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RESOLUTION NO.  R-1165

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF LONG BEACH CERTIFYING THAT THE
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
BELMONT POOL REVITALIZATION PROJECT (STATE

- CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 2013041063) HAS BEEN

COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS
OF THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
AND STATE AND LOCAL GUIDELINES; AND MAKING
CERTAIN FINDINGS AND DETERMINATIONS RELATIVE
THERETO

WHEREAS, the City of Long Beach has proposed the Beimont Pool
Revitalization Project (“Project”) which would replace the former Belmont Plaza Olympic
Pool (Belmont Pool) facility with a larger and more modern pool complex. The proposed
Project is located in the Belmont Shore Beach Park in southeast Long Beach. The
Project proposes the construction and operation of an approximately 125,500 square foot
(sf) pool complex that includes indoor and outdoor pool components and an
approximately 1,500 sf café. Permanent indoor seating for approximately 1,250
spectators would be provided to view competitive events at the indoor 50-Meter
Competition Pool and the Dive Pool. Temporary outdoor seating would be provided for
larger events at the outdoor 50-Meter Competition Pool with a maximum seating capacity
of up to 3,000 spectators. The proposed Project would allow for recreational and
competitive activities to occur simultaneously, if necessary. The proposed project would
consist of three main areas: the pool facility; the open space/park area; and the outdoor
café area, including a public restroom facility. The pool facility consists of the

recreational and competitive aquatic components and would be the central focus of the
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Project site. The passive park area would be situated along the western and northern
portions of the Project site and near the outdoor café on the east side, and would be
intended for general park purposes, similar to the uses at the existing passive park.

Said Project is more fully described in the Belmont Pool Revitalization
Project Draft Environmental Impact Report (SCH #2013041063) (DEIR), a copy of which
DEIR, including the complete proposed Project description, is incorporated herein by this
reference as though set forth in full, word for word.

WHEREAS, Project implementation will require certification of the Final
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR).

WHEREAS, the City began an evaluation of the proposed project by issuing
a Notice of Preparation (NOP) that was circulated from April 18, 2013 to May 17, 2013,
and from April 9, 2014 to May 8, 2014. A Notice of Completion was prepared and filed
with the State Office of Planning and Research on April 13, 2016. The DEIR was
completed on April 13, 2016, and circulated between April 13, 2016 and June 16, 2016.

WHEREAS, three Study Sessions were held on the DEIR. A Planning
Commission Study Session was held on May 5, 2016; a Marine Advisory Commission
Study Session was held on May 12, 2016, and a City Council Study Session was held on
June 14, 2016.

WHEREAS, on March 2, 2017, the Planning Commission conducted a duly
noticed public hearing on the DEIR and FEIR and the Project. At said time, the Planning
Commission determined that the DEIR and FEIR were fully compliant with CEQA and the
CEQA Guidelines, certified the DEIR and FEIR as being fully compliant with CEQA and
approved all applied for project entitlements as previously described in this resolution and
in the DEIR.

WHEREAS, implementation and construction of the Project constitutes a
“project” as defined by CEQA, Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq., and the
Planning Commission is the Lead Agency for the Project under CEQA;

WHEREAS, it was determined during the initial processing of the Project
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that it could have potentially significant effects on the environment, requiring the
preparation of an EIR;

WHEREAS, the City prepared full and complete responses to the
comments received on the DEIR, and distributed the responses in accordance with
Public Resources Code section 21092.5;

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has reviewed and considered the
information in and the comments to the DEIR and the responses thereto, and the FEIR at
a duly noticed Planning Commission meeting held on March 2, 2017, at which time
evidence, both written and oral, was presented to and considered by the Planning
Commission;

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has read and considered all
environmental documentation comprising the FEIR, including the DEIR, comments and
the responses to comments, and errata (if any) included in the FEIR, and has determined
that the FEIR considers all potentially significant environmental impacts of the Project
and is complete and adequate and fully complies with all requirements of CEQA; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission evaluated and considered all
significant impacts, mitigation measures, and project alternatives identified in the FEIR.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the City of Long Beach
does hereby find, determine and resolve that:

Section 1. All of the above recitals are true and correct and are
incorporated herein as though fully set forth.

Section 2.  The FEIR is adequate and has been completed in compliance
with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines.

Section 3.  The FEIR, which reflects the Planning Commission’s
independent judgment and analysis, is hereby adopted, approved, and certified as
complete and adequate under CEQA.

Section 4. Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081 and State

CEQA Guidelines section 15091, the Planning Commission has reviewed and hereby
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adopts the CEQA Findings and Facts in Support of Findings for the Belmont Pool
Revitalization Project as shown on the attached Exhibit “A”, which document is
incorporated herein by reference as though set forth in full, word for word.

Section 5.  The FEIR identifies certain significant environmental effects
that would result if the Project is approved. All environmental effects can feasibly be
avoided or mitigated and will be avoided or mitigated by the imposition of mitigation
measures included with the FEIR. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21081.6,
the Planning Commission has reviewed and hereby adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP) as shown on Exhibit “B”, which document is incorporated
herein by reference as though set forth in full, word for word, together with any adopted
corrections or modifications thereto, and further finds that the mitigation measures
identified in the FEIR are feasible, and specifically makes each mitigation measure a
condition of project approval.

~ Section 6.  Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines section 15091 (e), the
record of proceedings relating to this matter has been made available to the public at,
among other places, the Department of Development Services, 333 West Ocean
Boulevard, 5th Floor, Long Beach, California, and is, and has been, available for review
during normal business hours.

Section 7. The information provided in the various staff reports submitted
in connection with the Project, the corrections and modifications to the DEIR, and FEIR
made in response to comments and any errata which were not previously re-circulated,
and the evidence presented in written and oral testimony at the public hearing, do not
represent significant new information so as to require re-circulation of the DEIR pursuant
to the Public Resources Code.

Section 8.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption
by the Planning Commission, and the Planning Commission Secretary shall certify to the
vote adopting this resolution.
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I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Planning
Commission of the City of Long Beach at its meeting of __ March 2 , 2017, by the

following vote:
Ayes: Commissioners: Donita Van Horik, Erick Verduzco-Vega, Mark

Christoffels, Ron Cruz, Richard Lewis, Andy

Perez, Jane Templin

Noes: Commissioners:

Absent: Commissioners:

Birdd-Tefio

Planning Commission Secretary
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FINDINGS OF FACT IN SUPPORT OF FINDINGS FOR THE
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

BELMONT POOL REVITALIZATION PROJECT
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 2013041063

L BACKGROUND

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires decision-makers to balance the benefits of
the Belmont Pool Revitalization Project (proposed Project) against its unavoidable environmental impacts
when determining whether to approve the project. If the benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable
adverse effects, those effects may be considered “acceptable” (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15093[a)).
CEQA requires the decision-making agency to support, in writing, the specific reasons for considering a
project acceptable when significant impacts are infeasible to mitigate. Such reasons must be based on
substantial evidence in the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or elsewhere in the administrative
record (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15093 [b]).

A. PROJECT SUMMARY

The Project site is located in the Belmont Shore Beach Park in southeast Long Beach. The approximately
5.8-acre site is bordered on the south by the Pacific Ocean, the beach, bicycle and pedestrian pathways,
and volleyball courts; on the west by Belmont Veterans Memorial Pier, Belmont Beach, and the Pier
Parking Lot; and on the northwest by Surf Terrace Apartments, Belmont Shores Condominiums, and a
Jack in the Box restaurant; on the north by several businesses located along the northern side of East
Olympic Plaza; on the northeast by the Belmont Shore neighborhood; on the east by the City of Long
Beach (City) beach maintenance yard, the temporary outdoor pool, Rosie’s Dog Beach, a boat launch, and
the Beach Parking Lot.

The proposed Project would replace the former Belmont Pool facility and provide the City with a
revitalized and modemn pool complex. The Project proposes the construction and operation of an
approximately 125,500 square foot (sf) pool complex that includes indoor and outdoor pool components
and an approximately 1,500 sf outdoor café. Permanent indoor seating for approximately 1,250 spectators
would be provided to view competitive events at the indoor 50-Meter Competition Pool and the Dive
Pool. Temporary outdoor seating would be provided for larger events at the outdoor 50-Meter
Competition Pool with a maximum seating capacity of up to 3,000 spectators. The proposed Project does
not include any permanent outdoor seating designed for spectator viewing.

The proposed Project would consist of three main areas: the pool facility; the open space/park area; and
the outdoor café area, including a public restroom facility. The pool facility consists of the recreational
and competitive aquatic components and would be the central focus of the Project site. The passive park
area would be situated along the western and northern portions of the Project site and near the outdoor
café on the east side, and would be intended for general park uses, similar to the uses at the existing
passive park.

A pick-up and drop-off area would be located along the eastern boundary and would be adjacent to the
café/restroom area at the southeastern corner of the Project site. East Olympic Plaza would be closed to
vehicular traffic.
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The purpose of the proposed Project is to replace the former Belmont Pool facility with a state-of-the-art
aquatic facility to continue to serve as a recreational and competitive venue for the community, City,
region, and State. In addition, the design scope requires that facility be designed to Leadership in Energy
and Environmental Design (LEED) Gold certification standards (or the equivalent). The following
objectives have been established for the proposed Project and would aid decision-makers in their review
of the proposed Project and its associated environmental impacts:

1. Redevelop the City-owned site of the former Belmont Pool with similar aquatic recreational purposes,
consistent with the original ballot measure;

2. Replace the former Belmont Pool with a more modern facility that better meets the needs of the local
community, region, and State’s recreational and competitive swimmers, divers, aquatic sports
participants, and additional pool users due to the tremendous demand for these services in the local
community, region, and State;

3. Minimize the time period that the community is without a permanent recreation and competitive pool
facility;

4. Provide a facility that supports recreation, training, and all competitive events for up to
4,250 spectators (1,250 permanent interior seats, up to 3,000 temporary exterior seats);

5. Increase programmable water space for recreational swimming to minimize scheduling conflicts with
team practices and events;

6. Provide a signature design in a new pool complex that is distinctive, yet appropriate for its seaside
location;

7. Accommodate swimming, diving, and water polo national/international events by reflecting current
competitive standards, in accordance with FINA regulations;

8. Operate a pool facility that would generate revenue to help offset the ongoing operations and
maintenance costs;

9. Implement the land use goals of Planned Development PD-2;

10. Provide a facility that maximizes sustainability and energy efficiency through the use of selected high
performance materials;

11. Minimize view disruptions compared to the former Belmont Pool facility;
12. Maximize views to the ocean from inside the facility;
13. Locate the pool in an area that serves the existing users;

14. Design the passive open space with drought tolerant and/or native landscaping and include areas
suitable for general community use; and

15. Maintain or increase the amount of open space compared to the former Belmont Pool facility.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

In conformance with CEQA, the State CEQA Guidelines, and the City of Long Beach policies regarding
the implementation of CEQA, the City conducted an extensive environmental review of the proposed
Project.

o The City prepared an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Project to determine the level of
environmental documentation required for the proposed Project. The analysis contained in the IS
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C.

found that the Project may result in significant environmental impacts without the implementation of
mitigation. As such, City staff determined that an EIR was the appropriate environmental document
to be prepared for the proposed Project. The IS was prepared and circulated, along with a Notice of
Preparation (NOP), from April 18 to May 17, 2013. Subsequent to issuance of the IS/NOP, changes
were made to the site design that required the City to revise and reissue the IS. The revised IS was
recirculated for public review from April 9 to May 8, 2014. Chapter 2.0, Introduction, of the Draft
EIR, describes the issues identified for analysis in the Draft EIR based on the analysis included in the
IS, the NOP, and from soliciting public comment.

The City Council conducted a study session on June 17, 2014, to discuss the programmatic
requirements and conceptual plans for the proposed Project. The City Council suggested that a
community stakeholder committee be convened to prioritize optional components of the conceptual
plan for the City Council to consider for approval. The Stakeholder Advisory Committee consisted of
representatives from a number of different stakeholders and representatives for the community at
large. The Stakeholder Advisory Committee conducted three workshops in July and August 2014 and
explored various issues related to the pool in a collaborative discussion. The Stakeholder Advisory
Committee recommended a conceptual design and held a public meeting on September 17, 2014.
Draft input was also sought from California Coastal Commission (CCC) local staff. Another public
City Council meeting was held October 21, 2014, at which the City Council unanimously approved
the recommended programmatic requirement recommended by City staff, and based primarily on the
recommendations of the Stakeholder Advisory Committee.

Prior to the release of the Draft EIR, the City conducted an additional three study sessions with the
City’s Planning Commission (May 5, 2016), Marine Advisory Commission (May 12, 2016), and City
Council (June 14, 2016). The primary intent of these meetings was to engage citizen participation in
developing in the proposed Project.

The City prepared a Draft EIR, which was made available for a 65-day public review period,
beginning on April 13, 2016, to June 16, 2016. The City prepared a Final EIR, including the
Responses to Comments to the Draft EIR and the Findings of Fact. The Final EIR/Response to
Comments contains comments on the Draft EIR, responses to those comments, revisions to the Draft
EIR, and appended documents.

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

For purposes of CEQA and these Findings, the Record of Proceedings for the proposed Project consists of
the following documents and other evidence, at a minimum:

[

The NOP and all other public notices issued by the City in conjunction with the proposed Project;
The Final EIR for the proposed Project;
The Draft EIR for the proposed Project;

All written comments submitted by agencies or members of the public during the public review
comment period on the Draft EIR;

All responses to written comments submitted by agencies or members of the public during the public
review comment period on the Draft EIR;

All written and verbal public testimony presented during a noticed public hearing for the proposed
Project;

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP);

Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
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*  The reports and technical memoranda included or referenced in the Response to Comments;

o All documents, studies, EIRs, or other materials incorporated by reference in the Draft EIR and Final
EIR;

» The Resolutions adopted by the City in connection with the proposed Project, and all documents
incorporated by reference therein, including comments received after the close of the comment period
and responses thereto;

» Matters of common knowledge to the City, including but not limited to federal, State, and local laws
and regulations;

» Any documents expressly cited in these Findings; and

» Any other relevant materials required to be in the record of proceedings by Public Resources Code
(PRC) Section 21167.6(¢).

D. CUSTODIAN AND LOCATION OF RECORDS

The documents and other materials that constitute the administrative record for the City’s actions related
to the proposed Project are located at the City of Long Beach City Hall, 333 West Ocean Boulevard, 5%
Floor, Long Beach, California 90802. The City Development Services Department is the custodian of the
administrative record for the proposed Project. Copies of these documents, which constitute the record of
proceedings, are and at all relevant times have been and will be available upon request at the offices of the
Development Services Department. This information is provided in compliance with PRC Section
21081.6(a)(2) and Guidelines Section 15091(e).

II.  FINDINGS OF FACT

A. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH WERE DETERMINED NOT TO BE
POTENTIALLY AFFECTED BY THE PROPOSED PROJECT

As a result of the IS that was circulated with the NOP by the City on April 9, 2014, the City determined,
based upon the threshold criteria for significance, that the proposed Project would not result in significant
potential environmental impacts in several areas; therefore, the City determined that these potential
environmental effects would not be addressed in the Draft EIR. Based upon the environmental analysis
presented in the Final EIR, and the comments received by the public on the Draft EIR, no substantial
evidence has been submitted to or identified by the City that indicates that the proposed Project would
have an impact on the following environmental areas:

Aesthetics: Scenic Resources. There are no State Scenic Highways in the City of Long Beach. Although
Ocean Boulevard is a proposed Local Scenic Route, it has not been officially designated as a Scenic
Route or Scenic Highway. Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in impacts related to the
damage of scenic resources within a State scenic highway. No impacts are anticipated.

Agricultural and Forestry Resources. The Project site is not designated as Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance. In addition, the Project site is not zoned, designated, or
used for agricultural uses, and no Williamson Act contracts exist for the site. The Project site has
previously been graded and has historically been utilized for the Belmont Pool aquatic facilities; it is not,
and has not, been used for agricultural purposes. Neither the Project site nor the surrounding areas is
zoned or used as forest land, timberland, or for timberland production. The proposed Project would not
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result in the conversion of farmland to nonagricultural use nor would it result in the conversion of forest
land to a non-forest land use. No impacts are anticipated.

Air Quality: Odors. Objectionable odors may be generated during the operation of diesel-powered
construction equipment and/or asphalt paving during Project construction. Those odors would be
temporary and would not result in long-term odor impacts. Operation of the proposed Project may also
result in the generation of odors related to food service; however, these odors are not expected to be
objectionable and would not result in permanent impacts related to odors on adjacent sensitive receptors.
No impacts are anticipated.

Biological Resources: Riparian, Sensitive Natural Communities, Wetlands. The Project site is a

previously developed property in a heavily urbanized coastal area and is not within a riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) or the United States Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS). No impacts are anticipated.

Biological Resources: Conflict with any Applicable Habitat Conservation Plan. There is no adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP), Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP), or other habitat
conservation plan in the City of Long Beach; therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with any
such plans. No impacts are anticipated.

Cultural Resources: Historic Resources. Due to the age of the former Belmont Pool structures and
facilities at the time of the NOP (approximately 45 years old), the complex was not considered a historic
structure, and no further historic resource evaluation was required. In addition, the former indoor pool
was demolished in February 2015, as it was determined to be an imminent threat to public safety. The
demolition of the structure was conducted under an emergency permit. As a result, the proposed Project
will not cause a substantial change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in PRC Section
15064.5. No impacts are anticipated.

Cultural Resources: Archaeological Resources. An archaeological and historical records review and
literature search was conducted on April 4, 2013. The results of the records search indicate that there are
no sites within 0.25 mile of the Project site. Based on these results, the potential for on-site archeological
resources was determined to be minimal. No impacts are anticipated.

Cultural Resources: Human Remains. There are no known human remains interred on the Project site. In
the unlikely event that human remains are encountered during construction, the proper authorities would
be notified, and standard procedures for the respectful handling of the human remains activities would be
adhered to in compliance with State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 and PRC Section 5097.98.
No impacts are anticipated.

Geology and Soils: Landslides. The proposed Project would not result in impacts associated with
landslides because the Project site is relatively flat, and there are no substantial hillsides or unstable
slopes immediately adjacent to the site boundary. No impacts are anticipated.

Geology and Soils: Septic Tanks. The proposed Project will not include the use of septic tanks or
alternative methods for disposal of wastewater into subsurface soils. No on-site sewage disposal systems
(e.g., septic tanks) are planned. The proposed Project would connect to existing public wastewater
infrastructure. Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in any impacts related to septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal methods. No impacts are anticipated.
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials: Public Airport or Private Airstrip. There are no public airports, private

airports, or private airstrips within 2 miles of the Project site. As a result, the proposed Project would not
affect or be affected by aviation activities associated with private airports or airstrips. No impacts are
anticipated.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials: Emergency Access. The proposed Project would not result in changes
in the circulation system that would adversely affect the ability of the City of Long Beach Fire
Department (LBFD) to implement an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan in this area
of the City. No impacts are anticipated.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials: Wildland Fires. Wildland fires occur in geographic areas that contain
the types and conditions of vegetation, topography, weather, and structure density susceptible to risks
associated with uncontrolled fires that can be started by lightning, improperly managed camp fires,
cigarettes, sparks from automobiles, and other ignition sources. The Project site and the surrounding areas
are developed in urban and suburban uses and do not include brush- and grass-covered areas typically
found in areas susceptible to wildfires. As a result, the proposed Project would not expose people or
structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death associated with wildland fires. No impacts are
anticipated.

Hydrology and Water Quality: Housing or Other Structures within 100-year Flood Hazard Area. The
proposed Project does not propose the provision of any housing on the Project site. As a result, the
proposed Project would not result in the placement of housing or structures within the limits of the 100-
year flood. No impacts are anticipated.

Land Use: Divide an Established Community. The existing Project site was previously developed with the
former Belmont Pool complex and is surrounded by existing development. The proposed Project would
redevelop the Project site with new and expanded Belmont Pool facilities. Therefore, the proposed Project
would not result in any impacts related to the division of an established community.

Land Use: Conflict with any Applicable Habitat Conservation Plan. There is no adopted HCP, NCCP, or

other habitat conservation plan within the City of Long Beach; therefore, the proposed Project would not
conflict with any such plans. No impacts are anticipated.

Mineral Resources. According to the City’s General Plan Conservation Element (1973), the primary
mineral resources within the City have historically been oil and natural gas. However, over the last
century, oil and natural gas extractions have diminished as the resources have become increasingly
depleted. The Project site does not contain oil extraction operations and has no other known mineral
resources. In addition, implementation of the proposed Project is not anticipated to interfere with resource
recovery from other sites that are identified in any general, specific, or land use plan. Therefore, Project
implementation would have no impact on mineral resources. No impacts are anticipated.

Noise: Located within an Airport Land Use Plan or within the Vicinity of a Private Airstrip. The Project

site is not located within 2 miles of a public airport, within the vicinity of a private airstrip, or within an
airport land use plan. The proposed Project would not expose employees or visitors of the Project to
aviation-related noise levels that would be substantially different from existing conditions. No impacts are
anticipated.

Population and Housing: Displace a Substantial Number of People or Housing Units. The proposed

Project would not induce substantial population growth because it would not provide new homes or
businesses. Furthermore, the proposed Project would not generate a substantial number of new jobs. The
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proposed Project would not result in the removal of any existing housing and, therefore, would not
require the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. Because the proposed Project will not displace
any existing housing units, it will not displace any residents. As a result, the proposed Project would not
result in growth-inducing impacts, displacement of housing or residents, or impacts resulting from the
construction of replacement housing. No impacts are anticipated.

Public Services: Police and Fire. The proposed Project would result in an increase in the size and capacity
of the Belmont Pool complex. However, as a City facility, it will be staffed by the appropriate number of
trained staff, and any incremental increase in both staffing at the site and visitors to the site compared to
the existing facility demands would be less than significant and would not warrant new police or fire
protection facilities to maintain acceptable response times. No impacts are anticipated.

Public Services: Schools. The proposed Project does not include any residential uses. Pursuant to
California Education Code Section 17620(a)(1), the governing board of any school district is authorized
to levy a fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement against any construction within the boundaries of
the district for the purpose of funding the construction or reconstruction of school facilities. The City
would be required to pay such fees to avoid or reduce any impacts of new nonresidential development on
school services as provided in Section 65995 of the California Government Code. Pursuant to California
Government Code Section 65995, payment of the development fees required by State law provides full
and complete mitigation of the Project’s impacts on school facilities. No impacts are anticipated.

Public Services: Other Public Facilities (e.g., Libraries). The proposed Project does not include any

residential uses and, as such, would not induce substantial population growth that would generate an
increased demand for public facilities (e.g., libraries). The proposed Project would not result in a
significant increase in staff time for the City’s Parks, Recreation, and Marine Department either during
construction or operation. Any increases in staff time would be less than significant because the proposed
Project is the replacement of the former Belmont Pool facility, which was previously staged by the City’s
Parks, Recreation, and Marine Department. Therefore, any project-related increase in staff needed to
serve the Project would be less than significant and would represent a minor part of the total Department
staffing needs. No impacts are anticipated.

Recreation. The Project proposes replacing the currently closed Belmont Pool complex with a new
complex that would be able to serve Long Beach residents as well as accommodate a wider range of
national and international water sports events. The increased capacity of the Belmont Pool complex as a
result of the proposed Project would not result in increased demand at other parks and recreational
resources in the City. The proposed Project would not provide any new housing and would not increase
the population in the City. Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in substantial deterioration of
other parks or recreation resources. No impacts are anticipated.

Transportation/Traffic: Result in a Change in Air Traffic Patterns. The Project site is approximately 3
miles southeast of Long Beach Municipal Airport. The heights of the pool building, light standards, and

other project features on the site would not be sufficient to require modifications to the existing air traffic
patterns at the airport and, therefore, would not affect aviation traffic levels or otherwise result in
substantial aviation-related safety risks. No impacts are anticipated.

Transportation/Traffic: Hazard due to a Design Feature. The proposed Project would not result in hazards
due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment) as these types of features and uses are not included in the proposed Project. No impacts are
anticipated.
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B. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH WERE DETERMINED TO BE LESS
THAN SIGNIFICANT

The Final EIR identified certain less than significant effects that could result from implementation of the
proposed Project. No mitigation is required to reduce or avoid such impacts because they would not
exceed applicable thresholds of significance.

Aesthetics

Impact: Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista. There are no locally designated scenic
vistas on or surrounding the Project site yet expansive ocean views from public rights-of-way can
generally be considered to have aesthetic value. The proposed pool complex would be located generally
on the same building footprint of the former Belmont Pool facility. The proposed placement and
alignment of the Bubble would allow for increased views of the coastline that were previously blocked by
the former Belmont Pool structure. Additionally, the curved elliptical shape of the Bubble reduces the
structural scale and mass, when compared to a traditional rectangular building, by eliminating the corners
of the building, allowing for an increase in viewable area. Therefore, the change in the building alignment
on the site, in combination with the reduced structural mass from the Bubble’s elliptical design, would not
result in a substantial adverse effect on scenic vistas and a less than significant impact would occur. No
mitigation is required.

Impact: Create a new source of substantial light and glare that would affect day or nighttime views.
With adherence to existing Long Beach Municipal Code (LBMC) regulations, light resulting from
construction activities would not substantially impact sensitive uses, substantially alter the character of
off-site areas surrounding the construction area, or interfere with the performance of an off-site activity.
Although operation of the proposed Project would increase the overall intensity of lighting on the site, the
increase in lighting would not signify substantial increases in light intensity at off-site locations.
Additionally, while the proposed Project’s building accents may include metal or other highly polished
surfaces around building entrances, such accents would be small relative to the size of the facade and
would be partially blocked by landscaping buffers. Additionally, daytime glare and nighttime glare would
be reduced due to the obstruction from the proposed landscaping in the interior portions of the Project
site. The nighttime glare produced by the signage, exterior lighting, and vehicular headlights would be
similar to the existing nighttime glare produced by the surrounding residential and commercial uses and
would not result in enough glare to be considered substantial or substantially affect nighttime views. In
addition, the interior lighting of the Bubble would not be considered a glare-producing light because the
structure would be illuminated from the inside, which would produce a glow and not a direct light.
Therefore, the increase in ambient lighting and glare would not interfere with activities or nighttime views
in the area, and impacts related to new sources of light and glare would be less than significant.

Impact: Result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant aesthetic impact. The
proposed Project is located in an urban area with a number of existing sources of light and glare. Because
the proposed Project would replace the former Belmont Pool with a modernized pool complex, light and
glare as a result of the proposed Project would be consistent with the baseline conditions in the area and
would not substantially impact existing views in the area. The potential aesthetic impacts to scenic vistas,
scenic resources, and existing visual character were evaluated and found to be less than significant.
Therefore, the contribution of the proposed Project to potential cumulative visual/aesthetic impacts in the
study area is considered less than cumulatively considerable.
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Air Quality

Impact: Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan. Because of the
region’s nonattainment status for ozone (O;), particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM, ),
and particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM,), if Project-generated emissions of either of
the O; precursor pollutants (i.e., reactive organic gases [ROG] and nitrogen oxides [NOx]), PM,s, or
PM; exceed the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD’s) significance thresholds,
then the proposed Project would be considered to conflict with the attainment plans. However, the
proposed Project would not result in significant operational air quality impacts, contribute to an Os
exceedance at a nearby monitoring station, or cause the area to be inconsistent with the regional Air
Quality Management Plan (AQMP). Furthermore, because the proposed Project does not require a
General Plan Amendment and is consistent with the current site’s General Plan land use designation,
emissions associated with the proposed Project are not anticipated to exceed the General Plan projections
or contribute to air quality deterioration beyond SCAQMD projections. The proposed Project would,
however, be required to adhere to Standard Conditions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2, which include a variety of
measures aimed at controlling dust during Project construction, consistent with the General Plan Air
Quality Element Policy 6.1. In addition, the proposed Project would be built to meet LEED Gold
certification standards (or the equivalent) and would implement a variety of conservation and
sustainability features aimed at reducing energy consumption, consistent with General Plan policies.
Therefore, the proposed Project would be consistent with the General Plan and Final 2012 AQMP and
related impacts would be less than significant.

Standard Condition 4.2.1: Construction Emissions. The proposed Project is required to comply
with regional rules that assist in reducing short-term air pollutant
emissions. The South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) Rule 403 requires that fugitive dust be controlled with best
available control measures so that the presence of such dust does not
remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line of the
emission source. In addition, SCAQMD Rule 402 requires
implementation of dust suppression techniques to prevent fugitive dust
from creating a nuisance off site. Applicable dust suppression techniques
from Rules 403 and 402 are summarized below. Implementation of these
dust suppression techniques can reduce the fugitive dust generation (and
thus the particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter [PM;o]
component).

Standard Condition 4.2.2: Applicable Rules 403 and 402 Measures. The Project construction
contractor shall develop and implement dust-control methods that shall
achieve this control level in a SCAQMD Rule 403 dust control plan,
designate personnel to monitor the dust control program, and order
increased watering, as necessary, to ensure a 55 percent control level.
Those duties shall include holiday and weekend periods when work may
not be in progress. Additional control measures to reduce fugitive dust
shall include, but are not limited to, the following:

e Apply water twice daily, or nontoxic soil stabilizers according to
manufacturers’ specifications, to all unpaved parking or staging areas
or unpaved road surfaces or as needed to areas where soil is
disturbed.
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» Use low-sulfur fuel for stationary construction equipment. This is
required by SCAQMD Rules 431.1 and 431.2.

o During earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust
emissions shall be controlled by regular watering or other dust-
preventive measures using the following procedures:

o All material excavated shall be sufficiently watered to prevent
excessive amounts of dust. Watering, with complete coverage,
shall occur at least twice daily, preferably in the late morning
and after work is done for the day.

o All earthmoving or excavation activities shall cease during
periods of high winds (i.e., winds greater than 20 miles per hour
[mph] averaged over 1 hour).

o All material transported off site shall be either sufficiently
watered or securely covered to prevent excessive amounts of
dust.

o The area disturbed by earthmoving or excavation operations
shall be minimized at all times.

o After earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust emissions
shall be controlled using the following measures:

o Portions of the construction area to remain inactive longer than a
period of 3 months shall be revegetated and watered until cover
is grown.

o All active portions of the construction site shall be watered to
prevent excessive amounts of dust.

o At all times, fugitive dust emissions shall be controlled using the
following procedures:

o On-site vehicle speed shall be limited to 15 mph.

o Road improvements shall be paved as soon as feasible, watered
periodically, or chemically stabilized.

e At all times during the construction phase, ozone precursor
emissions from mobile equipment shall be controlled using the
following procedures:

o Equipment engines shall be maintained in good condition and in
proper tune according to manufacturers’ specifications.

o On-site mobile equipment shall not be left idling for a period
longer than 60 seconds.

¢ Outdoor storage piles of construction materials shall be kept covered,
watered, or otherwise chemically stabilized with a chemical wetting
agent to minimize fugitive dust emissions and wind erosion.

Impact: Violate any air quality standard or contribute to an existing or projected air quality
violation. The use of construction equipment on the site would result in localized exhaust emissions.
However, the proposed Project would be required to adhere to a variety of measures aimed at controlling
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dust during Project construction as required by Standard Conditions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2. Therefore, with
incorporation of these SCAQMD Rules and emission control measures, construction emissions would not
exceed any of SCAQMD’s thresholds. The proposed Project’s emissions (from both stationary sources
and vehicular sources) would not exceed SCAQMD daily emissions thresholds. Therefore, the long-term
air quality impacts of the proposed Project would be less than significant.

Standard Condition 4.2.1: Construction Emissions. The proposed Project is required to comply
with regional rules that assist in reducing short-term air pollutant
emissions. The South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) Rule 403 requires that fugitive dust be controlled with best
available control measures so that the presence of such dust does not
remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line of the
emission source. In addition, SCAQMD Rule 402 requires
implementation of dust suppression techniques to prevent fugitive dust
from creating a nuisance off site. Applicable dust suppression techniques
from Rules 403 and 402 are summarized below. Implementation of these
dust suppression techniques can reduce the fugitive dust generation (and
thus the particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter [PM,g]
component).

Standard Condition 4.2.2: Applicable Rules 403 and 402 Measures. The Project construction
contractor shall develop and implement dust-control methods that shall
achieve this control level in a SCAQMD Rule 403 dust control plan,
designate personnel to monitor the dust control program, and order
increased watering, as necessary, to ensure a 55 percent control level.
Those duties shall include holiday and weekend periods when work may
not be in progress. Additional control measures to reduce fugitive dust
shall include, but are not limited to, the following:

e Apply water twice daily, or nontoxic soil stabilizers according to
manufacturers’ specifications, to all unpaved parking or staging areas
or unpaved road surfaces or as needed to areas where soil is
disturbed.

o Use low-sulfur fuel for stationary construction equipment. This is
required by SCAQMD Rules 431.1 and 431.2.

o During earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust
emissions shall be controlled by regular watering or other dust-
preventive measures using the following procedures:

o All material excavated shall be sufficiently watered to prevent
excessive amounts of dust. Watering, with complete coverage,
shall occur at least twice daily, preferably in the late morning
and after work is done for the day.

o All earthmoving or excavation activities shall cease during
periods of high winds (i.e., winds greater than 20 miles per hour
[mph] averaged over 1 hour).

o All material transported off site shall be either sufficiently
watered or securely covered to prevent excessive amounts of
dust.
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o The area disturbed by earthmoving or excavation operations
shall be minimized at all times.

» After earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust emissions
shall be controlled using the following measures:

o Portions of the construction area to remain inactive longer than a
period of 3 months shall be revegetated and watered until cover
is grown.

o All active portions of the construction site shall be watered to
prevent excessive amounts of dust.

e At all times, fugitive dust emissions shall be controlled using the
following procedures:

o On-site vehicle speed shall be limited to 15 mph.

o Road improvements shall be paved as soon as feasible, watered
periodically, or chemically stabilized.

e At all times during the construction phase, ozone precursor
emissions from mobile equipment shall be controlled using the
following procedures:

o Equipment engines shall be maintained in good condition and in
proper tune according to manufacturers’ specifications.

o On-site mobile equipment shall not be left idling for a period
longer than 60 seconds.

e Outdoor storage piles of construction materials shall be kept covered,
watered, or otherwise chemically stabilized with a chemical wetting
agent to minimize fugitive dust emissions and wind erosion.

Impact: Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

Fugitive Dust. Fugitive dust emissions would occur during construction of the proposed Project;
however, the proposed Project would be required to comply with SCAQMD Standard Conditions and
Rule 403. With adherence to SCAQMD Standard Conditions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2, fugitive dust emissions
(particulate matter) would not exceed SCAQMD thresholds of significance. Therefore, no significant
impacts to sensitive receptors related to fugitive dust during Project construction would occur.

Other Criteria Pollutants. Carbon monoxide (CO) and NOx emissions during construction and
operation would not exceed SCAQMD thresholds or applicable federal or State ambient air quality
standards. Therefore, the proposed Project would result in less than significant air quality impacts
related to CO, NO, or other criteria pollutants and would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations.

Long-Term Microscale (CO Hot Spot) Analysis. Because the intersections evaluated for the
proposed Project would not be congested and the Project area has low background CO levels, the
likelihood for CO concentrations to reach unhealthful levels is low. Therefore, the proposed Project
would not have a significant impact on local air quality for CO.
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Standard Condition 4.2.1:

Standard Condition 4.2.2:

Construction Emissions. The proposed Project is required to comply
with regional rules that assist in reducing short-term air pollutant
emissions. The South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) Rule 403 requires that fugitive dust be controlled with best
available control measures so that the presence of such dust does not
remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line of the
emission source. In addition, SCAQMD Rule 402 requires
implementation of dust suppression techniques to prevent fugitive dust
from creating a nuisance off site. Applicable dust suppression techniques
from Rules 403 and 402 are summarized below. Implementation of these
dust suppression techniques can reduce the fugitive dust generation (and
thus the particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter [PM,]
component).

Applicable Rules 403 and 402 Measures. The Project construction
contractor shall develop and implement dust-control methods that shall
achieve this control level in a SCAQMD Rule 403 dust control plan,
designate personnel to monitor the dust control program, and order
increased watering, as necessary, to ensure a 55 percent control level.
Those duties shall include holiday and weekend periods when work may
not be in progress. Additional control measures to reduce fugitive dust
shall include, but are not limited to, the following:

e Apply water twice daily, or nontoxic soil stabilizers according to
manufacturers’ specifications, to all unpaved parking or staging areas
or unpaved road surfaces or as needed to areas where soil is
disturbed.

o Use low-sulfur fuel for stationary construction equipment. This is
required by SCAQMD Rules 431.1 and 431.2.

o During earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust
emissions shall be controlled by regular watering or other dust-
preventive measures using the following procedures:

o All material excavated shall be sufficiently watered to prevent
excessive amounts of dust. Watering, with complete coverage,
shall occur at least twice daily, preferably in the late morning
and after work is done for the day.

o All earthmoving or excavation activities shall cease during
periods of high winds (i.e., winds greater than 20 miles per hour
[mph] averaged over 1 hour).

o All material transported off site shall be either sufficiently
watered or securely covered to prevent excessive amounts of
dust.

o The area disturbed by earthmoving or excavation operations
shall be minimized at all times.

o After earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust emissions
shall be controlled using the following measures:
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o Portions of the construction area to remain inactive longer than a
period of 3 months shall be revegetated and watered until cover
is grown.

o All active portions of the construction site shall be watered to
prevent excessive amounts of dust.

o At all times, fugitive dust emissions shall be controlled using the
following procedures:

o On-site vehicle speed shall be limited to 15 mph.

o Road improvements shall be paved as soon as feasible, watered
periodically, or chemically stabilized.

e At all times during the construction phase, ozone precursor
emissions from mobile equipment shall be controlled using the
following procedures:

o Equipment engines shall be maintained in good condition and in
proper tune according to manufacturers’ specifications.

o On-site mobile equipment shall not be left idling for a period
longer than 60 seconds.

o Outdoor storage piles of construction materials shall be kept covered,
watered, or otherwise chemically stabilized with a chemical wetting
agent to minimize fugitive dust emissions and wind erosion.

Impact: Result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant air quality impact. The
cumulative study area for air quality analysis is the South Coast Air Basin (Basin), and air quality
conformance is overseen by the SCAQMD. Each project in the Basin is required to comply with
SCAQMD rules and regulations. The proposed Project would not result in significant operational air
quality impacts, contribute to an O; exceedance at a nearby monitoring station, be in noncompliance with
the AQMP, or result in a significant health risk for any of the analyzed pollutants. Therefore, the proposed
Project’s air quality emissions, when considered in combination with the cumulative projects within the
Project vicinity, would be incremental and would be considered less than cumulatively considerable. No
mitigation would be required.

Biological Resources

Impact: Result in a substantial adverse effect on any special-status species. No sensitive natural
community or special-status plant species were identified on the Project site, and no designated critical
habitat is located in the Project site. Although the on-site vegetation is nonnative, Allen’s hummingbirds
were observed foraging on the Project site. However, bird species known to be utilizing the site, including
Allen’s hummingbird, would be able to relocate to other hunting and foraging habitats once the proposed
Project is implemented. The loss of disturbed nonnative habitat and the associated reduction of locally
common wildlife populations are not considered a significant impact. The removal of on-site vegetation is
not expected to have a significant adverse effect on candidate, sensitive, or special-status species, as
defined by the CDFW or the USFWS. Therefore, any impacts to sensitive or special-status species would
be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.
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Geology and Soils

Impact: Result in substantial adverse effects related to the rupture of a known earthquake fault.
There are no known active or potentially active faults or fault traces crossing the site. The Project site is
not located within a designated Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and there is no evidence of active
faulting on or around the immediate Project site. Therefore, the potential for ground rupture to affect the
Project site is considered to be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact: Be located on soil that is subject to subsidence. Subsidence began to occur in the City of Long
Beach, which sits over the Wilmington Oil Field, in the 1940s, with the pumping of groundwater at the
Terminal Island Naval Shipyard. By 1958, the affected area was 20 square miles and extended beyond
the Harbor District. Total subsidence reached 29 feet (ft) in the center of the Subsidence Bowl. Water
injection was begun in 1958 to repressurize the former oil field and the area has since been stabilized and,
therefore, is not expected to result in subsidence at the Project site. As a result, subsidence-related impacts
are considered to be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

Impact: Be located on expansive soil. The on-site granular soil depths of at least 8 ft are non-expansive,
while the underlying clay can be classified as having a moderate expansion potential based on the
assessment of the soil classifications in the Geotechnical Evaluations. Therefore, the soils on the Project
site are considered to have a non-expansive potential. Impacts related to expansive soils would be less
than significant, and no mitigation is required.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Impact: Generate greenhouse gas emissions that may have a significant impact on the environment.
The proposed Project would generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from area and mobile sources and
indirect emissions from stationary sources associated with energy consumption. The proposed Project
would produce an estimated 1,600 metric tons (MT) of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO,¢) per year when
compared to the existing condition. This does not include any credits for the LEED Gold certification
Project features that would reduce energy use and, therefore, reduce GHG emissions from the Project.
The proposed Project would produce approximately 2,900 MT of CO.e per year (when accounting for
existing emissions), which would not exceed the Tier 3 criterion of 3,000 MT of CO,e per year for
commercial/residential projects. Therefore, operational emissions would be below the screening threshold
and Project operations would be considered to have a less than significant impact related to GHG
emissions, and no mitigation is required.

Impact: Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases. The GHG emissions reduction goals in Assembly Bill (AB 32) are
scoped to manage total statewide GHG emissions of approximately 496.95 million metric tons (MMT) of
COqe per year. The proposed Project is estimated to produce approximately 1,600 MT of CO,e per year
over existing conditions, representing approximately 0.002 MMT of CO,e per year of the State’s
reduction goals. Therefore, the proposed Project is not considered to result in GHG emission levels that
would substantially conflict with implementation of the GHG reduction goals under AB 32, Executive
Order (EO) S-03-05, or other State regulations. The proposed Project would have a less than significant
impact related to potential conflicts with regulations outlined in the California Green Buildings Standard
Code and GHG emissions reduction goals in AB 32. No mitigation is required.

Impact: Result in a cumulative greenhouse gas emission impacts. The proposed Project emphasizes
energy efficiency and water conservation and would be consistent with the AB 32 reduction goals for
2020; the proposed Project would not generate GHG emissions that exceed any applicable threshold of
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significance; and the proposed Project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGs. As a result, the proposed Project’s climate
change impacts with regard to GHG emissions would not be considered cumulatively considerable
because they would not contribute to GHG emissions that exceed the AB 32 Statewide reduction goals.
Additionally, the proposed Project’s long-term operational emissions would not exceed SCAQMD daily
thresholds. The proposed Project would result in a GHG emission profile that would not exceed the Tier 3
criterion of 3,000 MT of CO,e per year for commercial/residential projects, and is lower than the service
population thresholds as allowed under Tier 4 analysis (4.8 MT of CO,e per year per service population).
Additionally, since climate change is a global issue, it is unlikely that the proposed Project would
generate enough GHG emissions to influence global climate change on its own. Therefore, the
contribution of the proposed Project GHG emissions to potential cumulative GHG emission impacts in
the City of Long Beach is considered less than cumulatively significant, and no mitigation is required.

According to the Wave Uprush Study (Wave Uprush Study for Belmont Pool Plaza, Moffatt & Nichol.
October 2014), prepared for the proposed Project, wave run-up for the high 2060 and 2100 sea level rise
scenarios would result in a run up elevation up to 8.2 ft and 10.4 ft (or greater), respectively, at the Project
site. The modeled scenario does not account for shore protection measures such as beach nourishment,
storm berm construction, or other shore protection structures. Furthermore, because the main pool deck
would be elevated 17 ft above mean sea level, the pool deck would be set 8.8 ft and 6.6 ft above the
projected high water level in 2060 and 2100, respectively. Additional GHG reduction strategies
implemented at the State, national, and international levels could reduce sea-level rise. Therefore, impacts
related to climate change and sea level rise would not be cumulatively significant.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Impact: The project site is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5. The Project site is not included on any hazardous materials sites
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, including the Cortese List, and would not create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment. Impacts would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is required.

Hydrology and Water Quality

Impact: Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge. Due to
the depth of groundwater (i.e., 6 to 9 ft below existing grades) and the anticipated depth of excavation (up
to 13 ft below existing grade), groundwater dewatering is anticipated to be required during removal of the
remaining wooden piles, and construction of the pools. However, groundwater-dewatering activities
would be temporary, and the volume of groundwater removed would not be substantial. In addition,
grading and construction activities would compact soil, which can decrease infiltration during
construction. However, construction activities would also be temporary, and the reduction in infiltration
would not be substantial. Therefore, construction of the proposed Project would not substantially deplete
groundwater or interfere with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level.

Operation of the proposed Project would not require groundwater extraction. The proposed Project would
not directly utilize local groundwater but would continue to use water from the local municipal supply.
Additionally, the proposed Project would replace the existing facility with a similar facility. As discussed
previously, the proposed Project would decrease impervious surface by 0.5 acre, which would increase
infiltration. As a result, the proposed Project would not constitute interference with groundwater recharge

Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
CEQA Findings of Fact
Page 16



such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level.
Impacts related to groundwater supplies would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

Impact: Flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam. The Project site is located within the dam
inundation area for the Whittier Narrows Dam, which received a Dam Safety Action Class 1I rating in
December 2008. This rating is assigned to dams where failure could begin during normal operations or be
initiated as the consequence of a natural event (e.g., an earthquake). Because of the Project site’s location
at the furthest point away from the Whittier Narrows Dam within the inundation area, flooding would
significantly dissipate by the time it reached the Project site. In addition, the City would have ample time
to notify on-site users to evacuate and on-site users would have ample time to evacuate before waters
reached the Project site. Additionally, the proposed Project does not propose the development of habitable
structures on site, thereby further minimizing the risk to life and property in the event of a dam failure.
Furthermore, the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) has implemented the following
Interim Risk Reduction Measures to reduce impacts to life and property in the event of dam failure:
remote monitoring, inspection and monitoring, flood mapping, updating the Emergency Action Plan
annually, inspecting toe drain and gallery, and initiating a Dam Safety Modification Study. The City has
also developed emergency preparedness plans that would help the public be prepared for these types of
emergency situations. In addition, the County of Los Angeles has regional catastrophic preparedness
planning and regional evacuation routes. Therefore, because the USACE, the City, and the County have
implemented mitigation plans, emergency preparedness plans, and evacuation routes, impacts associated
with the failure of a dam or levee would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

Impact: Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. The Project site is not located in the vicinity of
any large enclosed bodies of water that could adversely affect the Project site in the event of earthquake-
induced seiches. Therefore, the risk associated with possible seiche waves is not considered a potential
constraint or a potentially significant impact of the proposed Project, and no mitigation is necessary.

The proposed Project is adjacent to the beach and is within a tsunami inundation zone. However, the
proposed Project is replacing an existing use and would not create a new risk of a tsunami occurring. The
City has adopted the 2015 Draft Hazard Mitigation Plan (as well as emergency preparedness plans) for
the purpose of protecting the community and the environment from natural hazards. In addition, the
County of Los Angeles has developed regional catastrophic preparedness planning and regional
evacuation routes. Therefore, the risks associated with tsunamis are considered less than significant, and
no mitigation is required.

The Project site is relatively level and the absence of nearby slopes precludes any slope stability hazards.
Furthermore, the site is not in a State Earthquake-Induced Landslide Hazard Zone. Therefore, the
proposed Project would result in less than significant impacts related to flooding as a result of inundation
by mudflow, and no mitigation is required.

Cumulative Hydrology and Water Quality Impacts. Future development within the Project vicinity
would be subject to National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) and Municipal Separate
Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit requirements for both construction and operation. Each project would
be required to develop a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and/or a Standard Urban
Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) to target site-specific pollutants of concern. Each project would
also be evaluated individually to determine appropriate BMPs to minimize impacts to surface water
quality. Each of the cumulative projects would be required to comply with City and Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) regulations and prepare a Floodplain Report during final design to address
any potential impacts to the floodplain, and if required, reduce those impacts. In addition, the City
Development Services Director reviews all development projects on a case-by-case basis to ensure that
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sufficient local and regional drainage capacity is available. Thus, the proposed Project’s contribution to
cumulative impacts to hydrology and water quality would be less than cumulatively significant.

Land Use

Impact: Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental impact.

California Coastal Commission/California Coastal Act/Local Coastal Program: The proposed
Project is consistent with the policies and guidelines contained in the City’s Local Coastal Program
(LCP) and the policies within Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act. Therefore, impacts are
considered less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Southern California Association of Governments Regional Comprehensive Plan: The Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG) maintains an Intergovernmental Review Criteria List
to assist agencies in determining whether a project is considered regionally significant. The proposed
Project is not listed by SCAG as a project of regional significance. In addition, SCAG’s Regional
Comprehensive Plan (RCP) aims to reduce emissions and increase mobility through strategic land use
changes. The proposed Project is a replacement/expansion of previous recreational facilities and
would not alter the designated or previous land uses on the Project site. Therefore, the proposed
Project would be consistent with the intent of the goals and policies outlined in SCAG’s RCP, and no
mitigation is required.

General Plan Land Use Element: The City’s General Plan land use designations for the Project site
are Land Use Division (LUD) No. 7, Mixed-Use, and LUD No. 11, Open Space and Parks. LUD
No. 7 is intended for large vital activity centers, including visitor-serving uses and recreation uses.
Permitted uses within LUD No. 11 include visitor-serving facilities and recreational uses, among
other uses. The proposed Project includes the replacement of the former facility and construction of
the new Belmont Pool complex, which is a visitor-serving recreational use consistent with both
LUD No. 7 and LUD No. 11. The proposed Project also includes an open space/park area (a park
use), an outdoor café (a retail use) and gathering area, and public restrooms, consistent with permitted
land uses as allowed within LUD No. 7. Therefore, the proposed Project would be consistent with the
General Plan land use designations for the Project Site. The proposed Project would also be consistent
with applicable goals and policies outlined in the City’s current General Plan Land Use Element and
with the goals, policies, and designations outlined in the City’s proposed Land Use Element.
Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would not result in significant land use
compatibility issues with the City’s General Plan Land Use Element.

General Plan Open Space and Recreation Element: The City’s Open Space and Recreation
Element defines the Belmont Pool complex as a special-use park because of the numerous
recreational amenities and specialized aquatic uses it has provided. The proposed Project would be
consistent with the objectives and policies established in the General Plan Open Space and Recreation
Element for the Project area because the proposed Project would enhance recreation opportunities and
facilities on the Project site. Therefore, no adverse impacts to open space and recreation amenities
would result, and mitigation would not be required.

Impact: Result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant land use impact. The
Development of the proposed Project would be consistent with the existing General Plan land use
designations. The land use patterns around the Project site have been long established with recreational,
open space, and small areas of retail (food and concession areas) development. The proposed Project
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involves replacement of a former pool facility and would be compatible with development in the
immediate area surrounding the Project site. Therefore, the construction of the new Belmont Pool
facilities would not result in a potential inconsistency with the City General Plan or other land planning
documents, nor would the proposed Project result in significant land use compatibility issues.
Implementation of the proposed Project would not result in, or contribute to, a cumulatively significant
land use impact, and no mitigation is required.

Noise

Impact: Expose persons to or generate noise levels in excess of standards established by the City of
Long Beach.

Traffic Noise. Project-related traffic noise levels would have a traffic noise increase of up to 2.4 A-
weighted decibels (dBA), except for Bennett Avenue south of Ocean Boulevard. Although traffic
noise levels along Bennett Avenue south of Ocean Boulevard would increase by up to 7.2 dBA, this
roadway segment is the entrance to the proposed Project, and there are no off-site noise-sensitive land
uses adjacent to this segment of the road. The traffic noise increases of up to 2.4 dBA along other
roadway segments in the vicinity of the Project site are less than the 3 dBA threshold normally
perceptible by the human ear in an outdoor environment. Therefore, no significant traffic noise
impacts would occur on off-site noise-sensitive land uses.

Long-Term Operation. Noise levels generated from the outdoor pool under normal operations
would be less than 50 dBA L., (equivalent continuous sound level measured in A-weighted decibels)
at the perimeter of the facility. Noise levels generated from the indoor pool would not impact the
closest residences at the Belmont Shore Condominiums, which is approximately 180 ft from the
building edge of the proposed Project because the combination of building attenuation and distance
attenuation would be 46 dBA. Therefore, noise generated under normal operations and from the
indoor pool would not have the potential to impact nearby noise-sensitive uses.

Interior Noise. Noise levels at the outdoor seating area would not exceed any of the City’s daytime
interior standards at either the Belmont Shores Children’s Center or the two residential locations. In
addition, because the proposed Project would not be used after 10:00 p.m., no nighttime operational
noise would occur and, therefore, no violation of the City’s nighttime noise standards would occur.

Impact: Expose persons to or generate excess groundborne vibration or groundborne noise. The
primary source of vibration during construction would be generated by front-end loaders, small
bulldozers, dump trucks, hydraulic hammers, and pile drivers. The estimated vibration level at the closest
receptors would be 0.049 inch/second and 0.097 inch/second, for residences to the northeast and
northwest, respectively, and 0.101 inch/second at the Belmont Shores Children’s Center and other
commercial buildings. These construction vibration levels are below the damage threshold of
0.3 inch/second for older residential buildings and 0.5 inch/second for modern industrial commercial
buildings. Therefore, the proposed Project would result in a less than significant impact, and no
mitigation is required.

Impact: Result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels. Project-related traffic
noise levels would have a traffic noise increase of up to 2.4 dBA, except for Bennett Avenue south of
Ocean Boulevard. Although traffic noise levels along Bennett Avenue south of Ocean Boulevard would
increase by up to 7.2 dBA, this roadway segment is the entrance to the proposed Project and there are no
off-site noise-sensitive land uses adjacent to it. The traffic noise increases of up to 2.4 dBA along other
roadway segments in the Project area are less than the 3 dBA threshold normally perceptible by the

Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
CEQA Findings of Fact
Page 19



human ear in an outdoor environment. Therefore, no significant traffic noise impacts or permanent
increase in ambient noise levels would occur in the Project vicinity or to off-site noise-sensitive land uses.

Impact: Result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant noise 1mpact. There are
no proposed or approved (but not yet fully constructed) projects within the cumulative noise study area
for the proposed Project. Because construction noise and vibration are localized and rapidly attenuate
within an urban environment, other related projects are located too far from the Project site to contribute
to cumulative impacts related to noise levels due to construction activities. Construction activity at any
related Project site would not result in a noticeable increase in noise to sensitive receptors adjacent to the
proposed Project site. Furthermore, all related proj jects would be required to comply with the City’s Noise
Control Ordinance. Therefore, construction noise impacts would be less than cumulatively significant.

Operations associated with the proposed Project are not anticipated to lead to a substantial increase in the
number of visitors and vehicles to the Project site. Therefore, the long-term ambient noise levels
associated with increased traffic are not anticipated to be significant as a result of the proposed Project,
would not contribute substantially to cumulative roadway noise impacts, and would have a less than
cumulatively considerable impact. Also, since no cumulative projects were identified for the cumulative
noise study area, the proposed Project would not contribute to off-site cumulative noise impacts from on-
site activities and would have a less than cumulatively considerable noise impact.

Recreation

Impact: Result in a cumulative recreation impact. The proposed Project, in conjunction with the
cumulative projects in the City, would contribute to the recreational opportunities in the City. The
proposed Project is not anticipated to significantly increase the use or need for additional City park
facilities. Furthermore, the proposed Project does not include any residential housing or a substantial
increase in long-term employment opportunities that would increase the population in the City. Therefore,
the proposed Project would not, with any other planned or proposed projects, cumulatively contribute to
the increased use of or need for additional or expanded recreational facilities in the City. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not contribute to adverse cumulative impacts related to recreation when
combined with other foreseeable projects that are planned or expected to occur in the City of Long Beach
or the region.

Transportation and Circulation

Impact: Conflict with an applicable congestion management program. None of the arterial
monitoring stations identified the 2010 Congestion Management Plan (CMP) for the County of Los
Angeles are located near the Project site, and the proposed Project is not anticipated to conflict with
standards established for CMP-designated roads or highways. The proposed Project would have a less
than significant impact relative to the adopted CMP, and no mitigation is required.

Impact: Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities. The proposed Project would reconstruct the Belmont Pool at the existing location,
which is near a public transit stop and a Class I bike path. Existing pathways through the passive park
would be rerouted to East Olympic Plaza to allow for utilization of the proposed pedestrian and bicycle
enhancements. The facility would continue to be accessible for users of transit, bicycle, and pedestrian
modes of travel because the site design allows for pedestrian linkages. The proposed pool facility would
continue to be accessed via Long Beach Transit bus service as well as sidewalks and the Shoreline Beach
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Bike Path. The proposed Project would have less than significant impacts relative to public transit,
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, and no mitigation is required.

Impact: Result in a cumulatively significant transportation/traffic impact. One project was identified
within the cumulative Project study area: the Leeway Sailing Center Pier Replacement. This project is
proposing to reconstruct the existing pier without expanding the size of the existing operation. Therefore,
this project will not contribute new traffic to any of the study area intersections. Because no additional
traffic from cumulative projects is anticipated at the study area intersections, no additional cumulative
operational traffic impacts would occur. No mitigation is required.

Utilities
Impact: The following impacts are discussed together in the Draft EIR and Final EIR; each bullet point
represents a potential environmental impact that is discussed below.

* Require or result in construction of new water facilities or the expansion of existing facilities

o Necessitate new or expanded water entitlements.

The Long Beach Water Department (LBWD) provided water services to the previous pool complex and
pool facilities and would continue to provide water to the Project site. A short-term demand for water
would occur during construction associated with excavation, grading, and other construction-related
activities on the Project site. However, this short-term demand is anticipated to be less than significant,
and no mitigation is required.

The proposed Project would result in an increase in water service/demand, which would represent
approximately 0.027 percent of the LBWD water supply, which would be within the available and
projected water supplies of the 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP). In addition, the proposed
Project would comply with State law regarding water conservation measures and would also incorporate
additional water conservation measures to meet the standards associated with the LEED Gold rating.
Therefore, impacts associated with the long-term operation of the proposed Project would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is required.

The proposed Project would be required to pay fees pursuant to Chapter 18.23 of the Fire Code and the
implementation of applicable building code requirements in accordance with the California Fire Code,
thereby ensuring the LBFD would be able to maintain acceptable performance ratios and fire flow
requirements following Project implementation. Potential impacts related to fire flow would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is required.

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

Groundwater-dewatering activities during Project construction would be temporary, and the volume of
groundwater removed would not be substantial. In addition, the Los Angeles County Sanitation District
(LACSD) would ensure they have adequate capacity to accommodate the discharged groundwater prior to
issuing a permit. Therefore, potential impacts to wastewater treatment and wastewater conveyance
infrastructure would be less than significant during construction, and no mitigation is required.
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Wastewater flow from the proposed Project would require approximately 0.33 percent of the existing
available design capacity of the Anaheim Street Trunk Sewer and 0.27 percent of the existing available
design capacity Joint Outfall C Unit Trunk Sewer. Both trunk sewers have sufficient capacity to
accommodate anticipated wastewater flows from the proposed Project. The anticipated increase in daily
wastewater flow would also represent 0.06 percent of the anticipated available daily capacity of the Joint
Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP). The proposed Project would not substantially or incrementally
exceed the current or future scheduled capacity of the JWPCP by generating flows greater than those
anticipated. In addition, the projected wastewater flow calculations for the proposed Project do not
account for the implementation of water conservation measures proposed by the City, which would
further reduce wastewater flows beyond the projections noted above. Impacts related to wastewater
treatment would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

Impact: Insufficient permitted capacity at landfill. Construction and operational solid waste would be
disposed of at the Southeast Resource Recovery Facility (SERRF) because it is the closest active solid
waste facility to the Project site. The Solid Waste Facility Permit from the County of Los Angeles Solid
Waste Management Program for the SERRF authorizes the disposal of a maximum of 2,240 tons of waste
per day. Currently, the SERRF accepts approximately 1,320 tons of waste per day. The volume of solid
waste that would be generated by the proposed Project would require approximately 0.11 percent of the
currently available daily capacity at the SERRF. Any solid waste considered unprocessible by SERRF
would likely be taken to the Mesquite Landfill. The Mesquite Landfill is authorized to accept
approximately 20,000 tons of waste per day. The anticipated increase in solid waste disposal attributable
to the proposed Project would require 0.005 percent of the available daily disposal capacity at the
Mesquite Landfill. Impacts related to solid waste would be less than significant. No mitigation is
required.

Impact: Fail to comply with federal, State, and local statues and regulations regarding solid waste.
Waste diversion for the proposed Project is anticipated to be consistent with other similar development
within the City and divert a high percentage of trash from landfills based on compliance with standard
City practices and regulations. In addition, the Project would adhere to a Construction & Demolition
(C&D) waste recycling program during construction. The City’s C&D Debris Recycling Program
requires at least 60 percent of C&D waste (e.g., concrete, metals, and asphalt) to be recycled.
Additionally, the proposed Project would include on-site recycling containers and adequate storage area
for such containers. All containers and storage areas on the Project site would be sized in accordance with
the applicable provisions in the LBMC, including Sections 8.60.025 and 8.60.020, which establish
standards and guidelines regarding refuse and recycling receptacles. Based on these considerations, the
proposed Project would be consistent with the State Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of
1991. Therefore, with compliance with applicable City codes and State regulations, the proposed Project
would not conflict with solid waste regulations, plans, and programs. Impacts related to consistency with
applicable federal, State, and local statutes and regulations addressing solid waste would be less than
significant. No mitigation is required.

Impact: Substantial adverse physical impact associated with the provision of new of physically
altered energy transmission facilities.

Electricity. New development on site would result in an increase in long-term demand for electricity. The
anticipated increase in Project-related annual electricity consumption would represent approximately
0.0004 percent of the forecasted net energy load for the Southern California Edison (SCE) service. Based
on these estimates, sufficient transmission and distribution capacity exists, and off-site improvements
would not be necessary. Furthermore, because the Project site is currently served by all utilities and has

Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
CEQA Findings of Fact
Page 22



previously operated with the same land use as proposed, no new off-site service lines or substations
would be required to serve the proposed Project. Therefore, impacts related to the provision of electricity
services to the proposed Project would be less than significant, and the proposed Project would not
require new or physically altered transmission facilities (other than those facilities needed for on-site
distribution and hook-up into the existing system). Similarly, no significant impacts to local or regional
supplies of electricity would occur as a result of the proposed Project, and no mitigation is required.

Natural Gas. The proposed Project, which has a larger building area than the former pool complex,
would result in an increase in long-term demand for natural gas. The proposed Project would generate an
annual natural gas demand of 0.00229 billion cubic feet (bcf) per year, which is an increase of 0.00133
bef per year, which would fall well within the capacity of the service provider, Long Beach Gas & Oil
(LBGO) until at least the year 2035. The proposed Project would further reduce natural gas consumption
through the installation of high-efficiency direct fire heating and pool blankets. No new off-site service
lines or substations would be required to serve the proposed Project. Therefore, impacts related to the
provision of natural gas services to the proposed Project would be less than significant, and the proposed
Project would not require new or physically altered transmission facilities (other than those facilities
needed for on-site distribution and hook-up into the existing system). Similarly, no significant impacts to
local or regional supplies of natural gas would occur as a result of the proposed Project, and no mitigation
is required.

Impact: Result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant utilities and service
system impact.

Electricity. The geographic area for the cumulative analysis of impacts to the provision of electricity is
the service territory of SCE. Although the proposed Project has the potential to increase electrical demand
in the area, SCE has identified adequate capacity to handle increase in electrical demand, and any increase
in electrical demand resulting from the proposed Project would be incremental compared to an increase in
regional electrical demand. Compliance with Title 24 of the California Administrative Code regulates
energy consumption in new construction and regulates building energy consumption for heating, cooling,
ventilation, water heating, and lighting for the proposed Project and all future projects. In addition, the
proposed Project would be designed to meet LEED Gold standards, including a number of energy-
efficient measures to further reduce energy consumption. Therefore, in relation to the cumulative study
area, the proposed Project’s incremental contribution to increased demand for electricity would not be
cumulatively considerable, and no mitigation is required.

Natural Gas. The geographic area for the cumulative analysis of impacts to the provision of natural gas is
the service territory for the LBGO. According to the 2014 California Gas Report, the City’s gas use is
expected to remain constant through 2035. Sufficient gas supplies and infrastructure capacity are
available, or have already been planned, to serve past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects.
Further, all future projects would be subject to Title 24 requirements and would be evaluated on a case-
by-case basis to determine the need for specific distribution infrastructure improvements. As there is
adequate capacity and additional development within LBGO’s service area that would comply with Title
24, the proposed Project’s contribution to cumulative natural gas impacts would be considered less than
significant.

Solid Waste. The geographic area for the cumulative analysis of impacts to solid waste disposal capacity
is the County of Los Angeles. The proposed Project in combination with other past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable projects within the County would create an increased demand on landfills and
solid waste services for the County. The construction and operation of the proposed Project would be
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served by the SERRF, a refuse-to-energy waste facility with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the Project’s solid waste disposal needs. Solid waste considered unprocessable by SERRF
would be taken to landfills in Orange, San Bernardino, and Riverside Counties. Therefore, the proposed
Project would not have a significant Project-specific or cumulative impact on waste disposal capacity at
County transformation facilities and landfills. In addition, the City complies with all federal, State, and
local statutes and regulations related to solid waste, and no mitigation is required.

Wastewater. The geographic area for the cumulative analysis for wastewater treatment is defined as the
City and the LACSD service territory. Because LACSD projects that its existing and planned wastewater
treatment capacity would be sufficient to accommodate the growth forecasted by the United States Census
Bureau within its service area, development that is generally conmsistent with this forecast can be
adequately served by LACSD facilities. The proposed Project would replace and improve the previous
Belmont Pool Facilities; no change in land use is proposed. LACSD existing facilities have the capacity
to accommodate past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects. The proposed Project would not
contribute wastewater that would exceed the service capacity of LACSD. Therefore, the proposed Project
would not significantly contribute to or cause cumulative impacts to wastewater services, and no
mitigation is required.

Water. The geographic area for the cumulative analysis of water infrastructure includes the Project site
and the service territory of the City. According to the City’s UWMP, the Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California’s (MWDSC) future water supplies are fairly reliable as documented in its 2010
Regional UWMP, because the MWDSC current allocation plan guarantees an amount of water close to
the LBWD’s need for water, and because the LBWD has a preferential right to the MWDSC supplies in
excess of its need for that water. In addition, LBWD projects that there are sufficient groundwater
supplies to meet any future demand requirements in the City. Therefore, existing water systems have
sufficient capacity to meet the additional maximum day and peak-hour domestic water demand and fire
flow demand from the proposed Project and other proposed projects within the City’s service territory
through 2020. As such, the potential cumulative impacts from past, present, and reasonably foreseeable
projects related to water supply within the City would be less than significant.

C. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH WERE DETERMINED TO BE LESS
THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION

The Final EIR identified certain potentially significant effects that could result from the proposed Project.
However, the Long Beach Planning Commission finds for each of the significant or potentially significant
impacts identified in this section, based upon substantial evidence in the record, that changes or
alterations have been required or incorporated into the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen
the significant effects as identified in the Final EIR. As a result, adoption of the mitigation measures set
forth below would reduce the identified significant effects to a less than significant level.

Aesthetics

Impact: Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings.

During construction, temporary fencing would be placed along the perimeter of the site to screen
construction activities from the street level. It is recognized that construction fencing could potentially
serve as a target for graffiti if not appropriately monitored. Such graffiti could result in the degradation of
the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings. Mitigation Measure 4.1.1 would
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require that temporary barriers and walkways are maintained in a visually attractive manner throughout
the construction period. Mitigation requiring the maintenance of the Project site fencing would ensure that .
impacts associated with unwanted debris and graffiti would be less than significant.

As a result of implementation of the proposed Project, the existing visual character of the Project site
would be changed because the proposed design would be dramatically different than the former Belmont
Pool facility. Although the proposed development represents a substantial change from the existing
condition, the proposed Project design has a comparable mass, scale, and height and would also be
aligned to provide for increased coastal views. Additionally, the proposed Project would replace one
large recreational pool complex with another recreational pool complex and although the design would be
different, the visual character of the Project site would not be substantially degraded with the
implementation of the proposed Project. Project impacts would be less than significant impacts, and no
mitigation is required.

Mitigation Measure 4.1.1: Maintenance of Construction Barriers. Prior to issuance of any
construction permits, the City of Long Beach (City) Development
Services Director, or designee, shall verify that construction plans
include the following note: During construction, the Construction
Contractor shall ensure, through appropriate postings and daily visual
inspections, that no unauthorized materials are posted on any temporary
construction barriers or temporary pedestrian walkways, and that any
such temporary barriers and walkways are maintained in a visually
attractive manner. In the event that unauthorized materials or markings
are discovered on any temporary construction barrier or temporary
pedestrian walkway, the Construction Contractor shall remove such
items within 48 hours.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to the degradation of the existing visual character or quality of the site during
construction to a less than significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Biological Resources

Impact: Result in substantial interference with the movement or migration of wildlife species or
wildlife nursery sites. Existing landscaping may provide suitable habitat for nesting birds including those
protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). A total of 30 trees on the Project site would be
removed or relocated under the proposed Project. These existing trees may provide habitat for nesting
birds. Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would be subject to the provisions of the
MBTA, which prohibits disturbing or destroying active nests. With implementation of Mitigation
Measure 4.3.1, potentially significant impacts to nesting birds would be reduced to a level considered less
than significant.

Mitigation Measure 4.3.1:  Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Tree and vegetation removal shall be
restricted to outside the likely active nesting season (January 15 through
September 1) for those bird species present or potentially occurring within
the proposed Project area. That time period is inclusive of most other
birds’ nesting periods, thus maximizing avoidance of impacts to any
nesting birds. If construction is proposed between January 15 and
September 1, a qualified biologist familiar with local avian species and
the requirements of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the
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California Fish and Game Code shall conduct a preconstruction survey for
nesting birds no more than 3 days prior to construction. The survey shall
include the entire area that will be disturbed. The results of the survey
shall be recorded in a memorandum and submitted to the City of Long
Beach (City) Parks, Recreation, and Marine Director within 48 hours. If
the survey is positive, and the nesting species are subject to the MBTA or
the California Fish and Game Code, the memorandum shall be submitted
to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) to determine
appropriate action. If nesting birds are present, a qualified biologist shall
be retained to monitor the site during initial vegetation clearing and
grading, as well as during other activities that would have the potential to
disrupt nesting behavior. The monitor shall be empowered by the City to
halt construction work in the vicinity of the nesting birds if the monitor
believes the nest is at risk of failure or the birds are excessively disturbed.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to the movement or migration of wildlife species or wildlife nursery sites to a
less than significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Conflict with a tree preservation policy or ordinance. Construction of the pool facilities as
currently planned would result in removal or relocation of 30 trees. In accordance with Chapter 14.28 of
the City’s Municipal Code, a ministerial permit from the Public Works Director would be required before
the removal of any trees on City-owned property. The City’s Tree Maintenance Policy requires a 1:1
replacement ratio and payment of a fee that is equivalent to the cost of a City-approved 15-gallon tree.
Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.2, impacts related to the City’s tree protection
ordinance would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.3.2:  Local Tree Removal Ordinances. Prior to the start of any demolition or
construction activities, the City of Long Beach (City) Parks, Recreation,
and Marine Director, or designee, shall obtain a tree removal permit from
the City’s Public Works Director. A City-approved Construction Plan
shall be submitted with the permit to remove tree(s). The City-approved
Plan shall show that the existing City (parkway) tree has a direct impact
on the design and function of the proposed Project. The City shall incur
all removal costs, including site cleanup, make any necessary repair of
hardscape damage, and replace the tree. The removed tree shall be
replaced with an approved 15-gallon tree and payment of a fee that is
equivalent to a City-approved 15-gallon tree.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to conflicts with a tree removal ordinance to a less than significant level for the
reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Result in a cumulative impact to biological resources. The proposed Project would be
required to comply with Mitigation Measures 4.3.1 and 4.3.2, requiring avoidance of construction during
nesting season and replacement of removed trees at a 1:1 ratio and payment of a fee, and would reduce
potential impacts to migratory bird species to a less than significant level. Therefore, overall adverse
impacts to nesting migratory bird species would not be cumulatively significant.
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The Project site does not contain any native habitat, and is in an area with substantial urban development
and limited native habitat. Therefore, loss of potential habitat on the Project site would not be a
substantial impact. As a result, when considered with the potential effects of other development in this
part of the City on biological resources, the proposed Project would not contribute appreciably to
cumulative adverse impacts on biological resources. Therefore, the contribution of the proposed Project to
cumulative adverse impacts on biological resources would be considered less than cumulatively

considerable.

Mitigation Measure 4.3.1:

Mitigation Measure 4.3.2:

Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Tree and vegetation removal shall be
restricted to outside the likely active nesting season (January 15 through
September 1) for those bird species present or potentially occurring
within the proposed Project area. That time period is inclusive of most
other birds’ nesting periods, thus maximizing avoidance of impacts to
any nesting birds. If construction is proposed between January 15 and
September 1, a qualified biologist familiar with local avian species and
the requirements of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the
California Fish and Game Code shall conduct a preconstruction survey
for nesting birds no more than 3 days prior to construction. The survey
shall include the entire area that will be disturbed. The results of the
survey shall be recorded in a memorandum and submitted to the City of
Long Beach (City) Parks, Recreation, and Marine Director within 48
hours. If the survey is positive, and the nesting species are subject to the
MBTA or the California Fish and Game Code, the memorandum shall be
submitted to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) to
determine appropriate action. If nesting birds are present, a qualified
biologist shall be retained to monitor the site during initial vegetation
clearing and grading, as well as during other activities that would have
the potential to disrupt nesting behavior. The monitor shall be
empowered by the City to halt construction work in the vicinity of the
nesting birds if the monitor believes the nest is at risk of failure or the
birds are excessively disturbed.

Local Tree Removal Ordinances. Prior to the start of any demolition or
construction activities, the City of Long Beach (City) Parks, Recreation,
and Marine Director, or designee, shall obtain a tree removal permit from
the City’s Public Works Director. A City-approved Construction Plan
shall be submitted with the permit to remove tree(s). The City-approved
Plan shall show that the existing City (parkway) tree has a direct impact
on the design and function of the proposed Project. The City shall incur
all removal costs, including site cleanup, make any necessary repair of
hardscape damage, and replace the tree. The removed tree shall be
replaced with an approved 15-gallon tree and payment of a fee that is
equivalent to a City-approved 15-gallon tree.

Finding: Mitigation Measures 4.3.1 and 4.3.2 are feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce
potentially significant cumulative impacts related to biological resources to a less than significant level
for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
CEQA Findings of Fact
Page 27



Cultural Resources

Impact: Destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature. During Project
construction, there is a potential for significant fossil remains to be encountered during grading activities
at depths of 23 ft or greater. Mitigation Measure 4.4.1 requires a qualified paleontologist to be retained to
monitor grading activities. Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.4.1 would ensure that impacts to
paleontological resources are reduced to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.4.1: Paleontological Resources Impact Mitigation Program. Prior to
commencement of any grading or excavation activity on site, the City of
Long Beach (City) Development Services Director, or designee, shall
verify that a paleontologist has been retained on an on-call basis for all
excavation from the surface to depths of 23 feet (ft) below the surface.
Once a depth of 23 ft is reached, the paleontologist shall visit the site and
determine if there is a potential for the sediments at this depth to contain
paleontological resources.

A paleontologist shall not be required on site if excavation is only
occurring in depths of less than 23 ft, unless there are discoveries at
shallower depths that warrant the presence of a paleontological monitor.
In the event that there are any unanticipated discoveries, the on-call
paleontologist shall be called to the site to assess the find for
significance, and if necessary, prepare a Paleontological Resources
Impact Mitigation Program (PRIMP) as outlined below.

If excavation will extend deeper than 23 ft, exclusive of pile-driving and
vibro-replacement soil stabilization techniques, the paleontologist shall
prepare a PRIMP for the proposed Project. The PRIMP should be
consistent with the guidelines of the Society of Vertebrate
Paleontologists (SVP, 1995 and 2010) and shall include but not be
limited to the following:

o Attendance at the pre-grade conference or weekly tailgate meeting if
the PRIMP is initiated after the commencement of grading, in order
to explain the mitigation measures associated with the Project.

¢ During construction excavation, a qualified vertebrate
paleontological monitor shall initially be present on a full-time basis
whenever excavation shall occur within the sediments that have a
high paleontological sensitivity rating. Based on the significance of
any recovered specimens, the qualified paleontologist may set up
conditions that shall allow for monitoring to be scaled back to part-
time as the Project progresses. However, if significant fossils begin
to be recovered after monitoring has been scaled back, conditions
shall also be specified that would allow increased monitoring as
necessary. The monitor shall be equipped to salvage fossils and/or
matrix samples as they are unearthed in order to avoid construction
delays. The monitor shall be empowered to temporarily halt or divert
equipment in the area of the find in order to allow removal of
abundant or large specimens.
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The underlying sediments may contain abundant fossil remains that
can only be recovered by a screening and picking matrix; therefore,
these sediments shall occasionally be spot-screened through 1/8 to
1/20-inch mesh screens to determine whether microfossils exist. If
microfossils are encountered, additional sediment samples (up to
6,000 pounds) shall be collected and processed through 1/20-inch
mesh screens to recover additional fossils. Processing of large bulk
samples is best accomplished at a designated location within the
Project that shall be accessible throughout the Project duration but
shall also be away from any proposed cut or fill areas. Processing is
usually completed concurrently with construction, with the intent to
have all processing completed before, or just after, Project
completion. A small corner of a staging or equipment parking area is
an ideal location. If water is not available, the location should be
accessible for a water truck to occasionally fill containers with water.

Preparation of recovered specimens to a point of identification and
permanent preservation. This includes the washing and picking of
mass samples to recover small invertebrate and vertebrate fossils and
the removal of surplus sediment from around larger specimens to
reduce the volume of storage for the repository and the storage cost.

Identification and curation of specimens into a museum repository
with permanent retrievable storage, such as the Natural History
Museum of Los Angeles County (LACM).

Preparation of a report of findings with an appended itemized
inventory of specimens. When submitted to the City Development
Services Director, or designee, the report and inventory would
signify completion of the program to mitigate impacts to
paleontological resources.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to paleontological resources discovered during Project construction to a less
than significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cultural resources
impact. The proposed Project, in conjunction with other past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future
projects, has the potential to contribute to a cumulative impact due to the loss of undiscovered
paleontological and archaeological resources during grading and construction activity. Incorporation of
Mitigation Measure 4.4.1 will reduce the proposed Project’s incremental contribution to this potential
cumulative impact to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.4.1:

Paleontological Resources Impact Mitigation Program. Prior to
commencement of any grading or excavation activity on site, the City of
Long Beach (City) Development Services Director, or designee, shall
verify that a paleontologist has been retained on an on-call basis for all
excavation from the surface to depths of 23 feet (ft) below the surface.
Once a depth of 23 ft is reached, the paleontologist shall visit the site and
determine if there is a potential for the sediments at this depth to contain
paleontological resources.
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A paleontologist shall not be required on site if excavation is only
occurring in depths of less than 23 ft, unless there are discoveries at
shallower depths that warrant the presence of a paleontological monitor.
In the event that there are any unanticipated discoveries, the on-call
paleontologist shall be called to the site to assess the find for
significance, and if necessary, prepare a Paleontological Resources
Impact Mitigation Program (PRIMP) as outlined below.

If excavation will extend deeper than 23 ft, exclusive of pile-driving and
vibro-replacement soil stabilization techniques, the paleontologist shall
prepare a PRIMP for the proposed Project. The PRIMP should be
consistent with the guidelines of the Society of Vertebrate
Paleontologists (SVP, 1995 and 2010) and shall include but not be
limited to the following:

» Attendance at the pre-grade conference or weekly tailgate meeting if
the PRIMP is initiated after the commencement of grading, in order
to explain the mitigation measures associated with the Project.

o During construction excavation, a qualified vertebrate
paleontological monitor shall initially be present on a full-time basis
whenever excavation shall occur within the sediments that have a
high paleontological sensitivity rating. Based on the significance of
any recovered specimens, the qualified paleontologist may set up
conditions that shall allow for monitoring to be scaled back to part-
time as the Project progresses. However, if significant fossils begin
to be recovered after monitoring has been scaled back, conditions
shall also be specified that would allow increased monitoring as
necessary. The monitor shall be equipped to salvage fossils and/or
matrix samples as they are unearthed in order to avoid construction
delays. The monitor shall be empowered to temporarily halt or divert
equipment in the area of the find in order to allow removal of
abundant or large specimens.

o The underlying sediments may contain abundant fossil remains that
can only be recovered by a screening and picking matrix; therefore,
these sediments shall occasionally be spot-screened through 1/8 to
1/20-inch mesh screens to determine whether microfossils exist. If
microfossils are encountered, additional sediment samples (up to
6,000 pounds) shall be collected and processed through 1/20-inch
mesh screens to recover additional fossils. Processing of large bulk
samples is best accomplished at a designated location within the
Project that shall be accessible throughout the Project duration but
shall also be away from any proposed cut or fill areas. Processing is
usually completed concurrently with construction, with the intent to
have all processing completed before, or just after, Project
completion. A small corner of a staging or equipment parking area is
an ideal location. If water is not available, the location should be
accessible for a water truck to occasionally fill containers with water.
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e Preparation of recovered specimens to a point of identification and
permanent preservation. This includes the washing and picking of
mass samples to recover small invertebrate and vertebrate fossils and
the removal of surplus sediment from around larger specimens to
reduce the volume of storage for the repository and the storage cost.

o Identification and curation of specimens into a museum repository
with permanent retrievable storage, such as the Natural History
Museum of Los Angeles County (LACM).

o Preparation of a report of findings with an appended itemized
inventory of specimens. When submitted to the City Development
Services Director, or designee, the report and inventory would
signify completion of the program to mitigate impacts to
paleontological resources.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce the proposed
Project’s contribution to a significant cumulative impact to cultural resources to a less than significant
level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Geology and Soils

Impact: Result in substantial adverse effects related to strong seismic ground shaking. The site is
located approximately 1.5 miles southwest of the Newport-Inglewood Structural Zone. Significant ground
shaking or secondary seismic ground deformation effects could occur at the site should a major seismic
event occur along the Newport-Inglewood Structural Zone. As with most areas in Southern California,
damage to the proposed Belmont Pool facilities and infrastructure could be expected as a result of
significant ground shaking during a strong seismic event in the region. However, the proposed Project
structures would be designed and built in conformance with the most current adopted California Building
Code (CBC), including seismic safety standards. Mitigation Measure 4.5.1 requires the City to comply
with the recommendations of the Geotechnical Evaluations and the most current CBC, which stipulates
appropriate seismic design provisions that shall be implemented with Project design and construction.
With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, potential Project impacts related to seismic ground
shaking would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.5.1: Conformance with the Project Geotechnical Studies. All grading
operations and construction shall be conducted in conformance with the
recommendations included in the Report of Preliminary Geotechnical
Investigation for the Proposed Belmont Plaza Olympic Pool
Revitalization Project, prepared by MACTEC (April 14, 2009); the
Geotechnical Investigation for the Temporary Myrtha Pool and
Associated Improvements, Belmont Plaza Revitalization, prepared by
GMU Geotechnical, Inc. (April 3, 2013); the Preliminary Geotechnical
Report for the Belmont Plaza Pool Rebuild-Revitalization prepared by
AESCO (April 24, 2014); and Soil Corrosivity Evaluation for the
Belmont Plaza Pool Facility Rebuild/Revitalization Project, prepared by
HDR Schiff (April 23, 2014), which together are referred to as the
Geotechnical Evaluations. Design, grading, and construction shall be
performed in accordance with the requirements of the City of Long
Beach (City) Municipal Code (Title 18) and the California Building
Code (CBC) applicable at the time of grading, appropriate local grading
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regulations, and the requirements of the Project geotechnical consultant
as summarized in a final written report, subject to review and approval
by the Development Services Director, or designee, prior to
commencement of grading activities.

Specific requirements in the Final Geotechnical Report shall address:

1. Seismic design considerations and requirements for structures and
nonstructural components permanently attached to structures

2. Foundations including ground improvements (deep soil mixing and
stone columns) and shallow foundation design

3. Earthwork, including site preparation for structural areas (building
pad) and sidewalks, pavements, and other flatwork areas; fill
material; temporary excavations; and trench backfill

4. Liquefaction

5. Site drainage

6. Slabs-on-grade and pavements
7

Retaining walls

Additional site testing and final design evaluation shall be conducted by
the Project geotechnical consultant to refine and enhance these
requirements, if necessary. The City shall require the Project
geotechnical consultant to assess whether the requirements in that report
need to be modified or refined to address any changes in the Project
features that occur prior to the start of grading. If the Project
geotechnical consultant identifies modifications or refinements to the
requirements, the City shall require appropriate changes to the final
Project design and specifications.

Grading plan review shall also be conducted by the City’s Development
Services Director, or designee, prior to the start of grading to verify that
the requirements developed during the geotechnical design evaluation
have been appropriately incorporated into the Project plans. Design,
grading, and construction shall be conducted in accordance with the
specifications of the Project geotechnical consultant as summarized in a
final report based on the CBC applicable at the time of grading and
building and the City Building Code. On-site inspection during grading
shall be conducted by the Project geotechnical consultant and the City
Building Official to ensure compliance with geotechnical specifications
as incorporated into Project plans.

Finding: The mitigation measures are feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to strong seismic ground shaking to a less than significant level for the reasons

set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Result in substantial adverse effects related to seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction. The Project site is within a State of California Hazard Zone for Liquefaction. The
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liquefaction evaluation performed as part of the Draft Geotechnical Study determined there is potential
for liquefaction in the loose- to medium-dense sandy silt, silty sand, and sand at the Project site.. As a
result, the Project site and the development proposed for the Project site would be subject to impacts
related to liquefaction of the on-site soils as a result of seismic shaking, and mitigation is required.
Mitigation Measure 4.5.1 requires the City to comply with the recommendations of the Project
Geotechnical Study, which stipulates appropriate seismic design provisions that shall be implemented
with Project design and construction. With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, potential Project
impacts related to seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, would be reduced to a less than

significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.5.1:

Conformance with the Project Geotechnical Studies. All grading
operations and construction shall be conducted in conformance with the
recommendations included in the Report of Preliminary Geotechnical
Investigation for the Proposed Belmont Plaza Olympic Pool
Revitalization Project, prepared by MACTEC (April 14, 2009); the
Geotechnical Investigation for the Temporary Myrtha Pool and
Associated Improvements, Belmont Plaza Revitalization, prepared by
GMU Geotechnical, Inc. (April 3, 2013); the Preliminary Geotechnical
Report for the Belmont Plaza Pool Rebuild-Revitalization prepared by
AESCO (April 24, 2014); and Soil Corrosivity Evaluation for the
Belmont Plaza Pool Facility Rebuild/Revitalization Project, prepared by
HDR Schiff (April 23, 2014), which together are referred to as the
Geotechnical Evaluations. Design, grading, and construction shall be
performed in accordance with the requirements of the City of Long
Beach (City) Municipal Code (Title 18) and the California Building
Code (CBC) applicable at the time of grading, appropriate local grading
regulations, and the requirements of the Project geotechnical consultant
as summarized in a final written report, subject to review and approval
by the Development Services Director, or designee, prior to
commencement of grading activities.

Specific requirements in the Final Geotechnical Report shall address:
1. Seismic design considerations and requirements for structures and

nonstructural components permanently attached to structures

2. Foundations including ground improvements (deep soil mixing and
stone columns) and shallow foundation design

3. Earthwork, including site preparation for structural areas (building
pad) and sidewalks, pavements, and other flatwork areas; fill
material; temporary excavations; and trench backfill

4. Liquefaction

5. Site drainage

6. Slabs-on-grade and pavements

7. Retaining walls

Additional site testing and final design evaluation shall be conducted by

the Project geotechnical consultant to refine and enhance these
requirements, if necessary. The City shall require the Project

Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
CEQA Findings of Fact
Page 33



geotechnical consultant to assess whether the requirements in that report
need to be modified .or refined to address any changes in the Project
features that occur prior to the start of grading. If the Project
geotechnical consultant identifies modifications or refinements to the
requirements, the City shall require appropriate changes to the final
Project design and specifications.

Grading plan review shall also be conducted by the City’s Development
Services Director, or designee, prior to the start of grading to verify that
the requirements developed during the geotechnical design evaluation
have been appropriately incorporated into the Project plans. Design,
grading, and construction shall be conducted in accordance with the
specifications of the Project geotechnical consultant as summarized in a
final report based on the CBC applicable at the time of grading and
building and the City Building Code. On-site inspection during grading
shall be conducted by the Project geotechnical consultant and the City
Building Official to ensure compliance with geotechnical specifications
as incorporated into Project plans.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to seismic-related ground failure including liquefaction to a less than
significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. During construction of the proposed
Project, there is a potential for disruption of the soils on the entire Project site. Construction activities
could potentially result in erosion and loss of topsoil. However, all excavation, trenching, and compaction
activities would be performed under the observation of a qualified engineer and the Project would be
required to adhere to all applicable construction standards with regard to erosion control. Standard
Condition 4.2.2 (Applicable Rules 403 and 402 Measures) and Mitigation Measure 4.8.1 (Construction
General Permit) would be implemented to reduce potential significant impacts related to soil erosion.
Therefore, with implementation of Standard Condition 4.2.2 and Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, impacts
would be considered less than significant.

Standard Condition 4.2.2: Applicable Rules 403 and 402 Measures. The Project construction
contractor shall develop and implement dust-control methods that shall
achieve this control level in a SCAQMD Rule 403 dust control plan,
designate personnel to monitor the dust control program, and order
increased watering, as necessary, to ensure a 55 percent control level.
Those duties shall include holiday and weekend periods when work may
not be in progress. Additional control measures to reduce fugitive dust
shall include, but are not limited to, the following:

« Apply water twice daily, or nontoxic soil stabilizers according to
manufacturers’ specifications, to all unpaved parking or staging areas
or unpaved road surfaces or as needed to areas where soil is
disturbed.

o Use low-sulfur fuel for stationary construction equipment. This is
required by SCAQMD Rules 431.1 and 431.2.
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Mitigation Measure 4.8.1:

During earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust
emissions shall be controlled by regular watering or other dust-
preventive measures using the following procedures:

o All material excavated shall be sufficiently watered to prevent
excessive amounts of dust. Watering, with complete coverage,
shall occur at least twice daily, preferably in the late morning
and after work is done for the day.

o All earthmoving or excavation activities shall cease during
periods of high winds (i.e., winds greater than 20 miles per hour
[mph] averaged over 1 hour).

o All material transported off site shall be either sufficiently
watered or securely covered to prevent excessive amounts of
dust.

o The area disturbed by earthmoving or excavation operations
shall be minimized at all times.

After earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust emissions
shall be controlled using the following measures:

o Portions of the construction area to remain inactive longer than a
period of 3 months shall be revegetated and watered until cover
is grown.

o All active portions of the construction site shall be watered to
prevent excessive amounts of dust.

At all times, fugitive dust emissions shall be controlled using the
following procedures:

o On-site vehicle speed shall be limited to 15 mph.

o Road improvements shall be paved as soon as feasible, watered
periodically, or chemically stabilized.

At all times during the construction phase, ozone precursor
emissions from mobile equipment shall be controlled using the
following procedures:

o Equipment engines shall be maintained in good condition and in
proper tune according to manufacturers’ specifications.

o On-site mobile equipment shall not be left idling for a period
longer than 60 seconds.

Outdoor storage piles of construction materials shall be kept covered,
watered, or otherwise chemically stabilized with a chemical wetting
agent to minimize fugitive dust emissions and wind erosion.

Construction General Permit. Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the
City of Long Beach (City) shall obtain coverage for the proposed Project
under the State Water Resources Control Board National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System General Permit for Storm Water
Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance
Activities (Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, Permit No. CAS000002), as
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amended by Order Nos. 2010-0004-DWQ and 2012-0006-DWQ
(Construction General Permit), or subsequent issuance. For projects. with .
a disturbed area of 5 or more acres, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) with construction Best Management Plans (BMPs) is
required to be submitted to both the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) and the City.

The City shall provide the Waste Discharge Identification Numbers to
the Development Services Director to demonstrate proof of coverage
under the Construction General Permit. A SWPPP shall be prepared and
implemented for the proposed Project in compliance with the
requirements of the Construction General Permit. The SWPPP shall
identify construction BMPs to be implemented to ensure that the
potential for soil erosion and sedimentation is minimized and to control
the discharge of pollutants in storm water runoff as a result of
construction activities.

Finding: The standard conditions and mitigation measure are feasible and would avoid or substantially
reduce potentially significant impacts related to the loss of topsoil to a less than significant level for the
reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Result in a project that is located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that would
become unstable as a result of the project.

Landslides and Unstable Slopes. Although the Project site is relatively flat and landslides or other forms
of natural slope instability do not represent a significant hazard to the proposed Project, grading activities
during construction would produce temporary construction slopes in some areas. Mitigation Measure
4.5.1 requires that planned grading and shoring conform to the recommendations of the Preliminary
Geotechnical Investigation (2014), which contains specific recommendations for addressing potential
slope instability during construction. With implementation of these recommendations in accordance with
Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, potential impacts related to slope instability during construction would be
reduced to a less than significant level.

Lateral Spreading and Liquefaction. The Project site is located within a Liquefaction Hazard Zone and
the Preliminary Geotechnical Report concluded that the proposed Project would experience a high
liquefaction or lateral spreading potential due to its location, historical high groundwater levels, and the
presence of soil conditions common to liquefaction areas. Compliance with applicable building codes and
the incorporation of the design recommendations in the final geotechnical report into final design plans
would reduce potential impacts related to liquefaction to a less than significant level. With
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, potential Project impacts related to liquefaction would be
reduced to a less than significant level.

The Geotechnical Evaluations determined that several feet of lateral spreading toward the Pacific Ocean
could occur in the event of earthquake ground motions. However, the Geotechnical Evaluations
concluded that the proposed Project is feasible with implementation of the final engineering design
recommendations and compliance with the most current CBC. Therefore, Mitigation Measure 4.5.1
requiring compliance with the recommendations contained in the Geotechnical Evaluations and the final
geotechnical report would ensure that potential impacts related to lateral spreading are reduced to less
than significant levels.
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Mitigation Measure 4.5.1:

Conformance with the Project Geotechnical Studies. All grading
operations and construction shall be conducted in conformance with the
recommendations included in the Report of Preliminary Geotechnical
Investigation for the Proposed Belmont Plaza Olympic Pool
Revitalization Project, prepared by MACTEC (April 14, 2009); the
Geotechnical Investigation for the Temporary Myrtha Pool and
Associated Improvements, Belmont Plaza Revitalization, prepared by
GMU Geotechnical, Inc. (April 3, 2013); the Preliminary Geotechnical
Report for the Belmont Plaza Pool Rebuild-Revitalization prepared by
AESCO (April 24, 2014); and Soil Corrosivity Evaluation for the
Belmont Plaza Pool Facility Rebuild/Revitalization Project, prepared by
HDR Schiff (April 23, 2014), which together are referred to as the
Geotechnical Evaluations. Design, grading, and construction shall be
performed in accordance with the requirements of the City of Long
Beach (City) Municipal Code (Title 18) and the California Building
Code (CBC) applicable at the time of grading, appropriate local grading
regulations, and the requirements of the Project geotechnical consultant
as summarized in a final written report, subject to review and approval
by the Development Services Director, or designee, prior to
commencement of grading activities.

Specific requirements in the Final Geotechnical Report shall address:

1. Seismic design considerations and requirements for structures and
nonstructural components permanently attached to structures

2. Foundations including ground improvements (deep soil mixing and
stone columns) and shallow foundation design

3. Earthwork, including site preparation for structural areas (building
pad) and sidewalks, pavements, and other flatwork areas; fill
material; temporary excavations; and trench backfill

Liquefaction

4

5. Site drainage
6. Slabs-on-grade and pavements
7

Retaining walls

Additional site testing and final design evaluation shall be conducted by
the Project geotechnical consultant to refine and enhance these
requirements, if necessary. The City shall require the Project
geotechnical consultant to assess whether the requirements in that report
need to be modified or refined to address any changes in the Project
features that occur prior to the start of grading. If the Project
geotechnical consultant identifies modifications or refinements to the
requirements, the City shall require appropriate changes to the final
Project design and specifications.

Grading plan review shall also be conducted by the City’s Development
Services Director, or designee, prior to the start of grading to verify that
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the requirements developed during the geotechnical design evaluation
have been appropriately incorporated into the Project plans. Design,
grading, and construction shall be conducted in accordance with the
specifications of the Project geotechnical consultant as summarized in a
final report based on the CBC applicable at the time of grading and
building and the City Building Code. On-site inspection during grading
shall be conducted by the Project geotechnical consultant and the City
Building Official to ensure compliance with geotechnical specifications
as incorporated into Project plans.

Corrosive Soils. Corrosive soils could potentially create a significant hazard to the proposed Project by
weakening the structural integrity of the concrete and metal used to construct the building and potentially
lead to structural instability. Laboratory testing indicates that on-site soils could be severely corrosive to
ferrous metals. Mitigation Measure 4.5.2 requires protection of ferrous metals and copper against
corrosion. Corrosion protection may include, but is not limited to, sacrificial metal, the use of protective
coatings, and/or cathodic protection. With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.2, potential impacts
related to corrosive soils would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.5.2: Corrosive Soils. Prior to issuance of any building permits, the City of
Long Beach (City) Development Services Director, or designee, shall
verify that structural design conforms to the requirements of the
geotechnical study with regard to the protection of ferrous metals and
copper that will come into contact with on-site soil. In addition, on-site
inspections shall be conducted during construction by the Project
geotechnical consultant and/or City Building Official to ensure
compliance with geotechnical specifications as incorporated into Project
plans.

The measures specified in the geotechnical study for steel pipes, iron
pipes, copper tubing, plastic and vitrified clay pipe, other pipes, concrete,
post tensioning slabs, concrete piles, and steel piles shall be incorporated
into the structural design and Project plans where ferrous metals (e.g.,
iron or steel) and/or copper may come into contact with on-site soils.

Finding: The mitigation measures are feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to unstable geologic units or soil to a less than significant level for the reasons
set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Result in a cumulative impact with respect to geology and soils. New development projects
in the project area would also be required to meet similar engineering standards to reduce their own
potential geologic impacts to a less than significant level. There are no other known activities or projects
with activities that would affect the geology and soils at the Project site. Furthermore, there are no
geotechnical conditions on site that would prohibit construction, and no activities associated with the
Project that would contribute to any cumulative geological effects in the Project vicinity. Implementation
of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1 ensures that the proposed Project complies with recommendations in the
Geotechnical Evaluations, and Mitigation Measure 4.5.2 requires protection of ferrous metals and copper
against corrosion; adherence to these measures would ensure that the proposed Project would have a less
than significant impact on Geology and Soils. Therefore, with implementation of the proposed mitigation,
the proposed Project’s geological impacts are considered less than cumulatively considerable.
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Mitigation Measure 4.5.1:

Conformance with the Project Geotechnical Studies. All grading
operations and construction shall be conducted in conformance with the
recommendations included in the Report of Preliminary Geotechnical
Investigation for the Proposed Belmont Plaza Olympic Pool
Revitalization Project, prepared by MACTEC (April 14, 2009); the
Geotechnical Investigation for the Temporary Myrtha Pool and
Associated Improvements, Belmont Plaza Revitalization, prepared by
GMU Geotechnical, Inc. (April 3, 2013); the Preliminary Geotechnical
Report for the Belmont Plaza Pool Rebuild-Revitalization prepared by
AESCO (April 24, 2014); and Soil Corrosivity Evaluation for the
Belmont Plaza Pool Facility Rebuild/Revitalization Project, prepared by
HDR Schiff (April 23, 2014), which together are referred to as the
Geotechnical Evaluations. Design, grading, and construction shall be
performed in accordance with the requirements of the City of Long
Beach (City) Municipal Code (Title 18) and the California Building
Code (CBC) applicable at the time of grading, appropriate local grading
regulations, and the requirements of the Project geotechnical consultant
as summarized in a final written report, subject to review and approval
by the Development Services Director, or designee, prior to
commencement of grading activities.

Specific requirements in the Final Geotechnical Report shall address:

1. Seismic design considerations and requirements for structures and
nonstructural components permanently attached to structures

2. Foundations including ground improvements (deep soil mixing and
stone columns) and shallow foundation design

3. Earthwork, including site preparation for structural areas (building
pad) and sidewalks, pavements, and other flatwork areas; fill
material; temporary excavations; and trench backfill

Liquefaction

4

5. Site drainage
6. Slabs-on-grade and pavements
7

Retaining walls

Additional site testing and final design evaluation shall be conducted by
the Project geotechnical consultant to refine and enhance these
requirements, if necessary. The City shall require the Project
geotechnical consultant to assess whether the requirements in that report
need to be modified or refined to address any changes in the Project
features that occur prior to the start of grading. If the Project
geotechnical consultant identifies modifications or refinements to the
requirements, the City shall require appropriate changes to the final
Project design and specifications.

Grading plan review shall also be conducted by the City’s Development
Services Director, or designee, prior to the start of grading to verify that
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the requirements developed during the geotechnical design evaluation
have been appropriately incorporated into the Project. plans. Design,
grading, and construction shall be conducted in accordance with the
specifications of the Project geotechnical consultant as summarized in a
final report based on the CBC applicable at the time of grading and
building and the City Building Code. On-site inspection during grading
shall be conducted by the Project geotechnical consultant and the City
Building Official to ensure compliance with geotechnical specifications
as incorporated into Project plans.

Mitigation Measure 4.5.2: Corrosive Soils. Prior to issuance of any building permits, the City of
Long Beach (City) Development Services Director, or designee, shall
verify that structural design conforms to the requirements of the
geotechnical study with regard to the protection of ferrous metals and
copper that will come into contact with on-site soil. In addition, on-site
inspections shall be conducted during construction by the Project
geotechnical consultant and/or City Building Official to ensure
compliance with geotechnical specifications as incorporated into Project
plans.

The measures specified in the geotechnical study for steel pipes, iron
pipes, copper tubing, plastic and vitrified clay pipe, other pipes, concrete,
post tensioning slabs, concrete piles, and steel piles shall be incorporated
into the structural design and Project plans where ferrous metals (e.g.,
iron or steel) and/or copper may come into contact with on-site soils.

Finding: The mitigation measures are feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant cumulative impacts related to geology and soils to a less than significant level for the reasons
set forth in the Final EIR.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Impacts: The following impacts are discussed together in the Draft EIR and the Final EIR; each bullet
point represents a potential environmental impact that is discussed below.

* Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials.

» Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment.

Construction activities would involve the use of potentially hazardous materials, including vehicle fuels,
oils, and transmission fluids. All potentially hazardous materials would be contained, stored, and used in
accordance with manufacturers’ instructions and handled in compliance with existing federal, State, and
local regulations to ensure that the amounts of these materials present during construction would be
limited and would not pose a significant adverse hazard to workers or the environment. Furthermore, the
construction contractor would be required to implement standard BMPs regarding hazardous materials
storage, handling, and disposal during construction in compliance with the State Construction General
Permit to protect water quality (Mitigation Measure 4.8.1). Therefore, potential impacts associated with
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the routine transport, use, or disposal of potentially hazardous materials during construction of the
proposed Project would be less than significant.

Based on the distance to known oil wells in the vicinity of the Project site, the potential presence of
methane at the Project site is low. The low potential for encountering methane during excavation for the
pool would be managed through compliance with a Contingency Plan (Mitigation Measure 4.7.1) that
addresses the potential to encounter unknown hazards or hazardous substances during construction
activities that would be approved by the LBFD. Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation Measure
4.7.1, impacts related to the potential to encounter methane during construction would be less than
significant.

A site reconnaissance survey of the site revealed that asbestos-containing materials (ACMs) may be
present in subsurface building materials at the site. While the majority of the buildings on the site were
previously demolished under an emergency permit (Statutory Exemption SE14-01), several subsurface
structures which may contain ACMs are currently present on the site. In addition to the potential to
encounter ACMs in subsurface structures present on the site, the site reconnaissance survey indicated that
the tile liners of the two outdoor pools to be demolished might contain lead. Mitigation Measure 4.7.2
requires the preparation of predemolition surveys to identify the presence of ACMs and lead in the
existing on-site structures and outlines precautions to ensure the materials are properly removed.
Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation 4.7.2, potential hazardous impacts associated with ACMs
and lead would be reduced to a less than significant level.

There is a potential to encounter dissolved metals levels in groundwater in excess of the allowable limits
for discharge to the storm drain system. This will be addressed through compliance with the applicable
NPDES permit or the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board’s (RWQCB’s) Groundwater
Discharge Permit, which would require testing and treatment (as necessary) of groundwater encountered
during groundwater dewatering prior to release to the storm drain system. If dewatered groundwater
cannot meet the discharge limitations specified in the Groundwater Discharge Permit, groundwater would
be disposed of in the sewer system and would have to meet LACSD discharge limits prior to release to
the storm drain system.

The potential that groundwater is impacted by petroleum hydrocarbons beneath the site is low. The low
potential for encountering petroleum hydrocarbons in groundwater during excavation for the pool would
be managed through compliance with a Contingency Plan that addresses the potential to encounter
unknown hazards or hazardous substances during construction activities that would be approved by the
LBFD. This Contingency Plan requirement is included as Mitigation Measure 4.7.1. Therefore, with
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.1, impacts related to the potential to encounter petroleum
hydrocarbons in groundwater during construction would be less than significant.

Operation of the proposed Project would not include uses with the potential to generate large quantities of
hazardous and/or toxic materials, and would, therefore, have less than significant impacts related to the
potential to cause fires or result in serious accidents from hazardous materials and substances. Pool and
building maintenance associated with the proposed Project may include the use of chemicals that can be
hazardous if not properly used, stored, or disposed. However, the use, storage, and handling of these pool
maintenance hazardous materials is regulated by the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), the CBC, the County of Los Angeles Department of Environmental Health, the LBFD, and the
California Occupational Safety and Health Administration (Cal/lOSHA). Compliance with applicable
regulations would ensure that potential hazardous material impacts associated with the operation of the
proposed Project would be less than significant.
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Mitigation Measure 4.7.1:

Mitigation Measure 4.7.2:

Mitigation Measure 4.8.1:

Contingency Plan. Prior to issuance of any excavation or grading
permits or activities, the City of Long Beach (City) Fire Department
(LBFD), or designee, shall review and approve a contingency plan that
addresses the potential to encounter on-site unknown hazards or
hazardous substances during construction activities. The plan shall
require that if construction workers encounter underground tanks, gases,
odors, uncontained spills, or other unidentified substances, the contractor
shall stop work, cordon off the affected area, and notify the LBFD. The
LBFD responder shall determine the next steps regarding possible site
evacuation, sampling, and disposal of the substance consistent with local,
State, and federal regulations.

Predemolition Surveys. Prior to commencement of demolition and/or
construction activities, the City LBFD, or designee, shall verify that
predemolition surveys for asbestos-containing materials (ACMs) and
lead (including sampling and analysis of all suspected building materials)
shall be performed. All inspections, surveys, and analyses shall be
performed by appropriately licensed and qualified individuals in
accordance with applicable regulations (i.e., American Society for
Testing and Materials E 1527-05, and 40 Code of Federal Regulations
[CFR], Subchapter R, Toxic Substances Control Act [TSCA], Part 716).
If the predemolition surveys do not find ACMs or lead-based pipes
(LBPs), the inspectors shall provide documentation of the inspection and
its results to the City LBFD, or designee, to confirm that no further
abatement actions are required.

If the predemolition surveys find evidence of ACMs or lead, all such
materials shall be removed, handled, and properly disposed of by
appropriately licensed contractors according to all applicable regulations
during demolition of structures (40 CFR, Subchapter R, TSCA, Parts
745, 761, and 763). Air monitoring shall be completed by appropriately
licensed and qualified individuals in accordance with applicable
regulations both to ensure adherence to applicable regulations (e.g.,
South Coast Air Quality Management District [SCAQMD]) and to
provide safety to workers. The City shall provide documentation (e.g., all
required waste manifests, sampling, and air monitoring analytical results)
to the LBFD showing that abatement of any ACMs or lead identified in
these structures has been completed in full compliance with all
applicable regulations and approved by the appropriate regulatory
agencies (40 CFR, Subchapter R, TSCA, Parts 716, 745, 761, 763, and
795 and California Code of Regulations Title 8, Article 2.6). An
Operating and Maintenance Plan shall be prepared for any ACM or lead
to remain in place and shall be reviewed and approved by the LBFD.

Construction General Permit. Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the
City of Long Beach (City) shall obtain coverage for the proposed Project
under the State Water Resources Control Board National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System General Permit for Storm Water
Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance
Activities (Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, Permit No. CAS000002), as

Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
CEQA Findings of Fact
Page 42



amended by Order Nos. 2010-0004-DWQ and 2012-0006-DWQ
(Construction General Permit), or subsequent issuance. For projects with
a disturbed area of 5 or more acres, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) with construction Best Management Plans (BMPs) is
required to be submitted to both the Los Angeles Regional Water Quahty
Control Board (RWQCB) and the City.

The City shall provide the Waste Discharge Identification Numbers to
the Development Services Director to demonstrate proof of coverage
under the Construction General Permit. A SWPPP shall be prepared and
implemented for the proposed Project in compliance with the
requirements of the Construction General Permit. The SWPPP shall
identify construction BMPs to be implemented to ensure that the
potential for soil erosion and sedimentation is minimized and to control
the discharge of pollutants in storm water runoff as a result of
construction activities.

Finding: The mitigation measures are feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials (routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials) to a less than significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances,
or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school.

Construction activities would involve the use of potentially hazardous materials, including vehicle fuels,
oils, and transmission fluids. All potentially hazardous materials would be contained, stored, and used in
accordance with manufacturers’ instructions and handled in compliance with existing federal, State, and
local regulations to ensure that the amounts of these materials present during construction would be
limited and would not pose a significant adverse hazard to workers or the environment. Furthermore, with
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, as well as Mitigation Measure 4.7.2, any associated risk would
be adequately reduced to a level that is less than significant through compliance with these mitigation
measures and applicable standards and regulations. Therefore, the limited use and storage of hazardous
materials during construction of the proposed Project would not pose a significant hazard to the public or
the environment, including the Belmont Shore Children’s Center.

Operation of the proposed Project would not include uses with the potential to generate large quantities of
hazardous and/or toxic materials and, therefore, the potential to cause fires or result in serious accidents
from hazardous materials and substances during operations is less than significant. The proposed Project
would not produce any significant amounts of hazardous emissions; any hazardous materials on site
would be handled in accordance with all applicable regulations, including containment, reporting, and
remediation requirements, in the event of a spill or accidental release. Therefore, operation of the
proposed Project would not result in a significant impact associated with hazardous emissions or the
handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing
or proposed school, and no mitigation is required.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.1: Construction General Permit. Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the
City of Long Beach (City) shall obtain coverage for the proposed Project
under the State Water Resources Control Board National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System General Permit for Storm Water
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Mitigation Measure 4.7.2:

Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance
Activities (Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, Permit No. CAS000002), as
amended by Order Nos. 2010-0004-DWQ and 2012-0006-DWQ
(Construction General Permit), or subsequent issuance. For projects with
a disturbed area of 5 or more acres, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) with construction Best Management Plans (BMPs) is
required to be submitted to both the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) and the City.

The City shall provide the Waste Discharge Identification Numbers to
the Development Services Director to demonstrate proof of coverage
under the Construction General Permit. A SWPPP shall be prepared and
implemented for the proposed Project in compliance with the
requirements of the Construction General Permit. The SWPPP shall
identify construction BMPs to be implemented to ensure that the
potential for soil erosion and sedimentation is minimized and to control
the discharge of pollutants in storm water runoff as a result of
construction activities.

Predemolition Surveys. Prior to commencement of demolition and/or -
construction activities, the City LBFD, or designee, shall verify that
predemolition surveys for asbestos-containing materials (ACMs) and
lead (including sampling and analysis of all suspected building materials)
shall be performed. All inspections, surveys, and analyses shall be
performed by appropriately licensed and qualified individuals in
accordance with applicable regulations (i.e., American Society for
Testing and Materials E 1527-05, and 40 Code of Federal Regulations
[CFR], Subchapter R, Toxic Substances Control Act [TSCA], Part 716).
If the predemolition surveys do not find ACMs or lead-based pipes
(LBPs), the inspectors shall provide documentation of the inspection and
its results to the City LBFD, or designee, to confirm that no further
abatement actions are required.

If the predemolition surveys find evidence of ACMs or lead, all such
materials shall be removed, handled, and properly disposed of by
appropriately licensed contractors according to all applicable regulations
during demolition of structures (40 CFR, Subchapter R, TSCA, Parts
745, 761, and 763). Air monitoring shall be completed by appropriately
licensed and qualified individuals in accordance with applicable
regulations both to ensure adherence to applicable regulations (e.g.,
South Coast Air Quality Management District [SCAQMD]) and to
provide safety to workers. The City shall provide documentation (e.g., all
required waste manifests, sampling, and air monitoring analytical results)
to the LBFD showing that abatement of any ACMs or lead identified in
these structures has been completed in full compliance with all
applicable regulations and approved by the appropriate regulatory
agencies (40 CFR, Subchapter R, TSCA, Parts 716, 745, 761, 763, and
795 and California Code of Regulations Title 8, Article 2.6). An
Operating and Maintenance Plan shall be prepared for any ACM or lead
to remain in place and shall be reviewed and approved by the LBFD.
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Finding: The mitigation measures are feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to hazardous materials, substances, and waste emitted within 0.25 mile of a
school to a less than significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant hazards and hazardous
materials impact. There are no known projects adjacent to or in the vicinity of the Project site that could
be affected by on-site handling of hazardous materials or that could result in significant hazards or
hazardous materials impacts on site. The contribution of hazardous materials use and hazardous waste
disposal with implementation of the proposed Project is minimal, and combined hazardous materials
effects from past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects within the City would not be significant.

Impacts associated with removal of unknown hazardous materials during Project construction and use of
hazardous materials on site would be controlled through application of the procedures set forth in
Mitigation Measures 4.7.1 and 4.7.2. Accordingly, the proposed Project’s contribution to hazardous
materials impacts would be less than cumulatively significant with implementation of mitigation.

Mitigation Measure 4.7.1: Contingency Plan. Prior to issuance of any excavation or grading
permits or activities, the City of Long Beach (City) Fire Department
(LBFD), or designee, shall review and approve a contingency plan that
addresses the potential to encounter on-site unknown hazards or
hazardous substances during construction activities. The plan shall
require that if construction workers encounter underground tanks, gases,
odors, uncontained spills, or other unidentified substances, the contractor
shall stop work, cordon off the affected area, and notify the LBFD. The
LBFD responder shall determine the next steps regarding possible site
evacuation, sampling, and disposal of the substance consistent with local,
State, and federal regulations.

Mitigation Measure 4.7.2: Predemolition Surveys. Prior to commencement of demolition and/or
construction activities, the City LBFD, or designee, shall verify that
predemolition surveys for asbestos-containing materials (ACMs) and
lead (including sampling and analysis of all suspected building materials)
shall be performed. All inspections, surveys, and analyses shall be
performed by appropriately licensed and qualified individuals in
accordance with applicable regulations (i.e., American Society for
Testing and Materials E 1527-05, and 40 Code of Federal Regulations
[CFR], Subchapter R, Toxic Substances Control Act [TSCA], Part 716).
If the predemolition surveys do not find ACMs or lead-based pipes
(LBPs), the inspectors shall provide documentation of the inspection and
its results to the City LBFD, or designee, to confirm that no further
abatement actions are required.

If the predemolition surveys find evidence of ACMs or lead, all such
materials shall be removed, handled, and properly disposed of by
appropriately licensed contractors according to all applicable regulations
during demolition of structures (40 CFR, Subchapter R, TSCA, Parts
745, 761, and 763). Air monitoring shall be completed by appropriately
licensed and qualified individuals in accordance with applicable
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regulations both to ensure adherence to applicable regulations (e.g.,
South Coast Air Quality Management District [SCAQMD]) and to
provide safety to workers. The City shall provide documentation (e.g., all
required waste manifests, sampling, and air monitoring analytical results)
to the LBFD showing that abatement of any ACMs or lead identified in
these structures has been completed in full compliance with all
applicable regulations and approved by the appropriate regulatory
agencies (40 CFR, Subchapter R, TSCA, Parts 716, 745, 761, 763, and
795 and California Code of Regulations Title 8, Article 2.6). An
Operating and Maintenance Plan shall be prepared for any ACM or lead
to remain in place and shall be reviewed and approved by the LBFD.

Finding: The mitigation measures are feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to the proposed Project’s contribution to a potentially significant hazards and
hazardous materials impact to a less than significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Hydrology and Water Quality

Impacts: The following impacts are discussed together in the Draft EIR and the Final EIR; each bullet
point represents a potential environmental impact that is discussed below.

 Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.
o Otherwise substantially degrade water quality.

Pollutants of concern during construction include sediments, trash, petroleum products, concrete waste,
sanitary waste, and chemicals. The Project site would be graded and/or excavated, resulting in exposed
soil which would result in an increased potential for soil erosion compared to existing conditions. In
addition, chemicals, liquid products, petroleum products and concrete-related waste may be spilled or
leaked and have the potential to be transported via storm runoff into downstream receiving waters (i.e.,
the beach and, ultimately, the Pacific Ocean). Furthermore, due to the anticipated depth of excavation and
the depth of groundwater, groundwater is anticipated to be encountered during excavation, which would
require groundwater dewatering. Groundwater may contain high levels of total dissolved solids and other
constituents that could be introduced to surface waters. Implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8.1 and
4.8.2, which require compliance with the General Construction Permit and the Groundwater Discharge
Permit, including implementation of BMPs to target pollutants of concern, would reduce potential
construction impacts related to violation of water quality standards or waste discharge requirements and
degradation of water quality to less than significant levels.

Pollutants of concern during operation of the proposed on-site uses could potentially include pathogens,
metals, nutrients, pesticides, organic compounds, sediment, trash and debris, oxygen-demanding
substances, and oil and grease. The proposed Project would result in a permanent decrease in impervious
surface area of approximately 0.5 acre and an increase in pervious area of approximately 0.5 acre. A
decrease in impervious area would decrease the volume of runoff during a storm. As specified in
Mitigation Measure 4.8.3, a SUSMP would be developed for the proposed Project, which would include
the BMPs that would be consistent with the requirements of the City of Long Beach Low Impact
Development (LID) BMP Design Manual and would target pollutants of concern from the Project site. In
addition, the SUSMP would include an operations and maintenance plan for the bioswales, drywell,
filtration strip, and an underground detention basin to ensure their long-term performance.
Implementation of BMPs that target pollutants of concern in runoff from the Project site, as required by
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Mitigation Measure 4.8.3, would reduce potential operational impacts related to violation of water quality
standards or waste discharge requirements and degradation of water quality to less than significant levels.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.1:

Mitigation Measure 4.8.2:

Mitigation Measure 4.8.3:

Construction General Permit. Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the
City of Long Beach (City) shall obtain coverage for the proposed Project
under the State Water Resources Control Board National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System General Permit for Storm Water
Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance
Activities (Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, Permit No. CAS000002), as
amended by Order Nos. 2010-0004-DWQ and 2012-0006-DWQ
(Construction General Permit), or subsequent issuance. For projects with
a disturbed area of 5 or more acres, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) with construction Best Management Plans (BMPs) is
required to be submitted to both the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) and the City.

The City shall provide the Waste Discharge Identification Numbers to
the Development Services Director to demonstrate proof of coverage
under the Construction General Permit. A SWPPP shall be prepared and
implemented for the proposed Project in compliance with the
requirements of the Construction General Permit. The SWPPP shall
identify construction BMPs to be implemented to ensure that the
potential for soil erosion and sedimentation is minimized and to control
the discharge of pollutants in storm water runoff as a result of
construction activities.

Dewatering During Construction Activities. During project
construction, the City of Long Beach Development Services Director, or
designee, shall ensure that any dewatering activities during construction
shall comply with the requirements of the Waste Discharge
Requirements for Discharges of Groundwater from Construction and
Project Dewatering to Surface Waters in Coastal Watersheds of Los
Angeles and Ventura Counties (Order No. R4-2013-0095, Permit No.
CAG994004) (Groundwater Discharge Permit) or subsequent permit.
This Groundwater Discharge Permit shall include submission of a Notice
of Intent (NOI) for coverage under the permit to the Los Angeles
RWQCB at least 45 days prior to the start of dewatering and compliance
with all applicable provisions in the permit, including water sampling,
analysis, and reporting of dewatering-related discharges. If dewatered
groundwater cannot meet the discharge limitations specified in the
Groundwater Discharge Permit, a permit shall be obtained from the Los
Angeles County Sanitation District (LACSD) to discharge groundwater
to the sewer per LACSD’s Wastewater Ordinance.

Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan. Prior to issuance of
grading permits, the City shall submit a Final Standard Urban
Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) for the proposed Project to the
Development Services Director for review and approval. Project-specific
site Design, Source Control, and Treatment Control BMPs contained in
the Final SUSMP shall be incorporated into final design. The BMPs shall
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be consistent with the requirements of the Low Impact Development
(LID) Best Management Practices (BMP) Design Manual. Additionally,
the BMPS shall be designed and maintained to target pollutants of
concern and reduce runoff from the Project site. The SUSMP shall
include an operations and maintenance plan for the prescribed Treatment
Control BMPs to ensure their long-term performance.

Finding: The mitigation measures are feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to hydrology and water quality (water quality standards, waste discharge
requirements, and degradation of water quality) to a less than significant level for the reasons set forth in
the Final EIR.

Impacts: The following impacts are discussed together in the Draft EIR and the Final EIR; each bullet
point represents a potential environmental impact that is discussed below.

o Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner that would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site.

* Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on- or off-site.

There are no on-site streams or rivers. Therefore, the proposed Project would not alter the course of a
stream or river.

During construction, there is the potential for the drainage pattern on the Project site to be altered
temporarily. During a storm event, soil erosion and sedimentation could occur at an accelerated rate. In
addition, grading and construction activities would compact soil, which can increase runoff during
construction. Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, which requires compliance with the
requirements of the Construction General Permit and implementation of BMPs during construction,
would reduce potential construction impacts related to erosion, siltation, and flooding to less than
significant levels.

The proposed Project would decrease the overall impervious area by 0.5 acre and increase the pervious
area by 0.5 acre, resulting in an increase in on-site percolation. The proposed Project would also include a
comprehensive drainage system to convey on-site storm flows, including on-site detention and infiltration
BMPs. In the proposed condition, the impervious surface areas would not be prone to erosion or siltation.
With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.3, which requires the implementation of Treatment
BMPs to control runoff, and Mitigation Measure 4.8.4, which requires the development of a hydrology
report to ensure flows would not exceed the capacity of existing storm drain facilities, the proposed
Project would not contribute to an increase in downstream erosion, siltation, or flooding.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.1: Construction General Permit. Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the
City of Long Beach (City) shall obtain coverage for the proposed Project
under the State Water Resources Control Board National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System General Permit for Storm Water
Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance
Activities (Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, Permit No. CAS000002), as
amended by Order Nos. 2010-0004-DWQ and 2012-0006-DWQ
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Mitigation Measure 4.8.3:

Mitigation Measure 4.8.4:

(Construction General Permit), or subsequent issuance. For projects with
a disturbed area of 5 or more acres, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) with construction Best Management Plans (BMPs) is
required to be submitted to both the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) and the City.

The City shall provide the Waste Discharge Identification Numbers to
the Development Services Director to demonstrate proof of coverage
under the Construction General Permit. A SWPPP shall be prepared and
implemented for the proposed Project in compliance with the
requirements of the Construction General Permit. The SWPPP shall
identify construction BMPs to be implemented to ensure that the
potential for soil erosion and sedimentation is minimized and to control
the discharge of pollutants in storm water runoff as a result of
construction activities.

Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan. Prior to issuance of
grading permits, the City shall submit a Final Standard Urban
Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) for the proposed Project to the
Development Services Director for review and approval. Project-specific
site Design, Source Control, and Treatment Control BMPs contained in
the Final SUSMP shall be incorporated into final design. The BMPs shall
be consistent with the requirements of the Low Impact Development
(LID) Best Management Practices (BMP) Design Manual. Additionally,
the BMPS shall be designed and maintained to target pollutants of
concern and reduce runoff from the Project site. The SUSMP shall
include an operations and maintenance plan for the prescribed Treatment
Control BMPs to ensure their long-term performance.

Hydrology Reports. Prior to issuance of grading permits, the City shall
submit a final hydrology report for the proposed Project to the City
Development Services Director, or designee, for review and approval.
The hydrology report shall demonstrate, based on hydrologic
calculations, that the proposed Project’s on-site storm conveyance and
detention and infiltration facilities are designed in accordance with the
requirement of the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
Hydrology Manual.

Finding: The mitigation measures are feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to hydrology and water quality (off-site or downstream flooding, erosion, or
siltation) to a less than significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Create or contribute to runoff water that would exceed the capacity of the storm drain

system.

The proposed Project has the potential to introduce pollutants into the storm water drainage system
through erosion, siltation, and accidental spills. Furthermore, due to the depth of groundwater (i.e., 6 to 9
ft below existing grades) and the anticipated depth of excavation (up to 13 ft below existing grade),
groundwater dewatering is anticipated to be required during the removal of the remaining wooden piles
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and construction of the pools. With implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8.1 and 4.8.2, which require
compliance with the General Construction Permit and the Groundwater Discharge Permit, construction
impacts related to exceeding the capacity of, and providing additional sources of polluted runoff to, storm
water drainage systems would be reduced to less than significant levels.

The proposed Project would decrease impervious surface area by 0.5 acre and increase the pervious area
by approximately 0.5 acre, which would decrease the volume and velocity of runoff on the site. The
proposed Project would also include a comprehensive drainage system to convey on-site storm flows.
With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.3, which requires the implementation of Treatment
BMPs to control runoff, and Mitigation Measure 4.8.4, which requires the development of a hydrology
report to ensure flows would not exceed the capacity of existing storm drain facilities, operational impacts
related to exceedance of the capacity of, and providing additional sources of polluted runoff to, storm
water drainage systems would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.1: Construction General Permit. Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the
City of Long Beach (City) shall obtain coverage for the proposed Project
under the State Water Resources Control Board National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System General Permit for Storm Water
Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance
Activities (Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, Permit No. CAS000002), as
amended by Order Nos. 2010-0004-DWQ and 2012-0006-DWQ
(Construction General Permit), or subsequent issuance. For projects with
a disturbed area of 5 or more acres, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) with construction Best Management Plans (BMPs) is
required to be submitted to both the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) and the City.

The City shall provide the Waste Discharge Identification Numbers to
the Development Services Director to demonstrate proof of coverage
under the Construction General Permit. A SWPPP shall be prepared and
implemented for the proposed Project in compliance with the
requirements of the Construction General Permit. The SWPPP shall
identify construction BMPs to be implemented to ensure that the
potential for soil erosion and sedimentation is minimized and to control
the discharge of pollutants in storm water runoff as a result of
construction activities.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.2: Dewatering During Construction Activities. During project
construction, the City of Long Beach Development Services Director, or
designee, shall ensure that any dewatering activities during construction
shall comply with the requirements of the Waste Discharge
Requirements for Discharges of Groundwater from Construction and
Project Dewatering to Surface Waters in Coastal Watersheds of Los
Angeles and Ventura Counties (Order No. R4-2013-0095, Permit No.
CAG994004) (Groundwater Discharge Permit) or subsequent permit.
This Groundwater Discharge Permit shall include submission of a Notice
of Intent (NOI) for coverage under the permit to the Los Angeles
RWQCRB at least 45 days prior to the start of dewatering and compliance
with all applicable provisions in the permit, including water sampling,
analysis, and reporting of dewatering-related discharges. If dewatered
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groundwater cannot meet the discharge limitations specified in the
Groundwater Discharge Permit, a permit shall be obtained from the Los
Angeles County Sanitation District (LACSD) to discharge groundwater
to the sewer per LACSD’s Wastewater Ordinance.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.3: Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan. Prior to issuance of
grading permits, the City shall submit a Final Standard Urban
Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) for the proposed Project to the
Development Services Director for review and approval. Project-specific
site Design, Source Control, and Treatment Control BMPs contained in
the Final SUSMP shall be incorporated into final design. The BMPs shall
be consistent with the requirements of the Low Impact Development
(LID) Best Management Practices (BMP) Design Manual. Additionally,
the BMPS shall be designed and maintained to target pollutants of
concern and reduce runoff from the Project site. The SUSMP shall
include an operations and maintenance plan for the prescribed Treatment
Control BMPs to ensure their long-term performance.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.4: Hydrology Reports. Prior to issuance of grading permits, the City shall
submit a final hydrology report for the proposed Project to the City
Development Services Director, or designee, for review and approval.
The hydrology report shall demonstrate, based on hydrologic
calculations, that the proposed Project’s on-site storm conveyance and
detention and infiltration facilities are designed in accordance with the
requirement of the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
Hydrology Manual.

Finding: The mitigation measures are feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to hydrology and water quality (exceed capacity of existing or planned storm
drain system) to a less than significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows.

The eastern half of the Project site is located within Zone A, a Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) subject
to inundation by the 1-percent annual chance of flood, and the western half of the Project site is located
within Zone X, areas determined to be outside the 0.2-percent chance (500-year) floodplain. The City is a
participant in the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), which allows City property owners to obtain
federally backed flood insurance. FEMA requires that all projects within Zone A enforce NFIP floodplain
management regulations and purchase mandatory flood insurance. Implementation of Mitigation Measure
4.8.5 would require a floodplain report to be prepared in order to reduce impacts related to flood hazards.
Compliance with City and FEMA regulations and implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.5 would
ensure that the proposed Project would not expose people or structures to the risk of flooding, create
floodplains, or result in an increase in the base flood elevation. Therefore, impacts associated with flood
hazard areas would be less than significant.
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Mitigation Measure 4.8.5: Floodplain Report. During final design, the Project engineer shall
prepare and submit a floodplain/hydrology report to the City
Development Services Director, or designee, to address any potential
impacts to the floodplain and, if required, reduce those impacts. The
report shall comply with City and Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) regulations and shall not increase the base flood
elevation by more than 1 foot. Detailed analysis shall be conducted to
ensure that the Project design specifically addresses floodplain issues so
that the proposed Project complies with local and FEMA regulations on
floodplains.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to hydrology and water quality (placement of structures within a 100-year
flood zone which would impede or redirect flood flows) to a less than significant level for the reasons set
forth in the Final EIR.

Noise

Impact: Expose persons to or generate noise levels in excess of standards established by the City of
Long Beach.

Crowd, Spectator, and Public Address System Noise. Noise levels generated from the outdoor pool
during special events would have the potential to impact nearby noise-sensitive uses because these events
would involve a substantial number of spectators, whistles from officiating water polo games, starting
horns, and the use of a public address sound system.

Exterior Noise. Spectator noise levels from the temporary outdoor seating would not exceed any of the
City’s daytime exterior noise levels at the Belmont Shores Children’s Center or the closest residences;
therefore, no violation of the City’s daytime noise standards would occur. However, the playground
associated with the Belmont Shores Children’s Center, outdoor living areas associated with residences to
the northeast (across from Ocean Boulevard), and residences to the northwest (across from Termino
Avenue) may be subject to exterior noise levels from speaker noise and combined noise levels from the
crowd and speaker noise. Speaker noise levels would potentially exceed the City’s daytime exterior
standard at the playground of the Belmont Shores Children’s Center, and at the two residential locations.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.10.1, which requires measures to reduce noise levels from the
speakers, would reduce the combined noise level to below the City’s exterior noise standards. Therefore,
this impact would be less than significant after mitigation.

Mitigation Measure 4.10.1:  Prior to issuance of the occupancy permit, the City of Long Beach’s
(City) Development Services Director, or designee, shall verify that a
sound engineer has designed the permanent and temporary sound
systems such that the City’s exterior noise standards (daytime exterior
noise level of 50 dBA L) are not exceeded at the surrounding sensitive
land uses. Measures capable of reducing the noise levels include, but are
not limited to:

¢ Reducing the source levels;

o Reducing the speaker elevations;
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¢ Directing the speakers away from adjacent noise-sensitive land uses;
and

» Using highly directional speakers.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to noise (complying with City noise standards) to a less than significant level
for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels. The closest
existing sensitive receptors would be subject to short-term construction noise levels that would be higher
than existing ambient noise levels in the Project area but would no longer occur once construction of the
proposed Project is completed. In addition, noise generated from construction activities would be
intermittent and temporary. Section 8.80.202 of the City’s Municipal Code allows elevated construction-
related noise levels as long as the construction activities are limited to the hours specified. Adherence to
the City’s noise regulations and implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.10.2 and 4.10.3, which require
standard conditions for construction and conducting a preconstruction community meeting, would reduce
construction noise impacts to sensitive receptors. Therefore, temporary increases in ambient noise levels
in the proposed Project vicinity associated with Project construction would be reduced to less than
significant levels.

Mitigation Measure 4.10.2:  Prior to issuance of demolition or grading permits, the City of Long
Beach’s (City) Development Services Director, or designee, shall verify
that construction and grading plans include the following conditions to
reduce potential construction noise impacts on nearby sensitive
receptors:

o During all site excavation and grading, the construction contractors
shall equip all construction equipment, fixed or mobile, with
properly operating and maintained mufflers consistent with
manufacturers’ standards;

o The construction contractor shall place all stationary construction
equipment so that emitted noise is directed away from sensitive
receptors nearest the Project site;

» The construction contractor shall locate equipment staging to create
the greatest distance between construction-related noise sources and
noise-sensitive receptors nearest the Project site during all Project
construction;

o The construction contractor shall ensure that engine idling from
construction equipment (i.e., bulldozers and haul trucks) is limited to
a maximum of 5 minutes at any given time; and

o The construction contractor shall ensure that all construction
activities are scheduled to avoid operating several pieces of heavy
equipment simultaneously.

o Construction, drilling, repair, remodeling, alteration, or demolition
work shall be limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Monday
through Friday, and 9:00 am. to 6:00 p.m. on Saturday. In
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accordance with City standards, no construction activities are
permitted outside of these hours.

Mitigation Measure 4.10.3:  Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the City of Long Beach Tidelands
Capital Improvement Division shall hold a community preconstruction
meeting in concert with the construction contractor to provide
information to the public regarding the construction schedule. The
construction schedule information shall include the duration of each
construction activity and the specific location, days, frequency, and
duration of the pile driving that will occur during each phase of the
Project construction. Public notification of this meeting shall be
undertaken in the same manner as the Notice of Availability mailings for
this Draft Environmental Impact Report.

Finding: The mitigation measures are feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to noise (temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels) to a less than
significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Recreation

Impact: Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

Although the proposed Project would enhance the City’s existing recreational facilities and open space
uses, the proposed Project could potentially result in significant impacts related to interference with the
public’s ability to access open space and recreational areas adjacent to the Project site. Specifically,
access to the Belmont Veteran’s Memorial Pier, parking lots, beach areas, and the pedestrian/bicycle path
may be subject to disruption during construction of the proposed Project, Mitigation Measure 4.12.2 (see
Section 4.12, Traffic and Circulation, of this Draft EIR) requires that a Construction Traffic Management
Plan be implemented to ensure that construction activities do not prevent access to the Belmont Veteran’s
Memorial Pier, beach access, and nearby pedestrian/bicycle path facilities in the Project vicinity. With
implementation of the Construction Traffic Management Plan, construction activities are expected to have
less than significant impacts on access to the surrounding off-site recreational facilities. Therefore, with
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12.2, short-term construction-related impacts on recreational
resources would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 4.12.2:  Construction Traffic Management Plan. Prior to the issuance of any
demolition permits, the City of Long Beach (City) Parks and Recreation
Director, or designee, shall develop a Construction Traffic Management
Plan for review and approval by the City Traffic Engineer. The plan shall
be designed by a registered Traffic Engineer and shall address traffic
control for any street closure, detour, or other disruption to traffic
circulation and public transit routes and shall ensure that emergency
vehicle access is maintained. The plan shall identify the routes that
construction vehicles shall use to access the site, the hours of
construction traffic, traffic controls and detours, and off-site staging
areas. The plan shall also require that a minimum of one travel lane in
each direction on Ocean Boulevard be kept open during construction
activities. Access to Belmont Veterans’ Memorial Pier, the Shoreline
Beach Bike Path, and the beach shall be maintained at all times. The
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Construction Traffic Management Plan shall also require that access to
the pier, the bike path, and the beach be kept open during construction
activities. The plan shall also require the City to keep all haul routes
clean and free of debris including, but not limited to, gravel and dirt.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to recreation to a less than significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final
EIR.

Traffic and Circulation

Impact: Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness
for the performance of the circulation system.

The proposed Project would not result in a significant impact related to construction traffic with
implementation of mitigation measures and all study area intersections are also anticipated to operate at
Level-of-Service (LOS) C or better in the future with new traffic generated as a result of the proposed
Project. However, in the event that a large special event (i.e., any event with more than 450 spectators) is
held at Belmont Pool, an Event Traffic Management Plan would need to be developed that addresses
potential impacts to traffic circulation and the steps necessary to avoid potential significant traffic
congestion and parking impacts. Mitigation Measure 4.12.1 requires the City to prepare and implement an
Event Traffic Management Plan that requires traffic and control measures for special events to be
reviewed and approved by the City Traffic Engineer. Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12.1 would
reduce event-related traffic impacts to the surrounding residences and businesses to less than significant
levels.

Mitigation Measure 4.12.1:  Event Traffic Management Plan. In the event that a large special event
(defined as more than 450 spectators) is held at Belmont Pool, the City of
Long Beach (City) Parks and Recreation Director, or designee, shall
develop an Event Traffic Management Plan for review and approval by
the City Traffic Engineer. The plan shall be designed by a registered
Traffic Engineer and shall address potential impacts to traffic circulation
and the steps necessary to minimize potential impacts (e.g., active traffic
management and/or off-site parking and shuttles) during the large special
event.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to conflicts with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing measures
of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation to a less than significant level for the reasons set
forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Result in inadequate emergency access.

While the proposed Project would be designed to allow for emergency access to/from the site, potential
temporary lane closures during Project construction could restrict access for emergency vehicles.
Mitigation Measure 4.12.2 requires that a Construction Traffic Management Plan be prepared for the
proposed Project, which would ensure that emergency vehicles would be able to navigate through streets
adjacent to the Project site that may experience congestion due to construction activities. With
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12.2, potential impacts related to emergency access during
construction would be less than significant.
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Mitigation Measure 4.12.2:  Construction Traffic Management Plan. Prior to the issuance of any
demolition permits, the City Parks and Recreation Director, or designee,
shall develop a Construction Traffic Management Plan for review and
approval by the City Traffic Engineer. The plan shall be designed by a
registered Traffic Engineer and shall address traffic control for any street
closure, detour, or other disruption to traffic circulation and public transit
routes and shall ensure that emergency vehicle access is maintained. The
plan shall identify the routes that construction vehicles shall use to access
the site, the hours of construction traffic, traffic controls and detours, and
off-site staging areas. The plan shall also require that a minimum of one
travel lane in each direction on Ocean Boulevard be kept open during
construction activities. Access to Belmont Veterans’ Memorial Pier, the
Shoreline Beach Bike Path, and thé beach shall be maintained at all
times. The Construction Traffic Management Plan shall also require that
access to the pier, the bike path, and the beach be kept open during
construction activities. The plan shall also require the City to keep all
haul routes clean and free of debris including, but not limited to, gravel
and dirt.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to emergency access to a less than significant level for the reasons set forth in
the Final EIR.

Utilities
Impact: Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board RWQCB).

Wastewater from the Project site would be treated at the LACSD Joint Water Pollution Control Plant
(JWPCP). Due to the depth to groundwater (between 6 and 9 ft below ground surface) and the anticipated
depth of excavation (up to 13 ft below existing grade), there is a potential for the groundwater table to be
encountered during excavation, which may require groundwater dewatering. As specified in Mitigation
Measure 4.8.2, any groundwater dewatering during excavation would be conducted in accordance with
the Los Angeles RWQCB’s Groundwater Discharge Permit, which would require testing and treatment
(as necessary) of groundwater encountered during groundwater dewatering prior to release to a storm
drain. If groundwater used during construction of the proposed Project cannot meet discharge limitations
specified in the Ground Water Discharge Permit, a permit would be obtained from LACSD to dispose of
the groundwater in the sewer system. The groundwater would have to meet LACSD discharge limitations
prior to discharge to the sewer system. In addition, LACSD would ensure they have adequate capacity to
accommodate the discharged groundwater prior to issuing a permit. Therefore, since the capacity and
discharge limitations of the treatment facility that serve the proposed Project would not be exceeded,
impacts regarding the ability of the treatment facility to treat and dispose of wastewater would be less
than significant.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.2: Dewatering During Construction Activities. During project
construction, the City of Long Beach Development Services Director, or
designee, shall ensure that any dewatering activities during construction
shall comply with the requirements of the Waste Discharge
Requirements for Discharges of Groundwater from Construction and
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Project Dewatering to Surface Waters in Coastal Watersheds of Los
Angeles and Ventura Counties (Order No. R4-2013-0095, Permit No.
CAG994004) (Groundwater Discharge Permit) or subsequent permit.
This Groundwater Discharge Permit shall include submission of a Notice
of Intent (NOI) for coverage under the permit to the Los Angeles
RWQCSB at least 45 days prior to the start of dewatering and compliance
with all applicable provisions in the permit, including water sampling,
analysis, and reporting of dewatering-related discharges. If dewatered
groundwater cannot meet the discharge limitations specified in the
Groundwater Discharge Permit, a permit shall be obtained from the Los
Angeles County Sanitation District (LACSD) to discharge groundwater
to the sewer per LACSD’s Wastewater Ordinance.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to the exceedance of wastewater treatment requirements to a less than
significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, which could cause significant environmental effects.

The proposed Project would result in a permanent decrease in impervious surface area which would
decrease the volume of runoff during a storm. The proposed Project would also include a comprehensive
drainage system to convey on-site storm flows, including on-site detention and infiltration systems. A
detailed hydrology report would be prepared for the proposed Project to ensure that the on-site storm
drain facilities are designed in accordance with the requirement of the County of Los Angeles Department
of Public Works Hydrology Manual to ensure that the runoff from the Project site does not exceed
existing conditions (Mitigation Measure 4.8.4). With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.4, runoff
from the Project site would not exceed the capacity of the existing storm water drainage system and the
proposed Project would not require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects.
Therefore, impacts related to new or expanded storm water facilities would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.4.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.4: Hydrology Reports. Prior to issuance of grading permits, the City shall
submit a final hydrology report for the proposed Project to the City
Development Services Director, or designee, for review and approval.
The hydrology report shall demonstrate, based on hydrologic
calculations, that the proposed Project’s on-site storm conveyance and
detention and infiltration facilities are designed in accordance with the
requirement of the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
Hydrology Manual.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities to a less than significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

Impact: Include a new or retrofitted storm water treatment control Best Management Practice
(BMP), the operation of which could result in significant environmental effects.
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The proposed project will include treatment BMPs, such as biofiltration swales (bioswales), a filtration
strip, an underground detention basin, and a drywell. As specified in Mitigation Measure 4.8.3, an
SUSMP would be prepared for the proposed Project. The SUSMP would include an operations and
maintenance plan for the bioswales, drywell, filtration strip, and an underground detention basin to ensure
their long-term performance and prevent odor and vector issues from developing. Because the BMPs
would be designed, inspected, and maintained as specified in Mitigation Measure 4.8.3 to prevent vectors
and odors, impacts related to operation of storm water BMPs would be reduced to a less than significant
level.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.3: Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan. Prior to issuance of
grading permits, the City shall submit a Final Standard Urban
Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) for the proposed Project to the
Development Services Director for review and approval. Project-specific
site Design, Source Control, and Treatment Control BMPs contained in
the Final SUSMP shall be incorporated into final design. The BMPs shall
be consistent with the requirements of the Low Impact Development
(LID) Best Management Practices (BMP) Design Manual. Additionally,
the BMPS shall be designed and maintained to target pollutants of
concern and reduce runoff from the Project site. The SUSMP shall
include an operations and maintenance plan for the prescribed Treatment
Control BMPs to ensure their long-term performance.

Finding: The mitigation measure is feasible and would avoid or substantially reduce potentially
significant impacts related to the inclusion of storm water treatment control BMPs to a less than
significant level for the reasons set forth in the Final EIR.

D. SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS THAT CANNOT BE
MITIGATED TO A LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT LEVEL

The proposed Project would not result in significant environmental impacts that cannot be mitigated to a
less than significant level.

IOI. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

CEQA requires that an EIR describe a reasonable range of alternatives to the proposed Project or to its
location that could feasibly attain most of the basic Project objectives, but would avoid or substantially
lessen any of the significant effects, and that it evaluate the comparative merits of each of the alternatives.
Section 15126.6(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines states that the . . . discussion of alternatives shall focus
on alternatives to the proposed Project or its location which are capable of avoiding or substantially
lessening any significant effects of the Project, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree
the attainment of the Project objectives, or would be more costly.” The following section discusses the
Project alternatives that were considered and analyzed in the EIR and summarizes the consistency of
these alternatives with the objectives of the proposed Project.

The Final EIR identified five alternatives as follows:
» Alternative 1: No Project/No Development
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o Alternative 2: Maintain Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses

» Alternative 3: Outdoor Diving Well

» Alternative 4: Reduced Project — No Outdoor Components

» Altemative 5: Reduced Project — No Diving Well and No Outdoor Components

The City’s findings and facts in support of findings with respect to each of the alternatives considered are
provided below. In making these findings, the City certifies that it has independently reviewed and
considered the information on alternatives provided in the Final EIR, including the information provided
in comments on the Draft EIR and the responses to those comments in the Final EIR. The Final EIR’s
discussion and analysis of these alternatives considered in the Final EIR is not repeated in total in these
findings, but the discussion and analysis of the alternatives in the Final EIR are incorporated in these
findings by reference to supplement the analysis here. The City also certifies that it has independently
reviewed and considered all other information in the administrative record.

No Project/No Development Alternative

Description: This alternative, which is required by CEQA, assumes that the Project site would remain in
the same condition as it was at the time the NOP was published (April 2014). The setting of the site, at the
time the NOP was published, is described throughout Chapter 4.0 of the EIR with respect to individual
environmental issues, and forms the baseline of the impact assessment of the proposed Project.

This alternative would involve no changes to the existing land uses and conditions on the Project site. No
new development on the Project site would occur. The temporary pool located in the parking area would
continue to operate but no new pool facilities or open space would be constructed. The existing backfilled
sand area where the previous building was located would remain unchanged.

Environmental Effects: The No Project/No Development Alternative assumes that the on-site
conditions, including the backfilled sand area where the former building stood, the existing open space
areas, and the temporary pool would remain unchanged except for reasonably foreseeable pool and park
maintenance activities. All required permits and standard conditions related to demolition were addressed
in the emergency permit processed as a separate project. As this alternative would not include the
construction or operation of a new pool facility, it would eliminate all construction activities and any
increase in operations, resulting in reduced environmental impacts when compared to the proposed
Project.

Existing views of and from the site and the visual character of the area would not be altered. No new air
pollutant emissions or GHG emissions would be generated by new visitors, and no short-term
construction emissions would occur since no new construction is proposed. The existing vegetation and
wildlife on site would not be disturbed compared with existing conditions. Unknown potential subsurface
archaeological and paleontological resources would remain undisturbed. There would be no impacts
related to geology, soils, or hazardous materials. No short-term construction noise impacts or new long-
term operational noise impacts would occur to the surrounding area. The No Project/No Development
Alternative would enhance views in comparison to the proposed Project because the site where the former
Belmont Pool facility stood would remain vacant and no new structures would be constructed. No
additional requirements for fire or police services would occur. No additional vehicle trips would be
generated by the site, no new sources of solid waste would be created by this alternative, and no increase
in demand for energy would occur as a result of development.
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However, under the No Project/No Development Alternative, the temporary pool would remain in place
and would continue to degrade until it reaches the end of its operational lifespan, increasing the
maintenance costs associated with operation of the facilities. There would be no change to the proposed
Project site with regard to the percentage of the site that would remain pervious or the volume of runoff
during a storm event, and runoff treatment from BMPs that are included in the proposed Project would
not be implemented, resulting in incrementally greater hydrology/water quality impacts as compared to
the proposed Project. In addition, the land use goals of the PD-2 designation (regulations specific to the
use of the site for the Belmont Pool and Pier) would not be implemented and, therefore, the No
Project/No Development Alternative would be in conflict with the City’s land use plans for the site and
have greater land use impacts as compared to the proposed Project. The foreseeable impacts of the No
Project/No Development Alternative include the permanent loss of parking where the temporary pool is
located, and the inadequacy of the temporary facilities to replace the former aquatic facilities and serve
the community/public recreational needs. Therefore, the No Project alternative would have greater
impacts to Recreation than the proposed Project.

Ability to Achieve Project Objectives: The No Project/No Development Alternative achieves two of the
Project Objectives; this alternative would minimize view disruptions and maintain the amount of open
space compared to the former Belmont Pool facility because no new structures would be constructed on
the site. The No Project/No Development Alternative would not develop the site with a revitalized
Belmont Pool facility that better meets the needs of the aquatics community. The No Project/No
Development Alternative would not achieve or further a majority of the Project Objectives.

Findings: On balance, the environmental benefits that might be achieved with this alternative are
outweighed, independently and separately, by the alternative’s failure to achieve the Project Objectives to
the same degree as the proposed Project. In light of these considerations, the No Project/No Development
Alternative is less desirable to the City than the proposed Project and is considered to be undesirable.

Facts in Support of the Finding: Because this alternative would not provide the new outdoor pool
components associated with the proposed Project, it would reduce potentially significant noise impacts.
However, the No Project/No Development Alternative would not satisfy a majority of the Project
objectives nor would it realize the Project benefits of providing a revitalized modern facility that better
meets the needs of the aquatics community. Furthermore, under this alternative, the City would not be
able to operate a pool facility that would generate revenue to help offset the ongoing operation and
maintenance costs of the facility. On balance, the environmental benefits that might be achieved with this
alternative are outweighed, independently and separately, by the alternative’s failure to achieve any of the
Project Objectives. In light of these considerations, this alternative has been rejected in favor of the
proposed Project.

Maintain Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses

Description: This alternative would include the conversion of the temporary pool (approximately 13,450
sf) into a permanent aquatic facility, and would retain the existing two outdoor pools (4,400 sf). The
Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses Alternative would include the construction of a permanent
foundation for the pool along with construction of new administrative and support facilities (lockers,
restrooms, snack bar). The site plan for this alternative would be consistent with the temporary pool
configuration, with administrative and support facilities placed adjacent to the pool. The existing
backfilled sand area would be removed and the park area would be expanded.

Environmental Effects: The Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses Alternative would eliminate the
indoor pool facility component and reduce the total pool surface area by approximately 49 percent. The
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reduced project footprint would result in an increase in open space. Although the indoor pool component
would be eliminated with the Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses Alternative, impacts related to cultural
resources, geology and soils, hazardous materials, and noise (operations) would be similar to the proposed
Project for this alternative.

Construction-related biological resources, hydrology and water quality, air quality, global climate change,
noise, and traffic impacts would be fewer than those under the proposed Project because construction
activities would be reduced.

Operational-related impacts associated with aesthetics, air quality, global climate change, hydrology and
water quality, noise, traffic and circulation, and utilities and service systems impacts would be reduced
when compared to the proposed Project. These impacts were determined to be less than significant for the
proposed Project, and would remain less than significant for this alternative.

Compared to the proposed Project, land use and recreational impacts are greater for the Temporary Pool
with Ancillary Uses Alternative due to the permanent loss of public beach parking and the reduction in
available recreational opportunities and programmable water area as compared to the proposed Project. A
variance could be required if the replacement parking cannot be relocated as provided in the land use
requirements outlined in PD-2.

Similar to the proposed Project, the Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses Alternative would not result in
any significant unavoidable impacts. However, due to the elimination of the indoor pool component under
the Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses Alternative, overall impacts would be incrementally less than the
proposed Project with the exception of land use and recreational impacts, which would be greater.

Ability to Achieve Project Objectives: The Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses Alternative would
achieve some (Project Objectives 3, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15), but not all, of the Project Objectives. This
alternative would not achieve two Project Objectives. The Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses
Alternative would eliminate the indoor pools and convert the temporary pool to a permanent facility,
which would not maximize the potential of the site as an aquatic recreational complex. Although the
Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses Alternative would meet Project Objectives 3, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and
15, it would not meet these objectives to the same degrees as the proposed Project. This alternative would
also not meet any of the Project Objectives related to the provision of a new pool complex that would
serve the recreation needs of the general public, as well as the needs of the established aquatic community
served by the former Belmont Pool facility.

Finding: On balance, the environmental benefits that might be achieved with this alternative are
outweighed, independently and separately, by the alternative’s failure to achieve the Project Objectives to
the same degree as the proposed Project. In light of these considerations, the Temporary Pool with
Ancillary Uses Alternative is less desirable to the City than the proposed Project and is considered to be
undesirable.

Facts in Support of the Finding: A fundamental objective of the proposed Project is to redevelop,
modernize, and expand the former Belmont Pool complex with a modern pool complex to better serve the
needs of the established aquatic community. The Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses Alternative would
convert the existing temporary pool to a permanent facility, which would represent a 49 percent reduction
in the total pool surface area provided as part of the proposed Project. As such, this alternative would not
be able to meet the full demand for recreation and competition pool use, would not include permanent
seating, and would not be able to host events to the same degree as the proposed Project. For this reason,
this alternative would not maximize the potential of the site as an aquatic recreational complex and would

Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
CEQA Findings of Fact
Page 61



not meet the needs of the aquatic community. The Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses Alternative would
generate significantly less revenue to cover operation and maintenance costs. Therefore, the reduction of
aquatic facilities under this alternative would result in a less positive contribution to the City for operation
and maintenance costs associated with this alternative. This alternative would be inconsistent with some
of the Project Objectives, would not fully meet other Project Objectives, and would overall not provide
the same benefits as the proposed Project. On balance, the environmental benefits that might be achieved
with this alternative are outweighed, independently and separately, by the alternative’s failure to achieve
the Project Objectives to the same degree as the proposed Project. In light of these considerations, the
Temporary Pool with Ancillary Uses Alternative is less desirable to the City than the proposed Project
and is considered to be undesirable.

Outdoor Diving Well/Revised Site Plan

Description: This alternative would be similar to the proposed Project, but would locate the diving well
outside the proposed pool facility. Locating the diving well outside the Bubble structure would reduce the
height of the building. However, a height variance would still be required as the building would exceed
the 30 ft height limit. Due to space constraints in the proposed outdoor aquatic area, the separate 115 sf
whirlpool for divers would not be included in the Outdoor Diving Well/Revised Site Plan Alternative.

Environmental Effects: Although the Outdoor Diving Well/Revised Site Plan Alternative would move
the diving well outside, reducing the pool square footage area by 115 sf, impacts related to air quality,
biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, global climate change, hazardous materials,
hydrology and water quality, land use, recreation, traffic, and utilities and service systems impacts would
be similar to the proposed Project for this alternative. Operational impacts associated with aesthetics
would be reduced due to the reduced project height. However, operational noise impacts would be greater
when compared to the proposed Project due to the location of additional activities (including the outdoor
diving well) to the outdoor pool area. Similar to the proposed Project, this alternative would not result in
any significant unavoidable impacts.

Ability to Achieve Project Objectives: The Outdoor Diving Well/Revised Site Plan Alternative would
be consistent with many of the Project Objectives (Objectives 1, 4, 5, 6, and 7), but to a lesser extent as
the proposed Project. The Outdoor Diving Well/Revised Site Plan Alternative, similar to the proposed
Project, would redevelop and replace the former Belmont Pool with a more modern facility comprised of
high-performance materials that better meet the needs of recreational and competitive swimmers, divers,
aquatic sports participants, and additional pool users (Objectives 1, 2, and 10) and increases
programmable water space to minimize scheduling conflicts (Objective 5) that occurred during the
operations of the former Belmont Pool facility. This alternative and the proposed Project would locate the
pool in an area that serves the existing users (Objective 13). The Outdoor Diving Well/Revised Site Plan
Alternative would include a total pool surface area of 36,335 sf, only 115 sf less than the proposed Project
(due to the loss of the whirlpool for divers). The increase in pool area would be comparable to the
proposed Project and would alleviate the overcrowding and schedule conflicts of the former Belmont
Pool. Therefore, the Outdoor Diving Well/Revised Site Plan Alternative would meet the needs of the
aquatic community, similar to the proposed Project.

Finding: On balance, the environmental benefits that might be achieved with this alternative are
outweighed, independently and separately, by the alternative’s failure to achieve the Project Objectives to
the same degree as the proposed Project. In light of these considerations, the Outdoor Diving
Well/Revised Site Plan Alternative is less desirable to the City than the proposed Project and is
considered to be undesirable.
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Facts in Support of the Finding: A fundamental objective of the proposed Project is to redevelop,
modernize, and expand the former Belmont Pool complex with a modern pool complex to better serve the
needs of the established aquatic community. While the Outdoor Diving Well/Revised Site Plan
Alternative would provide a similar amount of pool surface area as the proposed Project, the placement of
the outdoor diving well is not considered desirable by the established aquatic community due to safety
and weather concerns. The Outdoor Diving Well/Revised Site Plan Alternative would meet the majority
of the Project Objectives, but to a lesser degree than the proposed Project. As a result, the Outdoor Diving
Well/Revised Site Plan Alternative is less desirable to the City than the proposed Project.

Reduced Project-No Outdoor Components

Description: The No Outdoor Components Alternative is a Reduced Project Alternative, which would
eliminate the outdoor pool component, including the recreation pool, competition pool, and the public
address system. The indoor component, facility amenities, and building design components would remain
in place; however, the size of the Plinth structure would be reduced and be centralized around the Bubble
component of the proposed Project. The removal of the outdoor component would represent an
approximately 20-30 percent reduction in the size of the building footprint and an approximately 49
percent reduction in the total pool area as compared to the proposed Project. As part of this alternative,
the outdoor cafe would remain. A height variance would still be required under this alternative due to
indoor diving well.

Environmental Effects: The No Outdoor Components Alternative would eliminate the outdoor pools
and reduce the pool surface area by 49 percent as compared to the proposed Project. The Plinth and
structural footprint would also be reduced and would result in an increase in open space. Although the
outdoor pool component would be eliminated with the No Outdoor Components Alternative, impacts
related to biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazardous materials, and land use
would be similar to the proposed Project for this alternative.

Construction-related aesthetics, hydrology and water quality, air quality, global climate change, noise,
and traffic impacts would be fewer than those under the proposed Project because construction activities
would be reduced. '

Operational-related impacts associated with aesthetics, air quality, global climate change, hydrology and
water quality, noise, traffic and circulation, and utilities and service systems impacts would be reduced
when compared to the proposed Project. These impacts were determined to be less than significant for the
proposed Project, and would remain less than significant for this alternative.

Compared to the proposed Project, recreational impacts are greater for the No Outdoor Components
Alternative due to the reduction in available aquatic recreational opportunities as compared to the
proposed Project.

Similar to the proposed Project, the No Outdoor Components Alternative would not result in any
significant unavoidable impacts. However, due to the elimination of the outdoor pool component under
the No Outdoor Components Alternative, overall impacts would be incrementally less than the proposed
Project with the exception of recreational impacts, which would be greater.

Ability to Achieve Project Objectives: Similar to the proposed Project, the No Outdoor Components
Alternative would replace the former Belmont Pool complex with a modern pool complex. However,
because it would not include outdoor pools, this alternative would achieve some, but not all, of the Project
Objectives. The No Outdoor Components Alternative would be consistent with Project Objectives 1, 7,
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11, 12, 14, and 15 and would not meet them or the remaining Project Objectives to the same degree as the
proposed Project.

Finding: On balance, the environmental benefits that might be achieved with this alternative are
outweighed, independently and separately, by the alternative’s failure to achieve the Project Objectives to
the same degree as the proposed Project. In light of these considerations, the No Outdoor Components
Alternative is less desirable to the City than the proposed Project and is considered to be undesirable.

Facts in Support of the Finding: Similar to the proposed Project, the No Outdoor Components
Alternative would not result in any significant impacts. In addition, although the No Outdoor Components
Alternative would reduce the pool surface area by 49 percent as compared to the proposed Project, it
would not expand the former Belmont Pool complex with more programmable space to better serve the
needs of the established aquatic community, as desired by one of the Project objectives. Furthermore, the
No Outdoor Components Alternative may generate significantly less revenue, thereby resulting in less
positive contribution to the City to cover operation and maintenance costs associated with this alternative,
when compared to the proposed Project. As a result, the No Outdoor Components Alternative is less
desirable to the City than the proposed Project.

Reduced Project-No Diving Well and No Outdoor Components

Description: This alternative would be similar to No Diving Well and No Outdoor Components
Alternative, but would eliminate the outdoor pool components and the indoor diving well component. The
open space and park area would be expanded under this alternative as the footprint of the facility would
be reduced. Although this alternative would reduce the height of the building, it would still require a
height variance due to the height limitation of 30 ft for the Project site.

Environmental Effects: The No Diving Well and No Outdoor Components Alternative would eliminate
the outdoor pools and diving well component, and, as a result, reduce the pool surface area by
approximately 49 percent. The Plinth and structural footprint would also be reduced and would result in
an increase in open space. Although the outdoor pools and diving well component would be eliminated
with the No Diving Well and No Outdoor Components Alternative, impacts related to biological
resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazardous materials, and land use would be similar to the
proposed Project for this alternative.

Construction-related hydrology and water quality, air quality, global climate change, noise, and traffic
impacts would be fewer than those under the proposed Project because construction activities would be
reduced.

Operational-related impacts associated with aesthetics, air quality, global climate change, hydrology and
water quality, noise, traffic and circulation, and utilities and service systems impacts would be reduced
when compared to the proposed Project. These impacts were determined to be less than significant for the
proposed Project, and would remain less than significant for this alternative.

Compared to the proposed Project, recreational impacts are greater for the No Diving Well and No
Outdoor Components Alternative due to the reduction in available recreational opportunities as compared
to the proposed Project.

Similar to the proposed Project, the No Diving Well and No Outdoor Components Alternative would not
result in any significant unavoidable impacts. However, due to the elimination of the outdoor pools and
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diving well component under the reduced Project Alternative, overall impacts would be incrementally less
than the proposed Project with the exception of recreational impacts, which would be greater.

Ability to Achieve Project Objectives: Similar to the proposed Project, the No Diving Well and No
Outdoor Components Alternative would replace the former Belmont Pool complex with a modern pool
complex. However, because it would not include outdoor pools or the diving well component, this
alternative would achieve some, but not all, of the Project Objectives as the proposed Project. The
elimination of the outdoor pools under this alternative would not maximize the potential of the site as an
aquatic recreational complex. Although the No Diving Well and No Outdoor Components Alternative
would meet Project Objectives 1, 7, 11, 12, 14, and 15, it would not meet these objectives or the
remaining Project Objectives to the same degree as the proposed Project.

Finding: On balance, the environmental benefits that might be achieved with this alternative are
outweighed, independently and separately, by the alternative’s failure to achieve the Project Objectives to
the same degree as the proposed Project. In light of these considerations, the No Diving Well and No
Outdoor Components Alternative is less desirable to the City than the proposed Project and is considered
to be undesirable.

Facts in Support of the Finding: A fundamental objective of the proposed Project is to redevelop,
modernize, and expand the former Belmont Pool complex with a modern pool complex to better serve the
needs of the established aquatic community. The No Diving Well and No Outdoor Components
Alternative would provide 49 percent less pool area than the proposed Project. As such, while this
alternative would redevelop and replace the former Belmont Pool with a more modern facility that better
meets the needs of recreational and competitive swimmers, divers, and aquatic sports participants, and
increases programmable water space to minimize scheduling conflicts, it does not meet these objectives to
the same degree as the proposed Project. While this alternative would result in overall reduction of
environmental impacts, on balance, the environmental benefits that might be achieved with this
alternative are outweighed, independently and separately, by the failure of this alternative to provide the
same level of beneficial attributes as the proposed Project. The No Diving Well and No Outdoor
Components Alternative is less desirable than the proposed Project and is considered to be less desirable
than the proposed Project. In light of these considerations, this alternative has been rejected in favor of the
proposed Project.

IV. GENERAL FINDINGS

1. The plans for the proposed Project have been prepared and analyzed so as to provide for public
involvement in the planning and CEQA processes.

2. To the degree that any impacts described in the Final EIR are perceived to have a less than significant
effect on the environment or that such impacts appear ambiguous as to their effect on the environment
as discussed in the Draft EIR, the City has responded to key environmental issues and has
incorporated mitigation measures to reduce or minimize potential environmental effects of the
proposed Project to the maximum extent feasible.

3. Comments regarding the Draft EIR received during the public review period have been adequately
responded to in written Responses to Comments included in the Final EIR. Any significant effects
described in such comments were avoided or substantially lessened by the standard conditions and
mitigation measures described in the Final EIR.
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4. The analysis of the environmental effects and mitigation measures contained in the Draft EIR and the
Final EIR represents the independent judgment and analysis of the City of Long Beach.
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QITY OF LONG BRACH DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAGT REPORT
APRIL 3016 BELMONT POOL REVITALIZATION PROJECT

7.0 MITIGATION, MONITORING, AND REPORTING PROGRAM

7.1  MITIGATION MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21081.6 (enacted by the passage of Assembly Bill 3180)
mandates that the following requirements shall apply to all reporting or mitigation monitoring

programs:

The public agency shall adopt a reporting or monitoring program for the changes made to the
project or conditions of project approval in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the
environment. The reporting or monitoring program shall be designed to ensure compliance during
project implementation. For those changes which have been required or incorporated into the
project at the request of a responsible agency or a public agency having jurisdiction by law over
natural resources affected by the project, that agency shall, if so requested by the lead agency or a
responsible agency, prepare and submit a proposed reporting or monitoring program.

The lead agency shall specify the location and custodian of the documents or other material
which constitute the record of proceedings upon which its decision is based.

A public agency shall provide the measures to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the
environment that are fully enforceable through permit conditions, agreements, or other measures.
Conditions of project approval may be set forth in referenced documents which address required
mitigation measures or in the case of the adoption of a plan, policy, regulation, or other project,
by incorporating the mitigation measures into the plan, policy, regulation, or project design.

Prior to the close of the public review period for a draft environmental impact report (EIR) or
mitigated negative declaration (MND), a responsible agency, or a public agency having
jurisdiction over natural resources affected by the project, shall either submit to the lead agency
complete and detailed performance objectives for mitigation measures which would address the
significant effects on the environment identified by the responsible agency or agency having
jurisdiction over natural resources affected by the project, or refer the lead agency to appropriate,
readily available guidelines or reference documents. Any mitigation measures submitted to a lead
agency by a responsible agency or an agency having jurisdiction over natural resources affected
by the project shall be limited to measures which mitigate impacts to resources which are subject
to the statutory authority of, and definitions applicable to, that agency. Compliance or
noncompliance by a responsible agency or agency having jurisdiction over natural resources
affected by a project with that requirement shall not limit that authority of the responsible agency
or agency having jurisdiction over natural resources affected by a project, or the authority of the
lead agency, to approve, condition, or deny projects as provided by this division or any other
provision of law.
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DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAQT REFPORT CITY OF LONG BEAGH
BELMONT POOL REVITALIZATION PROJROT APRIL 3016

72  MITIGATION MONITORING PROCEDURES

The mitigation monitoring and reporting program has been prepared in compliance with PRC Section
21081.6. It describes the requirements and procedures to be followed by the City of Long Beach
(City) to ensure that all mitigation measures adopted as part of the proposed Belmont Pool
Revitalization Project (proposed Project) will be carried out as described in this EIR.

Table 7.A lists each of the mitigation measures specified in this EIR and identifies the party or parties
responsible for implementation and monitoring of each measure.
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“OU/11/b0> X20p' dUINIA 'L\ 1T YeiQ Aa1a3Y HQNI\Z0L TET0Nd

‘1€ 1snSny
pue G| Arenuer usamiag
pasodoud st uononnsuod

J1 ‘sontanoe Suipess jo
JUIWIDUIWIOD 0} Joud
sAep ¢ ueqy) alow ON

23ugisap

10 JO)02II(] QULBIN
pue ‘uoneososy ‘syued
yoeag Suog jJo A11D

Y3 *apo) Swen pue YsLy BIUIOJI[ED 3Y) 10 VLA 3Y) 01

103fqns ase saroads Sunsau oyl pue ‘aansod st Kaa1ns oy} J] “sinoy
8 UIYIIM 1010211 QUMEBIN PUE ‘UONEIDY ‘Sjsed (L11D) yoesg
BuoT Jo A ay) 0) panituqns pue WNPURIOWAW B Uf PIPI0I aq
[1eys £oAIns 3y} JO SINSAI Y, "PIQIMISIP 3q [{IM 1BY) BIIE 2I1UD oY)
apnjout [reys Loains 3y ‘uononysuod o) Joud sfep ¢ uey) atouws ou
spa1q Sunsau s0j £oAins uononIsuoda1d B 1ONPUOod JleyS Ipo)) Swen)
pue ysiq elusogied) ays pue (V.LEW) 1V Lieal], pig LioesSiy

3y Jo sjuowasinboi ay) pue saroads uelAR [D0] )M JeIjIIUE)
1s180j01q payijenb e ‘1 1aquiaidag pue ¢ Krenuep usamiaq pasedoad
S1 UONONIISU0D J] “spiiq Sunsau Lue o) syoedwr Jo doueproae
Suizyunrxew sny ‘spoutad Sunsau  SpIQ JaYI0 1SOW JO dAISN[OUY

si poutad s jey |, "ease 193{o1g pasodoid ayy uynm Suninodo
Ajrenusyod Jo yuasaid saroads p1iq asoyy 1oy (T saquaidag ySnosy
ST Arenuer) uoseas Sunsau aanoe L[y Sy} PISINO 0] PAJOLISAL

9q [JeyS [eAowWal uoneadoa pue 231 JPY beo...—. paig A10)eaSiAl

By m.v UNSBIJA] UONBINIIAl

Lo10g £

pastnbai sy :oz«mz:: ON *Atfenb ire o) syoedur .:3:-?:«:5-0& Kue ui )|nsas Jou p[rom -ooao..m pasodoid Yy

AyenQ 1y 7'

uonOMIISUOD

Suunp SuroSuo

pue sjurad uononysuoo
Aue jo souenssi o} Joug

sauSisop 10 ‘1010911
$901A10G Juawidojaasg
yoeag Suo jo LD
/101081)U0)) UOLIOIIISUOY)

*SINOY 8 UIYIIM ST YONS SA0WAI [[BYS JOJORIUCD)

uononnsuo)) ay) ‘Aemyrem uewysapad Liesodwd) 10 191118
uononysuod Krerodura) {ue Uo Pa1aA0ISIp are SSupjIew J0 S[eIjew
PazZUOYINBUN JRY) JUSAD 3Y) U] “ISUUBLI JATIORI}IE A[JEnsIA e u]
paurejutew are sAemyjem pue siopueq Lreroduwa) yons Lue jey) pue
‘skemjrem uewnsopad Ksescdws) Jo siaureq uononsuod £1etodwa)
Aue uo pajsod ase s[eLLEW PIZLIOYINBUN OU JeY) ‘suondadsu] [ensiA
£prep pue s3unsod ajeudordde ySnoiy “amsua [eys J010e1U0)
uondMSuC) 3Y) ‘uononisuod Suun(g :ajou Fuimojjoj ay)

apnjoul suejd uolonysSu0d Jey; AJuoA [reys ‘2audisap 10 “1010911Q
s201A13S Juswdoaaa( yorag Suo yo A1) ay) ‘siusd uopomIIsued

1°T'p NS uoneIPI

Kue Jo souenss] 0) 1011 *SIILLIEG WOHINIISUC) JO JIUBUIJULBIA]

RISV Ty

AINSBIJAI
uoneBpI Joj Supmyy,

Aued ajqisuodsay

3._..582 uonusnIN

weidoaq Sunioday Suriojuoly pue woneSI 1v°L IqEL

108f0¥2 NOILVZITVLIAZY 1004 LNONTIG
L¥O0JXY LOVANI TVLNERNOTIANY LAVEQ

910% 1184V
HOVIE ODXOT 20 ALID




S-L “9I/LL/p0 X20P'dUNIN 0°L\U1E1 BRId M0y dHQNd\ZOETETOVd

u} puiy 3y Jo eate oy up juowidinba 110AIp J0 1jey L[resodway

01 pasamodura aq [jeys Joyuour ay ], ‘skejop UOHONIISUOCD

ploAe 0) 19pio u] payueaun aze Aay) se sa[dwes XL Jo/pue

s[1ssoj a8ea[es o) paddinba aq feys 1onuow oy, ‘A1essaosu se

Supojuow paseasour mojje pjnom jey) pargroads aq osye [jeys

SUORIPUOD “YIEq Pa[eds Uu3aq Sey SuLojuoW J3)Je PALIACDIL

3q 0 urdaq S[IsSOJ WLdLIUTIS JI ‘J9AIMOH “sassaifoid

199{o14 ay1 se awn-ued o) yoeq pajess aq 0} Suuoyuows

10] mOf[e [[eys jey) suonipuod dn yas Lew isiSojouoojed

payifenb oy ‘suswoads pasaaodar Lue Jo aduedryiuSis

ay uo paseq “Sunes Ayanisuss [eorSojoiuoaed ySiy & aaey jey)

SIUIWIPIS Y] UIYIIM INDD0 [[BYS UOIHBABIXD JIAIUIYM SISEq

awm-{ing e uo juasaud oq A[feniur [jeys Jojiuow [esiSojojuoared
91r1gaU2A payijenb e ‘uoneaeoxs uononsuod Suung e

"199fo1d ay) yim

: pajeroosse sainseaw uoneSnnu ay; urejdxa o) 19p10 ut ‘Surpeid

JO JUDWIDUIWIOD Y} J3Je parenIul st JINTIJ 24 JI Sunsow
a1es[rel ARjaom 10 22uaIdju0d apesd-axd oY) 1 sduepUSNY e

:Burmojjoy ayy 0y parnuyf aq jou ng

apnyout [Teys pue (OTOZ PUB S661 ‘dAS) SISIS0[0IUOS[R] AIRIGIUIA
Jo £131008 3y1 Jo sauyapIng Ay} Yikm WASISUOD 3q pINOYS JWINA
ay L, “1oeloiq pasodord ay) 103 JWNIJ ® 2sedaxd [feys 1si3ojojuocejed
ay) ‘sanbiuyoa} uoneziniqess [ros Juawase(dal-oiqia pue

Buyaup-anid o aalsnjaxa ) £z uey) Jodeap pusIXa [[IA UOHBARIXS J]

"mo[aq pauinino se (JWIAd) weifosg uoneSnyA 10edw] sa01n0s9Yy
[eo13ojojuoajeq e asedasd ‘Aressaoau J1 pue ‘asuediyudss 10§

Ppu1y 3y} ssasse 0) 3)is 3y} O} Pafied aq Jjeys isiSojojuoajed |[es-uo ay)
‘sa3aA00sIp patedionueun Aue 31 312Y) JBY) JUSAD 3Y} U] “IOJUOW
[eo18ojojuoajed e Jo souasaid ay) Juersem jey syidap Jomofreys

18 SILIAA0DSIP 9J8 201} SSA[UN )] ¢ ueyp ssaf Jo syidop ur urunoso

aInSea|\] Aueq ojqisuodsay S3INSBIJA| UOPEININ
uoneSnIA X0j Sumnury,

wieidoiy Suntodoy Sunioyuoly pue uoneSI (V'L SqeL

103f0%d NOILVZIIIVLIIAZY TO00d LNONIRE 10T TINdV
LEOJIRY LOVIRI TVINIRNOUIANT LAVEQA HOV3d OROT 40 ALID




“91/1 U/ X20P"dUININ 0°L\YIA eIQ ma1adYy dqnd\ZoE L ETONd

9-L

pue yodai ayy .om.w_mow 10 “J0103J1(J Sad1AIag Juawdoraaag
LD 3y) 0) pannuqns uay A "suswdads Jo K1ojusaur
paziwoyl papuodde ue yym sSuipuyy yo 1odas e Jo uonesedalg

‘(INDV'T) Liuno) sajofuy so Jo wnasny AI0ISIH JeimeN
ay1 se yons ‘oFesols sjqeastnal yusueunad i K1onscdas
wnasnw e ojur suswidads Jo uonesInd pue UOHESNUIP]

*1502 a8ei0)s ay) pue Lionsodas

ay) Joj a8eI0Is Jo AWINJOA 3} 30npal 0 suswpdads 1a8re| punose
woly Juawipas snidins Jo [EAOWIAI 3Y) PUR S[ISSOJ 1RIGILIDA
PUE 9)RIGIUDAUL [[BIUS 1940032 0} sa[dwes ssew jo Supjoid

pue Surysem oy sapnjoul s1y ], ‘uofieatasaid jusueuwnad pue
uoneoynuapi jo juicd e o) suounoads palaaosas jo uoneredarg

“I31eM YIIM SI3UTRIUOD

1Y £j[euoISEIS0 0 JonI) 191em B JOJ D[QISSIdIR 3Q P[ROYS
UOFIBI0] 3Y) ‘D[qR[IEAR JOU S] J1EM J] UOIIBIO0[ [BIPI UE ST BaIE
Supired yuawdinbs 10 SuiSes e Jo tawod [ews v "uonajdwod
103foiq ‘1013e isnf 10 ‘a10J3q parajdwos Suissasoud jje aaey

07 JUIUI Y} I3IM “UOTIONIISUOD YIim Ausnmduod pajajdwod
Afrensn s1 Buissasoiq "sease [[1J 10 1o pasodoid Lue wosy Keme
3q osje [Jeys nq uoneinp 102foxg ayY) InoySnoy) a1qIssadoe 9q
11eys yey) 195014 sy UM uoreso] pajeudisap e je
paysiidwoaoe 1saq sy sajduwes yjnq a81e[ Jo Suissasold “s[Issof
[euOnIppe J3A0031 0) SUSIIS YSaw Your-0z/T YSnoiy; passasord
pue pa}os][02 3q [reys (spuncd gpo‘9 01 dn) sajdwres Juswipas
[eUORHIPPE ‘PaIAIUNOOUD IB S[ISSOJOION J] “ISIXI SISSOJOIOIM
JOYIOYM DUILLIISP O) SUIDIIS YSIW Youl-0g/T 0) 8/1 YSnosy
PaudaIos-10ds 9q A[[RUOISEDIO [[BYS SIUIWIPAS 3say} ‘a10jaIalf)
‘xmew Supjord pue Surusaios v £q paraacdal aq Ajuo ued jey)
SujewIal [ISSOJ Juepunge ulRuod Aew s)uawIpas Juifpsapun oy

‘suowoads agre] Jo JuepUNGE JO [EAOWSI MO 0) JOPIO

INSEIN!
uonednIAl 10§ Sunayy,

fieg s|qisuodsoy

S3INSBIP\ UONETHIA

weadoag Suptoday Surioyiuoly pue uonedMA (v, aqe

2108 1144V
HOVEQ ONOT 40 ALID

LDIfOUE NOILVZITVLIAZY 1004 LNONTRG
41¥0d43¥W LOVANI TVINERNOUIANS 1iVea




“91/L1/p0" X20p' AN 'L\ Yeiq MY dHGNA\ZOE1ETIONd

sanianoe Juipess jo
USUWIADUBURWOD 0) JOUJ

20uB1sap 10 “Jopang
$921A19G Juswdoaaag
yoeaq Suog jo LiD

SIS
0} payaeye Ajjuoueuniad syjuauedwod [esnjonlisuou pue
SaInPNAS 10§ sjudwdinbos pue suonelapisuod udisop onuseg ‘[

:ssaippe
Ireys 1oday [eduya3j090) [euly 3y ul sjuswasnbas ogdedg

‘sanianoe Suipesd jo yuswaouaunod oy soud ‘aaufisap

10 ‘1019211 $301A43g Juawdojaaa( s, A1) ayy Aq jeaoidde pue
M21A31 0} 192[qns ‘podal USHILIM [eU]] B U] POZHBWIWNS SB JUR)[NSUOD
[eo1uy221098 193fosg oy Jo syuawasnbas oy pue ‘suonenSas
Suipesd jeso] sreudordde ‘BurpesB jo awm ay) 18 ajqeondde (HgD)
3poD Suipjing erwiojie) 3y pue (8 L) apo) rediowniy (K1)
yoeag Suo jo L11D ay) Jo syuowasmbas ay) Yim souepIcdde UL
pauuoyiad aq [leys uononlisuoo pue ‘Suipesd ‘uBisaq ‘suonvmpvazy
10213251035) aY) Se 0} poi1a)as a1k Jay1a8o) yoym ‘(bIoz

‘€C 14dv) 131yoS AAH 4q pasedad 1220y uonvzyonasyppngay
Anj1o0, jo0g vzv) JUOUNDG Y3 40 UOHDNIDAT K)141S0.L407) 10§ U
102 ‘v Iudy) 00SaV Aq paredaud uonvzypnasy-pringay jeoq
vzD)d wowag Y 40f 110day JV21MYI1020) Kiputwaid oy €107
‘€ udy) -ouf ‘[eouya102n NINY 4q pasedaid ‘wonvziwpasy
0201 Juou)ag ‘siuawanoidu] pap1o0ssy pup 100g vyl
&uvaodwd | ay) 1of uonvSysaauy jvaruy231050 3y (6007 V1

dy) DFIOVIN £q pasedaud 102f04 uouvzypiasy j0og s1duk0
vzD]d Juouag pasodoid Ay 4of uoypSHSIAU JDIIUYI030)
Kivupujasq Jo 140day 3Y) ul popNEOUT SUOHIEPUIWIUIOIN )

[ilm 20UBULIOJUOD U PIIONPUOD IQ [[RYS UONOMIISUOD pue suonerado
Suipei3 [y "sajpmig [EO1UY23)035) J33f0aq Y3 YILM IDUBULIOJUOD)

$1°S"p JANSBI uoneINIAI

S[10§ pue A50[03D) §°p

*$301n0sa1 [edrdojojuoared o) sioedury
esnmu o} werdoxd oy Jo uonajdwod AJuBis pinom K1ojusaur

INSBIN
uone3nI Joy Supuyl

AMed djqisuodsoy

S2INSEIP\ UOHESHIN

weidoad Suproday Suriojuopy pue uoneSniN V'L JqeL

1DEfOUE NOILYZITVLIAZYE TOOd LNONTHE
L¥0dZX LDVANRI TVILNIRNOYIANEG LAVEA

910C 11udyY
HDVHZE DNOT 40 ALID




“91/11/40» X30P YN 0°L\HIT Yeid MIFAdY IHGRA\ZOCT 6 I\

8-L

UHNp uondadsul AIS-UQ "apa) sulpjing AND 3y pue 3ulp[ing pue
Sugpesd jo awn ays 1e ajqearidde gD ay uo paseq yodos euy e ul
pazuewWNS Se JURI[NSUOD [221UY33109T 19af01d ay) Jo suoneoyisads

3YJ Y}IM dDUBPIODOE U PIIONPUOD 3] [[BYS UOTIONIISUOD

pue ‘Guipesd ‘uBisaqq 'sueyd 19afo1g a1 ot pajesedioou)
Adreudosdde uoaq aaey uonenjeas uSisop [esiuysa0a3

o) Suunp padojaaap syuswasinbai ay) 1eyy Ajuaa o) Suipess

Jo ueis ay) 0) Jond “3uBisap Jo ‘1010211 SIMAISG WwawdofaaQ
s. A1) ay} Aq paronpuod aq ose [feys maraas ueyd Suipein

"suonedyj1oads pue uSisop 10afoiq Jeuyy oy 0) sodueyd

arendordde axmbou feys 11D ay) ‘siuawannbal sy 0) sjuswLULal
10 SuOTEDIJIpPOU SIYNIUIP] UBINSUOD [edUYD2)02F 10afo1g

ays 1 “Supesd jo wess 3y 01 Joud o250 Jey) sa1neay 193folg 3y Ul
saBueyd Aue ssa1ppe 0) pauljal 10 patjipow 3q 0) pasau podal jey) ug
sjuawonnbar sy 13y)oym sSasse 0) WeIASUOD [e0[UY21098 193f0ig
ayy axnbai reys AnD 3y, *A1essaosu J1 ‘syuawasnbal asay) asueyus
pue auljal 0] JUBINSUOD [edIUYDD}02T 10af01g ay) £q palonpucd

aq [[eys uonenfead udisap jeuy] pue Sunsal Al [EUOCHIPPY

s[ieam Suureisy

~

<+ n I

sjuowoaaed pue apeid-uo-sqe|g
a8euresp g
uonoejonbiy -

T1J4Oq Youas) pue isuoneaeoxa Liesodwsa) Sjeuaiew (i ‘sease
Jlomiefj sayio pue ‘sjuawased ‘syjemapis pue (ped Suipping)
seale [eimonas 1oy uonesedad ayis Suipnpour “Yiomyueg ¢

uSisap uonepunoj Mojjeys pue (SULINJOd JUOJS pue
Suixiu j1os doap) syuawoaaosdwr punos8 Suipnjour suonepunoyg ‘Z

AINSBIPA]
uonedniAl J0j Sunuy,

Apeg sjqpsuodsoy

saanseajy| UoHEININ

weidoag 3unsoday Supiojjuoly pus uopReINIIN VL 3jqEL

9108 I1WAV
HOVEd ONOT 40 ALID

103f0¥d NOILVZITVLIARY TOOJL LNORIRG
480437 LOVIRI TVLNINNOMIANE LaViQ




6L

“GU/LIP0> XO0p YN 0°L\ 1T YBIQ MtAaY SHQRA\Z0EIETONd

sanianoe 1o sjiuuad
Buipesd 10 uoneaeoxo
Aue Jo ouensst 0} Joug

22ugisap 10 quawnsedag
11 yoeag Suo jo i)

Jo [esadsip pue ‘Furides ‘uonendeas ays ajqissod Juipsedal sdajs
1X9U 9y QUILINDP [[eys Jopuodsas Q1T YL ‘ddd1 2y Aynou
pue ‘eae pajdajje ayf) JJo uopiod “yiom dois [[eys J010e1U0d 3y}
‘saouelIsqNs payynuapiun 1ayjo Jo ‘sjjids paurejuodun ‘s10po ‘sased
‘S)UEB) punoiSIopun 12}UNOJUD SIBHIOM UOTIONIISUO) Ji jey) annbos
lieys uejd oy 1, "san1AlIoR UOHONIISUOD SuLINp SAVUBISGRS SNOpJEZEY
J0 spiezey umouqun 2)is-UO J2)UN0OUI O) [enuajad oY) sassasppe jey;
uerd £5uaBuriuoo e aaosdde pue malaal [[eys ‘aoudisop 1o “adga1)
wawuedaq ag (A1D) yoeag Suory Jo A1) 9y ‘sananse 1o syunad
Suypes3 10 uoneaedxa Lue Jo aduEnSS| O} IO "UE|J £>uadunguo) 0I°Lp unseapy uone3nI

S30IN05Y SROPIBZBY puB SPIVZEY L'p

“painbou s1 uonedniw o ‘sases) asnoyuaaln o) parejas spoedus wesyiuSis Ajjenusjod ug Jnsas jou pjnom 1aforg pasodoad ay

SUOISSIIF SEL) IFNOYUIRALD) pue adusy)) yewi) [CGO[D) 9'p

. *S[I0S JIIS-UO YIIM JOEIUCD

our awod Lew 12ddod Jo/pue (1291 10 uoar “3+3) sjerow snowdy
19y sued 1oaforq pue uBisop [eanjonns ay; ojur paresodiosur aq
lieys said [sa1s pue ‘sajid a1010u00 “sqejs Suruorsua) isod 21310000
‘sadid soyjo ‘adid Lejo payua pue onserd “Suigm taddoo ‘sadid uoit
‘sadid 19215 10 Apmis [eajuY021038 ol uy payy1oads sanseow ay L

‘suejd 19afo1g o
patesodiodu; se suoneolyioads [eoruy22105F ym souerdwod ainsua
0} [e1dy30 Sulpping A1 10/pue ue)NSUOD [B51UYI2)05T 10af0g

[erojo Suipping Y £q uononxsuos Suunp pajonpuod aq [feys suonsadsuy ays-uo
A1) 10 JueyNSUC) | ‘uonIppe uj “TI0S 2)IS-UO YIIM 19E1UCD Ol WD 1\ 1eyy 3addoo pue
uononsuod 1aford [ed1uyaa103n/02uBisop S|e1du sno1dj Jo uonoa)oid oy 0y paedas Yyum Apnis [eouysa1093
Buunp suonoadsug o ‘1010251 atp Jo siuawasinbas ayy 01 suuojuod uSisap jeamonns jey) Ajuoa
‘siiuad Suipping S30JAL9G Wwowdojaaa(g leys “aauBisop 40 ‘100211 $901A19g Juadojaaa(g yoeag Suoy Jo
Aue Jo aduensst 0) Joug yoeag Suog jo KD | AnD oy ‘synusad Suping Aue jo aouenss] 0} J0L4 *SjI0S JAISO.LI0) TSP ANSBIN voneIPIN
'suejd 1a0lo1g our pajesodiodu se suonRIISadS [eduy3109T
Ynm soueridwos amsus o) [ePYO Sutping L) ay) pue
. 1UBNSu0D [eaiuydajoad 1a3fold A Aq pajonpuod aq [reys Buipesd
AINSBIA Ayeq Jjqisuodsay S3INSBIJA] UOEIHIN
uonsdnIA J0j Sunuyy,

weidolq Sunsodoy Surioyuoly pue uonedni V'L qEL

L03[0¥d NOILVZITVLIAZY 71004 LNORTIE
LUOJIA LDVANRI TVLNIRNNOUIANT LAVEQA

910T 1184V
HOVId ONOT A0 XLID




“QU11/¥0° X30P° AU 0°L\HIF YRIQ masady MAR\ZOETETONd

o1-L

SANIATIOR UONONIISUCD
Jo/pue uonowsp Jo

93uisap 10 “qusunedeq

unesRdQ uy (9°Z 1NV °g INLL SUONE[NSY JO 5poD) eluloji[e)
PuB G6L PUB ‘€9L ‘T9L ‘SbL ‘91L SUed ‘VOSL ‘¥ 1a1deyaqng 44D
0¥) sauade Asoiendas ajendordde ayy £q pascidde pue suonengas
ajqearjdde e ynam aouerjdwoo jny ur paisjdwiod uaaq sey saimonys
253Y) Ul poIJIIUSpI Pea| 10 SOV Auk Jo wawareqe yey) Supmoys
a4 2y o1 (sinsas [eonAreue Suuojuow s1e pue ‘Suprdures
‘siIsajiuew ajsem pasmboai [je “3+3) uopejusumoop apiaosd

Ireys 1D ay 1, ‘ssaydom 0y L1ayes apiaoxd oy pue ([QWOVIS]
pusiq wawsSeuey Lend) 1ry 1seo) yinos “3-3) suonenFas
ajqeoridde o) asuasaype ainsua o) Yioq suonenSas ajqesrdde yum
aduep10dde Ul sjenplalpul payijenb pue pasuaoyy A[arendordde 4q
Pa191dwod 3q [jeys Supojuow Jry (€9 PUe ‘19L ‘SpL SWed ‘VOSL
¥ 121deyaqng “Y.ID Op) saamonns jo uoniowap Suunp suone[ndal
ajqearidde (e 0) Surpi0doe s1010e11U00 pasuadif K1oreudoidde £q

Jo pasodsip Apadoad pue ‘pajpuey ‘pasoural aq [[eys S[EHIIBW Yons
[Ie ‘pe3] 10 SNDV JO 30u3PIA3 pulj sAaains uonijowapaid ay) Jj

*pasinbai ase suopoe JuswveqE

Joyung ou jey) uyuod o) ‘aaudisap 1o ‘g LD 3yl 01 synsas

S} pue uonoadsul oY) Jo uonejuowNd0p apiaoid Jjeys siopoadsul

ay ‘(sdg1) sadid paseq-peaj 10 SWOV pulj jou op s£oains
uonrowapad ay) J1 (91£ wed [vISL] 1oV [0nuo) saoueisqng
axo] Y sadeyogns [Y.1D] suonejnday [erspaq jo apon

Ov pue ‘G0-LZST J s[enaiey pue Sunsa], 10j £19100¢ uesuamry 91
suonendas ajqeordde yim asuepiodoe u S[eNpIAIpUl

payenb pue pasuaoy] £jo1endosdde £q paunioyiad aq [[eys sasAjeue
pue ‘skoAuns ‘suonoadsui [y “pauniojiad aq [feys (sjeusrew Suipping
poroadsns |[e jo sisAjeue pue Surjdwes Suipnpour) peay pue (SWOV)
s[euajew Sulure)uod-soisaqse 10§ skoalns uonijowapaid ey Ajuaa
[1Bys ‘23u81sap JO ‘QIgT L11D Y1 ‘SANIANIOR UOHINIISUCD 10/pue

WSWIDUAWWOD 0} Jolg | 2L yoeag Suor] jo LD UONIJOWIP JO JUIIDUIWWOD O} JOLJ] *SAIAING UOHIOWIPAI $T°L'p MNSEI uonesnIN
"suopjejndal [e19paj pue ABIS |e30] YILM JUDISISUCO J0URISANS oY)
JINSEIN Aneg Iqisuodsay SUNSBI\ UOHBININ
uogeSni 1o Supuyy,
weidord Buniodoy Sunio)iuo pue uoReSI (V'L qEL
910% TIWAY L0204 NOILVZITVLIAEE TOOd LNORTEL

HOVEY ONOT £0 AXID

LYOJdEW LOVARI TVININNOAIANT LAVIEQ




11-L “9U/11/p0» X20p' QAW 0°L\YI1 Yerd Matasy SHqRd\ZOEi ETONVd

Ul S4310M BIDLNG 0} J1U1IAIDMI(T 193]04 puD UOHINASUOY) WO
L21pmpunols) Jo sadapyasi(y 1of syuawamboy a8.1vyssi(y 1So M

UOIONIISUOD ay3 jo syuowasinbas ayy Yy Ajdwod [jeys uoponnsuoo Juunp

103f01d Supnp a9uBisap 10 “10d211Q sanianoe Suuatemap Aue jey) ainsus [feys “0audisap Jo ‘1010011

sanjAnoe Suuoiemap $301A19G Juswdolarag $301A195 1wawdoraaaq yoeag Suo Jo A1) sy ‘uononisuod
Kue Suunp Suioug yoeag Juo jo A1) 190f0sd Suung *sagiAldY uogonisuo)) Supng Supajemag 17°8'p JANSBIJA| uoneSPIN

.muE.ﬁou:o__oE.m._ouHoﬂ_nmo;m«bo::._
Jarem wuos ug sueinjjod Jo 931eyosip ay) [01UOD 0} pue pIZIWIUI
SI UOHIRIUSWIEPSS PUB UOIS0II [10S J0] [enuajod at) yey) ainsuad

o} pojuswsidur aq 01 STE uonoNxNSuod KJNuapt [reys dddMS

ay ], MU [RISUSH) UONOIIISUOD) 3Y) JO siuawasnbas ayy yum
aoueyjdwoo ut 103foig pasodoad ay; Jo pajuswapdw pue pasedosd
3q [[eyS dddMS V UL [RISUID UONONAISUOY) 3Y) Jopun 23e1sA00
Jo Jooud aensuowap 0} 1010911(] S301A19G uswdofsaa( ay) o
siaquny uonesynuap] 231eyasiqg Aisep oy apraosd [reys L1 ay |,

"&10D ay) pue

(800MY) pieog [onuc) Aifend 191eM JuoIFY sajeduy S0 ay)
10q 01 panruqns 3q 01 paJmbai st (sJNg) sueld wawoaSeuey 1sog
uoldNIISU0d Yim (JddMS) UBld UOTIUSAII] UOHN|[O] JOIeA LLIOIS
© ‘S2I0E JI0W 10 G JO BAlE PaqINISIp © Yiim s193foid 10, “aouenss)
juanbasqns 1o ‘(iuLiag [essuan uononnsuo)) DM A-9000-210Z
PUB DM -¥000-0T0Z "SON 19piQ £q papuawe se {(Z00000SVD "ON
nuRd ‘OMA-6000-600Z ON 13pIQ) SaUANIY 20uDqnisiq puvy
PUD UOHINISUOD) YIIM PAIDIFOSSY SITIDYISI 421044 UII01S 10f
nua jp43uan) WSS uoneurufy adreyosiq wenfjog [euoneN

23uSsap 10 ‘1010011(] pieog [0AU0D) SI0INOSIY I9jep kIS Y] Jopun 13forg pasedosd
musad Suipesd saolalag uawdojaaag | oy J0j aBe1aA00 ureiqo freys (A1) yoeag Suorg jo LD oy “unied

® JO 20uUenss] 0} J0ug yoeaq Suog jo L1 Burpes8 e Jo oouBNSSI O] J0LJ “JULIYJ [BIIUIL) UOHINIISUC)) 1°8"p 3INSBIPA] uoneSHIA

ZenQ) 1916\ PUE AJ0j0IpAH 8P

‘447 2Yi Aq paacidde pue pamalaal aq [jeys pue adeld ur urewal
0} ped] 10 WOV Aue 10 pasedosd 3q jfeys uejq aoueusjurey pue

INSBaN Aaeq sjqisucdsay saanseajy| uopednIN
uone3nyAl 10 Supuyy,

weidol Sunsoday Suriojuopy pue uoneSnIN V'L Iqe]

108f0¥d NOILVZITVLIAEY TO0d LNONIEG 9103 T1udyV
LY04ud LOVARI TVANERNOUIANS LAVEQ HOV3d ONOT 40 AL1D




“QU/LU/40> XP0P dUININ 0'LNIA UriQg ma1A0Y INGRA\ZOE T TONd

(452

siruiad Surpesd
Jo 3ouenss] 0) Joug

asuBisap Jo ‘o)0an1q
saoialag wsmdoparag
yoeag Suorg jo A1)

u paudisap d1e SoNI[108) UOIE|IJUT PUE UONUDJAP PUB JOUEADAUOD
uuols ais-uo s 3aafosg pasodod ayy Jei ‘suonepnofes a18ojoIpAy
uo paseq ‘ajejsuowrap [feys wodas £3ojospLy ay] -Jeaocidde

PUE M31ADJ J0J “a2uBisap 10 ‘1010l SadlAlag Juswdojaaaqg

ay) 0} 12afoug pasodoud ay) 105 edar £3ojospAy [euyy e yuigns [jeys
A oy ‘syunsad Buipesd jo aouenssy 0 Joud ‘spoday ASojoapAy

ip"8"p Jnsea uopednIN

siuusd Suipess
JO dduenss] 0} Joug

s9uisap 1o ‘1010011
$901A19G Jusdojaasqg
yoeag Juo jo K1)

*3oueuLI0)13d Wwid)-3Uo[ 119y} 9Insu

01 SN [onuo) Juawieal | paquasaid ay) Joj uerd soueuajurew
pue suoneiado ue apnjoul jeys JWSNS Y.L *aNs 19afo1g ay) wouj
Jjounu 20npal pue uI33U0d Jo siuenjiod 1a81e; 0) poureiurew pue
paudisap 3q [[eys SANE 24 ‘AljeuonIppy ‘jonuvpy uSisaq (dWg)
$201190.4 Juawadouvpy isag (qJy) mawdojaaa(g doduiy mog ay)

Jo syuawasinbai oy yim 1ua1SISU0D aq [Jeys SJNE 341 “uSisap [euy
ojut pajesodiodur aq |jeys JNSNS [BUL 9Y) Ul paureluod SJNE
Jonuo) udwneal ], pue ‘[onuoy) aainog ‘udisaq s oyads-10aforg
‘[eaoidde pue malAal 10J 10102 SIS Juawdojaaaq i)

01 193fo14 pasodoid ay) 10J (JINSNS) Ue[d UonESHI JoleMWIO)S
ueqi) piepue)s [eul e pwqns jreys AnD) ayy ‘synusad Suipess jo
aouenss| 0] JOl{ "ue]d UonesSnIJA J3)BMULIO)S URQI[) PIEPUE]S

€8’y JINSBIPN uoNBININ

. *adueuIpIO

131eM3lsBA\ S, ASIVT J2d Jamas ay) o} 1ojempunoid aSreyosip o)
(asov) wwsiq uonejues Ljuno) sajaSuy SO ayj WOl paureiqo
9q [reys yuusad e ‘Nunag 931eyosiq 11empunoIn ayY) ul payioads
suonen| a3reyosip ay) 193U JOUUED J13jeMpunosd palsjemap

J1 "saBieyosip pajera-Sunajemap jo Sursodas pue ‘siskjeue
‘Burdues 1o1em Suipnpous “ruuad ays uy suoisiacid sjqeoridde e
Y1 souefjdwoo pue Suparemap jo wels ay) o) Joud skep Gy 1sea)

18 gOOMY S3128uy so oy 01 uuad 3y} 1apun 38819405 10§ (JON)
1UDJU] JO 9ONION © JO UOISSIUQNS IpN|oul [jeYs jIwIag adreyosiq
Jajempunosg sy nuuad jusnbasqns 10 (Jusag a31eyosiq

1a1empunoin) (00660 VO "ON NI ‘S600-E10Z-4Yd "ON
13pIQ) sanuno) vamua puv sapaduy so7 fo spaysiaop (oisvo))

amseapy
uoneSnIAl 10 Sunugy,

Ayieq apqisuodsay

S3INSEIA] UONEITIA

weidolg Sunsoday SuLioyiuoly pue UoREIHIA (V"L IqRL

8108 1l¥aY
HDOVIE ONOT 40 AXLID

108f0¥d NOILVZITVLIAEY 7004 LNORIIL
LYOJHY LOVAINI TYLNIRNOUIANE LIAVEQ




€l-L

“9L/T1/¥0» XIOP"DUWIN 0°L\IIET YRIQ Mojaoy 21qnd\ZOE T8I0V d

syuad
Surpead 10 uonyjowop
JO 3duenssi 0) Joug

soudisap 10 ‘1010251
$901A19¢ Juawdojaaag
youag Suo jo K1

:5101d5231 9AI)ISUDS

£qreau uo sjoeduwy asiou uononsuod [enusjed aonpal o) SUOHIPUCO
Buimorjoy ay) apnjour suerd SuipesS pue uononsisuod jey) Ajuaa
11eys “aauBisop 10 ‘1010311 S31AIaS Juawdojaaaqg (A1D) s, yoeag
BuoT jo i) oy ‘siiunsad Suipesd 10 uopijowap Jo duenssy 0} Joud

T°01'p JNSBI uoneININ

1miad £suednoso
3y} Jo Iouenss o} J0ug

20uBisap 10 ‘10100911
$a01A19¢ Wwawdojaaag
yoeag Sucoq Jo KiD

"s1oyeads [euondonp A[yS1y Juisn e
pue ‘sasn
puej 2anIsuas-osiou jusdelpe wouy feme sioyeads oYy Bunoaliq e
‘suoneaaja 1ojeads ay) Judnpay e
{S|9AS] 904N0S Y] SuONpay e

10} pajIuL] JOU 3B 1Nq ‘OpNJOUL S[IAI] ISIOU

ay) Suronpa Jo ajqeded sansesA] *sasn pue| aAnIsuds Suipunosns
Ay} 1e papaadxa jou e (057 ygp OS JO [2A3] 3SI0U JOLIIXD
swnAep) splepue)s asiou J0LIA1X3 S, )1D Y1 ey} YIns Swa)sAs
punos £resodw?a) pue yusuewsad oy pouSisap sey JoouiSus punos e
1ey) AJu2A f[eys “aauBisap 10 ‘1019211 S301AIAS Juswdofaasq (L11D)
s Yoeag Suo jo L1 sy ‘nuuad Louednoso ayj Jo asuensst 03 Joug

01 p 3Ins8I mone3nIN

ISION OT'¥

*painbai si

UONESNIW ON ‘asn pue| 0) pajejal sioedill JUEanTuIIs A[jenuatod ul jjnsas jou Pinom 10alosg pasodoid oy,

35() puey 6°p

uSisap jeuy Suung

39uBisap Jo “1010211Q
$901AI9G Juawdoyaaag

yoeag Suo]
Jo Anp/1aauiug 00forg

‘surejdpooyy uo suonejngel ygd pue

[e20] Y sarjduwos 10afo1g pasodoud ays yey os sanssy urejdpooyy
sassaippe A[jeoy1oads uSisap 103f014 ay) 18y} 3UNSUS O) PAJONPUOD
23q [[eys siskjeue pajiela(g "100J | uey; a10w £q UONBAI[D POO]) 3seq
ay) ssearous jou [[eys pue suonenSar (WNG.) £ouaBy jusuwaSeuepy
KouaBiawyg [e1opayg pue £11D ynm Ajdwos jreys uodas oy, ‘sjoedu
asoyy aanpas ‘paxnbai 31 ‘pue uteidpoop sy 0 syoedwi fepuaiod
&ue ssappe 0) “23uBisap 10 ‘1010211(] S991419G Juswdojaasg

A1) ay o1 podas K3ojospAyuredpooyy e jwqgns pue aredasd

Ifeys 12au18u 109fosd ay) ‘uBisop jeuy Suun( “pioday uyejdpooly

ig°§'p MNSBI uopeSHIW

“renuepy KJojoipkH syiop d1jqng jo jusuredag
Kuno) sapafuy so 2y Jo wswanmbas oy yim sduepIoddR

AINSBIN
uone3nIA Joj Supuny,

e sjqisuodsay

S3ANSEa}y UONEININ

weidoxg Sunoday Surio)iuopy pue uoneSHIA (V'L d|qeL

102[0¥Z NOILVZITVLIIAZYE 1004 LNOKTIE
LUOdEE LOVANI TIVLNERNOYIANT LIVEQ

2103 11EAV
HOVIE ONOT £0 ALID




“OL/LU/p0» X20P'dUININL (°L\H 1] JRIQ MO1AdY INYRNZOEIETON

vi-L

yuad Surpesrd
8 JO aduenssy 0} 1oL

uoisialQ yuawaaosdury
(eide) spuefopy,
yoeag 8uo jo K1)

In230 [[im Jey) Suialip oid oy Jo uoneinp pue ‘Asuanbaij ‘skep
‘uoneso oy1oads oy} pue £1IAIOB UONONIISUOD YIBI JO UoTIRIND

3Y) IpN[dU} [[eYS UOHIRWIOJU I[NPIYIS UOYONIISUOD Y ], *A[NPaYIs
uononsuod oY) 3uipsedas oyqad oy o) uonewrsojur apracsd o)
1012B11U0D UONONIISUOD Y} YIim 112DU0D Ul Supssw uononnsuodald
Ayununuoo e pioy [feys uoisialQg Juawaaoxdwy [ende) spuejopr L
yoeag 3uoT Jo 11D oy yrurad Surpesd e Jo aouenss 0) Joug

101"y MNSBIN woyeBMN

‘SIN0Y 3say) Jo apisino papiunad a1k SINIANIE UO[)ONIISU0D
ou ‘sprepueis L)1) Yim aduepIoddR Uuf *Aepinjeg uo

‘wrd 00:9 01 ‘wre (Q:6 pue ‘Kepuy ySnosy Lepuop wrrd go:L
0} “W"e §Q:£ JO SINOY 3Y) 0} PIAIWIY] 3q [[BYS JIOM UOHI[OWIP
Jo ‘uonesane ‘Surpapowas ‘redas ‘Gurpup ‘uondnnsuc)

*Ajsnoaueynuuis juowdinba Laesy
Jo sooa1d [e1oAss Funesado proAe o) pajnpayos are SONIANOR
UOTIONIISUOD [[E 1Y) 2JASud [[BYS JOIOBIJU0D UORONNSUCD YT,

pue fawy) UIALS Aue Je SIINUTW G JO WNWIXeW B 0] PAyIuI|
s (syony) [ney pue siazopjng “-2°7) 1uawdinba uononnsuod
woug Suyp} our3ud 1BY) 21nSU [[BYS JOJORIIUOD UOTIONISUOD Y,

‘uononnsuos afoid (e Suunp

ans 1vafoig ay) 1sa1eaU S101d3931 IANISUSS-ISIOU PUR SIDINOS
3SIOU PIIR[AI-UOHONIISUOD UIIMIIq IDUBISIP 1S3)eaiT oY) 91eaIo
0} Sur8e)s yuawdinba 3)ed0] [[eYS J01ORIIU0D UOHINSUCD JY L,

$a11s 1020014 a3 1sa1e0u S101d3291 SANISUSS WOLY
Keme pajoaup s1 asiou panwa jey os yuswdmba uononiisuos
Kseuoneis |[e aoe(d [[eys 1010B1UOD UOHDIIISUOD Y],

‘SpJepuejs S19InjoRJNUB ([IIM JUIJSISUOD

siagjjow paurejurew pue unesado Apadoxd Y ‘spigom
Jo paxyy yuswdinba uononusuos Jre dinbs [[eys s1o1enU0d
uoldnsuod 3y} ‘Suipesd pue uoneaeoxa ays fje Sunng

AINSBIAI
uogedpiAl 10 Supuy,

Ajeq a[qisuodsay

SIUNSEIJ| UOHEBININ

uigadolyg Sunroday Suriopuoly pue uoneSNIA (v-L IqeL

9108 T1WdV
HOVEZ ONOT 30 ALID

LOR{OUE NOILVZITVLIARY T00d LNONT3Id
120438 LOVANRI TVANIRNOAIANS LAVIEQ




Si-L

“9U/L1/p0m X30p' dANIN O'L\HIR JBIQ M3}A0Y SUGRAZOE I TONd

suuiad vopjjowap Aue
Jo asuensst a1} 0} J0LJ

1oauidug arpgery, 11
/33uisap 10 “10p2211Q
UOIBaIDIY pUe Syied

yoeag Buo jo &1

YL "sawh [[e 1e paulejurew aq [[eys yoeaq ay) pue ‘Yied ayig
Yoeag aul[2I0YS 3y} “Jol ] [BHOWIA SURIIDA JUOUWI[ag 0} S§390Y
‘santanoe uonomisuod Suunp uado 1doy aq pieasjnog uessQ

UO UOHDAIIP YOB3 U] aue] [JARI) SUO JO WIAIIUNW € jey) asnbax

ose [reys ue[d oy ] ‘sease Juideis a)is-Jjo pue ‘SIn0Jap pue sjonu0d
d1Jes) ‘dljJel) UCHONIISUOD JO SINOY Y} “aNIS 3Yf) SSIIDL 0) asn

[TeYsS S3[OIY2A UOHONIISUOD Tey) SaIN0s 3Y) AJNuap! Jreys uerd ay ]
‘pautejutew St SS3908 3[21YdA AouaBIdwWa JeY) INSUI [[YS pUR SIINOI
Jsues) o1jqnd pue uonenan siyyes o) uondnisip J9YI0 10 “Inojp
‘21nso[d 19213s ue JOJ [O1)UOD SjJel) SSIIPPE [Jeys pue J9aulSug
oujel], pa1aisidal e £q poudisop aq [jeys uerd ay] -1eowSug oyyes],
A0 oy £q reaodde pue majaos 10 ueq juswaFeuepy onyel]
uononnsuo) e dojoaap jreys ‘sauSisap 10 1010011 UOHEAIOSY

pue syieq (A1D) yoeog Suog Jo A1) sy “spunsad vopsjowap Aue
JO 3duenss 2y} 0) Jou{ ‘uB]J JUIWITEUBIA] JLJE.L ], BOHINIJSUC))

TP 2ansvapy vonedmW

(s1018102ds Gy uryy
210U SB PIUIjop) JU2A2
jeroads a81ey Lue o) Joug

192uidug

syyes], AiD/0udisap
10 ‘1010211 wowrpedag
uoneaINY puek syied
yoeag Suoy yo LD

"1uaA3 [eroads afie| sy Fuunp (sapinys pue Junjied ANs-Jj0

Jo/pue juswoFeuew syjyen sande “J-0) sioedury fenuajod szimupw
0y A1essaoau sdajs auy) pue uone[noIId oyyen o) syoedwi fenuajoed
SS2Ippe [[eys pue Ja3urdug oijyel] pasaisias e £q pauSisap

aq Jreys ueyd ay [, “1aauiBug oggesy, 11D oy £q [eacidde pue moiaal
10y ueq JuswaBeuepy ouJel ], 1uaayg ue dojaaap [eys ‘souSisap

10 ‘1019911 uOnEBADIY pue s)Ied (L11D) yoeag SuoT Jo L1 oy
‘Jood uowifag 1e pay SI (S101e103ds (G UBY) 210U SB POUIJIp) JUIAD
[eroads a31e[ € jey) JUaAD Y} U] “UB|J JUBWISEUB dGJBL ], JUIAT

1°T1"p INSBIPN WoRESHIN

Jgyed], pue uopepodsuely, Z1p

"JuBOJIUTIS URY) SSI] 3q PJNOM SIIINOSaI [BUOHBIIOAI

uo s)0edu PAIe|aI-UORINKISUCD WID}-HOYS ‘UOJIOas OYJel], pue UONENOdSURLY 3Y) Ul POIUAPI SE ‘Z-Z["p NSEO UONESHI JO uonejuawardwy Y

uoneN 1T

‘uodoy

1edwy euswuolaug eiq sty Jof sSulprew Kjjiqejieay Jo
901ON 9Y) Sk JauUBW Jwies 9Y) U] UsyeIapun aq [jeys Sunsaw siy)
JO uonesynou o1jqny "uondNISUoo 199f014 ay) jo aseyd yoeas Suunp

JUNSWIAI
uopedpIl 10) Sunupy

Aued sjqisuodsoy

SAINSEIA UONEIPIN

weidoag Supsoday Sunionuoyy pue uoneSnip 1v°L Jqer

103f0Ud NOILVZITVLIARY TO00d LNONTEG
190d4%% LOVINRI TVLNINNOUIANS 1LAVIEQ

9108 T1VAV
HOVI4 DNOT 0 ALID




“OU/ LL/P X00P' QHININL 0L\ IH BRI M31A0Y HQnd\ZOE LETIONd

91-L

"JUBdKIUTIS UBY) SSI] 3q pjoM Aljenb 1a1em
pue £Fojo1pAy o} 10adsai Yy s1oedui ‘uonasg KifenQ 1atep pue £3ojo1pAH QY1 Ul PAPNUIPI SB ‘p°g"p PUB 7°Q'p SAINSBIN

uoneSni Jo uonejuawajdurr yirm

SWIA)SAG 9014135 PUE SANNNN £1'F

MIp pue [2aesd

‘01 pajnwi| jou Inq ‘Surpnjoul SLIQIP JO IIIJ PUB UEDJD SINOJ [NEY e
dsay 01 £33 ay) annba osfe jreys ueyd sy “soniAnSe UOHONNSUCD
Bupnp uado 1day aq yoeaq ayy pue ‘yred axiq oy 101d oY) 0)

$5300€ Jey) 21inbai ose [[eys ueld JuswaSeuey diJel ] UCHONI)SUOD

INSBIN[ A8y Jjqisucdsay SaInNSe3\] HopeSNI
uonesgA 10§ Supuyy,
weadoay 3unsoday Suronuopy pue uoneSm v, Jqe],
910¢ TINAV LOEfOWd NOILVZITVLIAEYE 1004 LNORIRG

HOVHY ONOT 40 ALID

L30J33Y¥ LOVANEI TVININNOYEIANE LAViA




