

Other

Starting Date E February 008

Ending Date March 21, 2008

Date 2_// ‘# /‘7 47

Lead Agency (Complete if applicable):
Consulting Firm: _Rincon Consultants, Inc.

Address: 790 East Santa Clara Street

City/State/Zip: Ventura, CA 93003

Contact: Abe Leider

Phone: (805 ) 641-1000

Applicant; Same as Lead Agency

Address:

City/State/Zip:

Phone: ( )

For SCH Use Only:

Date Received at SCH

Date Review Starts

Date to Agencies

Date to SCH

Clearance Date

Notes:
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ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER CYNTHIA BRYANT
GOVERNOR DIRECTOR
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Notice of Preparation

February 20, 2008

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re: North Village Center Redevelopment Project
SCH# 2008021087

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the North Village Center
Redevelopment Project draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the I.ead Agency.
This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a timely
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to:

Angela Reynolds

Long Beach Redevelopment Agency
333 W. Ocean Boulevard, 3rd Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.

Sincerely,
Py

Scott Morgan
Project Analyst, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 10th Street P.0.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018  www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2008021087
Project Title  North Village Center Redevelopment Project
Lead Agency Long Beach Redevelopment Agency
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Description Development of up to 180 units of multi-family housing, up to 50,000 square feet of
neighborhood-serving commercial/retail/restaurant space, public library and community center totaling
approximately 30,000 square feet, and ~600 parking spaces in private garages, and above-grade
parking structure and surface lots. Demolition of existing structures.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Angela Reynolds
Agency Long Beach Redevelopment Agency
Phone (562) 570-6357 Fax
email
Address 333 W. Ocean Boulevard, 3rd Floor
City Long Beach State CA  Zip 90802
Project Location
County Los Angeles
City Long Beach
Region
Cross Streets  Atlantic Avenue/South Street
Parcel No. multiple: 7125-033-916;7125
Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:

Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

710 and 91

Union Pacific

Los Angeles River

Hamilton Middle School

Vacant land, commercial buildings. Designated/zoned for commercial uses and multi-family residential

Project Issues

Aesthetic/Visual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Drainage/Absorption; Flood
Plain/Flooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic; Minerals; Noise; Population/Housing
Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Schools/Universities; Septic System; Sewer Capacity; Soil
Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water
Quality; Water Supply; Wetland/Riparian; Wildlife; Growth Inducing; Landuse; Cumulative Effects

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; Department of Conservation; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks
and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; Department of Fish and Game, Region 5; Native
American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities Commission; California Highway Patrol; Caitrans,
District 7; Integrated Waste Management Board; State Water Resources Control Board, Division of
Loans and Grants; Department of Toxic Substances Control; Regional Water Quality Control Board,
Region 4

Date Received

02/20/2008 Start of Review 02/20/2008 End of Review 03/20/2008

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

(916) 653-6251

Fax (916) 657-5390

uwudmng,g_a,gﬂv

ds_nahc@pacbell.net

February 22, 2008

Ms. Angela Reynolds

Long Beach Redevelopment Agency
333 W. Ocean Boulevard, 3" Floor

Long Beach, CA 90802

Re: SCH# 2008021087; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP) draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for
the North Village Center Redevelopment Project; Long Beach: L os Angeles County, California

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced document. The Native
American Heritage Commission is the state agency designated for the protection of California's Native
American cultural resources. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that any project that
causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource, that includes archeological
resources, is a ‘significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR per the
California Code of Regulations § 15064.5(b)(c) (CEQA Guidelines). In order to comply with this provision,
the lead agency is required to assess whether the project will have an adverse impact on these resources
within the ‘area of potential effect {APE),’ and if so, to mitigate that effect. To adequately assess the
project-related impacts on historical resources, the Commission recommends the following action:

vV Contact the appropriate California Historic Resources Information Center (CHRIS). Contact information
for the ‘Information Center’ nearest you is available from the State Office of Historic Preservation in
Sacramento (916/653-7278). The record search will determine: S

* Ifa part or the entire (APE) has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

= Ifany known cultural resources have already been recorded in or adjacent to the APE.

If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.
If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

v If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report

detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

» The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and
not be made available for pubic disclosure.

*  The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional archaeological Information Center.

v Contact the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for:

* A Sacred Lands File (SLF) search of the project area and information on tribal contacts in the project

vicinity who may have information on cultural resources in or near the APE. Please provide us site

identification as follows: USGS 7.5-minute quadrangle citation with hame, township, range and section. This
will assist us with the SLF.

»  Also, we recommend that you contact the Native American contacts on the attached list to get their
input on the effect of potential project (e.g. APE) impact. In many cases a culturally-affiliated Native
American tribe or person will be the only source of information about the existence of a cultural
resource.

v Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude their subsurface existence.

= Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of
accidentally discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
§15064.5 (flof the California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines). In areas of identified
archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American, with

- knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

= Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered artifacts,

" in consultation with culturally affiliated Native Americans. : '



v Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains or unmarked
cemeteries in their mitigations plans.

*  CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native Americans identified by
this Commission if the Initial Study identifies the presence or likely presence of Native American human
remains within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for agreements with Native American groups,
identified by the NAHE, to ensure the appropriate and dignified treatment of Native American human
remains and any associated grave goods.

* Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(d)
mandate procedures to be followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a
location other than a dedicated cemetery.

V Lead agencies should consider avoidance, as defined in CEQA Guidelines §15370 when significant cultural
resources are discovered during the course of project planning or execution.

Please feel free to contgct me at (916) 653-6251 if you have any questions.

Program Analyst ‘

Attachment: Natjvg/American Contact List.

Cc: State Clearinghouse



Native American Contacts
Los Angeles County
February 22, 2008

LA City/County Native American Indian Comm
Ron Andrade, Director

3175 West 6th Street, Rm. 403

Los Angeles , CA 90020

(213) 351-5324

(213) 386-3995 FAX

Ti'At Society

Cindi Alvitre

6515 E. Seaside Walk, #C Gabrielino
Long Beach , CA 90803

calvitre @yahoo.com
(714) 504-2468 Cell

Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission
Anthony Morales, Chairperson
PO Box 693

San Gabriel , CA 91778

ChiefRBwife@aol.com
(626) 286-1632

(626) 286-1758 - Home
(626) 286-1262 Fax

Gabrielino Tongva

Gabrielino/Tongva Council / Gabrielino Tongva Nation
Sam Dunlap, Tribal Secretary

761 Terminal Street; Bldg 1, 2nd floor Gabrielino Tongva
Los Angeles , CA 90021

office @tongvatribe.net
(213) 489-5001 - Officer

(909) 262-9351 - cell
(213) 489-5002 Fax

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council
Robert Dorame, Tribal Chair/Cultural Resources

5450 Slauson, Ave, Suite 151 PMB Gabrielino Tongva
Culver City » CA 90230 9

tongva@verizon.net
62-761-6417 - voice

562-925-7989 - fax

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native American with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH#2008021087; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP); draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the North Viliage
Center Redevelopment Project; Long Beach Redevelopment Agency; Los Angeles County, California.
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\(‘, Department of Toxic Substances Control

Maureen F. Gorsen, Director
Linda S. Adams 5796 Corporate Avenue Arnold Schwarzenegger

~ Secretary for Cypress, California 90630 Governor
Environmental Protection

March 19, 2008

Ms. Angela Reynolds

Environmental Officer

Long Beach Redevelopment Agency
333 West Ocean Boulevard, 3" Floor
Long Beach, California 90802

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT (EIR) FOR THE NORTH VILLAGE CENTER REDEVELOPMENT
PROJECT, LONG BEACH, LOS ANGELES COUNTY (SCH#2008021087)

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your submitted
Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the above-mentioned project. The following project
description is stated in your document: “Development of up to 180 units of multi-family
housing, up to 50,000 square feet of neighborhood-serving commercial/retail/restaurant
space, public library and community center totaling approximately 30,000 square feet,
and ~600 parking spaces in private garages, and above-grade parking structure and
surface lots. Demolition of existing structures.” DTSC has the following comments;
please address if applicable.

1) The EIR should identify the current or historic uses at the project site that may
have resulted in a release of hazardous wastes/substances, and any known or
potentially contaminated sites within the proposed Project area. For all identified
sites, the EIR should evaluate whether conditions at the site may pose a threat to
human health or the environment. Following are the databases of some of the
pertinent regulatory agencies:

. National Priorities List (NPL): A list maintained by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

. Envirostor: A Database primarily used by the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control, accessible through DTSC’s website (see below).

. Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS): A database
of RCRA facilities that is maintained by U.S. EPA.

@ Printed on Recycled Paper



Ms. Angela Reynolds
March 19, 2008
Page 2

2)

4)

Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that is maintained
by U.S.EPA.

Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the California
Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of both open as well as
closed and inactive solid waste disposal facilities and transfer stations.

Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) / Spills, Leaks, Investigations and
Cleanups (SLIC): A list that is maintained by Regional Water Quality Control
Boards.

Local Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances cleanup sites
and leaking underground storage tanks.

The United States Army Corps of Engineers, 911 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California, 90017, (213) 452-3908, maintains a list of Formerly
Used Defense Sites (FUDS).

The EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation
and/or remediation for any site that may be contaminated, and the government
agency to provide appropriate regulatory oversight. If necessary, DTSC would
require an oversight agreement in order to review such documents. Please see
comment No. 14 below for more information.

All environmental investigations, sampling and/or remediation for the site should
be conducted under a Workplan approved and overseen by a regulatory agency
that has jurisdiction to oversee hazardous substance cieanup. The findings of
any investigations, including any Phase | or Il Environmental Site Assessment
Investigations should be summarized in the document. All sampling results in
which hazardous substances were found should be clearly summarized in a
table.

Proper investigation, sampling and remedial actions overseen by the respective
regulatory agencies, if necessary, should be conducted at the site prior to the
new development or any construction. All closure, certification or remediation
approval reports by these agencies should be included in the EIR.

If any property adjacent to the project site is contaminated with hazardous
chemicals, and if the proposed project is within 2,000 feet from a contaminated
site, then the proposed development may fall within the “Border Zone of a
Contaminated Property.” Appropriate precautions should be taken prior to
construction if the proposed project is within a Border Zone Property.



Ms. Angela Reynolds
March 19, 2008
Page 3

6)

7)

9)

10)

11)

12)

If buildings or other structures, asphalt or concrete-paved surface areas are
being planned to be demolished, an investigation should be conducted for the
presence of other related hazardous chemicals, lead-based paints or products,
mercury, and asbestos containing materials (ACMs). If other hazardous
chemicals, lead-based paints or products, mercury or ACMs are identified,
proper precautions should be taken during demolition activities. Additionally, the
contaminants should be remediated in compliance with California environmental
regulations and policies.

Project construction may require soil excavation or filling in certain areas.
Sampling may be required. If soil is contaminated, it must be properly disposed
and not simply placed in another location onsite. Land Disposal Restrictions
(LDRs) may be applicable to such soils. Also, if the project proposes to import
soil to backfill the areas excavated, sampling should be conducted to ensure that
the imported soil is free of contamination.

Human health and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected
during the construction or demolition activities. If it is found necessary, a study of
the site and a health risk assessment overseen and approved by the appropriate
government agency and a qualified health risk assessor should be conducted to
determine if there are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials
that may pose a risk to human health or the environment.

If it is determined that hazardous wastes are, or will be, generated by the
proposed operations, the wastes must be managed in accordance with the
California Hazardous Waste Control Law (California Health and Safety Code,
Division 20, Chapter 6.5) and the Hazardous Waste Control Regulations
(California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5). If it is determined that
hazardous wastes will be generated, the facility should also obtain a United
States Environmental Protection Agency Identification Number by contacting
(800) 618-6942.

Certain hazardous waste treatment processes or hazardous materials,
handling, storage or uses may require authorization from the local Certified
Unified Program Agency (CUPA). Information about the requirement for
authorization can be obtained by contacting your local CUPA.

If the project plans include discharging wastewater to a storm drain, you may be
required to obtain an NPDES permit from the overseeing Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB).

If during construction/demolition of the project, the soil and/or groundwater
contamination is suspected, construction/demolition in the area should cease
and appropriate health and safety procedures should be implemented.



Ms. Angela Reynolds
March 19, 2008
Page 4

13)

14)

15)

If the site was used for agricultural, livestock or related activities, onsite soils and
groundwater might contain pesticides, agricultural chemical, organic waste or
other related residue. Proper investigation, and remedial actions, if necessary,
should be conducted under the oversight of and approved by a government
agency at the site prior to construction of the project.

EnviroStor is a database primarily used by the California Department of Toxic
Substances Control, and is accessible through DTSC'’s website. DTSC can
provide guidance for cleanup oversight through an Environmental Oversight
Agreement (EOA) for government agencies, or a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement
(VCA) for private parties. For additional information on the EOA or VCA, please
see www.dtsc.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Brownfields, or contact Maryam Tasnif-
Abbasi, DTSC’s Voluntary Cleanup Coordinator, at (714) 484-5489.

In future CEQA documents please provide the contact person’s email address.
Also, if the project title changes, please provide historical project title(s).

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Tong Qiao, Project
Manager, at tgiao@dtsc.ca.gov or by phone at (714) 484-5470.

Sincerely,

Mo e

Greg Holmes
Unit Chief
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress Office

CC.

Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse

P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, California 95812-3044
state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov.

CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
Office of Environmental Planning and Analysis
1001 | Street, 22nd Floor, M.S. 22-2
Sacramento, California 95814
gmoskat@dtsc.ca.gov

CEQA#2082



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY. ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, REGIONAL PLANNING

IGR/CEQA BRANCH

100 MAIN STREET, MS # 16

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606 Flex your power!
PHONE: (213) 897-3747 Be energy efficient!
FAX: (213) 897-1337

IGR/CEQA No. 080238AL, NOP

North Village Center Redevelopment Project
Vie. LA-710/PM 12.01, LA-91/PM R12.09

: SCH # 2008021087

March 6, 2008

Ms. Angela Reynolds

Long Beach Redevelopment Agency
333 W. Ocean Blvd., 3™ Floor

Long Beach, CA 90802

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the above referenced project. The proposed project is
to demolish existing structures, and to develop up to 180 units of multi-family housing,
up to 50,000 square feet of commercial/retail/restaurant space, public library, and
community center.

To assist us in our efforts to evaluate the impacts of this project on State transportation
facilities, a traffic study in advance of the DEIR should be prepared. We wish to refer the

project’s traffic consultant to our traffic study guide website:

http://www.dot.ca.egov/hg/traffops/developserv/operationalsystems/reports/tisguide.pdf

and we list here some elements of what we generally are expecting in the traffic study:

1. Presentations of assumptions and methods used to develop trip generation, trip
distribution, choice of travel mode, and assignments of trips to State Route 710 and
91.

2. Consistency of project travel modeling with other regional and local modeling
forecasts and with travel data. The IGR/CEQA office may use indices to check
results. Differences or inconsistencies must be thoroughly explained. '

3. Analysis of ADT, AM and PM peak-hour volumes for both the existing and future
conditions in the affected area. This should include freeways, interchanges, and
intersections, and all HOV facilities. Interchange Level of Service should be specified
(HCM2000 method requested). Future conditions would include build-out of all
projects (see next item) and any plan-horizon years.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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4. Inclusion of all appropriate traffic volumes. Analysis should include traffic from the
project, cumulative traffic generated from all specific approved developments in the
area, and traffic growth other than from the project and developments. That is,
include: existing + project + other projects + other growth.

5. Discussion of mitigation measures appropriate to alleviate anticipated traffic impacts.
These mitigation discussions should include, but not be limited to, the following:

Description of Transportation Infrastructure Improvements
Financial Costs, Funding Sources and Financing
Sequence and Scheduling Considerations

Implementation Responsibilities, Controls, and Monitoring

We request that traffic mitigation involving Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
measures are thoroughly justified. Utilization of transit lines and vehicles, and of all

facilities, should be realistically estimated. Improvements involving dedication of land or
physical construction may be favorably considered.

6. Specification of developer’s percent share of the cost, as well as a plan of realistic
mitigation measures under the control of the developer. The following ratio should be
estimated: additional traffic volume due to project implementation is divided by the
total increase in the traffic volume (see Appendix “B” of the Guidelines). That ratio
would be the project equitable share responsibility.

We note for purposes of determining project share of costs, the number of trips from
the project on each traveling segment or element is estimated in the context of
forecasted traffic volumes which include build-out of all approved and not yet
approved projects, and other sources of growth. Analytical methods such as select-
zone travel forecast modeling might be used.

The Department as commenting agency under CEQA has jurisdiction superceding that
of MTA in identifying the freeway analysis needed for this project. Caltrans is
responsible for obtaining measures that will off-set project vehicle trip generation that
worsens Caltrans facilities and hence, it does not necessarily adhere to the CMP guide
of 150 or more vehicle trips added before freeway analysis is needed. MTA’s
Congestion Management Program in acknowledging the Department’s role, stipulates
that Caltrans must be consulted to identify specific locations to be analyzed on the
State Highway System. Therefore State Route(s) mentioned in item #1 and its
facilities must be analyzed per the Department’s Traffic Impact Study Guidelines.

We look forward to reviewing the traffic study. We expect to receive a copy from the
State Clearinghouse when the DEIR is completed. However, to expedite the review
process, and clarify any misunderstandings, you may send a copy in advance to the
undersigned.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (213) 897-6696 or Alan Lin
the project coordinator at (213) 897-8391 and refer to IGR/CEQA No. 08023SAL..

Sincerely,

ELMER ALVAREZ
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief

cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



South Coast
Air Quality Management District

21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178
(909) 396-2000 « www.agqmd.gov

February 29, 2008

Ms. Angela Reynolds

Environmental Officer

Redevelopment Agency of the City of Long Beach
333 W. Ocean Blvd., 3 Floor

Long Beach, CA 90802

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the
North Village Center Redevelopment Project

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-
mentioned document. The SCAQMD’s comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air quality
impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft environmental impact report (EIR). Please send
the SCAQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all
appendices or technical documents related to the air quality analysis and electronic versions of all air quality
modeling and health risk assessment files. Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the
SCAQMD will be unable to complete its review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in
providing all supporting air quality documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the
comment period.

Air Quality Analysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist
other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency
use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. Alteratively, the lead agency may wish to
consider using the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2007 Model. This model is available
on the SCAQMD Website at: _www.urbemis.com.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the
project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including
demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but
are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving,
architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources
(e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include,
but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and
vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources,
that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has developed a methodology for calculating PM2.5 emissions from construction and operational
activities and processes. In connection with developing PM2.5 calculation methodologies, the SCAQMD has also
developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD requests that the lead agency quantify
PM2.5 emissions and compare the results to the recommended PM2.5 significance thresholds. Guidance for
calculating PM2.5 emissions and PM2.5 significance thresholds can be found at the following internet address:
http://www.aqgmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/PM2 5/PM2 5.html.
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In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts the SCAQMD recommends calculating localized air quality
impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST’s can be used in addition to the
recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA
document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is recommended that the lead
agency perform a localized significance analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or performing
dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at
http://www.agmd.gov/ceqa’handbook/LST/LST html.

It is recommended that lead agencies for projects generating or attracting vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-
fueled vehicles, perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk
assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling
Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can be found on the SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages at the following
internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/mobile_toxic/mobile toxic.html. An analysis of all toxic air
contaminant impacts due to the decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should
also be included.

Mitigation Measures
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible

mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to
minimize or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible
mitigation measures for the project, please refer to Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook for
sample air quality mitigation measures. Additional mitigation measures can be found on the SCAQMD’s CEQA web
pages at the following internet address: www.aqmd.gov/cega/handbook/mitigation/MM _intro.html Additionally,
SCAQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for controlling
construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation if not otherwise required. Other
measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD’s Guidance Document for
Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found at the following
internet address: http://www.aqmd.gov/prdas/agguide/agqguide.html. In addition, guidance on sitting incompatible land
uses can be found in the California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community
Perspective, which can be found at the following internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. Pursuant
to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed.

Data Sources

SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public Information
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available
via the SCAQMD)’s World Wide Web Homepage (http://www.agmd.gov).

The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions are accurately
identified, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air Quality Specialist, CEQA Section, at
(909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding this letter.

Sincerely,

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
Planning, Rule Development and Area Sources

SS:CB:AK
LAC080226-02AK
Control Number




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

“To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service”

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331

DEAN D. EFSTATHIOU, Acting Director Telephone: (626) 458-5100
http://dpw.lacounty.gov ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.O. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460
IN REPLY PLEASE
March 24, 2008 REFER TO FILE: LD-0

Ms. Angela Reynolds

Environmental Officer

Development Services Department
City of Long Beach

333 West Ocean Boulevard, 5th Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR A

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT (DEIR) REPORT
NORTH VILLAGE REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT
CITY OF LONG BEACH

Thank you for the opportunity to review the notice of preparation for the above DEIR.
We offer the following comments for your consideration.

Drainage

In order to adequately assess/address the drainage and water quality concerns, a
Drainage Concept/Hydrology Report is suggested and should be submitted for review
and approval by the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works.

As stated in the Notice of Preparation, There is a possibility of increased storm water
run-off due to the increase in impervious area. This increase could be directed toward
the County-maintained storm drain located on the southeast end of the project and
needs to be analyzed to determine if the storm drain has capacity. This can best be
done through a Drainage Concept/Hydrology Report.

With the new developments could come a change in the drainage patterns. This
change could cause an increase in flow to the County-maintained storm drain. Analysis
is required for any increase to determine if the storm drain has capacity. This can best
be done through a Drainage Concept/Hydrology Report.

The proposed Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan should also be submitted as
part of the Drainage Concept/Hydrology Report.
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When approved, the results of the Drainage Concept/Hydrology Report and the
Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan should be included in the Environmental
Impact Report. Additionally, the drainage concept should address the changes in
drainage including, but not limited to, increases in runoff, any change in drainage
patterns, and the capacity of existing storm drain facilities.

Solid Waste

Solid waste generated in Los Angeles County curreritly exceeds the available permitted
daily landfill capacity. The construction and demolition of the proposed project and the
operation over the life of the project will increase the generation of solid waste and
negatively impact the solid waste management infrastructure. Therefore, the proposed
environmental document should identify what measures will be implemented to mitigate
the impact. Mitigation measures may include the recycling of construction and
demolition debris and the development of infrastructure in the project to facilitate
recycling.

The California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991, as amended,
requires each development project to provide an adequate storage area for collection
and removal of recyclable materials. The environmental document should
include/discuss standards to provide adequate recyclable storage areas for
collection/storage of recyclable and green waste materials for this project.

Hazardous Waste

The existing Hazardous Waste Management infrastructure in this County is inadequate
to handle the hazardous waste currently being generated. The proposed project may
generate household hazardous waste, which could adversely impact existing
Hazardous Waste Management infrastruciure. This issue should be addressed and
mitigation measures provided. Mitigation measures may include, but are not limited to,
providing new homeowners/tenants with educational materials on the proper
management and disposal of household hazardous waste. The project proponent may
contact Public Works for available educational materials by calling 1(888) CLEAN LA.

When it is ready, please send three copies of the DEIR to:

Mr. Conal McNamara, AICP
County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
Land Development Division
P.O. Box 1460

Alhambra, CA 91802-1460



Ms. Angela Reynolds
March 20, 2008
Page 3

If the DEIR is available electronically or on-line, please forward it or the link to
Mr. McNamara at cmcnamara@dpw.lacounty.gov.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. McNamara at (626) 458-4948.
Very truly yours,

DEAN D. EFSTATHIOU
Acting Director of Public Works

Yl

.DENNIS HUNTER
\” Assistant Deputy Director
Land Development Division

CDM:la

P:\ldpub\CEQA\CDM\Long Beach - North Village Center Redevelopment Project NOP.doc



lt?:agch BUSINESS DEPARTMENT - Business Services
unified Facilities Development & Planning Branch
school Donald K. Allen Building Services Facility

district 2425 Webster Ave., Long Beach, CA 90810

. (562) 997-7550 Fax (562) 595-8644

March 18, 2008
Via Fax, Email and U.S. Mail

Craig Chalfant

Department of Planning and Building
City of Long Beach

333 West Ocean Boulevard, 5" floor
Long Beach, California, 90802

RE: Comments on Proposed North Village Center Redevelopment Project, Notice of
Preparation/Initial Study, Long Beach, California

Dear Mr. Craig Chalfant,

The Long Beach Unified School District (District), appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Initial Study (IS) prepared by the City of Long Beach for the North
Village Center Redevelopment Project (Project). The NOP/IS describes the Project and the
preliminary analysis of potential impacts to the environment, including the identification of impacts
that will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).

We trust that the City will prepare a DEIR that includes a comprehensive evaluation of the Project
and the potential impacts on the environment, including various topical studies. The District is
particularly interested in seeing that the analyses in the DEIR adequately address any potential
impacts that the Project may have on school facilities. The District understands that the proposed
Project will include 180 multi-family residential dwelling units and up to 50,000 square feet of
commercial/retail space, a library and a community center totaling 30,000 square feet, in addition to
600 parking spaces in private garages, surface parking and in an above-ground parking structure. As
you know, the District is legally responsible for providing high quality public education to the K-12
students generated by the Project. In an effort to assist you in your analysis, the following two tables
provide the current generation rate per the District’s 2007 Fee Justification Study, and the current
enrollment and capacity for the schools that would service the project.

AFACIEITIESSEAC DEPT MAIN Dhirectory AT CTOA Project<iOther Comment Letters\North Village Center WO comment letter do
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LBUSD Student Generation Factors

Single family Multi family
School Level Detached Units Attached Units
Elementary 0.2528 0.1956
Middle 0.14 0.1018
High School 0.1937 0.1206
Total 0.5865 0.418
Long Beach USD School Capacity and Enrollment
Grade Enrollment as
School Name Address Level Capacity of Feb 2008
1671 E. Phillips St. Long Beach,
Bret Harte Elementary CA 90805 K-5 1275 1031
150 Victoria St. Long Beach,
Colin Powell Academy CA 90805 K-8 1455 1248
Charles Lindbergh 1022 E. Market St. Long Beach,
Middle School CA 90805 6-8 1668 1010
David Starr Jordan 171 Bort St. Long Beach, CA
Freshman Academy 90805 9 1170 983
David Starr Jordan High 6500 Atlantic Long Beach, CA
School 90805 9-12 4038 3040
Note: Capacity number is an estimate only and may be affected by site utilization

Although the capacity and enrollment information provided in the table may seem to reflect that the
District has capacity at these sites, it should be noted that many site utilization variables are not
accounted for in this number. For example, many sites have special education programs using
classroom space, conference periods at the upper grade levels, and childcare and Headstart programs
that use classroom space which affects the available capacity at the site. Therefore, the capacity
number listed for these sites is only an estimate. In addition, many schools in the District have been
feeling the affect of multi-track schools converting to a more traditional schedule of one track,
meaning all the students are on the campus at the same time, and the District has off loaded some of
these students to other schools that have space available. Also, in the current 2007/08 school year,
the District has seen a slight increase in students at the elementary level, whereas the trend in
previous years was a decline in enrollment at this level.

From the District's perspective, the DEIR can best address the impacts of the Project on school
facilities by including a detailed and thorough discussion of the number of potential students
generated by the Project, what type and how many school facilities these students would require, and
how such facilities may be funded by the developer.
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Once again, we thank the City of Long Beach for the opportunity to comment on the North Village
Center Redevelopment Project NOP. Please place the District on the distribution list for the DEIR as
well as all other public meetings for this project. We look forward to reviewing the DEIR and trust
that our participation in the environmental review process will help ensure that potential impacts will
be addressed adequately.

If you have any questions regarding the District’s comments, please do not hesitate to contact me at
(562) 997-7550.

7l

Carri M. Matsumoto
Executive Director, Facilities Development & Planning

CM:sa

Cc: Chris Steinhauser, LBUSD Superintendent of Schools
Kim Stallings, LBUSD Chief Business and Financial Officer
Karl Rodenbaugh, The Planning Center
Facilities Branch File
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March 20, 2008

Angela Reynolds, Environmental Officer
City of Long Beach

Development Services Department

333. W. Ocean Boulevard, 5" Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802

Re: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the
North Village Center Redevelopment Project

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

Southern California Edison (SCE) appreciates the opportunity to review and provide
comment on the Notice of Preparation of the Draft EIR for the North Village Center
Redevelopment Project. The Notice of Preparation describes the proposed project as a
redevelopment project on two full city blocks on both sides of Atlantic Avenue between
South Street and 59th Street. The project will allow for up to 180 units of multi-family in
the form of row houses, courtyard units and units above ground floor non-residential
uses. The project will also include 50,000 square feet of commercial and a 30,000
square foot community center/public library area. Six hundred new parking spaces will
be provided in private garages, on surface parking lots and in an above-ground parking
structure.

SCE’s comments regarding the proposed project address electric service provision
potential impacts to existing SCE facilities and the California Public Utilities Commission
(CPUC) process for implementing the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) for electrical infrastructure projects under their jurisdiction.  Our
comments are provided below under the following headings: Electric Service Provision;
Impacts to SCE Facilities, and CPUC CEQA Requirements.

Electric Service Provision

SCE is the provider of electricity for this project. This letter is to advise the City of Long
Beach and the project developer that the electrical loads of the project have been
determined to be within the parameters of the projected load growth which SCE is
planning to meet in this area.



SCE undertakes expansion and/or modification of its electric systems and infrastructure
to serve the load growth of existing customers and new projects. Since SCE's electrical
system is provided by a network of facilities (SCE’s electrical distribution, transmission,
and generation systems), SCE appreciates your notifying us of these development
plans in order to assist us in determining the future electrical needs of this area.

If the project is within the projected load growth for this area, SCE is basically stating
that the total system demand is expected to continue to increase annually; however,
excluding any unforeseen problems, SCE’s plans for new distribution resources indicate
that our ability to serve all customers’ loads within this area are in accordance with
SCE’s Design Standards, rules and tariffs, and will be adequate for the next ten years.
SCE completes all work in accordance with the rules and tariffs as authorized by the
CPUC and other governing entities. Any cumulative impacts related to electric service
would be addressed through this process.

Please note the developer will be responsible for the costs of any new distribution
and/or line extension work, per SCE's CPUC-approved tariff Rules 15 and/or 16, and of
any relocation of facilities required to accommodate the distribution line and/or service
extensions required by SCE to serve the project. In addition, it is essential the
developer review andfor discuss with SCE what measures can be taken to assure
optimal conservation measures within this project’s boundaries that will contribute to the
overall energy savings goals of SCE and California.

Impacts to Existing SCE Facilities

In the event the project impacts SCE facilities or its land related rights, please forward
five (5) sets of plans depicting SCE's facilities and associated land rights to the following
location:
Real Estate Operations
Southern California Edison Company
14799 Chestnut Street, Westminster, CA 92683

CPUC CEQA Requirements

If development plans result in the need to build new or relocate existing SCE electrical
facilities that operate at or above 50 kV, the SCE construction may have environmental
consequences subject to CEQA provisions, as implemented by the CPUC (acting as the
Lead Agency). If those environmental consequences are identified and addressed by
the local agency in the CEQA process for the larger project, SCE may not be required to
pursue a later, separate, mandatory CEQA review through the CPUC’s General Order
131-D (GO 131-D) Permit to Construct process. If the SCE facilities are not adequately
addressed in the Draft EIR and the new facilities could result in significant
environmental impacts, the required additional CEQA review SCE would otherwise have
to do with the CPUC could delay approval and construction of the SCE power line and
substation portion of the project. If this project requires the construction of new or the



relocation of existing electrical facilities operating at or above 50 kV, we strongly
recommend including the required facilities in the scope of the Draft EIR for this project.

SCE appreciates the opportunity to assist you in the preparation of the Draft EIR for the
North Village Center Redevelopment Project and look forward to reviewing the Draft
EIR upon its completion. If you have any questions or need assistance, please call me
at (562) 981-8215.

Sincerely,

cm

Region Manager
Southern California Edison Company



Angela Reynolds/CH/CLB To "Fran Grable" <FGrable@prodigy.net>

cc Janet Surber/CH/CLB@CLB, Craig Chalfant/CH/CLB@CLB,
Lee Mayfield/CH/CLB@CLB
bce

Subject l;e: REDEVELOPMENT OF LIME AVENUE - 58TH TO 59TH
B

03/03/2008 10:26 AM

Thank you for your comments. They will be taken into consideration in the Environmental Impact Report

Angela Reynolds, AICP
Planning Officer

Planning & Building Department
City of Long Beach

(562) 570-6357

Building a Great City, Delivering Exceptional Service
"Fran Grable" <FGrable@prodigy.net>

“Fran Grable"
<FGrable@prodigy.net> To "angela reynolds" <angela_reynolds@Ilongbeach.gov>
CC <Janet_Surber@longbeach.gov>

Subject REDEVELOPMENT OF LIME AVENUE - 58TH TO 59TH

03/02/2008 04:37 PM

I WAS SO DISAPPOINTED WHEN I REALIZED YOUR AGENCY TORE DOWN PERFECTLY GOOD
REVENUE PRODUCING PROPERTIES AND NOW ARE CONSIDERING BUILDING SOME LIVING
SPACE AGAIN.

WE WERE LED TO BELIEVE THAT THE ORIGINAL IDEA WAS FOR BUSINESSES ALONG
ATLANTIC AVENUE FROM 58TH TO 59TH, AND A LIBRARY PLUS A RECREATION CENTER
WAS TO BE ON THE WEST SIDE OF LIME AVENUE BETWEEN 58TH AND 59TH.

IT IS SAD TO SEE SUCH THINGS LIKE THIS OCCUR AND BRING ABOUT USE OF FUNDS
THAT COULD BE USED FOR SOME OTHER "GOOD"™ PURPOSE. DUE TO MY DISABILITY I AM
UNABLE TO ATTEND THE MEETING, BUT THERE ARE OTHER PEOPLE ON MY BLOCK WHO
WERE EXTREMELY DISAPPOINTED REGARDING THIS TURN OF EVENTS.

I OWN A PROPERTY AT 5826 LIME AVENUE AND A PROPERTY AT 5846 LIME AVENUE, SO
AM VERY INTERESTED IN WHAT YOU INTEND TO DO THAT WILL DIRECTLY AFFECT ME, AS
WELL AS MY LIVING ATMOSPHERE.

I WILL APPRECIATE BEING APPRISED OF ANY "POTENTIALLY" POSITIVE DECISION ON
THE PART OF THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY.

FRANCES E. GRABLE



Martha Thuente, March 14, 2008

Page # Topic Comment
Building a Village Center, not a highrise downtown; RFP requirements
3 Description of Project Initial response from developer; Building heights
7 Aesthetics Shadow effects of tall buildings; effects of lighting and glare
Buildings may contain asbestos including historically
8-9 Air Quality significant;Vehicles would be primary source of long term air problems
Cultural Resources ldentified as potentially containing asbestos, lead based paints because
10 of age of structures
Use of Roof Gardens necessary to provide open space; If overcrowding
results in higher crime, we need to provide as much open space as
14 Hydrology and Water Quality possible as a deterrent of crime and enhancement of quality of life.
We do not need 4 and 5 story buildings to provide the requested number
16 Land Use and Planning of units.
It is understandable that current noise levels will increase. However,
18 Noise Noise levels need to be monitored and ordinance enforced
18 Popuiation This is a village center — not a highrise downtown; 24 units per acre only
19 Recreation Addition of Roof Gardens will lessen the demand for recreation space.
20 Impact of increased traffic to and from site and its effect of air quality,
Transportation services, etc.
23 Mandatory Findings Sparsely located street trees; Adequate Landscaping mandatory to

whole project along all streets, on all residential lots.

Conclusion

Build according to the RFP; hold developer to initial response; demand a
well designed project; get on with it!
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Abe Leider

From: Craig Chalfant [Craig_Chalfant@longbeach.gov]

Sent: Monday, March 31, 2008 9:58 AM

To: Abe Leider

Cc: Lee Mayfield; Aldo Schindler

Subject: Fw: NOP Comment on North Village Center Redevelopment Project
FYI

Craig Chalfant

Comprehensive Planning Division
Long Beach Development Services
(562) 570-6368
craig_chalfant@longbeach.gov

————— Forwarded by Angela Reynolds/CD/CLB on 03/24/2008 01:22 PM -----
adrian morales <kasatongva@verizon.net> To Angela Reynolds@longbeach.gov

cc

03/24/2008 12:46 PM Subject North Village Center Redevelopment Project

On behalf of the Gabrieleno / Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians, this letters intent is to respond
formally to the North Village Center Redevelopment Projects Notice of Preparation / Initial Study Process.

The highly significant Traditional Cultural Properties of Hauntgna and Puvungna may be impacted by the
undertaking of this project. Both sites hold highly sacred religious values to Gabrieleno / Tongva descendants.
Although the site boundaries of both properties are uncertain, the project excavations may disturb any human
remains, and cultural resources of significance interred outside of formal cemeteries or properties.

At this point in the CEQA process, being the historical community tribe of the Los Angeles basin, and the direct
lineal descendants to the Native American ancestors of both Traditional Cultural Properties, the San Gabriel
Band of Mission Indians is requesting that additional mitigation measures should be incorporated in the Notice
of Preparation / Initial Study process, also the city of Long Beach continues formal consultation with our tribe
in regards to the North Village Center Redevelopment Project.

Sincerely,

Adrian Morales

Director of Cultural Resource Management

Gabrieleno / Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians
Contact (626) 203 - 6247



Angela Reynolds/CH/CLB To Craig Chalfant/CH/CLB@CLB
cc
bce

03/04/2008 02:29 PM Subject Fw: COMMENT -NOTICE OF PREPARATION/INITAL
STUDY

Angela Reynolds, AICP
Planning Officer

Planning & Building Department
City of Long Beach

(562) 570-6357

Building a Great City, Delivering Exceptional Service
----- Forwarded by Angela Reynolds/CH/CLB on 03/04/2008 02:29 PM -----
terry walters

<tinhawaii25@hotmail.com To <angela_reynolds@longbeach.gov>
>

¢c <tinhawaii25@hotmail.com>
03/04/2008 11:27 AM Subject COMMENT -NOTICE OF PREPARATION/INITAL STUDY

Only having approximately 600 off-street parking spaces is our
MAIN CONCERN. We do not think that will be enough parking
spaces.

We have an apartment building on East Hullett Street. We already have problems with no parking.

When the Redevelopment Project is completed and there is "not"
enough parking spaces, people will park their cars on East
Hullett Street, walk across Linden, using the pedestrian
paseo to Atlantic.

Very Concerned Property Owner
Terry Walker

Need to know the score, the latest news, or you need your Hotmail®-get your "fix". Check it out.
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6/4/2009 2:47:51 PM
Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4
Combined Summer Emissions Reports {Pounds/Day)

File Name: LAESP\LA Co\Long Beach\08-62230 Long Beach North Village Redev EIR\DocumentADEIR\Appendices\Air Quality\NV OPERATIONAL
Urbemis.urb924

Project Name: North Village Overall Operations

Project Location: Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007



Page: 2
61412009 2:47:51 PM
Summary Report:

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES

TOTALS {Ibs/day, unmitigated)
TOTALS (ibs/day, mitigated}

Percent Reduction
OPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES
TOTALS (Ibs/day, unmitigated)

TOTALS (Ibsiday, mitigated)

Parcent Reduction

SUM OF AREA SOURCE AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES

TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated)
TOTALS (Ibs/day, mitigated)

Percent Reduction

ROG
4.32
430

0.46

26.82

6.45

ROG
32.99

31.12

567

Z
>

28.91
27.00

6.61

8.52
8.36

1.88

287.61
268.61

6.61

296.13
276.97

6.47

6.00

MaN

0.3%

7.88

PMi0 PM2.5
0.03 0.03
0.03 0.03
0.00 0.00

PMiG PA2.5

61.78 12.05

57.69 11.28
662 6.64

PMI1G PMZ5

61.81 12.08

57.72 11.28
662 6.62

co2
1,543.11
1,237.29

19.82

coz2
36,983.683
34,538.37

6.61

co2
38,627.04°
35,778.66

7.14
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61412009 2:47:51 PM

Area Source Mitigated Detail Report:

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES Summer Pounds Per Day, Mitigated

Sourge
Natural Gas
Hearth - No Summer Emissions
Landscape
Consumer Products
Architectural Coatings

TOTALS (Ibs/day, mitigated)

Qperational Mitigated Detail Report:

ROG

6.07

0.61
3.13
0.49

4.30

NOx

0.99

0.10

1.09

OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES Summer Pounds Per Day, Mitigated

Source
Condo/townhouse general
Library
High turnover (sit-down) rest.
Regnl shop. center
Strip mali

TOTALS (lbs/day, mitigated}

Operational Settings:

ROG
2.58
6.39
2.35

10.28
5.22

26.82

NOX
2.5%
6.31
2.04
10.85
B.21
27.06

0.63

773

8.36

Area Source Changes to Defaulis

CO
26.94
62.59
20.23

107.34
51.51

268.61

.00

0.00

s02
0.04
6.08
0.02
0.14
0.07

0.35

0.03

0.03

PM10
5.86
13.36
4.08
23.43
10.99

57 .69

PM2.5

0.00

0.03

0.03

PM25
A.A.A
2.61
0.7¢
457
2.14

11.25

1,223.25

14.04

1,237.29

co2
3,5610.65
8.005.98
2,452.94
13,986.37
6,583.43

34,539.37



Page: 4
61412008 2:47:51 PM

Includes correction for passby trips

includes the following doubie counting adjustment for internat trips:

Residential Trip % Reduction: 2.48 Nonresidential Trip % Reduction: 8.17

Analysis Year: 2016 Temperature (F): 80 Season: Summer

Emfac: Version : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006

Land Use Type
Condo/townhouse general
Library

High turnover (sit-down) rest.
Regnl shop. center

Strip mall

Vehicle Type

Light Auto

Light Truck < 3750 tbs

Light Truck 3751-5750 Ibs

Med Truck 5751-8500 lbs
Lite-Heavy Truck 8501-10,000 ibs
Lite-Heavy Truck 10,001-14,000 Ibs
Med-Heavy Truck 14,001.33,000 ibs

Heavy-Heavy Truck 33,001-60,00C bs

Symmary of Land Uses

Acreage Trip Rate
3.81 8.73
53.91

126.94

115.47

168.96

Unit Type
dwelling units
1000 sq ft
1000 sq ft
1000 sgft
1000 sq #

Vehicle Fleef Mix

Percent Type
53.6

6.8

22.8

10.C

15

0.5

6.9

05

Non-Catalyst

1.1
28
6.4
1.0
0.0
0.¢
0.0
6.0

No. Units
61.00
30.60

5.40
22.00

8.60

Total Trips
410.40
1,617.27
£685.45
2,533.64
1,375.65

6,622.41

Catalyst
98.7
$4.2
99.6
88.0
86.7
60.0
222

0.0

Total VMT
3,629.9%
8,277.15
2.508.92

14,515.87
6,807.57

35.738.50

Diesel

0.2
2.8
0.0

0.0

133
40.0

77.8

100.0



Page: 5
6/4/2009 2:47:51 PM

Vehicle Type
Other Bus
Urban Bus
Motorcycie
Schoo! Bus

Motor Home

trban Trip Length {miles}
Rurat Trip Length (miles)
Trip speeds {mph}

% of Trips - Residential

% of Trips - Commercial (by fand use}
Library

High turnover (sif-down) rest.

Regnl shop. center

Strip mali

Home-Work

127

176 -

30.0

329

Vehicle Fleet Mix

Percent Type Non-Catalyst
0.1 0.0
0.1 0.0
23 696
0.1 0.0
0.8 0.0
Trave!l Conditions
Residential
Home-Shop Home-Other
7.0 9.5
2.1 14.9
300 30.0
18.0 481

Catalyst

0.0

0.0

304

0.0

875

Commercial

Commute Non-Work
133 74
15.4 9.6
30.0 30.0
50 25
590 2.5
2.0 1.0
2.0 1.0

Diesel
100.6
100.0

0.0
100.0

12.5

Customer
89
12.6

30.0

925
825
97.0

§7.0
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6/4/2009 2:49:04 PM
Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4
Combined Annual Emissions Reports (Tons/Year)

File Name: L\ESP\LA Co\Long Beach\08-62230 Long Beach North Village Redev EIR\DocumentADEIRAppendices\Air Quality\NV OPERATIONAL
Urbemis.urb924 ‘

Project Name: North Village Overall Operations

Project Location: Los Angeles Oo:m,é

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007 ‘



Page: 2
67412009 2:49:04 PM
Surmmary Report:

AREA SCURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES

TOTALS {tonsfyear, unmitigated}
TOTALS (tons/year, mitigated)

Percent Reduction
OPERATIONAL (VEHICLE} EMISSION ESTIMATES
TOTALS (tens/year, unmitigated)

TOTALS {tons/year, mitigated)

Percent Reduction

SUM OF AREA SOURCE AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES

TOTALS {tons/year, unmitigated)
TOTALS (tons/vear, mitigated)

Percent Reduction

£.80

1.10

6.52

ROG
£.43
6.06

575

NOx
0.26
0.21

19.23

565
528

6.55

NOx
5.91

549

1.86

1.06

cQ
52.35
48.88

6.63

5423
50.74

6.44

PM10 PM2.5
4.06 0.06
0.06 0086
0.00 0.00

emio PM2.5

11.28 220

10.54 2.05
6.56 6.82

BMi0 PM2.5

11.34 226

10.60 211
6.53 £.64

co2
,537.09
6,105.00

5.61

Y
X3

6,826.54
6,338.63

7.15
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Area Source Mitigated Detall Report:

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES Annual Tons Per Year, Mitigated

Seurce
Naturat Gas
Hearih
Landscape
Consumer Products

Architectural Coatings

TOTALS {tons/year, mitigated)

Operational Mitigated Detait Report:

ROG
0.01
0.12
0.11
0.57
0.08

0.90

NOx
0.18
0.01
6.02

.21

0.12
0.33

741

1.86

Area Source Changes to Defaults

OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES Annual Tons Per Year, Mitigated

Source
Condo/townhouse general
Library
High turnover (sit-down) rest.
Regnl shop. center
Strip mall

TOTALS (tons/year, mitigaied)

Operational Settings:

ROG
G.48
1.23
0.46
1.98
1.01

516

NOX
0.51
1.23
0.40
212
1.02

528

CO
4,86
11.40
3.7
19.52
8.39

48.88

6.00
0.00

0.00

502
0.0
0.01
6.00
0.02
0.01

0.05

0.05

0.01

0.08

PM1G
1.07
244
0.74
428
2.01

16.54

PM2.5
" .00
0.0
0.01

0.08

PM256
0.21
0.48
0.14
0.83
0.39
2.05

233.63

CcC2
620.54
141513
43373
2,471,892
1,163.68
6,105.00
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§/4/2009 2:49:04 PM

includes correction for passby trips

Includes the following doubie counting adjusiment for infernal trips:

Residential Trip % Reductions: 2,48 Nonresidential Trip % Reduction: 0.17

Analysis Year: 2016 Season: Annual

Emfac: Version | Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006

Land Use Type
Condoftownhouse general
Librasy

High turnover {sit-down} rest.
Regni shop. center

Strip matt

Vehicle Type

Light Auto

Light Truck < 3750 ibs

Light Truck 3751-5750 ibs

Med Truck 5751-8500 Ibs
Lite-Heavy Truck 8501-10,000 |bs
Lite-Heavy Truck 10,001-14,600 lbs
Med-Heavy Truck 14,001-33,000 lbs

Heavy-Heavy Truck 33,001-60.00¢ bs

Acreage Trip Rate
3.81 6,73
5391

126.94

11517

156.96

. Unit Type
dweliing units
1000 sq ft
1006 sq ft
1000 sq fit

1000 sq ft

Vehicie Fleet Mix

Percent Type
536

6.8

228

16.0

15

0.5

09

0.5

Non-Catalyst

1.1
2.9
0.4
1.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

No. Units
£1.00
30.00

5.40
22.00

8.60

Total Trips
410.40
1.617.27
885.45
2,533.64
1,375.65

6,622 41

Cataiyst
8987
842
996
990
86.7
60.0
222

0.0

Total VMT
3,629.99
827715
2,508.82

14,515.87
6,807.57
35,739.50

Diesei
0.2
29
0.0
0.

13.3
40.0
77.8

100.0
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Vehicle Type
Cther Bus
Urban Bus
Motorcycle
Schoot Bus

Motor Home

Urban Trip Length {miles)
Rurat Trip Length (miles)
Trip speeds (mph}

% of Trips - Residential

% of Trips - Commerciai (by land use)
Library

High turnover (sit-down) rest.

Regni shop. cenfer

Strip mail

Vehicie Fleet Mix

Percent Type Non-Catalyst
0.1 ‘ 0.0
0.1 00
23 68.6
0.1 0.0
0.8 0.0

Travel Conditions

Residential
Home-Work Home-Shop rHome-Other
2.7 7.0 8.5
7.6 121 14.9
0.0 300 30.0
329 - 18.0 49.1

Catalyst

0.0

8.0

304

0.0

87.5

Cormmercial

Commutte Non-Work
13.3 7.4
154 86
30.0 30.0
50 2.5
5.0 25
2.0 1.0
2.0 1.0

Diesel
100.0
160.0

0.0
100.6

125

Customer
89
12.6

30.0

92.5
92.5
97.0
g7.0
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Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4
Combined Summer Emissions Reports (Pounds/Day)

File Name: L\ESPALA ColLong Beach\08-82230 Long Beach North Village Redev EIR\DocumentADEIR\Appendices\Air Qualit’\NVWBIlock Demo +
const.urb8924

Project Name: NV West demo and const

Project Location; Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007
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Summary Report:

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NQx
2010 TOTALS (Ibs/day unmitigated} 432 40.93
2011 TOTALS {ibs/day unmitigated) 1.39 10.20
2012 TOTALS (Ibsiday unmitigated) 14.49 9.39
AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES
ROG
TOTALS ({bsiday, unmitigated) 3.36

OPERATIONAL (VEMICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES
ROG

TOTALS (Ibs/day, unmitigated) 3.96

SUM OF AREA SOURCE AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES
ROG

TOTALS (lbsfday, unmitigated) 1332

Construction Unmitigated Detail Report:

Co

19.95

1067

10.14

=
>

o
~
38

=
=

aunih
o~
[4]
o

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES Summer Pounds Per Day, Unmitigated

ROG NOx

0.01

0.01

4.08

126.30

131.28

802

32.10

6.04

0.64

PM10 Dust

PM10 Dust PM1§ Exhaust

1.93

562

0.55

P Exhaust

PM10 PM2.5 Dust PM2Z.5

Exhaus

34.02 6.71% 177

0.66 0.01 0.57

0.58 0.01 0.51
PM2.5 co2
.02 846 .69
PM2.5 co2
418 12,754 .43
PM2.5 coz2
4,20 13,601.12

PM10 PM2.5 Dust  PM2.5 Exhaust

0.58

0.52

1,770.67

1,770.57
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Time Stice 4/14/2010-5/7/2010
Active Days: 18

Demolition 04/14/2010-
05/07/20110

Fugitive Dust

Demeo Off Road Diese!
Demo On Road Diesel
Demo Worker Trips

TFime Slice 5/10/2010-6/18/2010
Active Days: 30

Mass Grading 05/10/2010-
06/18/2010

Mass Grading Dust

Mass Grading Off Road Dieset
Mass Grading On Road Diesel
Mass Grading Worker Trips

Time Slice 11/15/2010-12/10/2010
Active Days: 20

Asphait 11/15/201 o-w.m: 02010
Paving Off-Gas
Paving Off Road Diesel
Paving On Road Diesel

Paving Worker Trips

2.67

2.67

0.00

1.48
0.03

4.32

432

0.00
3.00
1.28
6.03
297

297
0.20
2.64
0.07

0.07

26.27 13.24
26.27 12.24
0.00 0.00
7.58 468
18.53 7.47
- 0.08 '1.09
40.93 19.95
46.93 19.95
0.00 0.00
2498 12.46
15.88 6.40
0.06 1.09
16.96 11.70
16,96 11.70
0.00 0.00
15.97 9.18
0.86 0.34
0.13 2.17

0.00
6.00
0.02
0.0
0.02

0.02

0.00
0.00
§.02
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

1067

10.67

10.58
0.00
6.08

0.01

32.02
0.00
0.67
G.01

0.02

0.02
0.00
6.00
0.00
0.01

1.38

1.38

0.00
0.59
0.78
0.00

183
1.93

0.00
1.25

0.67

£.00.

1.43

1.43
0.00
1.39
0.04

0.01

12.05
12.05

10.58
G.58
0.87

0.01

32.02
125
0.74
0.01

1.44

1.44
C.00
1.39
0.04

0.02

6.69
0.66
0.02
6.0o

0.01

0.01
0.00
£.00
0.00

0.60

127

1.27

0.00
0.54
0.72
0.00

A7

1.77

0.00

0.62
0.00

1.31

1.31
0.0C
1.27
.03

0.01

3.50

3.50

2.20
0.54
875
0.00

8.48

848

5.69

0.64
6.00

1.32

1.32
0.00
1.27
0.03
0.01

3,257.04
3,297.04

0.00
700.30
2,472.40
124.34

4.490.86
4,490.86

.00
2,247.32
2,118.20

124.34

1,634.83

1,634.83
6.00
1,272.04
114.11

248.69
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Time Slice 12/13/2018-12/31/2010
Active Days: 15

Buitding 12/13/2010-02/11/2012
Building Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips
Building Worker Trips

Time Slice 1/3/2011-12/30/2011
Active Days: 260

Building 12/13/2010-02/11/2012
Building Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips
Buiiding Worker Trips

Time Shce 1/2/2012-2/10/2012
Active Days: 30

Buiiding 12/13/2010-02/11/2012
Builging Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips
Building Worker Trips

Time Slice 2/14/2012-4/13/2012
Active Days: 44

Coating 02/14/2012-04/15/2012
Architectural Coating

Coating Worker Trips

Phase: Demoiition 4/14/2010 - 5/7/2010 - Default Demolition Description
Building Volume Total (cubic feet): 252700
Buiiding Volume Daily (cubic feet): 25200

1.51
1.21
0.14

017

=Y
el

1.38
1.11
013
015
1.28

128
1.03
0.12

G.14

14.48
14.48

0.0t

11.03

11.03
9.16

1.56

10.20
w..m‘_
1.41
0.28
9.39

9.39
7.87
i.26
0.26

0.02

0.02
0.00

0.02

11.25

11.25

4.81

10.14
4.56
1.06
452

0.41

0.41
0.00

.41

Phase Assumplions

0.61

0.0t
0.00

0.00

0.01
£.00
0.00
0.01

£.01

0.01
0.60
.00

0.01

0.0¢

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.04

0.04
G.00
0.01
0.03

0.04

0.04
0.ce
0.01
0.03
0.04

0.04
0.00
0.01
0.03

6.00

0.00
0.00

£.00

0.66

0.66
0.58
0.67
0.02

0.62

0.8z
0.54
0.08
0.02

0.55

0.55
0.45
0.05
£.02
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

6.70

6.70
0.58
0.08
0.04

0.66

0.66
0.54
0.07
0.04

0.58

0.59
0.48
0.06
0.04

0.00

0.0¢
0.00

.00

0.01

0.01
0.00
0.00
0.01

0.0t

0.01
0.00
6.00
0.01

0.01

e.01
0.00
0.0C
6.1

0.00

0.0¢
0.00

0.00

0.60

0.60
0.53
0.06
0.0t

0.57

0.57
0.50
0.05
0.01

.51

0.51
0.45
.05
0.01
0.0¢

0.00
0.00
0.00

G.00

0.0¢

0.00

0.00

1,770.80

1,770.80
883.39
282.55
594 86

1.770.67

1,770.67
893,39
282.56
594.73

1.770.57

1,770.67
893.38
282.56
594 63

53.68

53.6¢
6.0(

538t
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On Road Truck Travel (VMT): 583.33

Off-Road Equipment:

1 Concretefindusirial Saws (10 hp) operating at a 0.73 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 foad factor for 1 hours per day

2 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at & 0.55 load factor for 6 hours per day

Phase: Mass Grading 5/10/2010 - /18/2010 - Default Mass Site Grading/Excavation Description
Total Acres Disturbed: 3.15 ’
Maximum Daily Acreage Disturbed: 0.37
Fugitive Dust Level of Detail: Low
Onsite Cut/Fitl: 240 cubic yards/day; Offsite Cut/Fill: O cubic yards/day
On Road Truck Travel (VMT): 500
Off-Road Equipment:
1 Graders (174 hp) operating at a 0.61 ioad factor for 6 hours per day
1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 6 hours per day
1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day
"1 Water Trucks (189 hp) operating at a &.5 lead factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Paving 11/16/2010 - 12/10/2010 - Default Paving Description

Acres to be Paved: 1.5

Off-Road Equipment:

4 Cement and Morar Mixers (10 hp) operating at 2 0.56 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 Pavers {100 hp) operating at 2 0.62 load factor for 7 hours per day

1 Paving Equipment (104 hp) operating at a 0.53 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rotflers (95 hp) operating-at a 0.56 load factor for 7 hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day

Phase: Building Construction 12/13/2016 - 2/11/2012 - Default Building Construction Description
Off-Road Equipment:
1 Cranes (399 hp) operating at a 0.43 load factor for 4 hours per day
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2 Forkiifts (145 hp) operating at a o.w lead factor for 6 hours per day
1 Tractors/Loaders/Sackhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: >8£6a@6m Coating 2/14/2012 - 4/15/2012 - Default Architectural Coating Description
Rule: Residential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 100
Rule: Residential Interior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 50
Rule: Residentiat Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 250
Rule: Residential Exterior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 100
Rute: Nonresidential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250
Rule: Nonresidential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250
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Urbemis 2007 Version 8.2.4
Combined Annual Emissions Reports (Tons/Year)

File Name: L\ESP\LA Co\Long Beach\08-62230 Long Beach North Village Redev m_mﬁonaamwn%/om_mﬁvumnawommﬁw Quality\NVWBIlock Demo +
const.urb924

Project Name: NV West demo and const

Project Location: Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
Of-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007
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Summary Report:

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

2010 TOTALS (tons/year unmitigated)

2011 TOTALS (tonsfyear unmitigated)

2012 TOTALS (tons/year unmitigated)

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES

TOTALS {tonslyear, unmitigated)

ROG

0.13

0.18

0.34

OPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES

TOTALS (tonsfyear, unmitigated)

NOx

1.33

ROG

1.89

SUM OF AREA SOURCE AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES

TOTALS (tonsfyear, unmitigated)

Construction Unmitigated Detail Report:

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES Annual Tons Per Year, Unmitigated

ROG

ROG

282

NOx

0.62

1.39

0.18

NOx

293

co

0.00

0.60

Co
1.20

cQ
2274

23.94

502

PM10 Dust PM10 Exhaust

0.58 0.08
.00 c.08
0.00 0.01

802 PM10

0.00 0.05

S0z PM10

0.03 3.91

S02 PM10

0.03 398

PM10 Dust  PM10Exhaust

PM1G PM2.5 Dust eM2.5

Exhaust

0.64 0.12 0.06

0.08 ¢.00 .07

0.01 0.00 0.01
PM2.5 coz
0.04 161.45
PM2.5 coz
0.76 2,254 .44
pPMz2.5 cozZ
.80 2,415.89

PM10 PM2.5 Dust  PM2.5 Exhaust

0.08

£.01

£M2.5

]
1.§]

126.67
230.1%

2774

Q
O
RS
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2010

Demolition 04/14/2010-
0544712016

Fugitive Bust

Demo Off Road Diesel
Demo On Road Diesel
Demo Worker Trips

Mass Grading 05/10/2010-
06/18/2010

Mass Grading Dust
Mass Grading Off Road Diesel
Mass Grading On Road Diesel
Mass Grading Worker Trips
Asphait 11/15/2010-12/10/2010
Paving Off-Gas
Paving OF Road Diesel
Paving On Read Diesel
Paving Worker Trips
Buitding 12/13/2010-02/11/2012
Building Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips

Building Worker Trips

0.13
0.02

0.00
0.01
0.01
6.00

0.06

0.80
0.056
0.02
0.00
.03
0.00
0.03
0.60
¢.00
0.01
0.0t
0.00

£.00

1.1¢

0.24

0.00
0.07
0.17
0.00

0.61

0.00
837
0.24
0.60
0.17
0.00
0186
0.01
0.00
0.08
0.07
0.01

0.00

0.62

0.12

G.00
0.04
0.07
0.01
0.30

0.0G
0.19
G.10
0.02
012
0.00
0.08
0.00
002
6.08
0.04
0.01

0.04

0.00

6.00

0.00
0.00
6.00
0.00

0.G0

G.00
0.00
0.06
0.00
5.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
6.00
0.0¢
0.00
G.00

0.00

0.58

0.10

0.05
0.0C
0.00
6.00

0.48

0.48
6.00
0.00
0.0¢
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.0G
0.60

0.00

0.06

0.01

0.00
0.¢1
6.01
0.00

0.03

0.00
0.02
0.01
0.00
6.01
0.00
0.c1
0.00
0.00
0.0C
0.60
6.00
0.00

0.64

0.1

0.05
0.0%
G.01
0.00

0.5%

.48
0.62
0.01
0.00
G.01
0.00
0.0t
0.00
£.00
0.01
0.00
0.00
0.60

0.12

0.02

0.0t
0.00
0.60
G.00

0.10

016

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.0
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
6.00

0.06

0.01

0.0
G.00
0.01
0.00

0.03

6.00
0.02
0.01
0.00
0.01
0.00
0.01
6.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.0G

0.18

0.03

0.01
0.00
0.61
¢.00

0.13

010
6.02
0.01
.00
0.01
€.00
0.01
0.00

' 0.00

0.00
0.00
060

G.00

126,67

28.67

0.00
6.30

22.25

67.36

0.00
33.71
31.79

1.87
16.35

0.00
12.72

1.4

2.4%
13.2¢€

8.7C

2.1z

4.4€
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2011
Building 12/13/2010-02/11/2012
Building OF Road Ummmm_
Building Vendor Trips
Building Worker Trips
212
Building 12/13/2010-02/11/2012
Building Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips
Building Worker Trips
Coating 02/14/2012-04/15/2012
Architectural Coating

Coating Worker Trips

Phase: Demoiition 4/14/2010 - 5/7/2010 - Default Demolition Description
Building Voiume Total (cubic feet): 252700

Buliding Volume Daily (cubic feet): 25200

On Road Truck Travel {(VMT): 583.33

Off-Road Equipment:

1 Concrete/Industrial Saws (10 hp) operating at a 0,73 load factor for & hours per day

0.18
0.18
0.14
0.62
0.02
0.34
0.02
0.62
0.00
0.00
0.32
0.32

¢.00

1.33

1.33

0.18
£.04

014
012
0.02
0.00
0.0¢
0.00

0.00

1.39
1.38
0.61
0.15
0.63
0.16
0.15
0.67
G.02
g.07
0.01

0.6¢

0.01

1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp} cperating at a 0.59 lvad factor for 1 hours per day

2 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes {108 hp) operating at & 0.55 load factor for 6 hours per day

000
0.00
0.00
000
0.0C
0.60
£.00
0.00
0.00
0.60
0.00
0.00
0.00

Phase: Mass Grading 5/10/2010 - 8/18/2010 - Default Mass Site Grading/Excavation Description

Total Acres Disturbed: 3.15

.00
0.00
0.00
0.60
c.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.08
0.08

0.07

0.0

0.00
0.01
0.01
0.01
6.00
0.00
0.00
0.0

G.00

0.09
0.09
0.07
6.01
0.01
0.0%
0.01
G.01
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.060

£.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
£.00
0.00
0.60
0.00
6.00
0.00
0.00
0,00
6.00

0.07
¢.07
0.06
0.01
0.00
0.0t
0.01
0.1
0.60
0.00
0.00
0.0¢

0.Co

6.08
0.08
0.06
0.01
0.00
0.0t
0.01
0.01
0.00
£.00
0.00
0.0C

0.00

23018
230.19
116.14
3873
77.31
27.74
26.56
13.40
424
8.82
1.18
0.00

1.18
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Maximum Daily Acreage Disturbed: 0.37
Fugitive Dust Leve! of Detail: Low
Onsite Cut/Fill: 240 cubic yards/day, Offsite Cut/Fill: 0 cubic yards/day
On Road Truck Travel (VMT): 500
Off-Road Eguipment: ]
1 Graders :K hp) operating at 2 0.61 foad factor for 6 hours per day
1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at 2 0.59 toad factor for 6 hours per day
1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes {108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day
1 Water Trucks (189 hp) operating at a 0.5 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Paving 11/15/2010 - 12/10/2010 - Default Paving Description  ~

Acres to be Paved: 1.5

Off-Road Equipment:

4 Cement and Mortar Mixers (10 hp} operating at a 0.56 load factor for & hours per day

1 Pavers (100 hp) operating at a 0.62 foad factor for 7 hours per day

1 Paving Equipment (104 hp) operating at a 0.53 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rellers (95 hp) operating at & 0.56 load factor for 7 hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day

Phase: Building Construction 12/13/2010 - 2/11/2012 - Default Building Construction Description
Off-Read Equipment:

1 Cranes (399 hp) cperating at & 0.43 load factor for 4 hours per day

2 Forklifts {145 hp) operating at a 0.3 load factor for & hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a §.58 foad factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Architectural Coating 2/14/2012 - 4/15/2012 - Default Architectural Coating Description
Rule: Residential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 100
Rule: Residential Interior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 5
Rule: Residential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 250
Rule: Residential Exterior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 108
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Rule: Nonresidential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250
Rule: Nonresidential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250



Summary of Three Acre Site Example Resuits By Phase and Equipment

Demolition of Existing 17,700 Square Foot Structure

Vehicle Description ‘i‘:ui’;; Hours  Trips  Length co NOx PM10 PM2.5
Concrete/Industrial Saws 1 8.0 3.47 5.52 0.46 0.43
Rubber Tired Dozers 1 8.0 12,02 25.00 112 1.00
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 2 8.0 6.39 11.56 0.93 0.83
Haul Trucks 2 50 2.56 837 0.399 0.367
Total Onsite Emissions 244 * 2.9 2.6
Localized Significance Thresheold 827 66 7 5
Exceed Significance? NO * NO NO
* See Urbemis 2007 modeling results for this calculation.

Site Preparation .

Vehicle Description \'fi ‘;l‘i;fe Hours  Trips  Length co NOX PMI0 PM25
Scrapers 2 8.0 21.24 2.49 2.02
Graders . ] 7.0 4,50 0.93 0.59
‘Fractors/Loaders/Backhoes I 4.0 1.60 1.94 0.57
Haul Trucks 5 25 3.21 0.499 0.459
Water Trucks 3 26 2.00 0.31 0,285
Total Onsite Emissions 32,5 * 6.2 3.9
Localized Significance Threshold 827 66 7 5
Exceed Significance? NO * NO NQ
* See Urbemis 2007 modeling results for this calculation.

Grading

Vehicle Description ‘Z :i::)lfe Hours Trips Length CcO - NOx PM10 PM2.5
Graders I 8.0 5.14 12.19 1.43 1.05
Scrapers _ ] 8.0 10.62 24.50 1.01 0.66
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 7.0 2.80 5.00 211 0.72
Hau! Trucks ' 5 0.1 0.0t 0.04 0.0020 0.002
Water Trucks 3 4.4 0,34 1.i0 (.05 0.05
Total Onsite Emisstons 189 * 4.6 2.5
Localized Significance Threshold 827 66 7 5
Exceed Significance? NO * NO NO
% See Urbemis 2007 modeling results for this calculation.

Building of 95,000 Square Foot Structure

Vehicie Descriplion \/Ne:i::)ife Hours Trips Length CO NOx PMI0 PM2.5
Forklifts 2 7.0 3.31 7.78 0.42 0.39
Cranes 1 8.0 4,56 12.23 0.54 0.50
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 6.0 2.40 4.34 0.34 0.3}
Generator Sets ! 8.0 2.70 5.37 0.33 0.30
.Electric Welders 3 8.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Haul Trucks 30 0.1 0.08 0.25 0.012 0.011
Water Trucks 3 45 0.35 113 0.05 0.05
Total Onsite Emissions 13.4 " 17 1.6
Localized Significance Threshold 827 66 7 5
Exceed Significance? NO * NO NO

* See Urbemis 2007 modeling results for this calculation.



Summary of Three Acre Site Example Results By Phase and Equipment

Architectural Coating and Asphalt Paving of Parking Lot

No. of

Vehicle Description Vehicle Hours Trips Length CO NOx PM10 PM2.5
Pavers 1 8.0 4,60 8,26 0.59 0.54
Paving Equipment | 8.0 3.63 7.52 0.52 0.48
Rollers 2 8.0 6.84 13.07 0.92 0.85
Cement and Mortar Mixers I 3.0 0.13 0.19 0.0 0.01
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes i 8.0 3.19 578 0.45 0.41
Haul Trucks 9 0.1 0.02 0.08 0.004 0.004
Water Trucks 3 4.5 0.35 . 1.13 0.05 0.05
Total Onsite Emissions I8.8 * 2.5 2.3
L.ocalized Significance Threshold 827 66 7 5
Exceed Significance? NO ¥ NO NO

* See Urbemis 2007 modeling results for this calculation.
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Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4
Combined Summer Emissions Reports {(Pounds/Day)

Fiie Name: LA\ESP\LA Co\Long Beach\08-62230 Long Beach North Village Redev EIR\DocumentADEIR\Appendices\Air Quality\NVEBlock Demo +
const.urb924

Project Name: NV East demo and const

Project Location: Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on; Version : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

Summary Report:
CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx cO 8502 PMI1t Dust PM10 Exhaust PM10  PM2.5 Dust PM2.5 PMZ2.5 coz

Exhaust
2013 TOTALS (lbs/day unmitigated) 370 33.58 17.23 6.0z 35.51 1.51 37.0% 7.43 1.38 8.81 4,793.54
2014 TOTALS (ibs/day unmitigated) 2.54 13.93 10.88 0.0% €.03 110 112 6.0t 1.02 1.02 1,723.43
2015 TOTALS (Ibs/day unmitigated) 33.08 664 7.67 .01 0.03 (.38 0.41 0.01 0.35 0.36 1,508.98

Construction Unmitigated Detait Report:

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES Summer Pounds Per Day, Unmitigated

ROG NOx co 502 PMI10 Dust  PM10 Exhaust PMI10 PM2.5 Dust PM2.5Exhaust PMZ2.5 coz
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Time Shice 4/8/2013-6/14/2613
Active Days: 50

Demolition 04/08/2013-
06/14/2013

Fugitive Dust

Demo Off Road Diesel
Democ On Road Diesel
Demo Worker Trips

Time Slice 6/17/2013-8/2/2013
Active Days: 35 :

Mass Grading 06/17/2013-
Q8/02/2013

Mass Grading Dust

Mass Grading Off Road Diesel
Mass Grading On Road Diesel
Mass Grading Worker Trips

Time Stice 12/16/2013-12/31/2013
Active Days: 12

Asphalt 12/16/2013-01/03/2014
Paving Off-Gas
Paving Off Road Diesel
Paving On Road Diesel

Paving Worker Trips

1.63
163

0.60
0.91
0.68
0.03

3.7¢
370

0.00
2.55
112
5.03
269

269
0.35
219
0.09

G.05

14.34
14.34

0.0C
6.35
7.94

0.05

0.00
20.56
12.97

0.05

"14.79

14.79
0.60
13.60
1.09

0.10

8.50
8.50

0.00
4.40

3.22

o
&
&

0.00
11.40
525
0.88

1.1

11.11
0.00
8.61
0.44

1.76

0.00
0.00
6.02
0.00
0.0¢

0.060
0.00
0.00
0.0¢

0.00

10.64

16.64

10.58
0.60
0.05

0.01

35.42
0.00
0.08
0.01

6.02

0.02
0.00
0.00
£.01

0.0%

0.0C
0.68
6.52
0.00

1.20

1.20
0.00
1.15
0.04

0.0

11.40

11.40

10.58
0.44
0.37
0.01

37.01
37.01

35.42
0.98
0.60
0.01

1.21

1.21

0.00

0.05

0.02

222

2.22

2.20
0.00
6.02
0.00

7.43

7.43

7.40
0.00
0.03
6.00
0.0t

0.01
0.00

0.00

.0.00

0.00

0.00
041
0.29

G.00

0.00
6.91
0.48
0.00

1.10

1.10
0.00
1.05
0.04

0.01

292

2.20
0.41

0.31

7.40
0.91
0.50
0.00

1.1

0.0¢
1.05
0.04
0.01

2,308.02

2,308.02

0.0
706.30
1,483.44
124.28

4.793.54

4,793.54

0.00
2,247 32
2.421.94

124.28

1,723.45

1,723.45
0.00
1,272.04
202.86

248 56
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Time Slice 1/1/2014-1/3/2014 Active
Days: 3

Asphalt 12/16/2013-01/03/2014
Paving Of-Gas
*umsz,m Off Road Dieset
Paving On Road Diesel
Paving Worker Trips

Time Slice 1/6/2014-12/31/2014
Active Days: 258

Buiiding 01/06/2014-01/09/2015
Buitding Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips

" Building Worker Trips

Time Slice 1/1/2015-1/9/2015 Active
BDays: 7

Building 01/06/2014-01/09/2015
Building Off Road Diese!
Buitding Vendor Trips
Buiiding Worker Trips

Time Slice 1/12/2015-2/27/2015
Active Days: 35

Coating 01/12/2015-02/27/2015
Architectural Coating

Coating Worker Trips

Phase: Demolition 4/8/2013 - 6/14/2013 - Default Demolition Description

2.06
0.08
0.05

1.02

1.02
0.88
0.06
0.08

0.85

0.95
0.83
0.04
0.08

33.08

33.08
33.08

6.01

13.93
0.00
12.89
0.95
0.08
7.35

7.35
670
0.48
0.18

6.64

664
6.06
0.42
0.16
0.02

0.02
0.00
0.02

10.88
0.00
8.85
0.3¢9
1.64

7.99

7.99
4.39
0.45
318

.67

7.67
4.31
0.42
2.94

0.33

0.33

0.060

0.33

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
6.00
0.00

0.01

0.01
0.00
0.00

0.00

1!3‘
L=
y

0.01

.0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
.00
6.00

0.00

c.0z

0.02
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.01
0.03
0.03
0.00
0.00
0.02

0.03

0.03
G.00
0.00
0.02

0.00

0.00
0.60

0.00

-y
Y
L]

1.06
0.04
G.01
0.40
o.wo
0.37
0.02
0.61
0.38

6.38
0.35
0.02
0.01
0.00

0.00
.00

6.00

1.12
0.00
1.06
0.04
.02
0.43

0.43
0.37
0.02
0.04

0.41

.41
035
0.02
0.04

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

.01

0.01
0.00
0.0o
0.00
0.00

£.01

0.01
0.00

0.0¢

C.01
6.00
0.00
0.01
0.0

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.03
0.0

0.37

0.37
.34
6.02
0.01

0.35

0.35
0.32
0.02
0.01

€.00

0.00
0.00
0.0

1.02
0.00
0.98
0.c4
0.01

0.38

0.38
0.34

0.02

G.36
0.32
0.02
0.02

0.0G

060
0.00

.00

1.723.43

1,723.43
0.00
1272.04
202.86
248.53
1.508.02

1,500.02
893.39
138.44
476.19

1.508.98

1,508.98
893.39
130.45
476.14

53.28

53.28
8.00

53.28
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Building Volume Total (cubic feet): 1120000

Building Volume Daily {cubic feet): 25200

On Read Truck Trave! (VMT): 350

Cff-Read Equipment:

1 Concretefindustrial Saws (10 hp) operating at a 0.73 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at 2 0.59 load factor for 1 hours per day

2 Tractorsfl.oaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 6 hours per day

Phase: Mass Grading 6/17/2013 - 8/2/2013 - Defauit Mass Site Grading/Excavation Description
Total Acres Disturbed: 3.15
Maximum Daily Acreage Disturbed: 0.71
Fugitive Dust Level of Detail: Low
Onsite Cut/Fill: 240 cubic yards/day, Offsite Cut/Fill: 0 cubic yards/day
On Road Truck Travel (WVMT): 571.43
Off-Road Equipment:
1 Graders (174 hp) operating at a 0.61 load facter for 6 hours per day
1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 6 hours per day
1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at & 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day
1 Water Trucks (189 hp) operating at a 0.5 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Paving 12/16/2013 - 1/3/2014 - Defautt Paving Description

Acres to be Paved: 2

Off-Road Equipment:

4 Cement and zmolmﬂ Mixers (10 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 Pavers {100 hp) operating at a 0.62 load factor for 7 hours per day

1 Paving Equipment (104 hp) operating at a 0.53 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rollers (95 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 7 hours per day

4+ Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes {108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day

Phase: Building Construction 1/6/2014 - 1/9/2015 - Default Building Construction Description



Page: 5

61412009 2:56:09 PM

Cif-Road Equipment:

1 Cranes (399 hp) operating at a 0.43 load factor for 4 hours per day

2 Forklifts {145 hp) operating at a 0.3 load factor for & hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Architectural Coating 1/12/2015 - 2/27/2015 - Default Architectural Coating Description
Rule: Residential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 100
Rule: Residential interior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies 2 VOC of 50
Rule: Residential Exterior Coatings begins 111/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 250
Rule: Residential Exterior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 100
Rule: Nonresidentiat Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies aVOC of 250
Rule: Nonresidential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies 2 VOC of 250
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Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4
Combined Annual Emissions Reports (Tons/Year)

E_mZmBmHw.;mm?go@?o:mmmmowsm-mmmmcron@wmmn:z%sg:mmmmmam,\ mmm/UoocEmﬂﬁwm“m‘qunm:awommﬁwOcm:gz<mw_oowGm30+
const.urb924 :

Project Name: NV East demo and const

Project Location: Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

Summary Report:

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx co S$02 PM10 Dust PM10 Exhaust PMi0 PM2.5 Bust PM2.5 PM2.5 co2

Exhaus
2013 TOTALS (fons/year unmitigated) 0.12 1.03 0.58 0.00 - 0.89 0.05 0.94 0198 0.05 .23 151.93
2014 TOTALS (tonslyear unmitigated) 814 0.97 1.0% 0.00 0.0G 005 .06 0.00 0.05 0.05 197.25
2015 TOTALS {tonsfyear unmitigated) 0.58 002 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 C.00 8.00 0.00 6.21

Construction Unmitigated Detail Report:

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES Annual Tons Per Year, Unmitigated

RCG NOx co 502 PM10 Dust  PM10 Exhaust PMIC PM2.5Dust  PM2.5Exhaust PM2.5 coz
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2013 0.12 1.03 0.58 ‘ 0.60 0.89 0.05 0.94 0.19 0.05 0.23 151.83
Demolition 04/08/2013- 0.04 0.36 0.21 0.00 0.27 002 0.29 0.06. 0.02 0.07 57.70
06/14/2013

Fugitive Bust 0.00 .00 0.60 0.00 0.24 £.00 0.24 0.05 - 0.00 0.05 0.00
Deme Off Road Diesel 0.02 .m; 6 .11 0.00 .00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.0 17.51
Demo 03 Road Diesel 0.02 0.20 0.08 0.60 0.00 0.01 0.0% 0.00 0.01 . 0.01 37.08
Demo Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 060 0.00 0.00 6.00 0.0C 3.1
Mass Grading 06/17/2013- 0.06 0.59 0.30 6.00 0.62 0.03 .65 0.13 0.02 0.15 . 83.88
08/02/2013 ,
Mass Grading Dust 8.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.62 . 0.00 0.62 0.13 0.00 6.13 0.00
Mass Grading Off Road Diesel 0.04 0.36 .18 0.00 .00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.62 0.02 3833
Mass Grading On Road Diesei 0.02 0.23 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 42.38
Mass Grading Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.60 0.00 o.bo G.00 0.00 217
Asphalt 12/16/2013-01/03/2014 0.02 0.09 0.67 0.00 0.60 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 10.34
Paving Off-Gas 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.00 0.060 £.00 0.06 G.00 0.00
Paving OFf Road Diesel 0.01 0.08 £.05 0.00 6.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.61 6.0t | 7.63
Paving On Road Diesel 0.0C .01 0.00 0.c0 0.00 0.0C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.22

Paving Worker Trips 0.60 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.c0 0.00 0.0G .00 0.00 1.48
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2014
Asphait 12/16/2013-01/03/2014
Paving Off-Gas
Paving Off Road Diesel
Paving On Road Diesel
Paving Worker Trips
Building 01/06/2014-01/09/2015
Building Off Road Dieset
Buitding Vendor Trips
Building Worker Trips
2015
Building 01/06/2014-01/09/2015
Building Off Road Dieset
Building Vendor Trips
Building Worker Ttips
Coating 01/12/2015-02/27/2015
Architectural Coating

Coating Worker Trips

Phase: Demotition 4/8/2013 - 6/14/2013 - Default Demolition Description
Building Volume Total (cubic feet): 1120000
Building Volume Daily (cubic feet): 25200

On Road Truck Travel (WMT): 350
Off-Road Equipment:

0.14
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.60
0.13
.11
0.01
0.01
0.58
0.00
£.00
0.00
0.00
0.58
0.58

G.00

0.97
0.02
G.00
0.02
0.00
0.60
0.95
0.86
0.08
0.02
0.02
0.62
G.02
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

1.05
0.62
0.00
0.0¢
0.00
0.06
1.03
Q.57
6.06
0.41
0.03
0.03
0.0z
6.00
0.01
0.01
0.00

0.61

0.00
0.00
0.60
0.00
6.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
08.00
0.00
0.0%
0.00
0.00
6.00
0.00

0.00

0.60
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.60
.00
£.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
¢.00
0.00
0.00
0.0
0.00

.00

0.05
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.05
0.05
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

6.00

0.06
5.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.06
0.05
0.00
0.00
0.00
.00

0.060

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
6.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
6.00
0.00
0.00
0.0
0.60

0.00

0.05
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.0G
0.05
0.04
6.00
0.00
0.00
0.0C
0.60
0.00
6.00
0.00
0.06

0.00

0.05
G.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
£.05
0.04
0.00
0.6¢
0.00
6.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

197.25
2.58
0.00
1.91
0.30
6.37

184.66

116.25

17.99
61.43
621
528
3.13
0.49
167
0.83
6.00

0.83
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1 Concrete/industriat Saws (10 hp) operating at a 0,73 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rubber Tired Dozers {357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 1 roca per day

2 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 6 hours per day

Phase: Mass Grading 6/17/2013 - 8/2/2013 - Default Mass Site Grading/Excavation Om.mo%mo:
Totaf Acres Disturbed: 3.15
Maximum Daily Acreage Disturbed: 0.71
Fugitive Dust Leve! of Detail: Low
Onsite Cub/Fili, 240 cubic yards/day; Offsite Cut/Fill: 0 cubic yards/day
On Road Truck Travei (VMT): 571.43
Off-Read Equipment:
4 Graders (174 hp) operating at a 0.61 load factor for 6 hours per day
1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 6 hours per day
1 Tractors/l.oaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 foad factor for 7 hours per day
1 Water Trucks {189 hp) operating at a 0.5 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Paving 12/16/2013 - 1/312014 - Default Paving Description

Acres to be Paved: 2

Off-Road Equipment:

4 Cement and Mortar Mixers {10 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 tm,@m (106 hp) operating at 2 0.62 load factor for 7 hours per day

1 Paving Equipment {104 hp) operating at a 0.53 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rollers (85 hp) operating at a 0.56 lead factor for 7 hours per day

1 Tractors/l.oaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at & 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day

Phase: Building Construction 1/6/2014 - 1/8/2015 - Default Building Construction Description
Off-Road Equipment:

1 Cranes (396 hp) operating at 2 0.43 load factor for 4 hours per day

2 Forklifts (145 hp) operating at a 0.3 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp} operating at a 0.55 load factor for 8 hours per day
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Phase: Architectural Coating 1/12/2015 - 2/27/2015 - Default Architecturat Coating Description
Rule: Residentiat Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 100
Rule: Residential Interior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 50
Rute: Residential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 250
Rule: Residential Exterior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 100
Rule: Nonresidential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250
Rule: Nonresidential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250



Summary of Three Acre Site Example Results By Phase and Equipment

Demolition of Existing 80,000 Square Foot Structure

No. of

Vehicle Deseription Vehicle Hours Trips Length CO NOx ' FM10 PM2.5
Concrete/Industrial Saws } 8.0 3.47 5.52 0.46 0.43
Rubber Tired Dozers I 8.0 i2.02 25.00 1.28 1.03
Tractors/L.oaders/Backhoes 2 8.0 6.39 11.56 1.09 0.86
Haul Trucks 8 30 10.26 33.48 1.597 1,469
Total Onsite Emissions 32.1 ¥ 4.4 3.8
Localized Significance Threshold 827 66 7 5
Exceed Significance? NO * NO NO
* See Urbemis 2007 modeling results for this calculation,

Site Preparation

Vehicle Description fe‘;igfe Hours  Trips  Length Co NOx PM10 PM2.5
Scrapers : 2 8.0 21.24 2.49 2.02
Graders ] 7.0 4.50 0.93 0.59
Tractors/i.oaders/Backhoes 1 40 1.60 1.94 0.57
Faul Trucks 5 25 3.21 0.499 0.459
Water Trucks 3 26 2.00 0.31 0,283
Total Onsite Emissions 32.5 * 6.2 3.9
Localized Signiicance Threshold 827 66 7 5
Exceed Significance? NO * NO NO
* See Urbemis 2007 modeling results for this caleulation.

Grading

Vehicke Description ‘l:le :iz;; Hours Trips Length co NOx PM10 PMVI2.5
Graders Y ' 514 12.19 43 1.05
Scrapers ‘ | 8.0 H).62 24.50 1.01 0.66
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 7.0 2.80 5.06 2,11 0.72
Faul Trucks 5 0.1 0.01 0.04 (1.6020 0,002
Water Trucks . 3 4.4 0.34 [.10 0,05 0.05
Total Onsite Emissions 18.9 * 4.6 2.5
Localized Significance Threshold 827 66 7 5
Exceed Significance? NO * NO NO
* See Urbeniis 2007 modeling results for this caiculation, '

Building of 62,710 Square Foot Structure

Vehicle Description ‘Z (;i:lfe Hours Trips Length 1 80) NOx PMI0 PM2.5
Forklifis 2 7.0 3.31 7.78 0.42 0.39
Cranes I 8.0 4.56 12.23 0.54 0.50
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes i 6.0 2.40 434 0.34 0.31
Generalor Sets 1 8.0 2,70 5.37 0.33 0.30
Electric Welders 3 8.0 N/A N/A N/A, N/A
Haul Trucks 30 0. 0,08 0.25 0.012 0.011
Water Trucks 3 4.5 0.35 1.13 0.03 0.05
Total Onsite Emissions 13.4 * 1.7 L6
Localized Significance Threshold 827 66 7 5
Exceed Significance? NO * NQ NO

* See Urbemis 2007 modeling results for this caleulation,



Summary of Three Acre Site Example Resuits' By Phase and Equipment

Architectural Coating and Asphalt Paving of Parking Lot

Vehicle Description ‘ \’l‘l’}'i‘c’:e Hours  Trips  Length co NOx PMI10 PM2.5
Pavers : 1 8.0 4.60 8.26 0.59 0.54
Paving Equipment 1 8.0 3.63 7.52 0,52 0.48
Roilers 2 8.0 6.84 13.07 0.92 0.85
Cement and Mortar Mixers I 3.0 0.13 0.19 0.0t 0.01
TractorsfL.oaders/Backhoes i 8.0 319 5.78 (.45 0.41
Haul Trucks 9 0.1 0.02 0.08 0.004 6.004
Water Trucks 3 4.5 0.35 1.13 0.08 0.05
Total Onsite Emissions 18.8 * 2.5 2.3
Localized Significance Threshold 827 66 7 . §
Exceed Significance? NO * NO NO

* See Urbemis 2Q07 modeling results for this calculation.



Greenhouse Gas Emission Worksheet

Operational Emissions North Village

Electricity Generation * (kWH) Project units  Project Usage

Commercial consumption 16,750 per KSF 66 1,105,500

Residential Consumption 7,000 per unit 61 427,000
Total 1,532,500

* Generation Factor Source: CAPCOA, January 2008. CEQA and Climate Change.

Total Project Annual KWh: 1,532,500 kWH/year
Project Annual MWh: 1,533 MWH/year
Emission Factors:

co2* 804.54 Ibs/MWh/year
CH4 ** 0.0067 Ibs/MWh/year
N20 ** 0.0037 Ibs/MWh/year

Total Annual Operational Emissions (metric tons) =
(Electricity Use (kWh) x EF)/2,204.62 Ibs/metric ton

Conversion to Carbon Dioxide Equivalency (CO2e) Units based on Global Warming Potential (GWP)

CH4 21 GWP
N20 310 GWP
1 ton (short, US) = 0.90718474 metric ton

Annual Operational Emissions:

Total Emissions Total CO2e Units
CO2 emissions, electricity: 616.5 tons 559.3 metric tons CO2e
CO2 emissions***: 289.0 tons 262.2 metric tons CO2e
CH4 emissions: 0.0047 metric tons 0.1 metric tons CO2e
N20 emissions: 0.0026 metric tons 0.8 metric tons CO2e
|Project Total 822.3 metric tons CO2e |

References

* Table C.1: EPA eGRID CO2 Electricity Emission Factors by Subregion (Year 2000)
** Table C.2: Methane and Nitrous Oxide Electricity Emission Factors by State and Region (Average years 2001-1003)
*** URBEMIS Annual Emissions output for Area Source emissions; includes natural gas combustion for heating.

Sources: California Climate Action Registry General Reporting Protocol, Reporting Entity-Wide Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Version 3.1, January 2009.
Third Assessment Report, 2001, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, U.S. Greeenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks, 1990-2000 (April 2002).



Greenhouse Gas Emission Worksheet
Mobile Emissions North Village

From URBEMIS 2007 Vehicle Fleet Mix Output:

Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT): 36,992 (Net: Proposed - Existing)
Annual VMT: 13,502,080
N20
CH4 Emission N20
Percent CH4 Emission Emission [Factor Emission

Vehicle Type Type Factor (g/mile)* (g/mile) (g/mile)*  (g/mile)
Light Auto 53.4% 0.04  0.02136 0.04 0.02136
Light Truck < 3750 Ibs 6.8% 0.05 0.0034 0.06 0.00408
Light Truck 3751-5750 Ibs 22.9% 0.05 0.01145 0.06 0.01374
Med Truck 5751-8500 Ibs 10.1% 0.12  0.01212 0.2 0.0202
Lite-Heavy Truck 8501-10,000 Ibs 1.5% 0.12 0.0018 0.2 0.003
Lite-Heavy Truck 10,001-14,000 Ibs 0.5% 0.09  0.00045 0.125 0.000625
Med-Heavy Truck 14,001-33,000 Ibs 0.9% 0.06  0.00054 0.05 0.00045
Heavy-Heavy Truck 33,001-60,000 Ibs 0.5% 0.06 0.0003 0.05 0.00025
Other Bus 0.1% 0.06  0.00006 0.05 0.00005
Urban Bus 0.1% 0.06  0.00006 0.05 0.00005
Motorcycle 2.3% 0.09 0.00207 0.01 0.00023
School Bus 0.1% 0.06  0.00006 0.05 0.00005
Motor Home 0.8% 0.09 0.00072 0.125 0.001

Total 0.05439 0.065085

* from Table C.4: Methane and Nitrous Oxide Emission Factors for Mobile Sources by Vehicle and Fuel Type (g/mile).
Assume Model year 2000-present, gasoline fueled.
Source: California Climate Action Registry General Reporting Protocol, Reporting Entity-Wide Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Version 3.1, January 2009.

Total Emissions (metric tons) =

Emission Factor by Vehicle Mix (g/mi) x Annual VMT(mi) x 0.000001 metric tons/g

Conversion to Carbon Dioxide Equivalency (CO2e) Units based on Global Warming Potential (GWP)

CH4 21 GWP
N20 310 GWP
1 ton (short, US) = 0.90718474 metric ton
Annual Mobile Emissions:
Total Emissions Total CO2e units
CO2 Emissions* : 6,693.0 tons CO2 6,071.8 metric tons CO2e
CH4 Emissions: 0.7344 metric tons CH4 15.4 metric tons CO2e
N20 Emissions: 0.8788 metric tons N20 272.4 metric tons CO2e

| Project Total:  6,359.6 metric tons CO2e |

* From URBEMIS 2007 results for mobile sources
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Executive Summary

This report was prepared for the purpose of assisting the City of Long Beach in their compliance with the Cali-
fornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as it relates to historic resources, in connection with the develop-
ment of the North Village Center project. The project site consists of four city blocks bounded by 59th Street
on the north, South Street on the south, Linden Avenue on the west and Lime Avenue on the east. [Figure 1]

This project will result in the demolition of all buildings remaining on the project site and the construction of
up to 170 units of housing, approximately 50,000 square feet of retail/commercial space, a public library of
approximately 25,000 square feet and a community center of approximately 10,000 square feet, public and
private open space, private and public parking facilities, and offsite improvements.

This report assesses the historical and architectural significance of potentially significant historic properties
in accordance with the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the California Register of Historical Re-
sources (CRHR) Criteria for Evaluation, and City of Long Beach Landmark criteria. A determination will be
made as to whether adverse environmental impacts on historic resources, as defined by CEQA and the CEQA
Guidelines, may occur as a consequence of the proposed project, and recommend the adoption of mitigation
measures, as appropriate.

This report was prepared by San Buenaventura Research Associates of Santa Paula, California, Judy Triem, His-
torian; and Mitch Stone, Preservation Planner, for Rincon Consultants, Inc., and is based on a field investiga-
tion and research conducted in August, 2008. The conclusions contained herein represent the professional
opinions of San Buenaventura Research Associates, and are based on the factual data available at the time of
its preparation, the application of the appropriate local, state and federal requlations, and best professional
practices.

Summary of Findings

The proposed project was found to have the potential to have a significance and adverse impact on three his-
toric resources located on the project site (Class I). Mitigation measures have been proposed to reduce these
impacts. The residual impacts after mitigation were found to remain significant and adverse. The project was

found to have the potential to adversely impact the integrity of the setting of historic resources located

within the immediate vicinity of the projects site. These impacts were determined to be less than significance
(Class III).

Report Contents

1.  Administrative Setting 1
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Historical Setting 3
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Figure 1. Project Location [Source: USGS 7.5 Quadrangle, Long Beach, CA 1964]



1.

Administrative Setting

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires evaluation of project impacts on historic resources,
including properties “listed in, or determined eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Re-
sources [or] included in a local register of historical resources.” A resource is eligible for listing on the Cali-
fornia Register of Historical Resources if it meets any of the criteria for listing, which are:

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of Califor-
nia’s history and cultural heritage;
Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;
Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or rep-
resents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. (PRC
§5024.1(c))

By definition, the California Register of Historical Resources also includes all “properties formally determined
eligible for, or listed in, the National Register of Historic Places,” and certain specified State Historical Land-
marks. The majority of “formal determinations” of NRHP eligibility occur when properties are evaluated by the
State Office of Historic Preservation in connection with federal environmental review procedures (Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966). Formal determinations of eligibility also occur when prop-
erties are nominated to the NRHP, but are not listed due to a lack of owner consent.

The criteria for determining eligibility for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) have been
developed by the National Park Service. Eligible properties include districts, sites, buildings and structures,

A. That are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
our history; or
That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
That embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or that rep-
resent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and
distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

D. That have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

According to the NRHP standards, in order for a property which is found to significant under one or more of
the criteria to be considered eligible for listing, the “essential physical features” which define the property’s
significance must be present. The standard for determining if a property’s essential physical features exist is
known as integrity, which is defined as “the ability of a property to convey its significance.” The integrity
evaluation is broken down into seven “aspects.”

The seven aspects of integrity are: Location (the place where the historic property was constructed or the
place where the historic event occurred); Design (the combination of elements that create the form, plan,
space, structure, and style of a property); Setting (the physical environment of a historic property); Materials
(the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period of time and in a particular
pattern or configuration to form a historic property); Workmanship (the physical evidence of the crafts of a
particular culture or people during any given period of history or prehistory); Feeling (a property’s expression
of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of time), and; Association (the direct link between an
important historic event or person and a historic property).

The relevant aspects of integrity depend upon the NRHP criteria applied to a property. For example, a property
nominated under Criterion A (events), would be likely to convey its significance primarily through integrity of
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	J52 - HOWARD H D - 6095   ATLANTIC AV - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	53   - 5514 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	J54 - DOYLE TRUST PROPERTY FORM - 6108 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90274 - Cortese
	J55 - DOYLE TRUST PROPERTY FORMER - 6108 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
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	60   - GTE - 5380 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HAZNET, LUST, Cortese
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	Orphans Summary
	Government Records
	Tribal Contact List
	Learn About AAI
	PSS Summary
	PSS Map
	PSS Findings
	PSS Records Searched


	Appendix 4.pdf
	Phase I 5852-5892 Linden Ave..pdf
	317051r.pdf
	Property Location
	5852 - 5892 Linden Ave
	5852 - 5892 Linden Ave
	Long Beach, CA 90805
	Lat/Lon 33.86140 / 118.18580

	Report
	Report 01531705.1r
	Table of Contents
	Executive Summary
	Target Property Search Results
	Surrounding Sites Search Results
	RCRA-SQG
	15   - H & H MOTORS - 455 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - RCRA-SQG...
	D19 - M T F PHOTO LABS - 5714 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - RCRA-SQG...

	Cortese
	20   - VAN TASSEL, ROBERT & DORO - 5961 ELM - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese
	E24 - DOYLE TRUST PROPERTY FORM - 6108 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90274 - Cortese
	A2 - SEARS SAVINGS BANK/FORMER - 5800 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese...
	B9 - SOUTH STREET  UNIOR MARKE - 494 SOUTH - LONG BEACH, CA  - Cortese...
	C13 - 76 PRODUCTS STATION #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese...
	F26 - DEFOUNT AUTOMOTIVE INC (DEMO) - 0200 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese...
	27   - MARKS'S MOBIL STATION - 5400 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese...

	LUST
	E23 - DOYLE TRUST PROPERTY FORMER - 6108 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	A2 - SEARS SAVINGS BANK/FORMER - 5800 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST...
	B9 - SOUTH STREET  UNIOR MARKE - 494 SOUTH - LONG BEACH, CA  - LUST...
	C12 - TOSCO - 76 STATION #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	F25 - EARL DEFOUNT PROPERTY - 200 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	27   - MARKS'S MOBIL STATION - 5400 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST...

	UST
	21   - DANNY - 5990 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	A3 - 5801 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	B5 - 0495 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	B8 - FILE ONLY - SOUTH ST LIQUOR JR - 0494 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	C10 - PARTS USA - 5800 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	D16 - UNOCAL SS # 30383 - 5740 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - UST
	D17 - UNOCAL TOSCO #30383 (2 D/W JOOR) - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	22   - 0326 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST

	CA FID UST
	B7 - SOUTH LIQUOR  R MARKET - 494 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - CA FID UST...
	D18 - SERVICE STATION 1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC BLVD - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - CA FID UST...

	HIST UST
	B6 - SOUTH LIQUOR - 494 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HIST UST
	C14 - SERVICE STATION 1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HIST UST

	SWEEPS UST
	B7 - SOUTH LIQUOR  R MARKET - 494 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - SWEEPS UST...
	D18 - SERVICE STATION 1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC BLVD - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - SWEEPS UST...

	FINDS
	1   - PROMISE ACADEMY - 5875 ATLANTIC AVE. - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - FINDS
	15   - H & H MOTORS - 455 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - FINDS...

	HAZNET
	B4 - SURENDER LAROYIA DDS - 510 E. SOUTH ST. - LOS ANGELES, CA 90805 - HAZNET
	C11 - THE PEP BOYS MANNY MOE &  ACK #988 - 5800 ATLANTIC BLVD - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HAZNET
	C13 - 76 PRODUCTS STATION #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HAZNET...
	15   - H & H MOTORS - 455 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HAZNET...



	Overview Map
	Detail Map
	Map Findings
	1   - PROMISE ACADEMY - 5875 ATLANTIC AVE. - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - FINDS
	A2 - SEARS SAVINGS BANK/FORMER - 5800 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST, Cortese
	A3 - 5801 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	B4 - SURENDER LAROYIA DDS - 510 E. SOUTH ST. - LOS ANGELES, CA 90805 - HAZNET
	B5 - 0495 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	B6 - SOUTH LIQUOR - 494 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HIST UST
	B7 - SOUTH LIQUOR  R MARKET - 494 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - CA FID UST, SWEEPS UST
	B8 - FILE ONLY - SOUTH ST LIQUOR JR - 0494 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	B9 - SOUTH STREET  UNIOR MARKE - 494 SOUTH - LONG BEACH, CA  - LUST, Cortese
	C10 - PARTS USA - 5800 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	C11 - THE PEP BOYS MANNY MOE &  ACK #988 - 5800 ATLANTIC BLVD - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HAZNET
	C12 - TOSCO - 76 STATION #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	C13 - 76 PRODUCTS STATION #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HAZNET, Cortese
	C14 - SERVICE STATION 1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HIST UST
	15   - H & H MOTORS - 455 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - RCRA-SQG, FINDS, HAZNET
	D16 - UNOCAL SS # 30383 - 5740 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - UST
	D17 - UNOCAL TOSCO #30383 (2 D/W JOOR) - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	D18 - SERVICE STATION 1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC BLVD - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - CA FID UST, SWEEPS UST
	D19 - M T F PHOTO LABS - 5714 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - RCRA-SQG, FINDS
	20   - VAN TASSEL, ROBERT & DORO - 5961 ELM - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese
	21   - DANNY - 5990 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	22   - 0326 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	E23 - DOYLE TRUST PROPERTY FORMER - 6108 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	E24 - DOYLE TRUST PROPERTY FORM - 6108 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90274 - Cortese
	F25 - EARL DEFOUNT PROPERTY - 200 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	F26 - DEFOUNT AUTOMOTIVE INC (DEMO) - 0200 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HAZNET, Cortese, UST
	27   - MARKS'S MOBIL STATION - 5400 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST, Cortese

	Orphans Summary
	Government Records



	Phase I 5879 Atlantic Avenue.pdf
	133972r.pdf
	Property Location
	5879 Atlantic Ave
	5879 Atlantic Ave
	Long Beach, CA 90805
	Lat/Lon 33.86150 / 118.18510

	Report
	Report 01713397.2r
	Table of Contents
	Executive Summary
	Target Property Search Results
	Surrounding Sites Search Results
	RCRA-SQG
	26   - H & H MOTORS - 455 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - RCRA-SQG...
	E29 - M T F PHOTO LABS - 5714 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - RCRA-SQG...

	Cortese
	31   - VAN TASSEL, ROBERT & DORO - 5961 ELM - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese
	I38 - DOYLE TRUST PROPERTY FORM - 6108 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90274 - Cortese
	C9 - SEARS SAVINGS BANK/FORMER SHEL - 5800 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese...
	D11 - SOUTH STREET JUNIOR MARKET - 494 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese...
	E16 - 76 PRODUCTS STATION #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese...
	J41 - DEFOUNT AUTOMOTIVE INC (DEMO) - 0200 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese...
	42   - KAREN OIL CO., INC. (ARCO STATION) - 5742 ORANGE AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese...
	43   - MARKS'S MOBIL STATION - 5400 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese...

	LUST
	I39 - DOYLE TRUST PROPERTY FORMER - 6108 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	C9 - SEARS SAVINGS BANK/FORMER SHEL - 5800 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST...
	D11 - SOUTH STREET JUNIOR MARKET - 494 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST...
	E21 - TOSCO - 76 STATION #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	J40 - EARL DEFOUNT PROPERTY - 200 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	42   - KAREN OIL CO., INC. (ARCO STATION) - 5742 ORANGE AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST...
	43   - MARKS'S MOBIL STATION - 5400 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST...

	CA FID UST
	D15 - SOUTH LIQUOR JR MARKET - 494 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - CA FID UST...
	E23 - UNOCAL 76 #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC BLVD - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - CA FID UST...

	UST
	30   - DANNY - 5990 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	A2 - 5801 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	C6 - PARTS USA - 5800 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	D13 - 0495 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	D14 - FILE ONLY - SOUTH ST LIQUOR JR - 0494 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	E18 - UNOCAL SS # 30383 - 5740 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - UST
	E20 - UNOCAL TOSCO #30383 (2 D/W JOOR) - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST

	HIST UST
	D12 - SOUTH LIQUOR - 494 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HIST UST
	E19 - SERVICE STATION 1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HIST UST

	SWEEPS UST
	D15 - SOUTH LIQUOR JR MARKET - 494 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - SWEEPS UST...
	E23 - UNOCAL 76 #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC BLVD - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - SWEEPS UST...

	EDR Historical Auto Stations
	1   - BEYER PAUL - 5885   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	B3 - HUDDLESTON O M - 5921   ATLANTIC AV - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	10   - QUALITY TRANSMISSION - 5966   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	F24 - CLIFFS FLYING A SERVICE - 5990   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	F27 - MILLER S TEXACO SERVICE - 6001   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	C7 - LARRY S SPEED D-SERVICE - 5801   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	C8 - GIBSON SHELL SERVICE - 5800 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90745 - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	E17 - ATLANTIC UNION SERVICE - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90745 - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	E22 - PORT BROS UNION SERVICE - 5738   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	H35 - IVAN & GLEN WILSHIRE SERVICE - 5615   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	H36 - BARBERIE AUTO SERVICE - 5608   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations

	EDR Historical Cleaners
	B4 - DAVIS AUTOMATIC LAUNDRY - 5932   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	F28 - PARAMOUNT CLEANERS - 5999   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	G32 - EARL CLEANERS - 6055   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	G37 - BAIRD M K MRS - 6062   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	A5 - N L B CLEANERS - 5823   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	E25 - LEVINE MORRIS - 5729   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	H33 - DODGE CLEANERS - 5618   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	H34 - J NIIVAN M L - 5616   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners



	Maps with Interactive Layers
	Overview Map
	Detail Map
	Map Findings
	1   - BEYER PAUL - 5885   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	A2 - 5801 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	B3 - HUDDLESTON O M - 5921   ATLANTIC AV - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	B4 - DAVIS AUTOMATIC LAUNDRY - 5932   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	A5 - N L B CLEANERS - 5823   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	C6 - PARTS USA - 5800 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	C7 - LARRY S SPEED D-SERVICE - 5801   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	C8 - GIBSON SHELL SERVICE - 5800 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90745 - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	C9 - SEARS SAVINGS BANK/FORMER SHEL - 5800 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST, Cortese
	10   - QUALITY TRANSMISSION - 5966   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	D11 - SOUTH STREET JUNIOR MARKET - 494 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST, Cortese
	D12 - SOUTH LIQUOR - 494 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HIST UST
	D13 - 0495 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	D14 - FILE ONLY - SOUTH ST LIQUOR JR - 0494 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	D15 - SOUTH LIQUOR JR MARKET - 494 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - CA FID UST, SWEEPS UST
	E16 - 76 PRODUCTS STATION #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HAZNET, Cortese
	E17 - ATLANTIC UNION SERVICE - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90745 - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	E18 - UNOCAL SS # 30383 - 5740 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - UST
	E19 - SERVICE STATION 1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HIST UST
	E20 - UNOCAL TOSCO #30383 (2 D/W JOOR) - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	E21 - TOSCO - 76 STATION #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	E22 - PORT BROS UNION SERVICE - 5738   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	E23 - UNOCAL 76 #1112 - 5740 ATLANTIC BLVD - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - CA FID UST, SWEEPS UST
	F24 - CLIFFS FLYING A SERVICE - 5990   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	E25 - LEVINE MORRIS - 5729   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	26   - H & H MOTORS - 455 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - RCRA-SQG, FINDS, HAZNET
	F27 - MILLER S TEXACO SERVICE - 6001   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	F28 - PARAMOUNT CLEANERS - 5999   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	E29 - M T F PHOTO LABS - 5714 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - RCRA-SQG, FINDS
	30   - DANNY - 5990 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - UST
	31   - VAN TASSEL, ROBERT & DORO - 5961 ELM - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - Cortese
	G32 - EARL CLEANERS - 6055   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	H33 - DODGE CLEANERS - 5618   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	H34 - J NIIVAN M L - 5616   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	H35 - IVAN & GLEN WILSHIRE SERVICE - 5615   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	H36 - BARBERIE AUTO SERVICE - 5608   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Auto Stations
	G37 - BAIRD M K MRS - 6062   ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA  - EDR Historical Cleaners
	I38 - DOYLE TRUST PROPERTY FORM - 6108 ATLANTIC - LONG BEACH, CA 90274 - Cortese
	I39 - DOYLE TRUST PROPERTY FORMER - 6108 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	J40 - EARL DEFOUNT PROPERTY - 200 SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST
	J41 - DEFOUNT AUTOMOTIVE INC (DEMO) - 0200 E SOUTH ST - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HAZNET, Cortese, UST
	42   - KAREN OIL CO., INC. (ARCO STATION) - 5742 ORANGE AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - HAZNET, LUST, Cortese
	43   - MARKS'S MOBIL STATION - 5400 ATLANTIC AVE - LONG BEACH, CA 90805 - LUST, Cortese

	Orphans Summary
	Government Records
	PSS Summary
	PSS Map
	PSS Findings
	PSS Records Searched





	Appendix F Divider
	Noise complete
	ExistingPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/6-9/ExistingPM.txt


	A6-9PM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/A6-9PM.txt


	B6-9PM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/B6-9PM.txt


	CumBasePM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/6-9/CumBasePM.txt


	ACum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/6-9/ACum+ProjPM.txt


	BCum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/6-9/BCum+ProjPM.txt


	Existing
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/2-3/Existing.txt


	A2-3PM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/A2-3PM.txt


	Existing+B
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/2-3/Existing+B.txt


	CumBasePM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/2-3/CumBasePM.txt


	ACum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/2-3/ACum+ProjPM.txt


	Cum+B
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/2-3/Cum+B.txt


	Existing
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/9-10/Existing.txt


	A9-10PM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/A9-10PM.txt


	Existing+B
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/9-10/Existing+B.txt


	CumBase
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/9-10/CumBase.txt


	Cum+A
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/9-10/Cum+A.txt


	BCum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/9-10/BCum+ProjPM.txt


	ExistingPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/4-7/ExistingPM.txt


	A4-7PM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/A4-7PM.txt


	B4-7PM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/B4-7PM.txt


	CumBasePM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/4-7/CumBasePM.txt


	ACum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/4-7/ACum+ProjPM.txt


	BCum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/4-7/BCum+ProjPM.txt


	ExistingPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/7-10/ExistingPM.txt


	A7-10PM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/A7-10PM.txt


	B7-10PM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/B7-10PM.txt


	CumBasePM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/7-10/CumBasePM.txt


	ACum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/7-10/ACum+ProjPM.txt


	BCum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/7-10/BCum+ProjPM.txt


	ExistingPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/6-7/ExistingPM.txt


	A6-7PM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/A6-7PM.txt


	B6-7PM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/B6-7PM.txt


	CumBasePM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/6-7/CumBasePM.txt


	ACum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/6-7/ACum+ProjPM.txt


	BCum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/6-7/BCum+ProjPM.txt


	ExistingPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/7-8/ExistingPM.txt


	Existing+A
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/7-8/Existing+A.txt


	Existing+B
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/7-8/Existing+B.txt


	CumBase
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/7-8/CumBase.txt


	ACum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/7-8/ACum+ProjPM.txt


	BCum+ProjPM
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/7-8/BCum+ProjPM.txt


	Pages from Existing.pdf
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/5-6/Existing.txt

	AcrAB08.tmp
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/5-6AExisting+ProjPM.txt


	AcrAB0A.tmp
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/Exis+Project/5-6BExisting+ProjPM.txt


	AcrAB10.tmp
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/5-6/ACum+ProjPM.txt


	AcrAB0E.tmp
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/5-6/CumBasePM.txt


	AcrAB0C.tmp
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/5-6/BCum+ProjPM.txt



	AcrAF1F.tmp
	Local Disk
	file:///L|/ESP/LA%20Co/Long%20Beach/08-62230%20Long%20Beach%20North%20Village%20Redev%20EIR/Other/Noise/7-8/BCum+ProjPM.txt



	Appendix G Divider
	NorthVillageCtrl Report 05-26-09 (2)

	Title: North Village Center Redevelopment Project
	Lead Agency: Redevelopment Agency of the City of Long Beach 
	Contact Person: Angela Reynolds, Env. Officer
	Street Address:   333 W. Ocean Blvd, 3rd Floor
	Phone: (562) 570-6357
	City: Long Beach, CA 
	Zip: 90802
	County: Los Angeles
	Location - County: Los Angeles
	Location - City: City of Long Beach
	Cross Streets: Atlantic Avenue/South Street
	Zip2: 90805
	Total Acres: 6.3
	Parcel Number: Multiple: 7125-033-916; 7125-033-911; 7125-033-912; 7125-033-917; 7125-033-918; 7125-033-919; 7125-033-914; 7125-033-907; 7125-033-905; 7125-033-915; 7125-033-913; 7125-033-920; 7125-033-900; 7125-033-901; 7125-033-923; 7125-033-909; 7125-033-910; 7125-033-902; 7125-033-903; 7125-033-904; 7125-033-921; 7125-033-922; 7125-033-908; 7125-033-906;7124-032-900; 7124-032-901; 7124-032-902; 7124-032-903; 7124-032-904; 7124-032-905; 7124-032-029; 7124-032-912; 7124-032-914; 7124-032-915; 7124-032-911; 7124-032-906; 7124-032-907; 7124-032-908; 7124-032-913; 7124-032-017; 7124-032-917; 7124-032-910; 7124-032-909; 7124-032-916  
	Section: 
	Twp: 
	Range: 
	Base: 
	State Hwy: 710 and 91
	Waterways: Los Angeles River
	Airports: None
	Railways: Union Pacific
	Schools: Hamilton Middle School
	NOP: Yes
	Early Cons: Off
	Neg Dec: Off
	Draft EIR: Off
	Supplemental: Off
	Supp EIR: 
	CEQA Other: Off
	Doc Type Other: 
	NOI: Off
	EA: Off
	Draft EIS: Off
	FONSI: Off
	Joint Doc: Off
	Final Doc: Off
	NEPA Other: Off
	GP Update: Off
	GP Amend: Yes
	GP Element: Off
	Comm Plan: Off
	Spec Plan: Off
	Mast Plan: Off
	Plan Unit Dev: Off
	Site Plan: Yes
	Rezone: Yes
	Prezone: Off
	Use Permit: Off
	Land Div: Yes
	Annex: Off
	Redev: Yes
	Coast Permit: Off
	Local Other: Off
	Action Type Other: 
	Residential: Yes
	Res Units: 180
	Res Acres: 
	office: Off
	Office Sq Ft: 
	Office Acres: 
	Office Employ: 
	Commercial: Yes
	Comm Sq Ft: 50,000
	Comm Acres: 
	Comm Employ: unk.
	Industrial: Off
	Indus Sq Ft: 
	Indus Acres: 
	Indus Employ: 
	Educational: Off
	Dev Educational: 
	Recreational: Yes
	Dev Recreational: tot lot(s)
	Water Fac: Off
	Water Fac Type: 
	MGD: 
	Transport: Off
	Transport Type: 
	Mining: Off
	Mining Mineral: 
	Power: Off
	Power Type: 
	Watts: 
	Waste Treat: Off
	Waste Treat Type: 
	Haz Waste: Off
	Haz Waste Type: 
	Type Other: Yes
	Dev Type Other: Library & Community Center ~30,000 Sq.ft.
	Fed Funding: 
	State Funding: 
	Total Funding: 
	Aesthetic: Yes
	Ag Land: Yes
	Air Quality: Yes
	Archeo: Yes
	Coastal Zone: Off
	Drainage: Yes
	Economic: Off
	Fiscal: Off
	Flood Plain: Yes
	Forest Land: Yes
	Geologic: Yes
	Minerals: Yes
	Noise: Yes
	Pop Housing: Yes
	Public Services: Yes
	Rec Parks: Yes
	Schools Univ: Yes
	Septic: Yes
	Sewer: Yes
	Soil Erosion: Yes
	Solid Waste: Yes
	Toxic: Yes
	Traffic: Yes
	Vegetation: Yes
	Water Quality: Yes
	Water Supply: Yes
	Wetland: Yes
	Wildlife: Yes
	Growth: Yes
	Landuse: Yes
	Cum Effects: Yes
	Other Issues: Off
	Other Issues Text: 
	Present Land Use: Vacant land, commercial buildings. Designated/zoned for commercial uses and multi-family residential. See Initial Study for details.
	Project Description: Development of up to 180 units of multi-family housing, up to 50,000 square feet of neighborhood-serving commercial/retail/restaurant space, public library and community center totaling approximately 30,000 square feet, and ~600 parking spaces in private garages, an above-grade parking structure and surface lots. Demolition of existing structures.


