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RESOLUTION NO. RES-06-0056

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF LONG BEACH CERTIFYING THAT: (I) THE FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE LONG
BEACH AIRPORT TERMINAL AREA IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT NO. 37-03 (SCH# 200309112) 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; (i) ADOPTING A STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS; AND (iii) ADOPTING A MITIGATION
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the City of Long Beach (“City”) has proposed certain
improvements to the existing terminal building and related facilities ("terminal®) at the Long
Beach Municipal Airport in order to accommeodate recent increases in flight activity at the
Airport consistent with the operational limitations of the City’s Airport Noise Compatibility
Ordinance (“Project”);

WHEREAS, the Project includes a conceptual site plan review and
construction or development of, among other things, holdrooms, concession area,
passenger security area, baggage security area, baggage claim devices, restrooms, office
space, ticketing facilities and airline gates totaling approximately 102,850 square feet
together with aircraft parking positions, vehicular parking structure and traffic and
pedestrian circulation areas;

WHEREAS, the City began an evaluation of the proposed project in
September 2003 by issuing a Notice of Preparation (NOP) followed by a thirty (30) day
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comment period together with public scoping meetings held on October 11 and October 16,
2003;

WHEREAS, recognizing the intense public interest in the proposed terminal
improvements and related facilities, the City Council referred the scope of the projectto the
City’s Airport Advisory Commission (AAC) in November 2003, after which the AAC held 15
public meetings from November 2003 through July 2004 to consider recommendations on
the scope of possible Airport improvements, and to advise the City Council on certain
issues regarding the scope of the project, Environmental Impact Report (EIR), and
technical studies to be prepared for inclusion in the EIR;

WHEREAS, on February 1 and February 8, 2005, the City Council
considered the recommendations made by the AAC in connection with the terminal
improvement project and directed that a second NOP be prepared and circulated for public
comment;

WHEREAS, the second NOP was prepared and circulated between April 14,
2005 and May 18, 2005, and further public scoping meetings were held on Aprit 28 and
May 7, 2005, after which a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) was prepared and
circulated between November 7, 2005 and January 30, 2006, for an eighty-four (84) day
public review and comment period,;

WHEREAS, a series of public meetings to discuss the proposed Project, and
receive comments related thereto, were held on November 29, 2005, December 3, 2005
and December 5, 2005, and a joint study session bstween the Long Beach Flanning
Commission and the Long Beach Cultural Heritage Commission was held on December
15, 2005 to further discuss the proposed Project;

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

WHEREAS, it was determined during the initial processing of the Project that

it could have potentially significant effects on the environment, requiring the preparation
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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 reviewed and considered the
information and the comments to the DEIR and the responses therefo, and the Final
Environmental Impact Report (“*FEIR") at two duly noticed Planning Commission meetings
held on May 4, 2006 and May 11, 2006, at which time evidence, both written and oral, was
presented to and considered by the Planning Commission;

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission read and considered al
envircnmental documentation comprising the FEIR, including the comments and the
responses {0 comments and errata included in the FEIR, and determined that the FEIR
considered all potentially significant environmental impacts of the Project and thatthe FEIR
was complete and adequate and fully complied with all requirements of CEQA;

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission evaluated and considered all
significantimpacts, mitigation measures, and project alternatives identified inthe FEIR; and
likewise adopted a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ("MMRP”) and Statement
of Overriding Considerations, and approved a conceptual site plan review at its meeting
on May 11, 2006;

WHEREAS, CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines provide that no public
agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an EIR has been completed which
has identified one or more significant effects of the project, unless the public agency makes
written findings for each of the significant effects, accompanied by a statement of facts
supporting each finding. The possible findings are: (I} Changes or alterations have been
required in or incorporated into the project which avoid or substantially lessen the
significant enviranmental effects as identified in the EIR; (ii} Such changes or alterations
are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency, which can and should

adopt them; or (iii) Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations
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make infeasible the mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the EIR;

WHEREAS, CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines require that where the
decision of a public agency allows the occurrence of significant environmental effects that
are identified in the EIR but are not mitigated to a level of insignificance, that the public
agency state in writing the reasons to support its action based on the EIR and/or other
information in the record, and

WHEREAS, it is the policy of the City, in accordance with the provisions of
CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, not to approve a project unless (1) all significant
environmental impacts have been avoided or substantially lessened to the extent feasible,
and (if) any remaining unavoidable significant impacts are outweighed by specific
economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of the project, and therefore
considered “acceptable” under State CEQA Guidelines section 15093,

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Long Beach does hereby
find, determine and resolve:

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

Sec. 2. The FEIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA and the
State CEQA Guidelines.

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

Sec. 4. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21081 and State CEQA
Guidelines section 15091, the City Council has reviewed and hereby adopts the CEQA
Findings and Statement of Facts as shown on the attached Exhibit “A” entitled “CEQA
Findings, Facts in Support of Findings for Final Environmental Impact Report No. 37-03,"
which document is incorporated herein by reference as though set forth in full.

Sec. 5. Although the FEIR identifies certain significant environmental effects

that would result if the Project is approved, most environmental effects can feasibly be
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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 City Council has reviewed and hereby adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting

Program ("MMRP"} as shown on the attached Exhibit "B”, which document is incorporated

herein by reference as though set forth in full, together with any adopted corrections or

modifications thereto, and also adds an additional mitigation measure (as directed by the

Planning Commission at its meeting of May 11, 2006) as follows: "The Applicant shall

provide an on-site mitigation monitor at all times during the construction of the project;” and

further finds that the mitigation measures identified in the FEIR and added at the Planning

Commission meeting, are feasible, and specifically makes each mitigation measure a

condition of project approval. The Council further amends the Mitigation Monitoring and

Reporting Program and amends Mitigation Measure 3.6-2 {0 read in full as follows:

MM 3.6-2 Within 6 months of certification of the EIR, the Airport Manager shall
develop, and return to the City Council for its final approval, a land use
compatibility program addressing existing and future aviation noise levels.
The program shall be an ongoing voluntary program that will provide noise
attenuation and be available to all residential units within the 65 Community
Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) contour, all facilities providing long term
residential nursing or rehabilitation care within the 65 CNEL contour, and
schools within the 60 CNEL contour, based on the contours published for
Long Beach Airport for the previous calendar year (Quarterly Report for 12
month Period Ending December 31). In exchange for sound insulation
treatment, the owners of the property will provide the City of Long Beach an
avigation easement over said property. The program shall identify (1)
methods of providing noise attenuation; (2} funding sources for the
improvements; {3) methods for establishing priorities for implementing the
improvements; and (4) an installation agreement. The land use compatibility

program will be administered by the City of Long Beach, Airport Bureau and
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shall be made available to affected members of the public within one year of

the certification of the EIR.

= Monitoring Phase: On-going

n Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Airport Bureau

" Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Airport Bureau

= Action Indicating Compliance: Development of a land use

compatibility program.

Sec. 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 Planning and Building, 333 West Ocean Boulevard, 7th Floor,
Long Beach, California, and is, and has been, available for review during normal business
hours.

Sec. 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 which were not previously re-circulated, and the evidence
presented in written and oral testimony at the Planning Commission public hearings and
at the City Council public hearing ring do not represent significant new information so as
to require re-circulation of the EIR pursuant fo the Fublic Resources Code

Sec. 8. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21081(b) and
Guidelines section 15093, the City Council has balanced the benefits of the proposed
Project against the unavoidable adverse impacts associated with Project related
construction activities that will result in significant short-term air quality impacts for NO, and
VOC and has adopted all feasible mitigation measures with respect to these impacts. The
City Council also has examined alternatives to the proposed Project, none of which both

meet the Project objectives and is environmentally superior to the proposed Project. The
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City Council, after balancing the specific economic, legal, social, technological and other
benefits of the proposed Project, has determined that the unavoidable environmental risks
and impacts identified above may be considered “acceptable” due to the following specific
considerations which outweigh and override the unavoidable, potentially adverse
environmental impacts of the proposed Project. Each of the separate benefits of the
proposed Project, as stated herein, is determined to be, unto itself, and independent of the
other Project benefits, a basis for overriding all unavoidable adverse environmental impacts
identified in the Findings and in the DEIR. Accordingly, the City Council approves and
adopts the following “Statement of Overriding Considerations,” finding that:

(8) The Project will provide improved facilities to better enable the
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) to conduct the required security
screening of passengers and baggage pursuant to the Aviation and
Transportation Security Act.

(b)  The Project will allow the incorporation of improvements to the air carrier
ramp that will allow the electrification of the ground support equipment, which
will result in a long-term reduction of air emissions

) By constructing the necessary infrastructure at the Airport, the City will be
assisting the airlines in their ability to comply with the South Coast Ground
Service Equipment (GSE) MOU signed by the airlines and the California Air
Resources Board.

(d)  The Proposed Project provides an increased number of aircraft parking
positions resulting in iess congestion on the air carrier ramp and allowing
aircraft to connect to GSE, thereby minimizing the amount of idling time while
waiting for access to a gate. The increased number of aircraft parking
positions and gates will also allow more efficient departures during peak
hours. This will potentially reduce the number of delayed flights.

(¢) The Proposed Project incorporates a voluntary land use compatibility

program that would address existing and future land uses that are
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(k)

inconsistent with State noise standards.

The Proposed Project will enable the Long Beach Airport to provide
adequate facilities for the minimum number of flights and associated
passenger levels consistent with the City's Airport Noise Compatibility
Ordinance.

The improvements will be designed to maintain and enhance the historic
characteristics of the Airport Terminal Building by incorporating components
of the original design and potentially restoring features, such as mosaic floor
tiles.

The Proposed Project will enhance safety within the Terminal Building by
relieving overcrowding. This will better enable the City of Long Beach to
meet applicable local, State, and federal standards including the City's fire,
building, and safety codes.

The Proposed Project will eliminate the dependence on offsite leased
parking. The long-term availability of the leased parking is uncertain due to
the month-to month lease for the offsite parking lot. Loss of this offsite
parking will result in insufficient parking onsite, especially during peak travei
periods. Without adequate parking there would be an increase in trips
generated by the Airport and overall vehicle miles traveled. The onsite
parking alsc provides an incremental benefit to local traffic circulation and
long-term air quality.

Implementation of the Proposed Project allows the Alrport to better meet
operational needs by providing sufficient office space, meeting rooms, and
a baggage hold room. These facilities allow staff from the airlines, TSA, and
the Airport to conduct functions that need to be in the immediate terminal
area or adjacent to the ramp.

The increased concession areas will provide the fraveler with greater

amenities at the Airport and would increase revenue to the City through
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additional lease areas.

Sec. 9. The Project as described and studied in the DEIR is the
environmentally superior alternative in that it minimizes impacts o the environment to the
maximum extent practicable while achieving all of the basic objectives of the Project.
However, after due consideration and deliberation, the City Council hereby approves a
conceptual site plan review with conditions for a Terminal Improvement Project consisting
of 97,545 square feet with a maximum of twelve (12) aircraft parking positions together with
a 4,000 space parking structure.

Sec. 10. This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption by

the City Council, and the City Clerk shall certify to the vote adopting this resolution.

| hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the City Council
of the City of Long Beach at its meeting of June 20 , by the following vote:
Ayes: Councilmembers: Lowenthal, Kell, Richardson,
Reyes Uranga, Lerch,
Noes: Councilmembers; _0'Donnell, Gabelich.
Absent: Counciimembers: _Colonna.
Abstain:
="City Clerk
MIM:kjm 612206 #06-02628
LAAPPSIClyLaw32WPDOCS\D014\P00500090927. WPD




CEQA FINDINGS, FACTS IN SUPPCRT OF FINDINGS
FOR FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT No. 37-03

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Statutorv Reguirements for Findings

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), (Public Resources Code § 21081) and the
CEQA Guidelines (‘the Guidelines”) (14 Cal. Code Regs. § 15901) require that no public agency
approve or carry out a project for which an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been
certified which identifies one or more significant effects of the project on the environment uniess
the public agency makes one or moere written findings for each of those significant effects,
accompanied by a brief explanation of the rationale of each finding. The possible findings,
which must be supported by substantial evidence in the record, are:

4)] Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

(2 Changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another
public agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by that other
agency.

) Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
considerations for the provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the
environmental impact report.

For those significant effects that cannot be mitigated to below a level of significance, the public
agency is required to find that specific overriding economic, legal, social, technolagical, or other
benefits of the project outweigh the significant effects on the environment.

in addition, CEQA requires a public agency to make a finding that the EIR reflects the public
agency’s independent review and judgment. In accordance with the provisions of CEQA and
the Guidelines, the Long Beach Planning Commission (“the Comnmission”) expressly finds that
the Final Environmental Impact Report, Final EIR 37-03 (SCH No. 200309112}, for Long Beach
Airport (LGB) Terminal Area Improvement Project reflects the Commission’s independent
review and judgment.

Final EIR 37-03 identifies significant or potentially significant environmental effects prior to and
after mitigation which may occur as a resutt of approval of the Proposed Project. In accordance
with the provisions of CEQA and the Guidelines, the Commission adopts these Findings as part
of its certification of Final EIR 37-03.

In conjunction with its adoption of these Findings, the Commission has reviewed and considered
a substantial amount of material including, but not limited 1o, the following:

a. Draft EIR 37-03 and all appendices and technical reports thereto;

b. Comments and Responses to Comments on Draft EIR 37-03, including a list of
all persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting,

. Transmitial packages io the Long Beach Planning Commission;

d. Minutes of the Long Beach Planning Commission meetings;

e. Planning Commission Besolution Nos. 06-XX adopted on May 4, 2006;

Ciitemp\C.Lotus. Notes. Data\-3276705.doc 1 E‘: % Eb“ L1 ﬁ??
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1. All attachments and documents incorporated by reference identified in items a.
through e. above.

1.2 Organization/Format of Findings

in compliance with the statutory requirements, the Findings are organized as foilows:
m Effects found not to be significant;

2) Effects which were determined to have been mitigated to below a level of
significance;

(3) Significant effects that cannot be mitigated to below the level of significance;
(4 Cumulative effects determined not to be significant;

(5) Significant cumulative effects;

{8) Feasibility of project alternatives;

7 Optimized Flights; and

(8) Statemnent of Qverriding Considerations.

Each of these categories is accompanied by: a discussion of significant effects; project design
features, standard conditions and regulations, and mitigation measures relevant to the specific
effects being considered; Findings; and facts in support of those Findings.

1.3 EIR Process

EIR 37-03 was prepared as a Project EIR pursuant to CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. The
City has taken steps to encourage the public to participate in the environmental process. An
initial Study was prepared to focus the environmental resources to be analyzed in the EIR. The
City prepared a Notice of Preparation (NOP) pursuant to section 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines
requesting input from agencies and the public regarding the appropriate scope of the EIR. The
NOP was posted on the City’s website and circulated for a 30-day public review period on
September 22, 2003. The review period was closed on October 23, 2003. Public scoping
meetings were held to solicit public input on October 11 and October 16, 2003. The meetings
were held at the Long Beach Energy Department Auditorium on Spring Street in Long Beach.
Notices of the scoping mestings were published in five local publications. Approximately 100
people attended the Saturday (October 11) scoping mesting and approximately 200 people
attended the Thursday (Oclober 16) scoping meeting. In addition, the City received
251 responses to the NOP (a combination of letters, postcards, and emails).

Recognizing the intense public interest, the City Council referred the scope of project and the
scope of the EIR to the Airport Advisory Commission (AAC) for consideration. Though not part
of the formal EIR scoping process, the AAC held 15 meetings, open to the public, from
November 2003 through July 2004 to consider recommendations on possible Airport
improvements and to advise on certain issues regarding scoping of the EIR. The AAG made
recommendations regarding the project and technical studies to be prepared for the EiR. The
City Council considered these recommendations on February 1 and February 8, 2005. As a
result of this process, changes were made fo the proposed Improvements that would constitute
the Proposed Project and be addressed in the EIR,

A new NOP, reflecting the project, as defined by the City Councll, was prepared to solicit input
on the scope of the EIR. The NOF was distributed to 84 agencies, individuals, and groups on
April 14, 2005, for a 32-day review period, in addition, a notice that the NOP was available and
Ciitemp\C.Lotus. Notes. Dala\-3276705.doc 2



posted on the City website was mailed to 274 individuals. The comment period on the NOP
closed on May 16, 2005. Scoping meetings were held at the Long Beach Depariment of Energy
Auditorium on Spring Street on Thursday, April 28 and Saturday, May 7, 2005. Notice for these
meetings was included on the NOP and published in six local publications. Approximately 59
people attended the April 28, 2005, scoping meeting and approximately 78 people attended the
May 7, 2005, scoping meeting. In addition, the City received 80 responses to the NOP (a
combination of letters, postcards, and emails).

The Draft EIR was circulated for an 84-day public review and comment period beginning
November 7, 2005, and ending January 30, 2006. The Draft EIR was made available through a
number of sources. Paper copies of the document or compact disks with the electronic files of
the document were sent to 200 public agencies and individuals. In addition, the document was
posted on the City's website and sent to the local fibraries. Copies of the document were at
each of the 12 Long Beach libraries and the main fibraries in the Cities of Lakewood and Signal
Hill. Notices of Availability of the document were sent fo 160 members of the public and
published in 6 local publications.

A series of public meetings were held to provide the public an overview of the findings of the
Draft EIR, as well as to take testimony on the document. The public meetings were held on
November 29, 2005, at The Grand; December 3, 2005, in the City Council Chambers; and
December 5, 2005, at the Petroleum Club in Long Beach. In addition, a joint workshop with the
Long Beach Planning Commission and the Long Beach Cultural Heritage Commission was held
on December 15, 2005. Public testimony was also taken at the workshop. During the public
review period a total of 215 written comments were received (a combination of letters, comment
cards, and emails) on the Draft EIR. Written responses to commenis were prepared for all
written comments received, as well as to the comments raised in public testimony at the four
public meetings. Copies of the comments received, as well as the written responses to
comments were sent to each of the commenting agencies and posted on the City’s website.
Notices of Availability of the Responses to Comments were sent to 665 public agencies and
members of the public.

The Final EIR was sent to the Long Beach Planning Commission for certification of compliance
with CEQA.

1.4 Effects Not Evaluated in the EIR

The Initial Study determined there would be no significant effect for several topical areas.
Therefore, these issues do not warrant further evaluation in the EIR. These topical areas are
identified below.

Aesthetics ~ The project is not located within the viewshed of a designated scenic vista or state
scenic highway. The project would not impact any trees or rock outcroppings. However, other
aesthetic considerations were evaluated as part of the EIR.

Agricuitural Resources — The Proposed Project would not result in any impacts to farmlands
listed as “Prime,” “Unique,” or of “Statewide Importance” based on the 2002 Los Angeles
County Important Farmiand Map prepared by the Department of Conservation.

Biological Resources ~ The proposed Airport improvements would be constructed on a portion
of the Airport that is currently developed/paved to support airport-associated activities. The
project would not have any direct impact on biological resources because it would not result in
the removal of any sensitive habitat or impact any sensitive species. The project would not
change the type of operations or operational procedures at the Airport; therefore, the project
would not result in substantial interference with the movement of wildlife or migration of birds.

Ctamp'. Lotus, Notas. Dala-327 6708 405 3



Geology and Soils — The area of the proposed improvements is relatively flat and, with the
exception of Parcel O, is currently covered by an impervious surface. Construction aclivities
would expose the underlying soils; however, the overall area exposed would be limited. The
project site would not be prone to geotechnical constraints such as slope instability, landslides,
or liquefaction. Additionally, a recent geotechnical survey conducted by the City of Long Beach
for the existing parking structure at the Airport concluded that the potential for the site to be
significantly impacted by earthquakes, seismic ground shaking, liquefaction, landslides,
substantial soil erosion, or unstable or expansive soil is imited. No septic tanks are proposed as
part of the project.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials - The project would not result in a significant hazard from the
transport of hazardous materials, nor would the project alter the Airport’s practices regarding the
handling of hazardous materials, fueling, or cther maintenance or operational procedures. The
project is consistent with the provisions of the Airport Land Use Plan. The project would not alter
or interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. The
project site is not located in an area subject to wildiand fires.

Hvdroloay and Water Quality - The Proposed Project would not result in a substantial increase
in impervious soil or result in increased runoff. Only development of Parcel © would result in the
increase of impervious area. This development would not alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or affect the quality or quantity of the groundwater table. Compliance with the applicable
permits issued pursuant to the Federal Clean Water Act would address the long-term water
quality issues assaciated with the Proposed Project.

Land Use and Planning —The Proposed Project would not result in any direct impacts fo an
established community because all improvements would occur on site. There is not an adopted
habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan adopted for the project area.

Mineral Resources — The project site has not been identified by the California Division of Mines
and Geology (CDMG) as having mineral commodities in sufficient guantities to be mined
commercially.

Population and Housing — The Proposed Project would not result in the displacement of housing
or a large number of people. The Proposed Project would not result in increased flight levels or
substantially increase employment levels that would result in an increased demand for housing
in the area.

Public Services — The project would not increase the demand on public schools, parks, or ather
public services because it would not result in a population increase in the project area.

Recreation ~ The project would not generate any increase in population or provide development
that would result in increased usage of existing neighborhood and regional parks. There wouid
not be any physical deterioration to existing recreation facilities due to the project.

Utilities and Service Systems — Though the project would be expected to have an incremental
increase in water demand and wastewater production because there would be additional
facilities, this would only result in slight increases in peak flow rates. The overall increases
would not be substantial enough 1o require expansion of existing facilities. As part of a routine
plan check, a Fire Flow Test may be required, though based on discussion with the Long Beach
Water Department, the 12-inch water main in Lakewood Boulevard would have sufficient
capacity to provide necessary water supply to meet dernanc.

The project would have the potential to increase the amount of solid waste both through
construction and operation of the new facilities. Though the number of passengers would be
consistent for each of the project alternatives, it is reasonable to assume that additional waste
would be generated with the new facilities because there would be increased concessions and

Cpemp\G.Lotus. Nales. Dala\~3276705.doc 4



better facilities where passengers may be more inclined to use the concession areas. However,
this incremental increase would not be expected to result in a significant impact. The City of
{ong Beach has developed programs to divert the amount of refuse that is sent to landfills
through waste reduction, recycling, and business and government source reduction programs.
Additionally, a standard specification in all City contracts requires that the contracior recycle
such consiruction wastes so these materials are not disposed of in landfills.

1.8 Location and Custodian of Documents

Section 7.0, References, of the Draft EIR contains a list of all references used in preparation of
the environmental analysis. Much of the reference maierials are located at the City of Long
Beach Department of Planning and Building, which serves as the custodian of the documents
constituting the record of proceedings upon which the City of Long Beach has based its decision
related to the project. The contact for this material is:

Ms. Angela Reynolds

City of Long Beach Department of Planning and Building
333 West Ocean Boulevard

Long Beach, California 80802

(562) 570-6354

References not available at the City of Long Beach, Department of Building and Planning, are
available at BonTerra Consutiing, Inc. and are available for review by appointment. The contact
information is:

Ms. Kathleen Brady

BonTerra Consutting

151 Kalmus Drive, Suite E-200
Costa Mesa, California 92626
(714) 444-9199

1.6 RMitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan

As required by Public Resources Code (PRC) § 21081.6, the City of Long Beach, in adopting
these findings, also adopts the project Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRF).
The MMRP is designad to ensure that, during implementation of the project, the City and other
responsible parties will comply with the adopted mitigation measures, summarized within these
findings, as well as in the Draft EIR, Section 6.0, Summary of Mitigation Measures. The
mitigation program identified to reduce potential project impacts consists of project design
features, standard conditions and requirements, and mitigation measures. These components,
which are described below, are all included within the MMRP.

> Project Design Features — Project Design Features (PDFs) are specific design
elements proposed by the project applicant and are incorporated into the project to
prevent the occurrence of, or reduce the significance of, potential environmental effects.
Because PDFs have been incorporated into the project, they do not constitute mitigation
measures as defined by CEQA. However, PDFs are identified in the mitigation seclion
for each topical issue to ensure that they are included in the mitigation monitoring
program to be developed for, and implemented as a part of, the Proposed Project.
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» Standard Conditions and Requirements — Standard conditions and requirements are
based on local, state, or federal regulations or laws that are frequently required
independently of CEQA review. They also serve to offset or prevent specific impacts.
Typical standard conditions and requirements inciude compliance with the provisions of
the Uniform Building Code (UBC), South Coast Air Quality Management District Rules
(SCAQMD), local agency fee programs, etc. Additional conditions may be imposed on
the project by government agencies during the approval process, as appropriate.

+ Mitigation Measures — Where a potentially significant environmental effect has been
identified and is not reduced to a level considered less than significant through the
application of PDFs and standard conditions and requirements, project-specific
mitigation measures have been recommended.

The City of Long Beach hereby finds that the Mitigation Monitoring Program meets the
requirements of Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code by providing a monitoring
program designed to ensure compliance during project implementation with mitigation measures
adopted by the City of Long Beach.

2.0 DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT PROPOSED FOR APPROVAL

2.1 Introduction
2.1.1 Physical Facilities and Passenger Levels

The Long Beach Airport has been in existence since 1923. Presently, the Airport covers
1,166 acres and has 5 runways, the longest being 10,000 fest. The Airport serves commercial
carriers, general aviaiion, and air cargo. The area surrounding the Airport is a mix of
commercial, industrial, and residential development.

The existing Alrport Terminal Building was built in 1841 for DC-3 aircraft and served
approximately 25,000 annual commercial airine passengers. In 1984 a new concourse area
and pre-boarding lounge were constructed immediately south of the existing Airport Terminal
Building to provide capacity for 15 daily flights; better accessibility for patrons with disabilities;
improved mobility in the passenger screening process; and improved ticketing and check-in
processing of Airport users. At the time, the Airport was serving approximately 1.1 million annual
passengers (MAP). The aircraft flown were predominately the MD-80 and B737.

Between August 2001 and 2003, the number of passengers using the Airport increased from
600,000 to almost 3.0 MAP. This increase was predominately due to an increase in the number
of commercial flights; however, the aircraft size and load factors have also increased over the
past two decades. Because existing facilities were not adequate to accommodate this level of
activity, the Airport constructed a temporary holdroom, a temporary remote parking lot, and a
new baggage claim area in 2002. A second temporary holdroom was added in 2003.

2.1.2 Regulatory Setting

in 1981, the City of Long Beach adopted a noise control ordinance affecting the Airport which
limited the number of air carrier flights at the Airport to 15 flights per day and required the use of
guieter aircraft. The purpose of the ordinance was to reduce the “cumulative” noise generated
by the Airport. The ordinance was challenged by the commercial airlines in federsl court.
Following an injunction by the court, the City formed a task force and prepared an Airport Noise
Compatibility Program, pursuant to Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) regulations.

in an effort to resolve the protracted litigation, the City and the airlines entered into a stipulated
settlement agreement. Under the settiement, the City Council wouid adopt a new Airport Noise
Compatibility Ordinance This was enacted as Chapter 16.43 of the Municipal Code and permits
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air carriers to operate a minimum of 41 airline flights per day while commuter carriers are
permitted to operate a minimum of 25 flights per day. There are provisions in the Airport Noise
Compatibility Ordinance allowing the number of flights to be increased if the air carrier flights
and commuter flights operate below their respective Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL)
limits.

In 1990, while the City’s appeal to the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals was pending, Gongress
passed the Airport Noise and Capacity Act (ANCA), which limited an airport operator’s right to
control Stage 3 aircraft. Included within the ANCA legisfation is a "grandfather” provision which
permits the City to continue to enforce the flight and noise restrictions that are contained in the
Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance (Chapter 16.43). In May 2003, the FAA reaffirmed the
“grandfather” status of the Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance under ANCA.

2.2 Project Description

The Proposed Project provides improvements to the existing Airport Terminal Building and
related facilities in order to accommodate recent increases in flight activity at the Airport
consistent with operational fimitations of the Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance and the
1995 Seitlement Agreement. The Proposed Project includes construction of, or alteration to, the
13 areas listed below:

Holdrooms

Concession Area

Passenger Security Screening
Baggage Security Scresning
Baggage Claim Devices
Baggage Service Office
Hestrooms

Office Space

Ticketing Fagilities

Airline Gates

Aircraft Parking Positions
Vehicular Parking

Traffic and Pedestrian Circulation

& ® 2 » o © @ & 0 & ® © &

The terminal area improvements are being designed to accommodate the demand based on the
minimum regquirements of the Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance. This would inciude the
41 airline flights and 25 commuter flights, passengers associated with those flights, and security
requirements imposed by the Transportation Security Administration (TSA). The 41 airline and
25 commuter flights provided for in the Ordinance would result in approximately 4.2 MAP being
served at the Airport. Considering all improvements, the size of the Airport terminal space would
increase from 56,320 square feet to 102,850 square feet. The terminal area would be designed
to ensure improvements are compatible with the existing historic Airport Terminal Building and
would not compromise the historic integrity of the building. The guiding principles for the project
design include: (1) the May 7, 1990, Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) by the
Neighborhood and Historic Preservation Officer for the City of Long Beach, which provides
guidelines for future environmental review of the Airport Terminal Building. The MOU includes
as an attachment the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation of Historic
Buildings; (2) the Development and Use Standards for the Long Beach Airport Terminal
Planned Deveiopment Plan Ordinance adopted by the City Council on September 2, 1997; and
(3} a Memorandum of Considerations for new construction prepared by PCR dated June 22,
2005. These documents are included in Appendix B of the EIR. Additionaily, there is a
commitment to construct the new facilities to meet high standards for energy efficiency and
environmental design consistent with the LEED standards.

CitempiC.lLotus. Notes, Data)~32767058 cios 7



in addition to new construction and the removal of the temporary modular buildings that have
been brought in to provide additional holdroom space, modifications to the interior of the Airport
Terminal Building would be required to maximize efficiency of the floor space. This would
include relocation of ticketing and concession areas and opening the center of the Airpori
Terminal Building to the proposed new holdroom area. Covered open areas would also be
provided. The preliminary concept plan shows covered areas for the baggage make-up area
(where the airlines receive screened bags from TSA, which are then sorted and loaded onto
baggage carts), the baggage claim area, ticketing and queuing, and an area for “meeters and
greeters.” These areas would have a roof structure but not side enclosures. Precise uses would
be determined during project design. Additional space will be added according to Table 2-1
below.

TABLE 2-1
LONG BEACH AIRPORT PASSENGER TERMINAL AREA IMPROVEMENTS
EiR ALTERNATIVES

Haldrooms
Permanent Space’ 6,500 sf 6,500 sf
Temporary Space® 0 sf 13,150 of
Proposed Additional Space® 21,171 sf 0 sf
Subtotal 27,671 sf 19,650 sf
Passenger Security Screening
Existing 3,900 sf 3,800 st
Proposed Additional Space 7,000 sf 0 sf
Subtotal 10,900 sf 3,900 sf
Concession Area
Petrmanent Space' 5,460 sf 5,460 of
Proposed Additional Space® 9,541 sf 0 sf
Subtotal 15,001 sf 5,460 sf
Baggage Security Screening
Baggage Security Screening l 7,000 sf* | 5,000 sf
Baggage Clzim Devices
Passenger Side 510 K 226 if
Alrline Loading Side 310 K 180 if
Subtotal 820 I 4086 if
Baggage Service Office 900 sf 0 sf
Multi-Purpose Rooms 300 sf 0 sf
Subtotal 1,200 sf Osf
Restrooms (non-securs)
Permanent Space’ 1,330 sf 1,330 sf
Temporary Space® 0sf 0 sf
Proposed Additional Space® 2,000 st 0 sf
Subtotal 3,330 sf 1,330 sf
Office Space
TSA
Temporary Space 3,600 sf 3,600 sf
Proposed Additional Space 1,590 sf 0 sf
Subtotat 5,191 sf 3,600 sf
Alrlines (Operations Offices)
Permanent Space 2,000 sf 2,000 sf
Temporary Space Osf 0 sf
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». Description. _ Proposed Project | Existing Conditions
Proposed Additional Space 3,754 sf 0 sf
Subtotal 5,754 sf 2,000 sf
Airport (Office & Conference)
Permanent Space 6,970 sf 6970 sf
Temporary Space 0sf 0 sf
Proposed Additional Space 5,000 sf 0 sf
Subtotal 11,970 sf 8,970 sf
Subtotal for Office Space 22,915 sf 12,570 sf
Ticketing Facilities
Ticket Counter Area {Existing) 1,250 sf 1,250 sf
Proposed Additional Space 580 sf 0 sf
Subtotal 1,830 sf 1,250 sf
Ticket Counter Queuing (Existing) 1,400 sf 1,400 sf
Proposed Additional Space 1,400 sf 0 sf
Subtotal 2,800 sf 1,400 sf
Airline Ticket Office (Existing) 4,360 st 4,360 sf
Proposed Additional Space 243 sf 0sf
Subiotal 4,603 sf 4,360 sf
Circulation - Ticketing (Existing) 1,400 sf 1,400 sf
Propased Additional Space 4,100 sf 0 sf
Subtotai 5,500 sf 1,400 sf
Subtotal for Ticketing Facilities 14,833 sf 8,410 sf
Total 102,850 sf 58,320 sf
Airline Gates and Parking Positions
Airline Gates i B
Aircraft Parking Positions 12t0 14 10
Vehicular Parking
Permanent Non-Leased Spaces 2,835 2,835
Leased Spaces 0 of
Proposed Additional Spaces 3,451° 0
Total 5,286 2,835
sf square feet
if  linear feet
j Permanent floor space in Airport Terminal Building and permanent 1984 holdroarn building
= Temporary floor space in modulars
®  Temporary {modular) space wauld be replaced with permanent facilities
4 The February 8, 2005 City Council action refecied a range of square footage for these areas. The
fower end s pressnted here. Up to 3,000 square fest may be added for a total af 10,000 square feet
of new space.
®  The existing leased spaces would be replaced with new parking structure.
¥ The feases for the parking spaces are short-term feases. Current discussions with Boeing indicate
that these spaces would not b2 avallable on & long-term basis.

2.3 Project Objectives

The key objective of the Proposed Project is to provide Airport terminal facilities to adequately
accommodate the minimum number of flights provided for in the Airport Noise Compatibility
Ordinance and the number of passengers served by those flights. To meet this objective, the
project design must provide for the Tollowing:

» Maximize safety and security of passengers, visitors, and tenants by adhering to TSA,
FAA, and alt other applicable state and local standards including the City’s fire, building,
and safety codes.

Ciltamp\G L otus. Notes. Data\ 3276705 doc 9



« Ensure that project sizing and design of the improvemenis is in keeping with the
parameters of the adopted Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance.

« Maintain and enhance the current character of the Airport Terminal Building as a Long
Beach Cultural Heritage Landmark by creating an environment in which the design of the
new facilities respects the architectural and aesthetic character of the existing Airport
Terminal Building.

Provide uncomplicated, operationally, and energy-efficient, value-driven design within a
pian that can be developed in incremental stages.

3.0 EFFECTS DETERMINED NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT

This section of the findings summarizes the potential effects found not to be significant upon
implementation of the Proposed Project. The summary of the environmental effects found not
to be significant is based on the environmental analysis provided in the Final EIR, Section 3.0
(Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures).

3.1 Agsthetics

The Final EIR found that implementation of the Project would result in certain significant
aesthetic impacts, which are addressed in Sections 4.1 (mitigable impacts), below. However,
certain visual impacts evaluated in the Final EIR were found to be insignificant due to specific
design attributes and/or features of the Project. The following paragraphs identify and describe
those aesthetic impacts determined to be insignificant following evaluation.

3.1.1 Finding: Implementation of the Project would not result in aesthetics impacts associated
with the below-mentioned threshold.

» Inconsistent with applicable plans and policies as set forth by the General
Pian, Zoning Ordinance and Planned Development Ordinance.

3.1.2 Facts in Support of Finding: The Final EIR evaluated the potential for inconsistencies
with applicable plans and policies and determined there would not be significant impacts
because the following project design features and standard conditions had been
incorporated into the project design:

PDFE3.1-1  The Guiding Principals have been used in the development of the conceptual
design plan. As part of final design, the requirements outlined in these
documents, which are named below, would provide guidance to protect the
historic integrity of the existing terminal. This alsc serves to ensure a unified
appearance and enhance the aesthetics of the terminal area. The Guiding
Principals include: (1) May 7, 1990, memorandum of understanding (MOU) by
the Neighborhood and Historic Preservation Officer for the City of Long Beach
providing guidelines for future environmental review of the Airport Terminal
Building; (2) Secretary of the Interior's standards for rehabilitation of historic
buildings;(3) Development and Use Standards for the Long Beach Alrport
Terminal Planned Development Plan Ordinance adopted by the City Council on
September 2, 1997; (4) the City's Cultural Heritage Ordinance (Chapter 2.63 of
the Municipal Code); and (5) a memorandum on considerations for new
construction prepared by PCR (June 22, 2005). These documents all provide
guidance on development standards for terminal area improvements and are
included in Appendix 8.

SC 3.1-1 Prior to building plan approval, the Planning Commission shall ensure that all
development complies with the development standards and design guidelines

Citemp\C.Lotus. Notes. Data\~3276705,daz i0



contained in Ordinance No. C-7496, Development and Use Standards for the
Long Beach Airport Terminal Planned Development Plan (PD-12).

8C 3.1-2 Prior to building plan approval, the Cultural Heritage Commission shall ensure
that any new construction proposed adjacent to the Terminal Building or attached
onto it shall comply with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating,
Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic buildings, and more specifically, the
Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards).

SC 3.1-3 Prior to building plan approval, the Cultural Heritage Commission shall ensure
that all development shall comply with the May 7, 1990 MOU adopted by the City
Council and Cultural Heritage Commission providing guidelines for future
environmental review of the Airport Terminal Building (the MOU is contained in
Appendix B).

3.2 Air Quality and Human Healih Risk Assessment

The Final EIR found that implementation of the Project would result in certain significant air
quality and human health risk impacts, which are addressed in Sections 4.2 (mitigable impacts)
and Section 5.1 (mitigable impacts), below. However, certain air quality and human health risk
impacts evaluated in the Final EIR were found to be insignificant due to specific design
attributes and/or features of the Project. Though not identified as significant impacts, the Final
EIR also recommended mitigation measures that would aliow the potential impacts to be
reduced even further. The following paragraphs identify and describe those air quality and
human health risk impacts determined to be insignificant following evaiuation.

3.2.1 Finding: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in air quality and
human health risk impacts associated with the below-mentioned thresholds.

o Consiruction emissions for the other criteria poliutants (CO, PMy,, and PMys) in
excess of standards established by the South Coast Air Quality Management
District.

= Expose of receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

» Result in an incremenial (future alternative compared fo 2005 Baseline) cancer
risk greater than 10 in one miffion (1 x 10-5) or a hazard greater than one for
residents, school children, and off-airport workers.

» Exceed occupational standards developed or adopted by Cal/OSHA for airport
workers.

e Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan.

3.2.2 Facts In Support of Finding: The Final EIR evaluated the potential for air quality and
human health risks and determined there would not be significant impacts in the above-
stated categories because the Proposed Project would not result in any additional flights
or passengers; as a result, it would not alter the operating characteristics of the Airport.
Compared to the existing baseline, the Proposed Project would not result in increased
air emissions of cancer risk. The Proposed Project would provide beneficial air quality
effects because project design features have heen incorporated into the Proposed
Project which would reduce emissions associated with aircraft operations and ground
support equipment, Standard conditions would also apply that would reduce potential air
emissions. These measures are outlined below:
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PDF 3.2-1

5C3.2-2

SC3.2-3

C32-4

8C3.2-5

MM 3.2-3

MM 3.2-4

MM 3.2-11

MM 3.2-12

MM 3.2-13

MM 3.2-14

As part of project design, the City of Long Beach shall ensure the terminal area
improvements are designed and constructed to meets LEED specifications.

in support of PDF 3.2-1, requiring the design and construction of the terminal
improvements to meet LEED standards, building materials, architectural coatings
and cleaning solvents shall comply with all applicable SCAQMD rules and
regulations.

in support of PDF 3.2-1, requiring the design and construction of the terminal
improvements to meet LEED standards, all new and substantially modified
buildings shall meet California Title 24 Energy Efficiency standards for water
heating, space heating and cooling, to the extent feasible.

All new and modified point source facilities (e.g., utility equipment, fuel storage
and dispensing) shall obtain all required permits from the SCAQMD. To obtain
these permits, the facilities will need to include Best Available Control
Technology (BACT) that reduces emissions of criteria pollutants.

In support of PDF 3.2-1 and to conserve energy, require that all exterior lighting
use color-corrected low sodium lighting.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors sweep streets as needed during construction, but not more frequently
than hourly, if visible soil material has been carried onto adjacent public roads.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors to visually inspect construction equipment prior to leaving the site;
loose dirt shall be washed off with wheel washers as necessary.

During project design, the architect shall provide that all fixtures used for lighting
exterior common areas are regulated by automatic devices to turn off lights when
they are not needed.

As part of the air carrier ramp design, the City of Long Beach shall incorporate
electric charging stations infrastructure to support operation of electric GSE and
other on-airport vehicles.

As part of the air carrier ramp design, preconditioned air and 400 Hz power from
electric units (or electric power grid) will incorporate provisions at the commercial
passenger aircraft parking positions to allow aircraft pilots the ability to plug in at
the gate and turn off the APU.

The City shall require the use of ultra-low suffur diesel for diesel-fueled
equipment that are not readily convertible to electrical power on all future lease
and operational agreements for air carriers.

3.3 Cultural Resources

The Final EIR found that implementation of the Project would result in certain significant cultural
resources impacts, which are addressed in Sections 4.2 (mitigable impacts), below. However,
certain cultural resource impacts evaluated in the Final EIR were found to be insignificant due to
lack of known or anticipated resources on the project site, specific design attributes and/for
features of the Project. The following paragraphs identify and describe those cultural resources
impacts determined to be insignificant following evaluation.
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3.3.1

3.3.2

Finding: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in Cultural Resources
impacts associated with the below-mentioned thresholds.

s Grading and consiruction activities that would result in a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an archaeological resource determined to be
“unique” or “historic.”

s Results in the direct or indirect destruction of a unique or important
paleontological resource or site.

Facts in Support of Finding: The Final EIR evaluated the potential for cultural
resources impacts and determined that impacts for the above-stated categories wouid
be less than significant because the results of the record search indicate that there are
no previously recorded archeological sites within a one-mile radius of the project site and
there are no recorded vertebrate fossil localities within the Proposed Project boundaries.
Potential for impact to resources of this nature are very low, especially given the
disturbed nature of the project site. Additionally, standard conditions for construction
projects, which are outlined below, would apply in the event resources are inadvertently
discovered during construction.

&8C 3.3 Should any archaeclogical resources be uncovered during grading or excavation

activities, these activities shall be diverted to a part of the site away from the find,
and a qualified archaeologist shall be contracted by the contractor tc:
(1) ascertain the significance of the resource; (2) establish protocol with the
project applicant to protect such resources; (3) ascertain the presence of
additional resources; and (4) provide additional monitoring of the site, if deemed
appropriate. If human remains are discovered on the site, the Los Angeles
County Coroner shall be contacted to examine the remains, and the provisions of
Section 15084.5(3) of the CEQA Guidelines shall be followed.

SC3.3-2 If human remains are encountered during ground-disturbing activities, State

Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall
occur untii the County Coroner has made a determination of origin and
disposition of the materials pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.
The County Coroner must be notified of the find immediately. If the remains are
determined to be prehistoric, the Coroner will notify the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC). The NAHC will determine and notify a Most Likely
Descendent (MLD). With the permission of the tandowner or his/her authorized
representative, the MLD may inspect the site of the discovery. The descendent
must complete the inspection within 24 hours of notification by the NAHC. The
MLD may recommend scientific removal and nondestructive analysis of human
remains and items associated with Native American burials.

SC 3.3-4 Should any paleontological resources be uncovered during grading or excavation

activities, the consiruction contractor shall divert acfivities to a part of the site
away from the find, and a qualified paleontologist shall be contracted by the
contractor to: (1) ascertain the significance of the resource; (2) establish protocol
with the project applicant to protect such resources; (3) ascertain the presence of
additional resources; and (4) provide additional monitoring of the site, if deemed
appropriate. If human remains are discovered on the site, the Los Angeles
County Coroner shall be contacted to examine the remains, and the provisions of
Section 15084.5(3) of the CEQA Guidelines shall be iollowed.
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3.4 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The Final EIR found that implementation of the Project would result in certain significant impacts
associated with hazards and hazardous materials, which are addressed in Sections 4.3
(mitigable impacts), below. However, certain potential impacts evaluated in the Final EIR were
found to be insignificant due to site conditions, specific design attributes, and/or features of the
Project. The following paragraphs identify and describe those hazards and hazardous materials
impacts determined to be insignificant following evaluation.

3.4.1 Finding: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in hazards and
hazardous materials impacts associated with the below-mentioned thresholds.

s Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and as a result would
create a significant hazard to the public or to the environment.

< Be inconsistent with the applicable goals, objectives and requirements of the Gily
of Long Beach Public Safety Etement or Strategic Plan 2010.

3.4.2 Facts in Support of Finding: The Final EIR evaluated the potential for impacts
associated with hazards and hazardous materials and determined that impacts for the
above-stated categories would be less than significant for the following reasons:

e The Proposed Project would not be constructed in an area with a site identified
on the Cortese List and those locations on the Cortese List in proximity to the
Proposed Project site have been identified and remediated in accordance with
State and local standards.

»  The City has achieved on-going compliance with Industrial and Construction
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits for the Airport.
In addition, the City conducts tenant education programs as part of its Industrial
Permit.

s Since adoption of the Public Safety Element in 1975, actions have been taken to
remove incompatible uses from the Airport area. Additionally, new underground
storage tanks installed to replace older tanks have been designed with state-of-
the-art spill and leak mitigation, tank integrity monitoring, and secondary
containment systems.

in addition, project design features and standard conditions, which are cutlined below, would
apply to the projects. Though not a significant impact, the Final EIR also recommended a
mitigation measure that would further help to reduce impacis associated with hazards and
hazardous materials.

PDF 3.4-1 The proposed terminal improvements would be constructed in a manner
consistent with LEED standards ceriification requirements to, among other
things, minimize potential hazards and hazardous waste impacts.

SC 3.4-1 The Proposed Project and any additional flights associated with optimize light
operations would be required to comply with the provisions of the Long Beach
Airport Ceriification Manual and Long Beach Airpori Rules and Regulations
pertaining 1o the handling, use, and disposal of hazardous materials and
hazardous wastes.

SC3.4-2 The Contractor shall develop a SWPPP to minimize potential short-term
significant hazardous materials impacts associated with construction activities.
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SC3.4-5

MM 3.4-3

MM 3.4-6

MM 3.4-7

The Airport shali comply with the Airport Industrial NPDES permit (CAS000001/
WDID 4B198004885). Construction activities that disturbs more than one acre
shall abide by the State issued State Water Resources Control Board Order 98-
08 General Permit CAS000002. As part of this process, the Airport would be
required to prepare a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

Canstruction of the Proposed Project shall be in compliance with local and State
construction and building requirements and regulations, including the Uniform
Building Gode.

During demolition and excavation activities and during preparation of the
geotechnical study in the design phase, the City shall have a qualified inspector
onsite to inspect and sample the soil for contaminants. If observations during
demolition activities indicate that site soil is affected by contaminants, demotition
work should be stopped in the area involved until an analysis of the sail
conditions can be performed and additional recommendations evaluated and
performed as necessary.

The City Engineer, or his designee, shall verify that every contractor transporting
ot handling hazardous materials and/or wastes during project implementation
has permits and licenses from all relative heaith and regulatory agencies io
operate and properly manifest all hazardous or California regulated material.

Prior to initiating construction activities, the contractor shall verify the locations of
underground pipelines in the terminal area, ramp, and parking areas. Appropriate
precautions shall be taken to ensure that pipelines are not disturbed or are
properly relocated during construction.

3.5 Land Use and Rejevant Planning

3.5.1 Finding: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in land use and
relevant planning impacis associated with the below-mentioned thresholds.

®

4

Conflict with applicable land use plans, policies or programs of an agency with
jurisdiction that were adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect.

Conflict with the policies of the Southern California Association of Government's
(SCAG's) Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCP&G).

inconsistant with the applicable goals, objectives, and requirernents of the City of
Long Beach General Plan and its Elements, Zoning Ordinance and the Planned
Development Ordinance and Strategic Plan.

Displacement or induced ajrport land use beyond the Airport boundary.

3.52 Facts in Support of Finding: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not conflict
with the applicable land use plans, policies, or programs adopted by the City of Long
Beach, SCAG, and the FAA. The Proposed Project is consistent with the provisions of
the General Plan, applicable zoning, the Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance, the Long
Beach Strategic Plan 2010, SCAG’s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide, and FAA
Pant 77.
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386 Noise

The Final EIR found that implementation of the Project would result in certain significant noise
impacts, which are addressed in Sections 4.4 {mitigable impacts), beiow. However, certain of
the noise impacis evaluated in the Final EIR were found to be insignificant due to site
conditions, specific design attributes, and/for features of the Project. The following paragraphs
identify and describe those noise impacis determined to be insignificant following evaluation.

3.6.1 Finding: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in significant noise
impacts associated with the below-mentioned thresholds.

» Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established
in the General Plan, Airport Noise Compatibifity Ordinance, and applicable standards of
State and Federal Agencies.

o A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels which exist without the project.

3.6.2 Facts in Support of Finding: The Final EIR found that when compared to existing
conditions, the Proposed Project would not result in noise levels In excess of the
applicable standards for the Airport. Fifteen residential units are currently within the 65 to
70 CNEL contour. These uniis are exposed to noise levels in excess of applicable state
standards; however, these impacts are not a result of the implementation of the
improvements outlined as part of the Proposed Project. The operation of the Airport
Terminal improvements wolld not increase the number of units exposed to noise levels
in excess of state or federal standards. Therefore, the operation of the Airport Terminal
improvements would not result in any impacts asscciated with these thresholds.

Parcel O long-term use would be as a tie-down and hangar area for general aviation
aircraft. Activity in this area would primarily be the taxiing of aircraft to and from the tie-
down area to the runways. The closest point of this tie-down area to the homes across
Clark Avenue is about 1,000 feet. At the nearest homes across Clark Avenue, the noise
levels estimated are a maximum noise level 51 dBA (thrust necessary {0 overcome
inertia) and a taxiing noise level of 48 dBA. These operations would meet the
requirements of the Long Beach Noise Ordinance.

The EIR identified the following standard condition which would apply to the Proposed Project
and would serve to protect against significant noise impacis.

SC 3.6-1 The Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance would apply to continued operations
at the Airport. All future operations would need to be consistent with the
provisions of the ordinance.

Additionally, the Final EIR recommended a mitigation measure designed o address existing
aviation noise that affects homes within the 65 CNEL contour. These impacts are not project-
related but are an existing condition. Though mitigation is not required because there is not a
nexus between the impact and the Proposed Project, the EIR recommended that the City of
L ong Beach adopt the following mitigation measure to address the noise impact associated with
the flight levels permitted under the Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance.

MM 3.6-2 Within 24 months of certification of the EIR, the Alrport Manager shall develop 2
land use compatibility program addressing existing and future aviation noise
levels. The program shall be an ongoing voluntary program that will provide noise
attenuation and be available to all residential units within the 85 CNEL contour
and schools within the 80 CNEL contour based on the contours published for
Long Beach Airport for the previous calendar year (Quarterly Report for 12 month
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Period Ending December 31). In exchange for sound insulation treatment, the
owners of the property will provide the City of Long Beach an avigation easement
over said property. The program shall identify {1) methods of providing noise
attenuation; (2) funding sources for the improvements; (3) methods for
establishing priorities for implementing the improvements; and (4} an installation
agreement. The land use compatibility program will be administered by the City
of Long Beach, Airport Bureau.

3.7 Bublic Services

3.7.1 Finding: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in public services
impacts associated with the below-mentioned thresholds.

e Inconsistency with the policies of the General Plan pertaining o public services
related to the Airpori,

. Substantial increase in demand for public service at the Airport, which cannot be
met by existing staffing.

° Inadequate emergency access at the Airport,

° Inadequate security as determined by TSA.

«  Conflict with Airport and FAA standards and regulations.
° Rasult in an air or ground safely hazard.

3.7.2 Facts in Support of Finding: Construction of the Proposed Project would not result in
the intrusion of safety hazards at the Airport. All construction activities would comply with
standard City and FAA construction requirements. City standard conditions require the
contractor to submit plans to the Police and Fire Departments prior to initiating work to
ensure sufficient access is provided and safety standards are met at all times. With
implementation of this standard condition, there would be no impacts.

The design of all facilities would implement applicable City and Uniform Building Codes,
as well as TSA requirements. Implementation of these design standards would ensure
that the structures meet the requirements for emergency access and fire suppression
requirements (i.e., sprinkler systems). The Proposed Project would conform to the
policies and intent of the General Plan Public Safety Element in that it would provide a
more secure environment for the screening of baggage and passengers. Improvements
would reduce the possibility of safety hazards related to overcrowding.

Staffing levels of Airport security, police, fire, and TSA are based on the number of
passengers and flights at the Airport, and not the facilities themselves. Based on
discussion with service providers, the EIR determined the new facilities would not result
in a substantial increase in demand for fire or police service at the Long Beach Airport.

The following project design feature, standard conditions, and mitigation measures for public
services would apply to the Proposed Project.

PDF 371 The Proposed Project and the build scenarios include a number of features that
would enhance public safety and security at the Airport. These features would
reduce overcrowding and provide an expanded baggage screening area, which
would also be enclosed to protect sensitive screening equipment.
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SC 3.7-1 Prior to the initiation of construction aciivities, the City's contractor shall prepare a
Traffic Control Plan to ensure that adequate emergency access is maintained at
the Airport during construction. As part of the Traffic Control Plan the contractor
shall alert emergency and security service providers of the construction activities
for each phase of construction. The Traffic Control Plan shall be submitted to the
City Traffic Engineer for approval.

8C3.7-2 During project design, the facility improvements shall adhere to TSA, FAA, and
all applicable standards including City of Long Beach fire code, building code,
and safety code. Long Beach Fire Department shall review and approve design
plans as part of the site plan review and building permit processes.

MM 3.7-1 During construction activities, the relocation or modification of TSA facilities shall
be coordinated with TSA to ensure that there is no compromise to the TSA
function that would adversely affect TSA’s ability to perform its passenger and
baggage security screening activities.

MM 3.7-2 Prior fo initiation of any modifications to the airfield side, the contractor shall
provide a Construction Phasing Implementation Plan, meeting the approval of the
Airport Manager. The Plan shall demonstrate how construction activities will be
conducted and that all applicable FAA airfield safety requirements are being met.
in addition, the contractor shall prepare a safety plan and participate in on-going
weekly safety meetings during construction.

3.8 Transportation and Circulation

3.8.1 Finding: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not resuit in any transportation
and circulation impacts.

3.8.2 Facts in Support of Finding: Construction workers would generate approximately
50 peak hour trips during the most active construction period. The workers would
generate approximately 50 trips during the morning peak-hour (50 in and 0 out) and 50
trips during the afternoon peak-hour (0 in and 50 out), with all workers parking on site.
The construction-related truck trips that occur while the peak numbers of employees are
present would be minimal, with construction materials being delivered in the off-peak
hours. Due to the minimal number of trips being generated, no significant impacts are
anticipated and no mitigation measures are required. However, SC 3.7-1 would require
the contractor to prepare a Traffic Conirol Plan to ensure adequate ernergency access is
maintained at the Airport during construction.

Under the “Existing Plus Proposed Project” scenario, there would not be any additional
trips because no additional flights or other atiractions would be provided. The number of
trips is associated with the number of passengers and flight levels. As a result, the
expected traffic volumes associated with the “Existing Plus Proposed Project” scenario
would be generally the same as existing conditions. This scenario would not create an
undesirable peak hour level of service (LOS) at any key intersections. The Proposed
Project would not alter the travel routes currently used by Airport pairons.

The following project design features and standard conditions would apply to the Proposed
Project and would minimize traffic at the Airport.

PDF 3.8-1 A component of the Proposed Project is the provision of a new parking structure
that would accommodate 4,000 vehicles.
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PDF 3.8-2 The project would also include the extension of the south side of the Donald

Douglas Drive loop to exit onto Lakewood Boulevard, with eastbound right turn
only to southbound access on o Lakewood Boulevard.

PDF3.8-3  With the construction of the parking siructure existing surface parking would be

displaced. To address potential parking demand during construction, Parcel O
would be developed to serve parking demand not met by existing faciiities.

SC 3.8-1 As part of contract specification, the Airport shall require all construction frucks to

4.0

access the Airport terminal area via the 1-605 o 1-405 and Lakewood Boulevard.
Should oversized-transport vehicles accessing the Project site use a State
highway, a Caltrans transportation permit will be required. Construction vehicles
accessing Parcel O shall use this route and access the construction site off of
Clark Avenue or Willow Street.

EFFECTS DETERMINED TO BE MITIGATED TO BELOW A LEVEL OF
SIGNIFICANCE

The following section sets forth the effects of the Proposed Project, as approved, determined to
be mitigated to below a leve! of significance, and identifies one or more of the required findings
that states facts in support of those findings with respact to each effect.

4.1 Aesthetics

4.1.1 Significant Effects: When compared to existing conditions, the Proposed Project has
the potential to result in the following aesthetic impacts that were identified as significant
or potentially significant impacts:

s The Proposed Project would alter views of the project site during construction
activities, potentially resutting in short-term aesthetic impacts. Implementation of
MM 3.1-1 and MM 3.1-2 would reduce impacis to a less-than-significant level.

+ The Proposed Project would resuit in construction activities and expansion of the
terminal facilities. This could result in light and glare impacts associated with
security lighting and light emanating from the proposed improvements. The short-
term and long-term light and glare impacts would be reduced to a less-than-
significant level with implementation of MM 3.1-2 through MM 3.1-4.

4.1.2 Finding: The Planning Commission adopts the following Finding:
« Changss or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment
41,3 Facts in Support of Finding: The significant impacts associated with Aesthetics can
be mitigated to a level considered less than significant with implementation of the
following mitigation.
MM 3.1-1 During construction activities, the construction contractor shall ensure that

construction materials and equipment staging areas be located away from
existing residential uses and, when feasible, appropriate screening (.e.,
temparary fencing with opaque material) shall be used to buffer views of the
construction site.
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MM 3.1-2 During construction activities, the construction contractor shall ensure that
temporary construction-related security lighting shall be arranged so that direct
rays will not shine on or produce glare for adjacent street traffic and residential
uses. The light fixtures specified for the Project design must comply with the
standard of the #lluminating Engineering Society for full cutoff capability.

MM 3.1-3 Prior to building plan approval, the Planning Commission shall ensure that all
exterior lighting be designed and located as to avoid intrusive effects on the
runway operations, so as not to result in an air safety hazard. Low-intensity street
lighting and low-intensity exterior lighting shall be used throughout the
development to the extent feasible. Lighting fixtures shall use shielding, if
necessary to prevent spill lighting on adjacent off-site uses.

MM 3.1-4 Prior to building plan approval, the Planning Commission shall ensure that all
development projects use reflective glass that is less than 20 percent and all
other materials used on exterior buildings and structures shall be selected with
attention to minimizing reflective glare.

4.2 Cultural Resources

4.2.1 Significant Effects: The Proposed Project would resuit in alterations to a designated
historical fandmark that would be considered significant. Development of the Proposed
Project is consistent with the Guiding Principles (Appendix B), and implementation of
Mitigation Measures MM 3.3-1 through MM 3.3-6 and Standard Condition SC 3.3-3
would reduce potentially significant impacts to a level considered less than significant.

4.2.2 Finding: The Planning Commission adopts the foliewing CEQA Finding:

« Changes or afterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project
that mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

4.2.3 Facts in Support of Finding: The EIR found that the above Significant Effects
regarding Cuftural Resources would be mitigated to a level considered less than
significant if the mitigation program below is implemented.

PDF 3.3-1 The Guiding Principals have been used in the development of the conceptual
design pian. As part of final design, the requiremenis outlined in these
documents, which are named below, would provide guidance to protect the
historic integrity of the existing terminal. The Guiding Principals include:
(1) May 7, 1990, memorandum of understanding (MOU) by the Neighborhood
and Historic Preservation Officer for the City of Long Beach providing guidefines
for future environmental review of the Airport Terminal Building; (2) Secretary of
the Interior's standards for rehabilitation of historic buildings; (3) Development
and Use Standards for the Long Beach Airport Terminal Planned Development
Plan Ordinance adopted by the City Council on September 2, 1997; (4) the City's
Cultural Heritage Ordinance (Chapter 2.63 of the Municipal GCode); and (5) a
memorandum on considerations for new construction prepared by PCR
(June 22, 2005). These documents all provide guidance on development
standards for terminal area improvements and are included in Appendix B of the
EiR.

5C3.3-3 In compliance with Chapter 2.63 of the Municipal Code no permits for the
alteration, remodel, enlarging, or improvements to the Airport Terminal, shall be
issued prior to review by the Cultural Heritage Commission and issuance by the
Commission of a Ceitificate of Appropriateness.
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MM 3.3-1

MM 3.3-2

MM 3.3-3

MM 3.3-4

MM 3.3-5

MM 3.3-6

If the proposed Airport Terminal improvements are to be connected to the original
1841 structure, then the project architect shall design the connection between the
new structure and the existing Airport Terminal Building so that it is attached
beneath the existing cornice, to be consistent with the Streamline Moderne
design.

If during final design, new windows are required in the existing Airport Terminal
Building, the project architect shall ensure that window treatments reference the
style of the original Airport Terminal windows, which are very specific fo the
Airport Terminal. The use of the window wall, as seen on the northwest and
southwest cornet, shall be used as an example.

If during the final design, window replacement is proposed for the original Airport
Terminal Building, then the new window(s) shall replicate the original style of
fenestration. If the original windows that are currently missing from the building
are still extant, then those windows shali be returned to their original location, if
feasible.

If during final design, new doorframes in the Airport Terminal Building are
proposed, then the project architect shall reference the style of the original
doorframes located on the east and south facades of the original Airport Terminal
Building for the new doorway(s).

The City of Long Beach, Public Works Director or designee shall stipulate in the
plans and specifications that exterior material should be compatible in type, coior
and finish to the existing material used on the Airport Terminal Building. Testing
should be done to determine original colors, if necessary. Implementation of this
mitigation measure will be at the direction of the Cultural Heritage Commission.

If during final design, the shelterfticketing areas are proposed on either side of
the existing 1941 Airport Terminal Building, then the project architect shall scale
down the proposed design. This could be accomplished with a lower profile,
possibly with a flat roof that fits in visually with the horizontal nature of the
architectural style of the terminal. The manner in which this mitigation measure
will be implemented shall be reviewed by the Cultural Heritage Commission as
part of the issuance of the Certificate of Appropriateness.

4.3 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

4.3.1 Significant Effects: When compared to existing conditions, the Proposed Project has
the potential to result in significant impacts associated with hazards and hazardous
materials. These Impacts, which are listed below, would be mitigated to a level
considered to be less than significant with the implementation of standard conditions and
mitigation measures.

During construction, asbestos-containing materials could be disturbed and
intfroduced into the environment. This impact would be reduced to a level
considered to be less than significant with implementation of SC 3.4-3, MM 3.4-1,
and MM 3.4-5.

During construction, lead-based paint could be introduced into the environment.
This impact would be reduced to a level considered to be less than significant
with implementation of MM 3.4-1 and MM 3.4-2.
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« During grading activiiies at Parcel O, aerially deposited lead could be introduced
into the environment. This impact would be reduced to a level considered to be
less than significant with the impiementation of MM 3.4-1 and MM 3.4-8.

o During grading activities at Parcel O, DDT could be introduced into the
environment. This impact would be reduced to a level considered to be less than
significant with the implementation of MM 3.4-1 and MM 3.4-8.

4.3.2 Finding: The Planning Commission adopts the following CEQA Finding:

» Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project
that mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

4.3.3 Facts in Support of Finding: The EIR evaluated the following areas and found that the
potential effects from Hazards and Hazardous Wastes could be mitigated 1o a level
caonsidered less than significant with adoption of the mitigation program described below.

5C3.4-3 The Airport Terminal Building is known to contain asbestos containing materials
(ACM). The applicant shall comply with notification and asbestos removal
procedures outlined in SCAQMD Rule 1403 to reduce asbestos-related heailth
issues.

MM 3.4-1 Prior to the initiation of demolition/construction, the Contractor shall develop an
approved Health and Safety Contingency Plan (HSCP) in the event that
unanticipated/unknown environmental contaminants are encountered during
construction. The plan shall be developed to protect workers, safeguard the
environment, and meet the requirements of the CCR, Title 8, General Industry
Safety Orders — Control of Hazardous Substances. The Plan shall include
measures for handling any unknown wastes or suspect materials discovered
during construction by the Contractor, which hefshe believes may involve
hazardous waste or hazardous materiais.

The HSCP should be prepared as a supplemental to the Contracior’s Site-
Specific Health and Safety Plan, which should be prepared fo meet the
requirements of CCR Title 8, Construction Safety Orders.

MM 53.4-2 Prior to the demolition of any on-site building or portion of any on-site building
constructed prior to 1973, the City shall screen the buildings for lead-based paint.
If lead-based paint is identified, mitigation shall be developed in accordance with
all applicable federal, State, and local regulatory requirements.

MM 3.4-4 As part of the contract specification, a haul route, which could include Willow
Street, shall be designated by the City Engineer, or his designee. During
construction, the City Engineer, or his designee shall instruct every contractor
that no hazardous or acutely hazardous materials may be transporied onto the
Airport via Willow Street to avoid potential impacts within one-guarter mile of the
Alpert Jewish Community Center, where school programs are conducted.

MM 3.4-5 Prior to demolition of any facilities at Million Air, the applicant shall test for
asbestos containing materials. Should ACM or asbestos concrete pipe be found,
the applicant shall comply with notification and asbestos removal procedures
outlined in SCAGMD Rule 1403 to reduce asbestos related health risks.

kM 3.4-8 Prior to issuance of grading permits, the applicant shall test the soil for aerially
deposited lead and dichloro-diphenyl-trichiorosthane (DDT). As a result of soil
testing, should aerially deposited lead or DDT be found in quantities that exceed
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acceptable thresholds, the applicant shall develop a remediation program to
dispose of soil material properly.

4.4 Noise

4.5.1 Significant Effect: Night construction activity on Parcel O may result in noise levels in
excess of the noise levels specified in the Long Beach Noise Ordinance if heavy
construction equipment associated with grading and paving are used. This impact would
be reduced to a level considered to be less than significant with the implementation of
Mitigation Measure 3.6-1.

4,5.2 Finding: The Planning Commission adopts the following CEQA Finding:

» Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated info, the project
that mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

453 Facts in Support of Finding: According to the EIR, implementation of the following
standard condition and mitigation measure wouid mitigate the noise impact to a level
considered to be less than significant:

SC3.6-2 The contractor shall comply with the City of Long Beach Noise Ordinance
pertaining to limitations on construction activities, as outlined in Exhibit 3.6-12 of
the EIR, to the extent feasible while minimizing any potential conflicts with
aviation activities.

MM 3.6-1 The City shall conduct noise measurements during any night construction on
Parcel O where such construction involves the use of heavy construction
equipment such as front loaders, tractors, graders, paving machines,
jackhammers, or similar devices. Such measurements shall be made near the
homes located directly across Clark Avenue from Parcel O. if any night
measurement exceeds the limits specified in Sections 8.80.150 and 8.80.160 of
the Long Beach Municipal Code as a result of the construction activity, the
operation shall be terminated until such time that a construction noise mitigation
plan can be put into effect that will resutt in compliance with the night time noise
limits. Note that in the case where ambient noise levels exceed the noise limits
specified in Section 8.80.160, the allowable noise exposure standard shall be
increased per Section 8.80.150 (C] of the Municipal Code to reflect ambient
levels.

50 SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS THAT CANNOT BE MITIGATED TO BELOW THE LEVEL
OF SIGNIFICANCE

The following section sets forth the significant unavoidable effects of the project, as approved.
With respect to each effect, it identifies one or more of the required findings, states facis in
support of those findings and, as appropriate, refers to the City's Statement of Overriding
Considerations.

5.1 Air Quality

5.1.1 Significant Effect: Project-related construction activities would result in a significant
short-term, construction-related air quality impact for NOy and VOC, which would contribute to
an existing air quality viclation.

The EIR identifies temporary ait quality impacts that would result from project construction
activities that would violate ambient air quality standards and wouid contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation. Construction equipment and construction worker
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vehicles would emit air pollutanis. Fugitive dust would be generated during demolition and
construction activities in the terminal and parking areas. Peak construction day emissions would
exceed Souihern California Air Quality Management District's (SCAQMD) thresholds of
significance for NOx and VOC. When combined in the presence of sunlight, VOCs react with
NCy to form ozone, a criteria poliutant for which the Southern California Air Basin (SCAB) is in
non-attainment. Consequently, project-related construction activities would contribute to an
existing air quality violation. 1t should be noted that these impacts would be short-term,
occurring only during construction of the Proposed Project and would not resuilt in the violation
of any ambient air quality standard.

5.1.2 Findings: The Planning Commission adopts the following CEQA Findings:

e Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project
that mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

« Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
considerations for the provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make infeasible the mitigation measures or afternatives identified in the
Environmental Impact Report.

5.1.3 Facts in Support of Findings: The following facts or mitigation measures indicate that
the identified significant effects of the project have been reduced or avoided to the extent
feasible. Although changes and alterations were incorporated into project design, and
mitigation measures have been adopted o substantially avoid or mitigate significant
environmental effects, the short-term construction Air Quality impacts remain significant and
unmitigable. Pursuant to Section 15091 (a)(3) of the Guidelines, there are no feasible measures
that would mitigate the impacts to below a level of significance. As described in the Statement
of Overriding Considerations, however, the Planning Commission has determined that the
significant effects are acceptable because of the specified overriding economic, legal, social,
technological, and other considerations.

The mitigation program below is adopted and incorporated as part of the project to minimize the
air quality impacts associated with the Proposed Project.

SC 3.2-1 During construction of the Proposed Project, the City and its contractors will be
required to comply with regional rules, which would assist in reducing short-term
air pollutant emissions. SCAQMD Rule 402 requires that air pollutant emissions
should not create a nuisance off-site. SCAQMD Rule 403 requires that fugitive
dust be conirolied with the best availabie control measures so the presence of
such dust does not remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line of
the emission source. Two options are presented in Rule 403; moniioring of
particulate concentrations or active control. Monitoring involves a sampling
network around the project with no additional control measures unless specified
concentrations are exceeded. The aciive control option does not require any
monitoring, but requires that a list of measures be implemented starting with the
first day of construction.

Rule 403 requires that "A person conducting active operations within the
boundaries of the South Coast Air Basin shall utilize one or more of the
applicatle best available control measures to minimize fugitive dust emissions
from each fugitive dust source type which is part of the active operation.”
Rule 403 also requires that the construction activities “shall not cause or allow
PMqo levels to exceed 50 micrograms per cubic meter when determined by
simultaneous sampling, as the difference between upwind and down wind
sample.” A project is exempt from the monitoring requirement “if the dust control
actions, as specified in Table 2 are implemented on a routine basis for each
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applicable fugitive dust source type.” Table 2 from Rule 403 is presented below
as Table 5-1_Under high wind conditions (i.e., when wind gusts exceed 25 miles
per hour) additional control measures are required, and “the required control
measures for high wind conditions are implemented for each applicable fugitive
dust source type, as specified in Table 1.” Table 1 from Rule 403 is presented
below as Table 5-2. Monitoring of particulate concentrations does not reduce
fugitive dust emissions; therefore, to minimize fugitive dust emissions the
construction activities will utilize the measures presented in Table 5-2 and
Table 5-1 (Tables 1 and 2 in Rule 403) rather than the monitoring option aof
SCAQMD Rule 403.

Further, Rule 403 requires that the project shall “prevent or remove within one
hour the track-out of bulk material onto public paved roadways as a result of their
operations.” Alternatively, the project can “take at least one of the actions listed in
Table 3.” Table 3 from Rule 403 is presented below as Table 5-3. In addition, the
project would be required to “prevent the track-cut of bulk material onto public
paved roadways as a result of their operations and remove such material at
anytime track-out extends for a cumulative distance of greater than 50 feet on to
any paved public road during active operations; and remove all visible roadway
dust tracked-out upon public paved roadways as a resuli of active operations at

the conclusion of each work day when active operations cease.

TABLE 5-1
FUGITIVE DUST CONTROL ACTIONS FOR EXEMPTION TO MONITORING
{(RULE 403 TABLE 2)
Earth-moving (except (ia) Maintain soil moisture content at a minimum of 12 percent, as determined by
construction cutting aned ASTM method D-2218, or other equivalent method approved by the Executive
filling areas, and mining Officer, the California Air Resources Board, and the USEPA. Two soil moisture
operations} evaluations must be conducied during the first three hours of active operations
during a calendar day, and two such evaluations each subsequent four-hour
period of active operations; OR .

{1a~1) For any earth-moving which is more than 100 feet from all property lines, conduct
watering as necessary {o prevent visible dust emissions from exceeding 100 feet
in length in any direction.

Earth-moving: (16}  Maintain soil moisture content at a minimum of 12 percent, as determined by

Construction fill areas ASTM method D-2218, or other equivalent method approved by the Executive
Officer, the California Air Resources Board, and the USEPA. For areas which
have an optimum maoisture content for compaction of less than 12 percent, as
detenmined by ASTM Method 1557 or other equivalent method approved by the
Executive Officer and the California Air Resources Board and the USEPA,
complete the compaction process as expeditiously as possible after achieving at
feast 70 percent of the optimum soil moisture content. Two soil moisture
evaluations must be conducted during the first three hours of active operations
during a calendar day, and two such evaluations during each subsequent four-
hour period of active oparations.

Earth-moving: (icy  Conduct watering as necessary to prevent visible emissions from extending more

Construction cut areas than 100 fect beyond the active cut or mining area unless the area is inaccessible

and mining operations to watering vehicles due o slope conditions or other safety factors,

Disturbed surface areas (2a/b) Apply dust suppression in sufficient quantity and frequency to maintain a

(except completed gragding stabilized surface. Any areas which cannot be stabilized, as evidenced by wind

areas) driven fugitive dust must have an application of water at least iwice per day to at
lsast BQ percent of the unstabilized area.

Disturbed susrface areas: {2c)  Apply chemical stabilizers within five working days of grading comgpletion; OR

Compleied grading areas | (2d) Take actions (3a) or (3¢) specitied for inactive disturbed surface areas

Inactive disturbed sirface | (3a)  Apply water io at least BO percent of all inactive disturbed surface areas on a daily

areas basis when there is evidence of wind driven fugiiive dust, excluding any arsas
which are inaccessible to watering vehicles due to excessive slope or other safety
conditions; OF
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Source Category SN < Actions
(3b) Apply dust suppressants in sufficient quantity and frequency to maintain a
stabilized surface; OR
{3c) Establish a vegetative ground cover within 21 days after active aperaiions have
caased. Ground cover must be of sufficient dansity to expose less than 30
percent of unstabilized ground within 80 days of planting, and at all times
thereafter; OR
(3d)  Utilize any combination of controt actions (3a), (8b), and {3c) such that, in total,
these actions apply to all inactive disturbed surface areas.
Unpaved Roads (4a) Water all roads used for any vehicular traffic at least once per every two hours of
active operations; OR
(4b) Water ail roads used for any vehicular traffic once daily and restrict vehicle
speeds to 15 miles per hour; ORe{4c) Apply a chemical stabilizer to all unpaved
road surfaces in sufficient quantity and frequency to maintain a stabilized surface.
Open storage piles (5a) Apply chemical stabilizers; OR
(5by  Apply water fo at least 80 percent of the surface area of all open storage piles on
a daily basis when there is evidence of wind driven fugitive dust; OR
(5¢) Install temporary coverings; OR
(5d) Instal a three-sided enclosure with walls with no more than 50 percent porosity
which extends, at a minimum, to the top of the pile.
All Categories (6a)  Any other control measures approved by the Executive Officer and the USEPA as

aquivalent to the methods specified in Table 2 may be used.
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TABLE 5-2

REQUIRED BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES
(SCAQMD RULE 403, TABLE 1)

Backdiiling

01-1 Stabilize backfill material when nat actively
handling; and

Mix backfill soil with water prior o moving
Dedicate water truck or high capacity hose to

01-2 Stabilize backfill material during handling; and hackfiling equipment
01-3  Stabilize soil at completion of activity. » Empty loader bucket slowly so that no dust plumes
are generated
= Minimize drop height from loader bucket
Clearing and Grubbing
02-1 Malntain stability of soil through pre-watering of siie | © Maintain live perennial vegetation where possible
prior io clearing and grubbing; and = Apply water in sufficient quantity to prevent
02-2 Stabilize soil during clearing and grubbing generation of dust plumes
activities; and
02-3 Stabiiize soil immediately after clearing and
grubbing activities.

Ciearihg Forms

03-1 Use water spray o clear forms; or
03-2 Use sweeping and water spray to clear forms; or
03-3 Use vacuum system to clear forms.

[

Use of high pressure air to clear forms may cause
exceadance of Rule requirements

Crushing

04-1 Stabilize surface soils prior to operafion of support
equipment; and
04-2 Stabilize material after crushing.

& @ & a

Follow permit conditions for crushing equipment
Pre-water material prior to loading into crusher
Monitor crusher emissions opacity

Apply water to crushed material to prevent dust
plumes

Cut and Fill

05-1 Pre-water solls prior to cut and fill activities; and
05-2 Stabilize soil during and after cut and fill activities.

a

a

For large sites, pre-water with sprinkiers or water
trucks and allow time for penefratian

Use water trucks/pulls to water soils to depth of cut
prior to subsequent cuts

Demalition — Mechanical/Manual

08-1 Stabilize wind erodible surfaces io reduce dust;
and

06-2 Stabilize surface soil where support equipment and
vehicles will operate; and

08-3 Stabilize loose soil and demolition debris; and

08-4 Comply with AQMD Rule 1403,

®

Apply water in sufficient quantities to prevent the
generation of visible dust plumes

Disturbed Sofi

07-1 Stabilize disturbed soil throughout the construction
site; and
07-02 Stabilize disturbed soil between struciures

®

Limit vehicular traffic and disturbances on sofls
where passible

If interior block walls are planned, install as early
as possible

Apply water or a stabilizing agent in sufficient
guantities to prevent the generation of visible dust
plumes

Earth-8oving Activities

08-1 Pre-apply water to depth of proposed cuts; and
08-2 BRe-apply water as necessary to maintain soils ina
damp condition and to ensure that visible
emissions do not exceed 100 faet in any direction;
and

Stabilize soils once earth-moving activities are
complete.

08-3

Grade esach project phase separately, iimed io
coincide with constiuction phase

Upwind fencing can prevent material movement on
site

Apply water or a stabilizing agent in sufficient
quantities to prevent the generation of visible dust
plumes

importing/Exporting of Bulk Materlals
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: . “Control Measure

09-1  Stabilize material while Ipading to reduce fugitive
dust emissions; and

09-2 Maintain at least six inches of freeboard on haul
vehicles; and

00-3 Stabilize material white transporting to reduce
fugitive dust emissions; and

09-4 Stabilize material while unloading to reduce fugitive
dust emissions; and

09-5 Comply with Vehicle Code Section 23114,

©

Use tarps or other suitable enclosures on haul
trucks

Chack belly-dump truck seals reqularly and
remove any trapped rocks to prevent spiltage
Comply with track-out prevention/mitigation
requirements

Provide water while loading and unioading to
reduce visible dust plumes

Landscaping

10-1 Stabilize soils, materials, slopes

@

L]

o

Apply water to materials io stabilize, mairtain
materials in a crusted condition

Maintain effective cover aver materials

Stabilize sloping surfaces using soil binders until
vegetation or ground cover can sffectively stabilize
the slopss

Hydroseed prior to rain season

Road Shoulder Maintenance

11-1  Apply water to unpaved shoulders prior to clearing;
and

11-2  Apply chemical dust suppressants andfor washed
gravel to maintain a stabilized surface after
completing road shoulder maintenance.

3

@

Installation of curbing and/or paving of road
shoulders can reduce recurring maintenance costs
Use of chemical dust suppressants can inhibit
vegetation growth and reduce future road shoulder
maintenance costs

Sareening

12-1  Pre-water material prior to screening; and

12-2  Limit fugitive dust emissions to opacity and plume
length standards; and

12-3  Stabilize material immediately after screening.

3

v

Dedicate water truck or high capacity hose {o
screening operation

Drop material through the screen slowly and
minimize drop height

Install wind barrier with a porasity of no more than
50% upwind of acreen to the height of the drop
point

Staging Areas

18-1 Stabilize staging areas during use; and
13-2 Stabilize staging area soils at project complation.

o

a

Limit size of staging area

Limit vehicle speeds to 15 miles per hour
Limit number and size of staging area
entrances/exists

Stockpiles/Bulk Material Handling

14-1 Stabilize stockpiled materials.

14-2  Stockpiles within 100 yards of off-site occupied
buildings must not be greater than eight feet in
height; or must have a road bladed to the top to
allow water truck access or must have an
operational water irrigation system that is capable
of complete stockpile coverage.

(]

B

Add or remove material from the downwind portion
of the storage pile

Maintain storage piles to avoid steep sides or
faces

Traffic Areas for Construction Activities

15-1

15-2  Stabilize all haul routes; and

15-3 Direct construction fraffic over established haut
routes.

Stabilize all off-road traffic and parking areas; and

@

Apply gravelfpaving to all haul routes as soon as
possible to all future roadway areas

Barriers can be used o ensure vehicles are only
used on established parking areas/haul routes

Trenching

16-1  Stabilize surface soils where trencher or excavator
and support equipment will operate; and

i8.2 Stabilize soils at the completion of trenching
activities.

®

Pre-watering of soils prior to frenching is an
effective preventive measure.

For deep frenching activities, pre-trench io 18
inches, soak soils via the pre-trench and resume
trenching

Washing mud and soils from equipment at the
conclusion of trenching activities to prevent
crusting and drying of soil on equipment

Teuck Loading
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Measure o Yeea Guidance

17-1  Pre-water material prior to loading; and ‘A "‘-WEmpty loader bucket such that no visible dust

17.2 Ensure that freeboard exceeds six inches (CVC plumes are created
23114 s Ensure that the joader bucket is close to the truck

to minimize drop height while loading

Turf Overseeding

18-1  Apply sufficient water immediately prior to + Haul waste material immediately ofi-site
conducting turf vacuuming activities to meet
opacity and plume length standards; and

1B-2  Cover haul vehicles prior to exiting the site,

Unpaved Roads/Parking Lots

18-1 Siabilize soils to meet the applicable performance « Hestricting vehicular access to established

standards; and unpaved travel paths and parking lots can reduce
18-2  Limit vehicular trave! to established unpaved roads stabilization requirements

{haul routes) and unpaved parking lots.
Vacant Land

20-1  In instances where vacant lots are 0.10 acre or
larger and have a cumulative area of 500 sfuare
feet or more that are driven over andfor used by
motor vehicles and/or off-road vehicles, prevent
motor vehicie and/for off-road vehicle trespassing,
parking andfor access by installing barriers, curbs,
fences, gates, posts, signs, shrubs, trees ar other
effective control measures.

TABLE 5-3
TRACK OUT CONTROL OPTIONS

{1) | Pave or apply chemical stabilization at sufficient concentration and frequency to maintain a stabilized surface
starting from the pint of intersection with the public paved surface, and extending for a centerdine distance of
at least 100 feet and a width of at least 20 faet.

(2} | Pave from the point of intersection with the public paved road surface, and extending for a centerfine distance
of at least 25 feet and a width of at least 20 feet, and install a track-out control device immediately adjacent o
the paved surface such that exiting vehicles do not travel on any unpaved road surface afer passing through
the track-out control device.

{3} | Any other control measures approved by the Executive Officer and the USEPA as equivalent to the methods
specifiad in Table 3 may be used.

MM 3.2-1

MM 3.2-2

MM 3.2-5

The coniract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors ic ensure that all eguipment is properly tuned and maintained in
accordance with manufacturers’ specifications.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors to maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize
exhaust emissions. During construction, engines on trucks and vehicles in
loading and unloading queues will be turned off when not in use, to reduce
vehicle emissions. Construction activities should be phased and scheduled to
avoid emissions peaks and discontinued during second-stage smog alerts.

During consiruction, the City shall coordinate with the contractor to maximize the
ability to power construction activity utilizing electricity from power poles rather
than temporary diesel or gasoline power generators, to the extent possible.

The contract specifications shall require that all on-site mobile equipment used
during construction shall be powered by alternative fuel sources (i.e., methanol,
natural gas, propane, or butane) where feasible.
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MM 3.2-7 During construction, the City shall provide a location and require the contractor to
store all construction equipment used in the project construction within the
project site (away from adjacent residential areas) to reduce the impact on the
roadway system and the resultant air emissions.

On-site construction equipment staging areas and construction worker parking
lots shall be located on either paved surfaces or unpaved surfaces that are
periodically treated with non-toxic soil stabilizers.

MM 3.2-9 The coniract specifications shall require alt on-site heavy-duty consiruction
equipment shall be equipped with diesel particulate traps to the extent that this
equipment is available at the time the contracts are awarded.

MM 3.2-10 The construction specifications shall require and the City shall enforce that
emulsified diesel fuel be used in diesel-fueled construction equipment that is not
equipped with diesel particulate traps o reduce NOy emigsions.

MM 3.2-10a During construction of the Proposed Project, the City and its contractors shall be
required to comply with the following provisions, where feasible, to reduce
consiruction NOy and VOC emissions:

o Provide on-site funch irucks/facilities during construction to reduce off-site
worker vehicle trips.

o Prohibit construction vehicles idling in excess of five minutes to be
consistent with State law.

» Suspend use of all construction equipment during a first-stage smog alert.

= Designate a person who will ensure implementation of the proposed
mitigation measures through direct inspection and investigation of
complaints. The City or the contractor shall provide a telephone number
that residents may call should they have complaints regarding
construction nuisance.

MM 3.2-10b  During construction of the Proposed Project, the City and its contractors shall be
required to comply with the following provisions, where feasible, fo reduce
construction VOC emissions:

e Use zero VOC content architectural ceatings on buildings.

« Restrict the number of gallons of coatings used per day.

< Encourage water-based coatings or other low-emitting alternatives.

< Paint contractors should use hand applications instead of spray guns.

MM 3.2-17  The City will require street cleaning of Douglas Drive with a vacuum type street
sweeper at least once per week. The vacuum sweeper will make sufficient
circuits through the terminal area to vacuum the entire street surface (not just the
gutter area} to reduce fugitive PM emissions from re-entrained road dust.
Douglas Drive between Lakewood Boulevard and the Long Beach Airport
terminal {(including the loop in front of the terminal and return} shall be cleaned in
this manner. The anticipated future exit road back to Lakewood Boutevard would
also be cleaned in this manner.
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The range of potential control efficiencies for this mitigation measure is from
approximately 10 percent to 50 percent.™ It is anticipated that a 75 percent
reduction would be needed to reduce the peak incremental PM;o concentration
below the significance threshold; therefore, PMso concentrations would remain
significant after implementation of this mitigation measure.

6.0 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The cumulative impacts analysis evaluated the potential impacts to the environment that could
be associated with implementation of the Proposed Project in concert with the cumulative
projects and projected growth for the region. To provide a comprehensive evaluation of the
potential cumulative impacts for the Long Beach Airport Terminal Improvements project, the
cumulative impacts analyses contained in the EIR consider the General Pian and regional
growth assumptions for the project study area, as well as specific projects (hereafter referred to
as “specific projects”). The specific projects were cumulative projects identified for the Dougias
Park EIR, which was updated with projects identified by the Cities of Signal Hill and Lakewood.
The listings of the specific projects were included in Appendix H of the FEIR. The planning
horizon year used for the cumulative analysis is year 2020.

6.1 Cumulative Effects Determined Not io Be Significant

This section of the findings summarizes the potential effects found not to be significant upon
implementation of the Propcsed Project. The summary of the environmental effects found not
to be significant is based on the environmental analysis provided in the EIR, Section 5.0, Long
Term Implications of the Proposed Project. The project is anticipated to result in the following
impacts that are not significant:

8.1.1 Aesthetic Cumulative Impacts

Finding: Implementation of the Propesed Project would not result in any significant, cumulative
Aesthetic Impacts.

Facts in Support of Finding: The Proposed Project, because of its location, would not be
within the same viewshed as other development projects within the area. The improvements
within the terminal area are set within the Airport Entrance area, and the Parcel O
improvements are along the southern portion of the Airport limits. There are no other
development projects being considered which would substantially alter view of these areas.
When considered on a broader scale, the combining of these projects would also not change
the community character. The project site is already completely developed and is located in an
urbanized area. Therefore, the Proposed Project, in combination with other known projects,
would not substantially change the developed environment, nor would they degrade the existing
visual character of the area,

6.1.2 Cultural Resources Cumulative impacis

Finding: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in any significant,
Cumulative Cultural resources impacts.

Facts in Support of Finding: Given the nature of the impact associated with the Proposed
Project, there are no reasonably anticipated projects that would contribute to a cumulative
impact on the Terminal Building as a historical resource. Additionally, the Terminal Building is

" Gowherd, C., P. Englehart, G.E. Muleski, J.S. Kinsey, and K.D. Rosbury, 1990, Controi of Fugitive and
Hazardous Dusts, Noyes Data Corporation, Park Ridge, NJ. p.21.

Z Ymprovement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No. 1) Final Report,” by Midwest Research
institute for SCAQMD, Diamond Bar, CA, March 29, 1996,
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the only designated historical landmark within the project vicinity. Therefore, the Proposad
Project is not contributing to cumulative modifications of designated historical landmarks in the
project vicinity.

6.1.3 Hazardous and Hazardous Materials Cumuiative impacts

Finding: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in any significant, cumulative
Hazards and Hazardous Materials impacts.

Facts in Support of Finding: Given the age of the development within the area surrounding
the Airport, it is likely that future projects may result in impacts similar in nature to the impacts
identified for the Proposed Project. Although cumulative projects, such as Douglas Park, also
have potential impacts associated with hazardous materials, the environmental concerns
associated with hazardous materials are site specific. Each project is required o address any
issues related to hazardous materials or wastes. Federal, state, and local regulations require
mitigation to protect against site contamination by hazardous materials. Therefore, there would
be no cumulative hazardous materials impacts.

6.1.4 Land Use and Relevant Planning Cumulative Impacis

Finding: Implemeniation of the Proposed Project would not result in any significant, cumulative
Land Use and Relevant Planning impacts.

Facts in Support of Finding: Compared to existing conditions, the Proposed Project would
not result in any off-site impacts. Given the very use-specific nature of the Proposed Project (on
airport development) other specific projects identified would not contribute impacts similar in
nature which would result in cumulative impacts either on or off airport property. No significant
cumulative Land Use impacts would occur.

8.2.5 HNoise Cumulative impacis

Finding: implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in any significant cumulative
noise impacts.

Facts in Support of Finding: The Proposed Project would potentially result in night
consiruction activity on Parce!l O. If heavy construction equipment associated with grading and
paving are used during nighttime hours, it may resuit in noise levels in excess of the noise levels
specified in the Long Beach Noise Ordinance. There are no other specific projects that have
heen identified that would contribute to this potential impact, thereby resulting in a significant
cumulative impact. Additionally, there are no other specific projects or regional projections that
would result in additive noise levels associated with aircraft noise. Though not related 1o the
Proposed Project, there would continue to be sensitive land uses within the 65 CNEL contour
from the Airport. The Proposed Project does recommend the development of a Land Use
Compatibility Program that would address this existing noise condition. Therefore, there would
he no significant cumulative impact.

6.2.6 Public Services Cumuiative impacts

Finding: impiementation of the Proposed Project would not result in any significant cumulative
Public Services impacts.

Facts in Support of Finding: The nature of the Proposed Project differentiates it from other
specific projects or development that may occur because of growth within the region. The needs
of the Airport are distinct with regards to security and fire protection. The Airport provides these
services on site. The services on site would not respond to emergencies within the community.
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Therefore, cumulative projects and growth would not contribute to the same type of demand as
the Proposed Project. Therefore, there would be no significant cumulative impact.

6.2.7 Transportation and Circulation Cumulative Impacts

Finding: Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in any significant, cumulative
Transportation and Circulation impacts.

Facts in Support of Finding: The traffic model used for calculating the 2020 Proposed Project
impacts utilizes the growth assumptions adopted by SCAG, as well as traffic associated with the
other specific projects. These long-range projections account for potential cumulative impacts.
The analysis indicates there would not be a cumulative impact in 2020. Additionally, the
Proposed Project would only contribute a minimal amount of additional traffic to the roadway
network. There would be no significant cumulative impacts.

6.2 Significant Cumulative Effects That Cannot Be Mitigated to Below & Level of
Significance

6.2.1 Alr Quality Cumulative Impacts

Significant Effects: Construction-related air emissions would contribute to significant short-
term, cumuiative Air Quality impacts.

Findings: The Planning Commission adopts the following CEQA Findings:

e Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated info, the profect
ihat mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

«  Specific economic, legal, sociai, technological, or other considerations, including
considerations for the provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make infeasible the mitigation measures or afternatives identified in the
Environmenial Impact Report,

Facts in Support of Findings: The Douglas Park project is immediately north of the Airport.
According to the Douglas Park EIR (City of Long Beach 2004), construction emissions of carbon
monoxide (CO), VOC, NOy, and particulate matter (PM;o) were significant. The location of the
Douglas Park project is considered to be in close enough proximity to the Proposed Project that
the emissions would combine. It is alsc reasonable to assume that the timing of the Proposed
Project and Douglas Park would occur simultaneously. Therefore, it is rational to assume that in
addition fo significant project-related construction Air Quality impacts, there would be significant
cumulative construction Air Quality impacts. Though both projects would be required to
implement a mitigation program to reduce the construction emissions, the impacts wouid remain
significant and unavoidable.

The identified significant effects of the Project have been reduced or avoided to the extent
feasible through the implementation of the mitigation measures that have been adopted and
incorporated into the Proposed Project, as outlined in Section 5.1.1 of these Findings.
However, the impacts cannot be feasibly mitigated to below a level of significance. The
remaining significant effects are acceptable because of the specified overriding economic, legal,
social, technological, and other considerations described in the Statement of Overriding
Considerations.
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7.0  FEASIBILITY OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES
7.1 Introduction
Per Section 15126.6(a) of the CEQA Guidelines:

An EIR shall describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the
location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of
the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of
the project, and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives. An EIR
need not consider every conceivable aliernative to a project. Rather it must
consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives that will foster
informed decision making and public participation. An EIR is not required to
consider afternatives which are infeasible. The lead agency is responsible for
selecting a range of project afternatives for examination and must publicly
disclose its reasoning for selecting those alternatives. There is no ironclad rule
governing the nature or scope of the alternatives to be discussed other than the
rule of reason.

As described in the Draft EIR, Section 2.4, Project History, the Gity conducted an extensive
scoping process the scope of the project and the analysis to develop in the EIR. Through that
process, a range of alternatives were identified and the Proposed Project was selecied. Each of
the identified alternatives would provide reduced terminal improvements. The EIR compared
and contrasted the potential environmental impacts of the alternatives.

Because the Proposed Project will result in some significant unavoidable environmental effects,
as outlined above, the City must consider the feasibility of environmentally superior alternatives
1o the project. In taking action on the Proposed Project, the City must evaluate whether such
alternatives could avoid or subsiantially lessen the significant unavoidable environmental
effects. If the City of Long Beach finds that the project alternatives are not feasible, it must,
before approving the project, adopt findings including a Statement of Overriding Considerations
with regard to the project which set forth the factors that warrant approval of the project despite
the existence of adverse environmental impacts. The EIR must focus its alternatives analysis on
alternatives that “could feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project”. However, the
CEQA Guidelines also require an EIR to examine alternatives “capable of avoiding or lessening”
environmental effects even if these alternatives “would impede to some degree the attainment
of the project objectives or would be more costly.” (Guidelines §15126.6[b].)

CEQA provides the following definition of the term “feasible” as it applies to the findings
requirement: “Feasible’ means capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a
reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, environmental, social, and
technological factors.” PRC §21081 provides, in part:

..[NJo public agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an
environmental impact report has been certified which identifies one or more
significant effects on the environment that would occur if the project is approved
or carried out untess both the following occur: (a) The public agency makes one
or more of the following findings with raspect fo each significant effect:

(3) Specific sconomic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations,
including considerations for the provision of employment opportunities for highly-
trained workers, make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives
identified in the environmental impact report.
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The concept of “feasibility,” therefore, as it applies to findings, invelves a balancing of various
aconomic, environmental, social, legal, and technological tactors.®

These findings contrast and compare the alternatives, where appropriate, to show that the
selection of the project, while still resulting in significant environmental impacts, has substantial
environmental, planning, fiscal, and other benefits. In rejecting certain aliernatives, the City has
examined both the environmental impacts and the project objectives and weighed the ability of
the various aliernatives to meet the objeciives. The City of Long Beach finds, after due
consideration of a reasonable range of alternatives (as set forth in the EIR and below), that the
Proposed Project best attains a balance between improved passenger service at Long Beach
Airport, protects against local environmental impacts, and best meets the approved objectives
with the least environmertal impact.

7.4 Alternative A

This alternative was based on the improvements proposed in the 2003 NOP, with minor
modifications. Alternative A assumes the terminal facility would be a maximum of 87,545 square
feet. The nature of the improvements would generally be the same as the proposed project,
though compared to the proposed project, there are minor reductions in square footage in alt
except the following:

e Baggage security screening would be the same as the Proposed Project.
» No additional space is assumed for ticketing facilities.
s The amount of airport office space is increased compared to the Proposed Project.

The 2003 NOP assumed 18 aircraft parking spaces. However, the City Council determined in
February 2005 that no more than 14 aircraft parking spaces would be evaluated in the EIR;
therefore, the 16 aircraft parking spaces presented in the 2003 NOP have been reduced 14 for
evaluation in the EIR. Other aspecis of the project, such as the number of gates, aircraft
parking, and vehicular parking would be the same for Alternative A as for the Proposed Project.

The features described for the Proposed Project, such as madification to the interior of the
existing Airport Terminal Building, the relocation of general aviation aircraft to Parcel O, the
LEED standards, and application of the Guiding Principles during project design would all apply
to Alternative A.

Refer to Table 7-1 below for a comparison of Alternative A impacts to the Proposed Project.
Further description of these impacts can be found in Section 3.0 of the EIR. This alternative
represents an approximately five percent decrease in floor area. This alternative would not
reduce the unavoidable Air Quality impact to a level considered less than significant. With
Alternative A the peak day construction would be the same as with the Proposed Project. As a
result, the impact would remain significant and unavoidable. This alternative would generally
meet all the project objectives; however, the ability to meet the ticketing demands of the 4.2
MAP would be less than the Proposed Project because no additional capacity is being provided
for this use. This scenario was found to be a feasible aliernative, but was not selected because
it was not environmentally superior o the Proposed Project.

7.2 Alternative

® 5ee PRC §21061 1; CEQA Guidefines § 15364; SB 818 (which amends PRC 21081 (c). Ses, also, the
following court cases Cily of Goleta Valley vs. Board of Supervisors (1920) 52 Cal, 3d 553,554-566; City
of Del Mar vs. City of San Diego (1982} 133 Cal. App.3d 401, 415-417.
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This alternative further reduces the size of the terminal facilities. This alternative assumes the
terminal facility would be a maximum of 79,725 square feet. Similar to Alternative A, the nature
of the improvements would generally be the same, though reduced in size compared to the
Proposed Project, with the following exceptions:

+  Baggage security screening would be the same as the Proposed Project.
o No additional space is assumed for ticketing facilities.
» No additional airport office space is assumed as part of this alternative.

Other aspects of the project, such as the number of gates, aircraft parking, and vehicular
parking would be the same for Alternative B as for the Proposed Project. The features described
for the Proposed Project, such as modification to the interior of the existing Airport Terminal
Building, the relocation of general aviation aircraft to Parcel O, the LEED standards, and
application of the Guiding Principles during project design would all apply to Alternative B.

This alternative would represent an approximately 22 percent decrease in square footage
compared to the Proposed Project. The EIR findings determined the impacts associated with
this alternative would be very similar to those associated with the Proposed Project. Refer to
Table 7-1 for a comparison of Alternative B impacts to the Proposed Project. Further description
of these impacts can be found in Section 3.0 of the EIR.

This alternative would not reduce the unavoidable Air Quality impact to a level considered less
than significant. With Alternative B the peak day construction would be the same as with the
Proposed Project. As a result, the impact would remain significant and unavoidabie. This
alternative would meet the project objectives as effectively as the Proposed Project. Sizing
recommendations done by HNTB as part of the project scoping process, identified size
parameters for various uses based on industry standards and code requirements. The
reduction of approximately 23,000 square feet would fall below the sizing parameters.
Additionally, this alternative does not provide for additional airport office space, a need identified
by the airport, the airlines, and TSA. Additionally, this aiternative would also have limitations in
its ability to meet the ticketing demands of the 4.2 MAP because there is no new space
allocation for this use. This scenario was found to be a feasible alternative, but was not selected
because it was not environmentally superior to the Proposed Project.

7.3 Alternative © {(No Project Alternative)

Alternative C represents the No Project Alternative, which assumes that no new facilities would
be provided at the Airport. The temporary holdrooms provided at the Airport would remain in
place. The terminal, including holdrooms, would be a total of 56,320 square feet. The airline
gates would be limited fo the eight that currently exist. A total of ten aircraft parking spaces
would be provided at the Airport. The parking would be limited to the parking available on site.
This would include the existing parking structure and surface parking. The spaces that are
currently leased off site would not be available because of the short-term nature of the leases.
Based on recent discussions, Boging has indicated the leases would not be available on a long-
term basis. Since no new vehicular parking spaces would be provided, this alternative would
have a net loss of approximately 2,100 parking spaces compared o current conditions.

Refer to Table 7-1 for a comparison of Alternative C impacts to the Proposed Project. Further
description of these impacts can be found in Section 3.0 of the EIR. This alternative would
eliminate all the consiruction-related impacts, including the significant, unavoidable impact on
Air Quality. However, this alternative would not have any of the benefits of the Proposed
Project, such as the long-term air quality benefits associated with electrification of the ground
suppaort equipment (GSE).
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This alternative would reduce the impacts compared to the Proposed Project; however, it does
not effectively meet the project objectives and therefore would not be feasible, as it applies to
these Findings. A key objective is to maximize safety and security of passengers, visitors, and
tenants by adhering to TSA, FAA, and ali other applicable state and local standards inciuding
the City’s fire, building, and safety codes. This alternative would not be able to meet the
requirements of TSA, which has identified a need for additional enclosed space to adequately
carry out their mission of providing security screening at the Airport. Additionally, the Airport
currently experiences overcrowding during peak hours, which compromises its ability to
effectively meet space requirements. As the commuter flights are added, Alternative C wolld
also not be able to meet the second objective which calls for ensuring that project sizing and
design of the improvements is in keeping with the parameters of the adopted Airport Noise
Compatibility Ordinance. The Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance provides for a minimum of
41 commercial flights and 25 commuter flights. The full utilization of the minimum number of
flights is expected to increase the number of passengers al the Airport from the 3.0 MAP in
2003 to approximately 4.2 MAP. This potential 37 percent increase in the number of
passengers being served would further tax the existing facilities, which were not designed to
accommodate this passenger level. Finally, this alternative would not meet the objective of
providing an uncomplicated; operationally; and energy-efficient, value-driven design within a
plan that can be developed in incremental stages. This afternative does not provide for the
phasing of any new facilities. With the current use of temporary facilities, the ability to intreduce
any expansion is limited because of the cluttered nature of the building layouts.

This alternative was not found to be environmentally superior and was not selected because it
was not found to be feasible as it applies to these Findings.

7.4 Alternative D

Alternative D proposed a rollback in square footage from existing conditions. This alternative
assumed no new facilities and proposed the removal of the existing temporary facilities currently
in use at the Airport. Terminal facilities would be reduced to 34,670 square feet. Parking would
be reduced to 2,835 vehicle spaces. This alternative was found not to be a feasible alternative
because it does not effectively meet the project objectives.- Additionally, this alternative would
not provide the beneficial effects of the project, such as the air quality benefits associated with
electrification of the GSE. This project was not carried forward for further evaluation in the EIR.
This alternative wouid experience all of the same shortcomings of the No Project Alternative but
would exacerbate the problems because temporary facilities would also be removed. This
alternative would not meet the project objectives, is not environmentally superior, and is not
feasible as it applies to these Findings.

7.5  Environmentally Superior Aliernative

None of the Build Alternatives are able to eliminate the significant, unavoidable, construction-
related Air Quality impacts. As a result, the evaluation of the environmentally superior
alternative focuses on each alternative ability to meet the project objectives. Each of the
alternatives {including the Proposed Project) would provide additional capacity that would help
serve the number of passengers served by the minimum number of flights provided for in the
Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance. However, based on the HNTB study (2004) conducted
during the scoping process, the recommended sizes of the facilities to best meet the needs for
the passengers, visitors, and tenants actually exceeded the square footage allocation of even
the Proposed Project. The Proposed Project is able to meet all the project objectives, including
complying with the parameters of the adopted Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance; it will
maintain the current character of the Airport Terminal Building as a Long Beach Cultural
Heritage Landmark; and it will construct an operationally and energy-efficient, value-driven
design. The Proposed Project does not result in substantially greater impacts than the other
build alternatives. Therefore, the Proposed Project is the environmentally superior alternative.
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Another consideration when selecting the environmentally superior alternative is the
consideration on the number of aircraft parking positions. The Proposed Project was evaluatied
with 14 parking positions. The project description identifies between 12 and 14 parking
positions. However, the reduction to 12 parking positions would potentially resuit in an increase
in air quality emissions. Based on Department of Transporiation data, approximately 15 percent
of the arrivals at the Airport are iate. When aircraft arrive late during peak hours, there would not
be an available parking position at the terminal. As a resuit, the aircraft would need to wait until
a position becomes available. In those cases the overall air emissions would increase from
aircraft idling. The Proposed Project does not result in substantially greater impacts than the
other build aliernatives. Therefore, the Proposed Froject is the environmentally superior
aiternative.
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COMPARISON OF IMPACTS BY ALTERNATIVE

TABLE 7-1

. Proposed Project

ternative 4

Impaets

Aesthetics
The Proposad Project would alter views of the project site Mitigated to less than Impagcts similar in nature, Impacts similar in nature. No impact
during construction activities, potentially resulting in short- significant Also, mitigated to less than | Also, mitigated to less than
term assthstic impacts in the vicinity of the terminal. significant. significant.
The Proposed Project would result in construction activities | Mitigated to less than Impacts similar in hature. impacts similar in nature. No impaci
and expansion of the terminal faciliies. This could resultin | significant Also, mitigated to fess than | Also, mitigated to less than
light and glare impacis associated with security lighting and significant. significant.
light emanating from the proposed improvements.
Alr Quality and Human Heaith Risk Assessment
Project-retated construction activities would result in a Significant and Irnpacts simifar in nature impacts similar in nature No Impact
significant short-term consiruction-related air guality impact | unavoidable because the type of because the type of
for NOy and VOC. construction activities would ; construction activities

be the sams. Also, wollld be the same. Also,

significant and unavoidable.  significant and

| unavoidable.

Cultural Resources
The Proposed Project would result in alterations 10 a Mitigated to Jess than Impacts simitar in nature., impacts similar in nature. No impact
designated historical landmark. significant Also, mitigated to less than | Also, mitigated to less than

significant. significant.
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
During construction, ashestos-containing materials could be | Mitigated to less than Impacts simiar in nature. Impacts similar in nature, No impact.
disturbed and iniroduced into the environment. significant Also, mitigated to less than | Also, mitigated 1o less than

significant. significant.
During construction, lead-based paint could be introduced Mitigated fo less than Impacts similar in nature. Impacts simitar in nature. No impact.
into the erwvironment. significam Also, mitigated 1o less than | Also, mitigated fo less than

significant. significant.
During grading activities at Parcel O, aerially-deposited lead | Mitigated to less than Impacts similar in nature., impacts similar in nature. Mo impact.
could be introduced into the environment. significant Also, mitigated to less than | Also, mitigated to less than

significant. significant.
During grading activities at Parcel O, DDT couid be Mitigated 1o less than impacts similar in nature. Impagcts similar in nature. No impact.
introduced into the environment. significant Also, mitigated fo less than | Also, mitigated to lese than

significant. significant. N
During construction, hazardous materials could be Mitigated fo less than Impacts similar in nature. Impacis similar in nature, Mo impact.
transported orio the Airport along established haul routes, | significant Also, mitigated to less than | Also, mitigated to less than
including Willow Street. significant. significant. o
Land Use and Relavant Planning
No significant jand use and relevant planning impacts were | No Impact. No Impact. No Impact. No Impact.

identified in conjunciion with the Proposed Praject or any of
the alternafives.
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impacts

Noise

No significant impacts were ideniified. All the alternatives
would comply with the Airport Noise Compatibility

No impact; however, a land
use compatibility program

No impact; howaver, a land
use compatibility pragram is

No impact; however, a land
use compafibility program

Mo impact; howaver, no
mitigation is proposed

Ordinance. is proposed to address propased 0 address those | is proposed to address with the No Project

those sensitive uses sensitive uses currently those sensitive uses Alternative.

currently within the 65 within the 85 GNEL contour | currently within the 65

CNEL contour. CNEL contour.
Night construction activity on Parcel O may resuit in noise Mitigated to less than Impacts similar in nature. Impacts simitar in nature. No impact.
levels in excess of the noise levels specified in the Long significant. Also, mitigated to less than | Also, mitigaied fo less than
Beach Noise Ordinance if heavy construction equipment significant, significant.
associated with grading and paving are used.
Public Services
No impacts were identified. The project would have Bensficial Beneficial Beneficial Overcrowding would
beneficial effects of providing additional capacity for continue. Based on
securlty. Service issues associated with overcrowding current flight levels this
would be reduced. would be adverse but not

significant.

Trangportation and Circulation
No significant traffic impacts were identified for the existing | No !mpact. No Impact. No Impact. No Impact.
plus project scenario. a
There would be insufficient parking at the Airpert to service | This would not apply to the | Impacts similar in nature. Impacts similar in nature, Impacts would be

the projected number of passengers.

Proposed Project, but
wouid be applicabie to the
Optimized Flights scenario.
Mitigated to less than
significant

This impact would only
apply to the Optimized
Flighis scenario. Mitigated to
less than significant.

This impact would anly
apply to the Optimizad
Flights scenario. Mitigated
to less than significant.

substantiaily greater
because no additionat
parking is proposed and
the current leased
parking would not be
available in the 2020
timeframe. This would
apply to with and without
Optimized Flights. This
would be a slgnificant
snavoidable impact.
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8.0 OPTIMIZED FLIGHTS

The Planning Commission adopts the finding described below:

The Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance, which became part of the Long BeachMunicipal
Code (LBMC) in 1985, has provisions to increase the number of flights over the minimum 41
commercial flights and 25 commuter flights provided that the flights can be added without
airlines or commuters exceeding their allocated portion of the CNEL noise budget hased on the
baseline years 1989 to 1980. The air carrier and commuter noise budget assessment is
conducted annually based on the October 1 through September 30 timeframe, with City Council
action required on or before November 15 of each year. Effective dates for any incremental
flight increases would be January 1 of the following year.

Additionally flights would only be feasible if the airlines optimized their flight operations through
methods such as using quieter aircraft and reducing the number of late night operations. To
date, this has never been accompiished at the Airport. Implementation of the terminal area
improvements is not a criteria for the Optimized Flights, and the Proposed Project would not
facilitate the airiines in meeting the required noise reduction. The City Council directed that the
EIR also addressed the potential impacts associated with an increase in the number of flights,
as well as the full utilization of the minimum 25 commuter flights.

The purpose of this analysis was to respond to the community’s request for information on what
the impacts associated with an increase in the number of flights would be. There was a
component of the community that requested an evaluation of flight levels if the Airport Noise
Compatibility Ordinance was revoked. Revocation of the Ordinance was deemed to be too
speculative since there was no indication that any of the parties involved were interested in such
an action. The City Council has continued to voice support of the Ordinance; the airlines
operating at the Airport have voiced support of the Ordinance; and the FAA has reaffirmed the
Airport’s “grandfathered” status pursuant to the Airport Noise Capacity Act (ANCA). Therefore,
an analysis that assumed optimization of flights within the parameters of the Airport Noise
Compatibility Ordinance provided the most sound approach in providing the type of evaluation
the community requested. Though an increase in the number of flights is allowable under the
Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance regardless of any action on this project, it would not be
considered a readily foreseeable action because the airlines have not ever met the criteria for
increasing the number of flights.

The assumptions used to develop this analysis were based on realistic assumptions about the
fleet and time of operation as opposed to an idealized flest, such as assuming no night
operations. The analysis assumed: (1) each airline would continue to operate in its current
markets; (2) each airline would use the quietest aircraft currently in its fleet or on order; (3) each
airline would reduce their night operations by 50 percent from 2004 levels; and (4) all new flights
would be distributed throughout the day according to the present distribution of flights with
reduced night operations. Under optimal conditions, which have never been achieved at the
Airport, the estimated number of increased flighis would range between 7 and 11 flights. For
analysis purposes, an addition of 11 air carrier flights was used. The 25 commuier flights would
fill the commuter budget; there is not a foreseeable scenario in which additional commuter
flights could be aliocated under the budget. The City would not have any discretion on allowing
the flights if the conditions outlined in the Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance are met.

The analysis of the 52 (41 plus 11) air carrier flights and the 25 commuter flights would result in
additional impacts beyond those that would occur with the minimum flight levels allowed under
the Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance. Though not project-related impacts, the EIR
identified the potential impacts and made recommendations on potential mitigation measures.
The additional impact associated with the Optimized Flights Scenaric would inciude:
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»  Incremental air quality emissions with the Optimized Flights would exceed SCAQMD’s
PM,o concentration threshold due to associated GSE and vehicular traffic activity;
contribute substantially to an existing air quality violation; and expose sensitive receptors
to significant PMso concentrations. Implementation of the mitigation program presented
in Section 3.2.3 would reduce these impacts, but not to a level considered less than
significant.

s Alr quality emissions with the Optimized Flights would exceed SCAQMD’s thresholds of
significance for CO and NOx. The mitigation program presented in Section 3.2.3 would
reduce the CO impacts to a level considered less than significant. NOx emissions would
remain significant even after implementation of the mitigation program.

« The Optimized Flights Scenario has the potential to induce airport land uses beyond the
Airport boundary. Specifically, the increased flight levels would require additional
vehicular parking beyond the levels provided by the Proposed Project. This impact is
associated with the Optimized Flights Scenario and not the Proposed Project. Mitigation
measure MM 3.8-2 would reduce this impact to a level considered less than significant.

«  The Existing Plus Optimized Flights scenario would result in significant impacts at the
Spring Street/Lakewood Boulevard and the Willow Street/Lakewood Boulevard
intersections during the weekday a.m. peak hour. With the implementation of MM 3.8-1,
this impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

s With the Optimized Flights Scenario, there would be insufficient parking to accommodate
the additional passenger levels. With the implementation of MM 3.8-2, this impact would
be reduced to a tevel considered less than significant.

This information has been provided to the Planning Commission for informational purposes
only. No action is recommended or required pertaining to the Optimized Flights Scenario.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
FOR LONG BEACH AIRPORT TERMINAL AREA IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared in accotdance
with Public Resources Code Section 21081.6, which requires a Lead or Responsible Agency
that approves or carries out a project where an EIR has identified significant environmental
effects to “adopt a reporting and monitoring program for the changes made to the project or
conditions of project approval, adopted in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the
environment.” The City of Long Beach is the Lead Agency for the proposed project.

This MMRP is designed to monitor implementation of all feasible mitigation measures (MM) as
identified in the Draft Environmental impact Report (EIR) for the Long Beach Terminal Area
Improvement Project. Each mitigation measure is listed and categorized by topic, with an
accompanying discussion of the following:

= The Monitoring Phase, or the phase of the project during which the mitigation measure
should be monitored (i.e., pre-construction, construction, or post-construction);

» The Enforcement Agency (.e., the agency with the authority to enforce the mitigation
measure}; and

» The Monitoring Agency (i.e., the agency to which mifigation reports involving feasibility,
compliance, implemantation, and development operation are made).

The entity responsible for the implementation of all mitigation measures shall be the City of
Long Beach, Planning and Building Department unless otherwise noted.

To more easily facilitate implementation of the MMP, the mitigation measures are roughly
organized in stages associated with conatruction. Several of the mitigation measures would
apply to more than one stage of construction. To facilitate the monitoring at each phase, these
measures have been duplicated in each of the applicable stages. The categories and
descriptions are as follows:

s Pre-Construction ~ This stage includes all aspects of design, including design of buildings
(both interior and exterior) and design of construction practices {e.g., haul routes, Safety
Plans, permits).

«  Demolition — This includes measures which must be addressed immediately before or
during demolition activities.

« Grading ~ This includes measures which must be addressed immediately before or during
grading activities.

»  Construction — This includes measures which must be addressed immediately before or
during construction activities.

» Post-Construction — This stage describes measures which can only be addressed once
construction has terminated and the building is in use.

+ On-Going — This includes ongoing aciivities.

»  QOptimized Flights Scenario - This includes measures not associated with the proposed
project.

v
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The Mitigation Program identified to reduce potential project impacts consists of: Project Design
Features (PDF); Standard Conditions and Requirements (SC); and Mitigation Measures (MM).
The numbeting of these items in the MMRP is generally consistent with the numbering provided
in the EIR, with the following exceptions:

Old Number New Number

SC3.4-4 MM 3.4-5
5C 3.4-5 MM 3.4-6
SC 3.4-6 SC 3.4-4
SC3.4-7 SC3.4-5
SC 3.4-8 MM 3.4-7
SC 3.4-9 MMS3.4-8
SC3.7-3 MM 3.7-1
SC3.7-4 MM 3.7-2

It should also be noted that several new mitigation measures were added in response o
comments received on the Draft EIR. Specifically, the following mitigation measures, which are
included herein, were added: MM 3.2-10a, MM 3.2-10b, MM 3.2-16, and MM 3.2-17.

The components of the mitigation program are described below.

« Project Design Features — PDFs are specific design elements proposed by the project
applicant and incorporated into the project to prevent the occurrence of, or reduce the
significance of, potential environmental effects. Because PDFs have been incorporated into
the project, they do not constitute mitigation measures as defined by California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). However, PDFs are identified in the mitigation section
for each topical issue to ensure that they are included in the mitigation monitoring program
(MMP) to be developed for, and implemented as a part of, the proposed project.

» Standard Conditions and Requirements — Standard conditions and requirements are
based on local, state, or federal regulations or laws that are frequently required
independently of CEQA review. They also serve to offset or prevent specific impacts. Typical
standard conditions and requirements inciude compliance with the provisions of the Uniform
Building Code, South Coast Arr Quality Management District Rules, local agency fee
programs, etc. Additional conditions may be imposed on the project by government
agencies during the approval process, as appropriate.

» Mitigation Measures — Where a potentially significant environmental effect has been
identified and is not reduced o a level considered less than significant through the
application of PDFs and standard conditions and requirements, project-specific mitigation
measures have been recommended.
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LIST OF ACRONYMS

The following are acronyms used in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program:

ACMs
ACP
ADPM
APU
BACT
CCR
CEQA
CNEL
cO
DOT
EIR
FAA
GSE
HECP
Hz
LEED
{08
MLD
MM
MMP
MMRP
MCU
NOy
PDF
PMyo
SCAQMD
S0
SWPPP
SWRCB
TSA
USEPA
V/C
VOC

Asbestos Containing Materials

Ashestos Concrete Pipe

Average Day-Peak Month

Auxiliary Power Unit

Best Available Conirol Technology

California Code of Regulations

Callifornia Environmental Quality Act
Community Noise Equivalent Level

Carbon Monoxide
dichloro-diphenyl-trichlorosthane
Environmenta! impact Report

Federal Aviation Administration

Ground Support Equipment

Health and Safety Contingency Plan

Hertz

Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
Level of Service

Most Likely Descendent

Mitigation Measure

Mitigation Monitoring Program

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
Memorandum of Understanding

Oxides of Nitrogen

Project Design Feature

Respirable particulate matter less than 10 micrometers in diameter
South Coast Air Quality Management District
Standard Conditions and Requirements
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program
State Water Resources Control Board
Transportation Security Administration
United States Environmental Protection Agency
Volume to Capacity (Ratio)

Volatile Organic Compound
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PRE-CONSTRUCTION STAGE

Aesthetics

Proiect Design Features

PDF 3.1-1 The Guiding Principles have been used in the development of the conceptual
design plan. As part of final design, the requirements outlined in these
documents, which are named below, would provide guidance to protect the
historic integrity of the existing terminal. This also serves to ensure a unified
appearance and enhance the aesthetics of the terminal area. The Guiding
Principles include: (1) May 7, 19890, memorandum of understanding (MOU) by
the Neighborhood and Historic Preservation Officer for the City of Long Beach
providing guidelines for future environmental review of the Airport Terminal
Building; (2) Secretary of the interior's standards for rehabilitation of higtoric
buildings; (3} Development and Use Standards for the Long Beach Airport
Terminal Planned Development Plan Ordinance adopted by the City Council on
September 2, 1997; (4) the City's Cultural Heritage Ordinance (Chapter 2.63 of
the Municipal Code): and (5) a memorandum on considerations for new
construction prepared by PCR (June 22, 2005). These documents all provide
quidance on development standards for terminal area improvements and are
included in Appendix B of the EIR.

s Monitoring Phase: Pre-consiruction

Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Action indicating Compliance: Site Plan review/fissuance of building
permits.

Standard Conditions and Requirements

SC 3.1-1 Prior to building plan approval, the Planning Commission shall ensure that all
development complies with the development standards and design guidelines
contained in Ordinance No. C-7486, Development and Use Standards for the
Long Beach Airport Terminal Planned Development Plan (PD-12).

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-consiruction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning Commission

= Action indicating Compliance: Site Plan review/issuance of building
permils.

8C3.1-2 Prior to building plan approval, the Cultural Heritage Commission shall ensure
that any new construction proposed adjacent to the Terminal Building or attached
onto it shall comply with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidslines for Preserving, Rehabilitating,
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5C 3.1-3

Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic buildings, and more specifically, the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards).

s Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

s Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of l.ong Beach, Cultural Heritage Commission

= Action Indicating Compliance: Issuance of Certificate of
Appropriateness.

Prior to building plan approval, the Cultural Heritage Commission shall ensure
that all development shall comply with the May 7, 1990 MOU adopted by the City
Councii and Cultural Heritage Commission providing guidelines for future
environmental review of the Airport Terminal Building (the MOU is contained in
Appendix B of the EIR).

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Cultural Heritage Commission

« Action Indicating Compliance: Issuance of Cerlificate of
Appropriateness.

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.1-3

MM 3.1-4

Prior to building plan approval, the Planning Commission shall ensure that all
exterior lighting be designed and located as to avoid intrusive effects on the
runway operations, so as not to result in an air safety hazard. Low-intensity street
lighting and low-intensity exterior lighting shall be used throughout the
development to the extent feasible. Lighting fixtures shall use shielding, if
necessary io prevent spill lighting on adjacent off-site uses.

= Wonitoring Phage: Pre-construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning Commission

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan reviewfissuance of building
permits

Prior to building plan approval, the Planning Commission shall ensure that all
development projects use reflective glass that is less than 20 percent and all
other materials used on exterior buildings and structures shall be selected with
attention to minimizing reflective glare.

= RMonitoring Phase: Pre-construction

»  Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Depariment
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= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning Commission

« Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan reviewfissuance of building
permits.

Ajr Quality and Human Health Risk Assessment

Project Design Features

PDF 3.2-1 As part of project design, the City of Long Beach shall ensure the terminal area
improvements are designed and constructed to mest Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design (LEED) specifications.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review/issuance of building
permits.

Standard Conditions and Requirements

5C3.2-3 in support of PDF 3.2-1, requiring the design and construction of the terminal
improvements to meet LEED standards, all new and substantially modified
buildings shall meet California Title 24 Energy Efficiency standards for water
heating, space heating, and cooling to the extent feasible.

= RMonitoring Phase: Pre-construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

Monltoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review/fissuance of building
permits.

SC3.2-4 All new and modified point source facilities (e.g., utility equipment, fuel storage
and dispensing) shall obtain all required permits from the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD). To obtain these permits, the facilities will need
to include Best Available Control Technology (BACT) that reduces emissions of
criteria pollutants.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction
«  Enforcement Agency: South Coast Air Quality Management District

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Pilanning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: proof of BACT usefSite Plan review/
issuance of permits.
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SC 3.2-5 In support of PDF 3.2-1 and to conserve energy, require that all exterior lighting
use color-corrected low sodium lighting.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Depariment

« Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review. Issuance of building
permits.

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.2-11  During project design, the architect shall provide that all fixtures used for fighting
exterior common areas are regulated by automatic devices to turn off lights when
they are not needed.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review. Issuance of building
permits.

MM 3.2-12  As part of the air carrier ramp design, the City of Long Beach shall incorporate
electric charging station infrastructure to support operation of electric Ground
Support Equipment (GSE) and other on-airport vehicles.
« Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction
= Enforcement Agency: Gity of Long Beach Public Works Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review. Issuance of building
permits.

MM 3.2-13  As part of the air carrier ramp design, preconditioned air and 400 Hertz (Hz)
power from electric units (or electric power grid) will incorporate provisions at the
commercial passenger aircraft parking positions to allow aircraft pilots the ability
to plug in at the gate and turn off the auxiliary power unit (APU),

=  Moniloring Phase: Pre-construction
»  Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Department

« Monitoring Agency: City of lLong Beach Planning and Building
Depariment
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= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review. Issuance of building
permits.

Cultural Resources

Project Design Features

PDF 3.3-1 The Guiding Principles have been used in the development of the conceptual
design plan. As part of final design, the requirements outlined in these
documents, which are named below, would provide guidance fo protect the
historic integrity of the existing terminal. The Guiding Principles include:
(1) May 7, 1990, MOU by the Neighborhood and Historic Preservation Officer for
the City of Long Beach providing guidelines for future environmental review of
the Airport Terminal Building; (2) Secretary of the Interior's standards for
rehabilitation of histotic buildings; (3) Development and Use Standards for the
Long Beach Airport Terminal Planned Development Plan Ordinance adopted by
the City Council on September 2, 1997, (4) the City’s Cultural Heritage
Ordinance (Chapter 2.63 of the Municipal Code); and (5) a memorandum on
considerations for new construction prepared by PCR (June 22, 2005). These
documents all provide guidance on development standards for terminal area
improvements and are included in Appendix B of the EIR.

=  Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

=  Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Cultural Heritage Commission

=  Action Indicating Compliance; Site Plan review/issuance of a
certificate of appropriateness by the Cultural Heritage Commission.

Standard Conditions and Requirements

SC3.3-3 In compliance with Chapter 2.63 of the Municipal Code no permits for the
alteration, remodel, eniarging, or improvementis to the Airport Terminal, shall be
issued prior to review by the Cultural Heritage Commission and issuance by the
Commission of a certificate of appropriateness.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

=  Enforcement Agency: Cily of Long Beach, Cultural Heritage
Commission

= Monitoring Agenecy: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

« Action Indicating Compliance: Site plan approval. lssuance of
certificate of appropriateness. Issuance of permits.

Mitigation Measures

it was determined that, prior to mitigation, the proposed terminal area improvements conceptual
design has the potential to cause a substantial adverse change, as per Section 15064.5(b) of
the CEQA Guidelines, in the significance of the Long Beach Airport Terminal Building because
physical characteristics that convey the historical significance of the resource would be
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materially altered in a manner that may not meet the Secretary’s Standards. Those specific
design concepts that have been identified as potentially adverse have corresponding mitigation
measures as explained in the list below. If during the final design phase these specific design
plans are not selected, then the associated mitigation measures would not be necessary. The
applicability of these measures would be determined through design review by the Cuitural
Heritage Commission and issuance by the Commission of a certificate of appropriateness, as
outlined in Chapter 2.63 of the Municipal Code (SC 3.3-3). Additionally, other design measures
may be recommended by the Cuiturai Heritage Commission through the design review process,
which would be required prior o issuance of a certificate of appropriateness.

MM 3.3-1 if the proposed Airport Terminal improvements are to be connected to the
original 1941 structure, then the project architect shall design the connection
between the new structure and the existing Airport Terminal Building so that it is
attached beneath the existing cornice, to be consistent with the Streamline
Moderne design.

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

s Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review. Issuance of a
certificate of appropriateness by the Cultural Heritage Commission.

MM 3.3-2 If during final design, new windows are required in the existing Airport Terminal
Building, the project architect shall ensure that windew treatments reference the
style of the original Airport Terminal windows, which are very specific 10 the
Airport Terminal. The use of the window wall, as seen on the northwest and
southwest corner, shall be used as an example.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

s  Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

=« Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review/lssuance of a
certificate of appropriateness by the Cultural Heritage Commission

MM 3.3-3 If during the final design, window replacement is proposed for the original Airport
Terminal Building, then the new window(s) shall repiicate the original style of
fenestration. If the original windows that are currently missing from the building
are still extant, then those windows shall be returned fo their original location, if
feasible.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

s  Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Buiiding
Department
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MM 3.3-4

MM 3.3-5

MM 3.3-6

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review. lssuance of a
certificate of appropriateness by the Cultural Heritage Gommission.

If during final design, new doorframes in the Airport Terminal Building are
proposed, then the project architect shall reference the style of the original
doorframes located on the east and south facades of the original Airport Terminal
Building for the new doorway(s).

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

* Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Cultural Heritage Commission

Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review. Issuance of a
certificate of appropriateness by the Cultural Heritage Commission.

The City of Long Beach, Public Works Director or designee shali stipulate in the
Plans and specifications that exterior material should be compatible in type, color
and finish to the existing material used on the Airport Terminal Building. Testing
should be done to determine original colors, if necessary. Implementation of this
mitigation measure will be at the direction of the Cultural Heritage Commission.

» RMonitoring Phase: Pre-construction
a Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Department

=  Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review. Issuance of a
certificate of appropriateness by the Cultural Heritage Commission.

If during final design, the shelterfticketing areas are proposed on either side of
the existing 1941 Airport Terminal Building, then the project architect shall scale
down the proposed design. This could be accomplished with a lower profile,
possibly with a flat roof that fits in visually with the horizontal nature of the
architectural style of the terminal. The manner in which this mitigation measure
will be implemented shall be reviewed by the Cultural Heritage Commission as
part of the issuance of the certificate of appropriateness.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

s Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

« Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review. lssuance of a
certificate of appropriateness by the Cultural Heritage Commission.
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Hazards and Hazardous Wastes

Standard Conditions and Requirements

5C 3.4-2

5C 3.44

8C 3.4-5

The Coniracior shall develop a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
to minimize potential shortderm significant hazardous materials impacts
assoclated with construction activities.

« Monitoring Phase: Pre-construciion
¢ Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Depariment
= Monitoring Agency: State Water Resources Contrel Board (SWRCB)

« Action Indicating Compliance: A completed SWPPP submitted to
SWRCB.

The Airport shall comply with the Airport Industrial National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System permit (CAS000001MWDID 4B195004985). Construction
activities that disturb more than one acre shal! abide by the State issued State
Water Resources Control Board Order 99-08 General Permit CAS000002. As
part of this process, the Airport would be required to prepare a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction
Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Depariment
= Monitoring Agency: State Water Resources Control Board

» Action Indicating Compliance: A completed SWPPP submitted to
SWRCB/issuance of permit.

Construction of the Proposed Project shall be in compliance with local and State
construction and building requirements and regulations, including the Uniform
Building Code.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-Construction/Construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

= Monitoring Agency: Cilty of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Depariment

= Action Indicating Compliance: Approval of Development Plans. Site
inspections.

Prior to the initiation of demolition/construction, the Contractor shall develop an
approved Health and Safety Contingency Plan (HSCP) in the event that
unanticipated/unknown environmental contaminants are encountered during
construction. The plan shall be developed to protect workers, safeguard the
environment, and meet the requirements of the California Code of Regulations
(CCR), Title 8, General Industry Safety Orders ~ Control of Hazardous
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Substances. The Plan shall include measures for handling any unknown wasies
or suspect materials discovered during construction by the Contractor, which
he/she believes may involve hazardous waste or hazardous materials.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

« Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Planning and Building
Department

= Action indicating Compliance: A completed HSCP. Issuance of Notice
{o Proceed for construction.

Public Services

Project Design Features

PDF 3.7-1

The Proposed Project and the build scenarios include a number of features that
would enhance public safety and security af the Airport. These features, which
include new holdrooms, concession areas, passenger and baggage security
screening facilities, baggage claim devices, baggage service office, restrooms,
office space, and ticketing facilities, would reduce overcrowding and provide an
expanded baggage screening area, which would also be enclosed to protect
sensitive screening equipment.

» Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

= Action indicating Compliance: Site Plan review. Issuance of permit.

Standard Conditions and Requirements

SC3.7-1

Prior to the initiation of construction activities, the City’s contractor shall prepare a
Traffic Control Plan to ensure that adequate emergency access is maintained at
the Airport during construction. As part of the Traffic Control Plan the contractor
shall alert emergency and security service providers of the construction activities
for each phase of construction. The Traffic Control Plan shall be submitted to the
City Traffic Engineer for approval.

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
»  AMonitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

»  Action Indicating Compliance: Acceptance of an approved Traffic
Control Plan,
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8C3.7-2 During project design, the facility improvements shall adhere to Transportation
Security Administration (TSA), Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), and ali
applicable standards including Gity of Long Beach fire code, building code, and
safety code. Long Beach Fire Department shall review and approve design plans
as part of the site plan review and building permit processes.

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department.

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Airport Bureau and City of
Long Beach Fire Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site Plan review. Issuance of permit.
MM 3.7-2 Prior to initiation of any modifications to the airfield side, the contractor shall

provide a Construction Phasing Implementation Plan, meeting the approval of the
Airport Manager. The Plan shall demonstrate how construction activities will be
conducted and that all applicable FAA airfield safety requirements are being met.
In addition, the contractor shall prepare a safety plan and participate in on-going
weekly safety meetings during construction.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction/Construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Airport Bureau

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Airport Bureau

Action Indicating Compliance: Acceptance of an approved
Construction Phasing Implementation Plan and an approved Safety Plan.

Traffic and Circulation

Project Design Features

PDF 3.8-1 A component of the Proposed Project is the provision of a new parking structure
that would accommodate 4,000 vehicles.

s« Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction/Construction
s Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicaling Compliance: Design and construction of a parking
structure.

PDF 3.8-2  The project would also include the extension of the south side of the Donald
Douglas Drive loop to exit onto Lakewood Boulevard, with eastbound right turn
only to southbound access on to Lakewood Boulevard.

Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
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= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment

= Action Indicating Compliance: Design and extension of Douglas Drive
loop; eastbound right turn to southbound access onto Lakewood
Boulevard.

PDF 3.8-3 With the construction of the parking structure existing surface parking would be
displaced. To address potential parking demand during construction, Parcel O
would be developed to serve parking demand not met by existing facilities.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction/Construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Monitoring Agency: Gity of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Development of Parcel O to
accommodate displaced vehicle parking during construction of the
parking structure and Terminal improvements. Compliance can also be

accomplished by leasing existing unused parking spaces from Boeing
{requires a signed lease agreement).
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DEMOLITION STAGE

Aesthetics

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.1-1

MM 3.1-2

During construction activities, the construction contractor shall ensure that
construction materials and equipment staging areas be located away from
existing residential uses and, when feasible, appropriate screening
{i.e., temporary fencing with opaque material) shall be used to buffer views of the
construction site,

= Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

s Action Indicating Compliance: Placement of staging area to be
approved prior to building commencement. Inclusion of requirement in
contract specifications.

During construction activities, the construction contractor shall ensure that
temporary construction-related security lighting shall be arranged so that direct
rays will not shine on or produce glare for adjacent street traffic and residential
uses. The light fixiures specified for the Project design must comply with the
standard of the liluminating Engineering Society for full cutoff capability.

= Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

» Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment

= Actlon Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
spacifications. Approval of consiruction staging plans.

Air Quality and Human Health Risk Assessment

Standard Conditions and Reguirements

S5C 3.2-1

During construction of the Proposed Project, the City and its contractors will be
required to comply with regional rules, which would assist in reducing short-term
air pollutant emissions. SCAQMD Rule 402 requires that air poliutant emissions
should not create a nuisance off-site. SCAQMD Rule 403 requires that fugitive
dust be controlled with the best available control measures so the presence of
such dust does not remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line of
the emission source. Two options are presented in Rule 403; monitoring of
particulate concentrations or active control. Monitoring involves a sampling
network around the project with no additional control measures unless specified
concenirations are exceeded. The active conirol option does not require any
monitoring, but requires that a list of measures be implemented starting with the
first day of construction.

Rule 403 requires that “A person conducling active operations within the
houndaries of the South Coast Air Basin shall utilize one or more of the
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applicable best available conirol measures 1o minimize fugitive dust emissions
from each fugitive dust source type which is part of the active operation.”
Rule 403 also requires that the construction activities “shalt not cause or aliow
PM,, levels to exceed 50 micrograms per cubic meter when determined by
simultaneous sampling, as the difference between upwind and down wind
sample.” A project is exempt from the monitoring requirement “if the dust control
actions, as specified in Table 2 are implemented on a routine basis for each
applicable fugitive dust source type.” (Table 2 from Rule 403 is presented at the
end of this MMRP as Table 1.) Under high wind conditions {i.e., when wind gusts
exceed 25 miles per hour} additional control measures are required, and “the
required control measures for high wind conditions are implemented for each
applicable fugitive dust source type, as specified in Table 1.” (Table 1 from Rule
403 is presented at the end of this MMRP as Table 2.) Monitoring of particulate
concentrations does not reduce fugitive dust emissions; therefore, to minimize
fugitive dust emissions the construction activities will utilize the measures
presented in Table 2 and Table 1 (Tables 1 and 2 in Rule 403) rather than the
monitoring opticn of SCAQMD Rule 403.

Further, Rule 403 requires that the project shall “prevent or remove within one
hour the track-out of bulk material onto public paved roadways as a result of their
operations.” Alternatively, the project can “take at least one of the actions listed in
Table 3." (Table 3 from Rule 403 is presenied at the end of this MMRP as
Table 3.) In addition, the project would be required to “prevent the track-out of
bulk material onto public paved roadways as a result of their operations and
remove such material at anytime track-out extends for a cumulative distance of
greater than 50 feet on to any paved public road during active operations; and
remove all visible roadway dust tracked-out upon public paved roadways as &
result of active operations at the conciusion of each work day when active
operations cease.

Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Departrment

= Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Site inspections.

8C3.2-2 In support of PDF 3.2-1, requiring the design and construction of the terminal
improvements to meet LEED standards, building materials, architectural coatings
and cleaning solvents shall comply with all applicable SCAQMD rules and
regulations.
« Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Agtion Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirements in contract
specifications. Field inspections.
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Mitigation Measures

The follow mitigation measures are grouped because the enforcement agency, monitoring
agency, and actions indicating compliance are the same for all.

MM 3.2-1

MM 3.2-2

MM 3.2-3

MM 3.2-4

MM 3.2-5

MM 3.2-7

MM 3.2-8

MM 3.2-8

MM 3.2-10

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors to ensure that all equipment is properly tuned and maintained in
accordance with manufacturers’ specifications.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
gontractors to maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize
exhaust emissions. During construction, engines on trucks and vehicles in
loading and unloading queues will be turned off when not in use, to reduce
vehicle emissions. Construction activities should be phased and scheduled to
avoid emissions peaks and discontinued during second-stage smog alerts.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
coniractors sweep streets as needed during construction, but not more frequently
than hourly, if visible soil material has been carried onto adjacent public roads.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors to visually inspect construction equipment prior to leaving the site;
loose dirt shall be washed off with wheel washers as necessary.

During construction, the City shall coordinate with the contractor to maximize the
ability to power construction activity utilizing electricity from power poles rather
than temporary diesel or gasoline power generators, to the extent possible.

The contract specifications shall require that all on-site mobile equipment used
during construction shall be powered by alternative fuel sources (i.e., methanol,
natural gas, propane, or butane) where feasible.

During construction, the City shall provide a location and require the contractor to
store all construction equipment used in the project construction within the
project site (away from adjacent residential areas) to reduce the impact on the
roatdway system and the resultant air emissions.

On-site construction equipment staging areas and construction worker parking
lots shall be located on either paved surfaces or unpaved surfaces that are
periodically treated with non-toxic soil stabilizers.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce the coniractor
to schedule all deliveries related to construction activities that affect traffic flow
during off-peak hours (e.g., 10:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m.) and deliveries shall be
coordinated to achieve consolidated truck trips. When traffic flow is impacted by
the movement of construction materials andfor equipment, temporary traffic
controls shall be provided to improve traffic flow (e.g., flag person).

The contract specifications shall require all on-site heavy-duty construction
equipment shall be equipped with diesel particulate traps to the extent that this
equipment is available at the time the contracts are awarded.

The construciion specifications shalt require and the City shall enforce that
emulsified diesel fuel be used in diesel-fueled construction equipment that is not
equipped with diese! particuiate traps to reduce NOy emissions.
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The use of emulsified diese! fuel in construction equipment is assumed to reduce
construction equipment NOy emissions by 15 to 20 percent (CARB 2004).
Applying the lower end of that range to the peak daily NOx emissions from
construction equipment would reduce NOx emissions by approximaiely
70 Ibs/day 1o a peak day NOx emission inventory for construction of 424 ibs/day.
This level would still be above the significance threshold. Volatile Organic
Compound (VOC) emissions would also remain significant and unavoidabte.

MM 3.2-10a During construction of the Proposed Project, the City and its contractors shall be
required to comply with the following provisions, where feasible, to reduce
construction NOy and VOC emissions:

»  Provide on-site lunch trucks/facilities during construction to reduce off-site
worker vehicle trips.

s Prohibit construction vehicles idling in excess of five minutes to be
consistent with State law.

+ Suspend use of all construction equipment during a first-stage smog alert.

« Designate a person who will ensure implementation of the proposed
mitigation measures through direct inspection and investigation of
complaints. The City or the contractor shall provide a telephone number
that residents may call should they have complaints regarding
construction nuisance.

MM 3.2-17  The City will require street cleaning of Douglas Drive with a vacuum type street
sweeper at least once per week. The vacuum sweeper will make sufficient
circuits through the terminal area to vacuum the entire street surface (not just the
gutter area) to reduce fugitive PM emissions from re-entrained road dust.
Douglas Drive beiween Lakewood Boulevard and the Long Beach Airport
terminal (including the loop in front of the terminal and return) shall be cleaned in
this manner. The anticipated future exit road back to Lakewood Boulevard would
also be cleaned in this manner.

The range of potential control efficiencies for this mitigation measure is from
approximately 10 percent to 50 percent.” It is anticipated that a 75 percent
reduction would be needed to reduce the peak incremental PMyo concentration
below the significance threshold; therefore, PMy, concentrations would remain
significant after implementation of this mitigation measure.

Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment

Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirements in confract
specifications. Site inspections.

" Cowherd, C., P. Englehart, G.E. Muleski, J.S. Kinsey, and K.D. Rosbury, 1980. Control of Fugitive and
Hazardous Dusts, Noyes Data Corporation, Park Ridge, NJ. p.21.
“ simprovement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No. 1) Final Report,” by Midwest Research
Institute for SCAQMD, Riamond Bar, CA, March 29, 19986,

-8 -
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Hazards and Hazardous Wasies

Frolect Design Features

PDF 3.4-1 The proposed terminal improvementis would be constructed in a manner
consistent with LEED standards cerfification requiremenis to, among other
things, minimize potential hazards and hazardous waste impacts.

= Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment
« Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Depariment

= Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Site inspections.

Standard Conditions and Reguirements

SC 3.4-3 The Airport Terminal Building is known o contain asbestos concrete materials
(ACMs). The applicant shall comply with notification and asbestos removal
procedures ouilined in SCAQMD Rule 1403 to reduce asbestos-related health
issues,

a  Monitoring Phase: Damolition

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment

= Agction Indicating Compliance: Report summarizing the findings and
submitted to the City and SCAQMD, which includes a description of
mitigation measures which will be. taken to remove the ACMs (if
applicable). Notification measures as described in SCAQMD Rule 1403.

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.4-2 Prior to the demolition of any on-site building or portion of any on-site building
constructed prior to 1973, the City shall screen the buildings for lead-based paint.
If lead-based paint is identified, remediation measures shall be developed in
accordance with all applicable federal, State, and local regulatory requirements.

= Monitoring Phase: Demalition
»  Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment

= Action Indicating Compliance: Report summarizing the findings and
identification of remediation measures, i necessary. Inclusion in
contractor specifications, if applicabie.

MM 3.4-3 During demolition and excavation aclivities and during preparation of the
geotechnical study in the design phase, the City shall have a qualified inspector
onsite to inspect and sample the soil for contaminants. If observations during
demolition activities indicate that site soil is affected by contaminants, demolition
work should be siopped in the area involved until an analysis of the soil
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conditions can be performed and additional recommendations evaluated and
performed as necessary.

Monitoring Phase: Demolition
» Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Depariment
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Department

»  Action Indicating Compliance: A completed geotechnical study.
Issuance of permits.

MM 3.4-5 Prior to demolition of any facilities at Million Air, the applicant shall test for
asbestos containing materials. Should ACM or asbestos concrete pipe (ACF} be
found, the applicant shall comply with notification and asbestos removal
procedures outlined in SCAQMD Rule 1403 to reduce asbestos related health
risks.

s Monitoring Phase: Demolition

« Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Report summarizing the findings and
submitted 1o the City and SCAQMD, which includes a description of
mitigation measures which will be taken to remove the ACM or ACP (if
applicable). Notification measures as described in SCAQMD Rule 1403.
MM 3.4-6 The City Engineer, or his designee, shall verify that every contractor transporting
or handling hazardous materials and/or wastes during project impiementation
has permits and licenses from all relative health and regulatory agencies to
operate and properly manifest all hazardous or California regulated material.
=  Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Depariment
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Proof that appropriate permits and
licenses have been obiained; display of manifests.

MM 3.4-7 Prior to initiating construction activities, the contractor shall verify the locations of
underground pipelines in the terminal area, ramp, and parking areas. Appropriate
precautions shall be taken to ensure that pipelines are not disturbed or are
properly relocated during construction.

Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

« Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
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Noise

= Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Site inspections.

Standard Conditions and Requirementis

SC 3.6-2

The contractor shall comply with the City of Long Beach Noise Ordinance
pertaining to limitations on construction activities, as outlined in Exhibit 3.6-12 of
the EIR, to the extent feasible while minimizing any potential conflicts with
aviation activities.

e Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Adherence o the construction hours and requirements

specified in the City’s Noise Ordinance or permission from City work
outside of those holirs.

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.6-1

The City shall conduct noise measurements during any night construction on
Parcel O where such construction involves the use of heavy consfruction
equipment such as front loaders, tractors, graders, paving machines,
jackhammers or similar devices. Such measurements shall be made near the
homes located directly across Clark Avenue from Parcel O. If any night
measurement exceeds the limits specified in Sections 8.80.150 and 8.80.160 of
the Long Beach Municipal Code as a result of the construction activity, the
operation shall be terminated until such time that a construction noise mitigation
plan can be put into effect that will result in compliance with the night time noise
limits. Note that in the case where ambient noise levels exceed the noise limits
specified in Section 8.80.160, the allowable noise exposure standard shall be
increased per Section 8.80.150 [C] of the Municipal Code to reflect ambient
levels.

= Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction

s Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

« Action Indicating Compliance: Reports summarizing the findings of the
noise measurements, if heavy construction equipment as defined above

is used on during night consiruction on Parcel O. Preparation of a
construction noise mitigation plan (if applicabie).

Traffic and Circulation

Standard Conditions and Requirements

C 3.8-1

As part of contract specification, the Airport shall require all construction tiucks to
access the Airport terminal area via the 1-605 to 1-405 and Lakewood Boulevard.
Should oversized-transport vehicles accessing the Project site use a Stale
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highway, a Caltrans transportation permit will be required. Construction vehicles
accessing Parcel O shall use this route and access the construction site off of

Clark Avenue or Willow Street.
Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site inspections.
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GRADING STAGE

Aesthetics

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.1-1

MM 3.1-2

During construction activities, the construction contractor shall ensure that
construction materials and eguipment staging areas be located away from
existing residential uses and, when feasible, appropriate screening
(i.e., temporary fencing with opaque material) shall be used to buffer views of the

construction site.
= Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction

s Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Buiiding
Department

Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Placement of staging area to be
approved prior io building commencement. Inclusion of requirement in
coniract specifications.

During construction activities, the construction contracior shall ensure that
temporary construction-related security lighting shall be arranged so that direct
rays will not shine on or produce glare for adjacent street traffic and residential
uses. The light fixtures specified for the Project design must comply with the
standard of the llluminating Engineering Society for full cutoff capability.

Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

»  Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Approval of construction staging plans.

Air Quality and Human Health Risk Assessment

Standard Conditions and Requirements

SC 3.2-1

During construction of the Proposed Project, the Gity and its contractors will be
required to comply with regional rules, which would assist in reducing short-term
air poliutant emissions, SCAQMD Rule 402 requires that air pollutant emissicns
should not create a nuisance off-site. SCAQMD Rule 403 requires that fugitive
dust be controlled with the best avaitable conirol measures so the presence of
such dust does not remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line of
the emission source. Two options are presented in Rule 403; monitoring of
particulate concentrations or active conirol. Monitoring involves a sampling
network around the project with no additional control measures unless specified
concenirations are exceeded. The active conirol option does not require any
monitoring, but requires that a list of measures be implemented starting with the
first day of construction.
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Rule 403 requires that “A person conducting active operations within the
boundaries of the South Coast Air Basin shall utilize one or more of the
applicable best available control measures to minimize fugitive dust emissions
from each fugitive dust source type which is part of the active operation.”
Rule 403 also requires that the construction activities “shall not cause or allow
PMy levels to exceed 50 micrograms per cubic meter when determined by
simultanecus sampling, as the difference between upwind and down wind
sample.” A project is exempt from the monitoring requirement “if the dust conirol
actions, as specified in Table 2 are implemented on a routine basis for each
applicable fugitive dust source type.” (Table 2 from Rule 403 is presented at the
end of this MMRP as Table 1.) Under high wind conditions (j.e., when wind gusts
exceed 25 miles per hour) additional control measures are required, and “the
required control measures for high wind conditions are implemented for each
applicable fugitive dust source type, as specified in Table 1.” (Table 1 from Rule
403 is presented at the end of this MMRP as Table 2. Monitoring of pariiculate
concentrations does not reduce fugitive dust emissions; therefore, to minimize
fugitive dust emissions the construction activities will utilize the measures
presented in Table 2 and Table 1 (Tables 1 and 2 in Rule 403) rather than the
monitoring option of SCAQMD Rule 403.

Further, Rule 403 requires that the project shall “prevent or remove within one
hour the track-out of bulk material onto public paved roadways as a result of their
operations.” Alternatively, the project can “take at least one of the actions listed in
Table 3.” (Table 3 from Rule 403 is presented at the end of this MMRP as
Table 3.) In addition, the project would be required to “prevent the track-out of
bulk material onto public paved roadways as a result of their operations and
remove such material at anytime frack-out extends for a cumulative distance of
greater than 50 feet on to any paved public road during active operations; and
remove all visible roadway dust tracked-out upon public paved roadways as a
result of active operations at the conclusion of each work day when active
operations cease.

= Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Monitoring Agency: South Coast Air Quality Management District

= Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in coniract
specifications. Site inspections.

5C3.2-2 In support of PDF 3.2-1, requiring the design and construction of the terminal
improvements to meet LEED standards, building materials, architectural coatings
and cleaning solvents shall comply with all applicable SCAQMD rules and
regulations.
«  Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
s Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

s Action Indiceting Compliance: Inclusion of regquirement in contract
specifications. Field Inspections.
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Mitigation Measures

The follow mitigation measures are grouped because the enforcement agency, monitoring
agency, and actions indicating compliance are the same for all.

MM 3.2-1

MM 3.2-2

MM 3.2-3

MM 3.2-4

MM 3.2-5

Mi 3.2-6

MM 3.2-7

MM 3.2-8

MM 3.2-28

MM 3.2-10

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors to ensure that all equipment is properly funed and maintained in
accordance with manufacturers’ specifications.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors to maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize
exhaust emissions. During construction, engines on trucks and vehicles in
loading and unloading queues will be turned off when not in use, to reduce
vehicle emissions. Construction activities should be phased and scheduled to
avoid emissions peaks and discontinued during second-stage smog alerts.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors sweep sireets as needed during construction, but not more frequently
than hourly, if visible soil material has been carried onto adjacent public roads.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors to visually inspect construction equipment prior fo leaving the site;
locse dirt shall be washed off with wheel washers as necessary.

During construction, the City shall coordinate with the contractor to maximize the
ability to power construction activity utilizing electricity from power poles rather
than temporary diesel or gasoline power generators, to the extent possible.

The contract specifications shall require that all on-site mobile equipment used
during construction shall be powered by alternative fuel sources (i.e., methanol,
natural gas, propane, or butane) where feasible.

During construction, the City shall provide a location and require the coniractor to
store all construction equipment used in the project construction within the
project site (away from adjacent residential areas) to reduce the impact on the
roadway system and the resultant air emissions.

On-site construction equipment staging areas and construction worker parking
lots shall be located on either paved surfaces or unpaved surfaces that are
periodically treated with non-toxic soil stabilizers.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce the contractor
to schedule all deliveries related to construction activities that affect traffic flow
during off-peak hours (e.g., 10:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m.} and deliveries shall be
coordinated 1o achieve consolidated truck trips. When traffic flow is impacted by
the movemeni of construction materials and/or equipment, temporary traffic
controls shall be provided to improve traffic flow (e.g., flag person).

The contract specifications shall require all on-site heavy-duty construction
equipment shall be equipped with diesel particulate traps to the extent that this
equipment is available at the time the contracts are awarded.

The construction specifications shall require and the City shall enforce that
emulsified diesel fuel be used in diesel-fueled construction equipment that is not
equipped with diesel particulate traps fo reduce NOx emissions.
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MM 3.2-10a

MM 3.2-17

The use of emulsified diesel fuel in construction equipment is assumed to reduce
construction eguipment NOy emissions by 15 to 20 percent {CARB 2004).
Applying the lower end of that range to the peak daily NOx emissions from
construction equipment would reduce NOx emissions by approximataly
70 Ibs/day to a peak day NOx emission inventory for construction of 424 Ibs/day.
This level would still be above the significance threshold. VOC emissions would
also remain significant and unavoidable.

During construction of the Proposed Project, the City and its contractors shall be
required to comply with the following provisions, where feasible, to reduce
construction NOy and VOC emissions:

« Provide on-site lunch trucks/facilities during construction to reduce off-site
worker vehicle trips.

o Prohibit construction vehicles idiing in excess of five minutes to be
consistent with State law.

e Suspend use of all construction equipment during a first-stage smog alert.

« Designate a person who will ensure implementation of the proposed
mitigation measures through direct inspection and investigation of
complaints. The City or the contractor shall provide a telephone number
that residents may call should they have complaints regarding
construction nuisance.

The City will require street cleaning of Douglas Drive with a vacuum type street
sweeper at least once per week. The vacuum sweeper will make sufficient
circuits through the terminal area to vacuum the entire street surface (not just the
gutter area) to reduce fugitive PM emissions from re-entrained road dust.
Douglas Drive between Lakewood Boulevard and the Long Beach Airport
terminal (including the loop in front of the terminal and return) shall be cleaned in
this manner. The anticipated future exit road back to Lakewood Boulevard wouid
aiso be cleaned in this manner.

The range of potential control efficiencies for this mitigation measure is from
approximately 10 percent to 50 percent.> It is anticipated that a 75 percent
reduction would be needed to reduce the peak incremental Py, concentration
below the significance threshold; therefore, PM,, concentrations would remain
significant after implementation of this mitigation measure.

= Bonitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction

s Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

« Monltoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Site inspections.

® Cownerd, C., P. Englehart, G.E. Muleski, J.S. Kinsey, and K.D. Rosbury, 1990. Control of Fugitive and
Hazardous Dusts, Noyes Data Corporation, Park Ridge, NJ. p.21.

* “improvement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No. 1} Final Report,” by Midwest Research
institute for SCAQMD, Diamond Bar, CA, March 29, 1996,
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Cultural Resources

Standard Conditions and Requirements

SC 3.3-1 Should any archaeclogical resources be uncovered during grading or excavation
activities, these activities shall be diverted to a part of the site away from the find,
and a qualified archaeologist shall be contracied by the contractor to:
(1) ascertain the significance of the resource; (2) establish protocol with the
project applicant to protect such resources; (3) ascertain the presence of
additional resources: and (4) provide additional monitoring of the site, if deemed
appropriate. If human remains are discovered on the site, the Los Angeles
County Coroner shall be contacted to examine the remains, and the pravisions of
Section 15064.5(3) of the CEQA Guidelines shall be followed.

= Monitoring Phase: Grading
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment
« Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: If remains are discovered, preparation
of a written report by archaeologist and/or Los Angeles County Coroner.

SC 3.3-2 If human remains are encountered during ground-disturbing activities, State
Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall
occur until the County Coroner has made a determination of origin and
disposition of the materials pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.68.
The County Coroner must be notified of the find immediately. |f the remains are
determined to be prehistoric, the Coroner will notify the Native American Heritage
Commission (). The will determine and notify a Most Likely Descendent (MLD).
With the permission of the landowner or his/her authorized representative, the
MLD may inspect the site of the discovery. The descendent must complete the
inspection within 24 hours of notification by the . The MLD may recommend
scientific removal and nondestructive analysis of human remains and ilems
associated with Native American burials.

= HMonitoring Phase: Grading
« Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
s Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Health Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: if remains are found, written approval by
MLD or his/her authorized representative after inspection.

8C3.3-4 Should any paleontological resources be uncovered during grading or excavation
activities, the construction coniractor shall divert activities to a part of the site
away from the find, and a qualified paleoniologist shall be contracted by the
contractor to: (1) ascertain the significance of the resource; (2} establish protocol
with the project applicant to protect such resources; (3) ascertain the presence of
additional resources; and (4) provide additional monitoring of the site, if deemed
appropriate. if human remains are discovered on the site, the Los Angeles
County Coroner shall be contacted to examine the remains, and the provisions of
Section 15084.5(3) of the CEQA Guidelines shall be followed.
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Monitoring Phase: Grading

Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Action Indicating Compliance: If paleontological resources are

discovered, preparation of protocol and preparation of a written report by
palecntologist. Inclusion of requirement in contract specifications.

Hazards and Hazardous Wastes

Project Dasign Fealures

PDF 3.4-1

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.4-6

MM 3.4-7

The proposed terminal improvements would be constructed in a manner
consistent with LEED standards certification requirements to, among other
things, minimize potential hazards and hazardous waste impacts.

Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Department

Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Site inspections.

The City Engineer, or his designes, shall verify that every contractor transporting
or handling hazardous materials and/or wastes during project implementation
has parmits and licenses from all relative health and regulatory agencies to
operate and properly manifest all hazardous or California regulated material.

Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Depariment

Action Indicating Compliance: Proof that appropriate permits and
licenses have been obtained; display of manifests.

Prior to initiating construction activities, the contractor shall verify the locations of
underground pipelines in the terminal area, ramp, and parking areas. Appropriate
precautions shall be taken to ensure that pipelines are not disturbed or are
properly relocated during construction.

Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in coniract
specifications. Site inspections.
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MM 3.4-8 Prior to issuance of grading permits, the applicant shall test the soil for aerially
deposited lead and dichloro-diphenyl-trichloroethane (DDT). As a result of soil
testing, should aerially deposited lead or DDT be found in quantities that exceed
acceptable thresholds, the applicant shall develop a remediation program to
dispose of soil material properly.

=  Monitoring Phase: Grading
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
« Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Health Department

Action Indicating Compliance Written description of findings of sail
testfissuance of grading permits.

Noise

Standard Conditions and Reguirements

SC 3.6-2 The contractor shall comply with the City of Long Beach Noise Ordinance
pertaining to limitations on construction activities, as outlined in Exhibit 3.6-12 of
the EIR, to the extent feasible while minimizing any potential conflicts with
aviation activities.

= Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

»  Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Adherence to the construction hours and requiremenis
specified in the City’s Noise Ordinance or permission from City work
outside of those hours.

Mitigation Measures

MiM 3.6-1 The City shall conduct noise measurements during any night construction on
Parcel O where such construction involves the use of heavy construction
equipment such as front loaders, ftractors, graders, paving machines,
jackhammers or similar devices. Such measurements shall be made near the
homes located directly across Clark Avenue from Parcel O. If any night
measurement exceeds the limits specified in Sections 8.80.150 and 8.80.160 of
the Long Beach Municipal Code as a result of the construction activity, -the
operation shall be terminated until such time that a construction noise mitigation
plan can be put into effect that will resutt in compliance with the night time noise
fimits. Note that in the case where ambient noise levels exceed the noise limits
specified in Section 8.80.160, the allowable noise exposure standard shall be
increased per Section 8.80.150 [C] of the Municipal Code to reflect ambient
levels.

s Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
=  Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
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s Action Indicating Compliance: Reports summarizing the findings of the
noise measurements if heavy construction equipment as defined above
is used on during night construction on Parcel O. Preparation of a
construction noise mitigation plan (if applicable).

Traffic and Circulation

Standard Conditions and Requirements

SC 3.8-1 As part of contract specification, the Airport shall require all construction trucks to

access the Airport terminal area via the 1-605 1o 1-405 and Lakewood Boulevard.
Should oversized-transport vehicles accessing the Project site use a State
highway, a Caltrans transporiation permit will be required. Construction vehicles
accessing Parcel O shall use this route and access the construction site off of
Clark Avenue or Willow Street.

= Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Aclion Indicating Compliance: Site inspections.
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CONSTRUCTION STAGE

Aesthetics

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.1-1

MM 3.1-2

During construction activities, the construction contractor shali ensure that
construction materials and equipment staging areas be located away from
existing residential uses and, when feasible, appropriate screening
(i.e., temporary fencing with opaque material) shall be used to buffer views of the

construction site.
= Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Action Indicating Compliance: Placement of staging area io be
approved prior to building commencement. Inclusion of requirement in
contract specifications.
During construction activities, the construction contractor shall ensure that
temporary construction-related security lighting shall be arranged so that direct
rays will not shine on or produce glare for adjacent street traffic and residential
uses. The light fixiures specified for the Project design must comply with the
standard of the llluminating Engineering Society for full cutoff capability.
= Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Approval of construction staging plans.

Air Quality and Human Health Risk Assessment

Standard Conditions and Requiremenis

SC 3.2-1

During construction of the Proposed Project, the City and its contractors will be
required to comply with regional rutes, which would assist in reducing short-term
air pollutant emissions. SCAQMD Rule 402 requires that air poliutant emissions
should not create a nuisance off-site. SCAQMD Rule 403 requires that fugitive
dust be conirolled with the best available control measures so the presence of
such dust does not remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line of
the emission source. Two options are presented in Rule 403; monitoring of
particulate concentrations or active control. Monitoring involves a sampling
network around the project with no additional control measures uniess specified
concentrations are exceeded. The active control option does not require any
monitoring, but requires that a list of measures be implemented starting with the
first day of construction.

Rule 403 requires that “A person conducting active operations within the
boundaries of the South Coast Air Basin shall uiilize one or more of the
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applicable best available control measures to minimize fugitive dust emissions
from each fugitive dust source type which is part of the active operation.”
Rule 403 also requires that the construction activities “shall not cause or allow
PM.o lovels to exceed 50 micrograms per cubic meter when determined by
simultaneous sampling, as the difference between upwind and down wind
sample.” A project is exempt from the monitoring requirement “if the dust control
actions, as specified in Table 2 are implemented on a routine basis for each
applicable fugitive dust source type.” (Table 2 from Rule 403 is presented at the
end of this MMRP as Table 1.) Under high wind conditions (i.e., when wind gusts
exceed 25 miles per hour) additional control measures are required, and “the
required control measures for high wind conditions are implemented for each
applicable fugitive dust source type, as specified in Table 1. (Table 1 from
Rule 403 is presented at the end of this MMRP as Table 2) Monitoring of
particulate concentrations does not reduce fugitive dust emissions; therefore, to
minimize fugitive dust emissions the construction activities will utilize the
measures presented in Table 2 and Table 1 (Tables 1 and 2 in Rule 403) rather
than the monitoring option of SCAQMD Rule 403.

Further, Rule 403 requires that the project shall “prevent or remove within one
hour the track-out of bulk material onto public paved roadways as a result of their
operations.” Alternatively, the project can “take at least one of the actions listed in
Table 3.” (Table 3 from Rule 403 is presented at the end of this MMRP as
Table 3.) In addition, the project would be required to “prevent the track-out of
butk material onto public paved roadways as a result of their operations and
remove such material at anytime rack-out extends for a cumulative distance of
greater than 50 feet on to any paved public road during active operations; and
remove all visible roadway dust iracked-out upon public paved roadways as a
result of active operations at the conclusion of each work day when active
operations cease.

=  Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
« Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Monitoring Agency: South Coast Air Quality Management District

« Action Indicating Compliance: inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Site inspections.

SC 3.2-2 in support of PDF 3.2-1, requiring the design and construction of the terminal
improvements to meet LEED standards, building materials, architectural coatings
and cleaning solvents shall comply with all applicable SCAQMD rules and
regulations.

= RMonitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
« Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

« Action indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Field inspections.
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Mitigation Measures

The follow mitigation measures are grouped because the enforcement agency, monitoring
agency, and actions indicating compliance are the same for all.

MM 3.2-1

MM 3.2-2

MM 3.2-3

MM 3.2-4

MM 3.2-6

MM 3.2-6

MM 3.2-7

MM 3.2-8

MM 3.2-8

MM 3.2-10

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors to ensure that all equipment is properly tuned and maintained in
accordance with manufacturers’ specifications.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors to maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize
exhaust emissions. During construction, engines on trucks and vehicles in
loading and unloading queues will be turned off when not in use, fo reduce
vehicle emissions. Construction activities should be phased and scheduled to
avoid emissions peaks and discontinued during second-stage smog alerts.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce general
contractors sweep streets as needed during construction, but not more frequently
than hourly, if visible soil material has been carried onto adjacent public roads.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce genera
coniractors to visually inspect construction equipment prior o leaving the site;
loose dirt shall be washed off with wheel washers as necessary.

During construction, the City shall coordinate with the contractor to maximize the
ability to power construction activity utilizing electricity from power poles rather
than temporary diesel or gasoline power generators, fo the extent possible.

The coniract specifications shall require that all on-site mobile equipment used
during construction shail be powered by alternative fuel sources (i.e., methanol,
natural gas, propane, or butane) where feasible.

During construction, the City shall provide a location and require the contractor to
store all construction equipment used in the project construction within the
project site (away from adjacent residential areas) fo reduce the impact on the
roadway system and the resultant air emissions.

On-site construction equipment staging areas and construction worker parking
lots shall be located on either paved surfaces or unpaved surfaces that are
periodicalty treated with non-toxic soil stahbilizers.

The contract specifications shall require and the City shall enforce the contractor
1o schedule all deliveries related to construction activities that affect traffic flow
during off-peak hours (e.g., 10:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m.) and deliveries shall be
coordinated to achieve consolidated truck trips. When traffic flow is impacted by
the movement of construction materials andfor equipment, temporary traffic
controls shall be provided to improve traffic flow {(e.g., flag person).

The contract specifications shall require all on-site heavy-duty consiruction
equipment shall be equipped with diese! particulate traps to the extent that this
equipment is available at the time the contracts are awarded.

The construction specifications shall require and the City shall enforce that
emulsified diesel fuel be used in diesel-fusled construction equipment that is not
equippad with diesel particulate traps to reduce NOx emissions.
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MM 3.2-10a

MM 3.2-10b

MM 3.2-17

The use of emulsified diesel fuel in construction equipment is assumed to reduce
construction equipment NOx emissions by 15 to 20 percent {CARB 2004).
Applying the lower end of that range to the peak daily NOx emissions from
construction equipment would reduce NOyx emissions by approximately
70 Ibs/day to a peak day NOx emission inventory for construction of 424 lbs/day.
This level would still be above the significance threshoid. VOC emissions would
also remain significant and unaveidable.

During construction of the Proposed Project, the City and its contractors shall be
required to comply with the following provisions, where feasible, to reduce
construction NOy and VOC emissions:

= Provide on-site lunch trucks/facilities during construction to reduce off-siie
worker vehicle trips.

s Prohibit construction vehicles idling in excess of five minutes fo be
congistent with State law.

s Suspend use of all construction equipment during a first-stage smog alert.

« Designate a person who will ensure implementation of the proposed
mitigation measures through direct inspection and investigation of
complaints. The City or the contractor shall provide a telephcne number
that residents may call should they have complaints regarding
construction nuisance.

During construction of the Proposed Project, the Gity and its contractors shall be
required to comply with the following provisions, where feasible, to reduce
construction VOC emissions:

« Use zero VOC content architectural coatings on buildings.

» Resirict the number of gallons of coatings used per day.

« Encourage water-based coatings or other low-emitting alternatives.

= Paint contractors should use hand applications instead of spray guns.

The City will require street cleaning of Douglas Drive with a vacuum type street
sweeper at least once per week. The vacuum swseeper will make sufficient
circuits through the terminal area to vacuum the entire street surface (not just the
gutter area) to reduce fugitive PM emissions from re-entrained road dust.
Douglas Drive between Lakewood Boulevard and the Long Beach Airport
terminal (including the loop in front of the terminal and return) shall be cleaned in
this manner. The anticipated future exit road back to Lakewood Boulevard would
also be cleaned in this manner.

The range of poiential control efficiencies for this mitigation measure is from
approximately 10 percent to 50 percent.®® It is anticipated that a 75 percent
reduction would be needed to reduce the peak incremental PM10 concentration

® Cowherd, C., P. Englehart, G.E. Muleski, J.S. Kinsey, and K.D. Rosbury, 1990. Gontrol of Fugitive and

® “\mprovement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No. 1) Final Report,” by Midwest Research
institute for SCAQMD, Diamond Bar, CA, March 29, 1896,
34

Citempir.Lotus. Notes. Data\-1934176.doc



below the significance threshold; therefore, PM10 concentrations would remain
significant after implementation of this mitigation measure.

= Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
«  Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Site inspections.

Hazards and Hazardous Wastes

Project Design Features

PDF 3.4-1 The proposed terminal improvements would be constructed in a manner
consistent with LEED standards certification requirements to, among other
things, minimize potential hazards and hazardous waste impacts.

« Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Department

= Agction Indicating Compliance: inclusion of requirement in coniract
specifications. Site inspections.

Siandard Conditions and Requirements

SC 3.4-5 Construction of the Proposed Project shall be in compliance with local and State
construction and building requirements and regulations, including the Uniform
Building Code.
= Monitoring Phase: Pre-Construction/Construction

Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

« Action Indicating Compliance: Approval of Development Plans. Site
ingpections.

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.4-4 As part of the contract specification, a haul route, which could include Willow
Street, shall be designated by the City Engineer, or his designee. During
construction, the City Engineer, or his designee shall instruct every contractor
that no hazardous or acuiely hazardous materials may be transported onto the
Airport via Willow Street to avoid potential impacts within one-quarter mile of the
Alpert Jewish Community Center, where school programs are conducted.
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Monitoring Phase: Construction

Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment
Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. A completed haul route/notes written during site visits

inciuding directives given to the contractor/crew regarding transportation
of hazardous materiais.

MM 3.4-6 The City Engineer, or his designee, shall verify that every contractor transporting
or handling hazardous materials and/or wastes during project implementation
has permits and licenses from all relative health and regulatory agencies to
operate and properly manifest all hazardous or California regulated material.

Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
Enforcemeni Agency: City of Long Beach Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: Cily of Long Beach Public Works Department

Action Indicating Compliance: Proof that appropriaie permits and
licenses have heen obtained; display of manifests.

MM 3.4-7 Prior to initiating construction activities, the contractor shall verify the locations of
underground pipelines in the terminai area, ramp, and parking areas. Appropriate
precautions shall be taken to ensure that pipelines are not disturbed or are
properly relocated during construction.

Molse

Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
gpecifications. Site inspections.

Standard Conditions and Requirements

SC 3.6-2 The contractor shall comply with the City of Long Beach Noise Ordinance
pertaining to limitations on construction activities, as outlined in Exhibit 3.6-12 of
the EIR, to the exent feasible while minimizing any potential conflicts with
aviation activities.

Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Dapartment

Monitoring Agengy: City of Long Beach, Health Department
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¢« Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in contract
specifications. Adherence to the construction hours and requirements
specified in the City’s Noise Ordinance or permission from City work
outside of those hours.

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.6-1 The City shali conduct noise measurements during any night construction on
Parcel O where such construction involves the use of heavy construction
equipment such as front loaders, tractors, graders, paving machines,
jackhammers or similar devices. Such measurements shall be made near the
homes located directly across Clark Avenue from Parcel O. If any night
measurement exceeds the limits specified in Sections 8.80.150 and 8.80.160 of
the Long Beach Municipal Code as a result of the consiruction activity, the
operation shall be terminated until such time that a construction noise mitigation
plan can be put into effect that will result in compliance with the night time noise
limits. Note that in the case where ambient noise levels exceed the noise limits
specified in Section 8.80.160C, the allowable noise exposure standard shall be
increased per Section 8.80.150 [C] of the Municipal Code to reflect ambient
levels.

= RMonitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Health Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Reports summarizing the findings of the
noise measurements conducted if heavy construction equipment as
defined above is used on during night construction on Parcel O.
Preparation of a construction noise mitigation plan (if applicable).

Public Services

MM 3.7-1 During construction activities, the relocation or modification of TSA facilities shall
be coordinated with TSA to ensure that there is no compromise to TSA functions
that would adversely affect TSA's ability to perform its passenger and baggage
securing screening activities,

= Monitaring Phase: Construction

= Enforcemeni Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Airport Bureau

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Alrport Bureau

= Action Indicating Compliance: Coordination with TSA to ensure that its
passenger and baggage screening activities are not compromised.

MM 3.7-2 Prior to initiation of any modifications to the airfield side, the contractor shall
provide a Construction Phasing Implementation Plan, meeting the approval of the
Airport Manager. The Plan shall demenstrate how construction activities will be
conducted and that all applicable FAA airfield safety requirements are being met.
in addition, the contractor shall prepare a safety plan and participate in on-going
weekly safety meetings during construction.
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= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction/Construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Airport Bureau

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Airport Bureau

Action Indicating Compliance: Acceptance of an approved
Construction Phasing Implementation Plan and an approved Safety Plan

Traffic and Circulation

Standard Conditions and Reguirements

SC 3.8-1 As part of contract specification, the Airport shall require all construction trucks to
access the Airport terminal arga via the 1-605 to 1-405 and Lakewood Boulevard.
Should oversized-transport vehicles accessing the Project site use a State
highway, a Caltrans transportation permit will be required. Construction vehicles
accessing Parcel O shall use this route and access the construction site off of
Clark Avenue or Willow Street.

s Monitoring Phase: Demolition/Grading/Construction

«  Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

« Action indicating Compliance: Site inspections.

Proiect Design Features

PDF 3.8-1 A component of the Proposed Project is the provision of a new parking structure
that would accommodate 4,000 vehicles.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction/Construction
Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Planning and Building
Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Design and construction of a parking
structure

PDF 3.8-2 The project would also include the extension of the south side of the Donald
Douglas Drive loop to exit onto Lakewood Boulevard, with eastbound right turn
only to southbound access on to Lakewood Boulevard.

» RMonitoring Phase: Pre-construction/Construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Bsach, Public Works Department
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= Action Indicating Compliance: Design and extension of Douglas Drive
loop; eastbound right turn fo southbound access onto Lakewood
Boulevard.

PDF 3.8-3 With the construction of the parking structure existing surface parking would be
displaced. To address potential parking demand during construction, Parcel O
would be developed to serve parking demand not met by existing facilities.

= Monitoring Phase: Pre-construction/Construction

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment

= Action Indicating Compliance: Development of Parcel O fo
accommodate displaced vehicle parking during construction of the
parking structure and Terminal improvements. Compliance can also be

accomplished by leasing existing unused parking spaces from Boeing
{requires a signed lease agreement).
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POST-CONSTRUCTION STAGE

Alr Quality and Human Health Risk Assessment

The Proposed Project is a construction activity and, as such, would not resuit in operational
impacts. The following mitigation options are proposed to reduce operational erission impacts
associated with the Optimized Flights scenario and project alternatives:

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.2-14

MM 3.2-15

MM 3.2-17

The City shall require the use of ultra-low sulfur diesel for diesel-fueled
equipment that are not readily convertible to electrical power on all future lease
and operational agreements for air carriers.

s Monitoring Phase: Post-construction
= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in lease and
operationzal agreements.

Through its lease language with them, the City of Long Beach shall require the
airlines to comply with the South Coast GSE MOU signed by the airlines and
CARB in December 2002, or replacement agreements andfor regulations.
Through the implementation of MM 3.2-12 and MM 3.2-13 (see Design section
above), the Airport will design the infrastructure necessary to assist airlines in
complying with the GSE MOU. The GSE MOU includes provisions for retrofitting
diese!l GSE with particulate traps where feasible. Therefore, compliance with the
GBSE MOU would reduce PMy, and PMas impacts as well as NOx and VOC
emissions.

The mitigated criteria pollutant emission inventories associated with installing
preconditioned air, 400 Hz power, and electric battery chargers would reduce
APU carbon monoxide (CO) emissions by 81 and APU NOyx emissions by 57
percent in 2011 and 2020. GSE CO emissions would be reduced by 97 percent
in 2011; and GSE NOy emissions would be reduced by 55 percent in 2011 and
40 percent in 2020.

Comparing the mitigated Project criteria pollutant incremental inventories to the
operational emission thresholds indicates that the mitigated inventories of all
pollutants except NOx would be below the significance thresholds in 2011 and
2020.

The City will require street cleaning of Douglas Drive with a vacuum type street
sweeper at least once per week. The vacuum sweeper will make sufficient
circuits through the terminal area to vacuum the entire street surface (not just the
gutter area) to reduce fugitive PM emissions from re-entrained road dust.
Douglas Drive between lLakewood Boulevard and the Long Beach Airport
terminal (including the loop in front of the terminal and return) shall be cleaned in
this manner. The anticipated future exit road back to Lakewood Boulevard would
also be cleaned in this manner.
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Noise

The range of potential control efficiencies for this mitigation measure is from
approximately 10 percent to 50 percent.”® It is anticipated that a 75 percent
reduction would be needed fo reduce the peak incremental PM,, concentration
below the significance thresheld; therefore, PMo concentrations would remain
significant after implementation of this mitigation measure.

Monitoring Phase: Post-construction

Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Airport Bureau

Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Airport Bureau

Action Indicating Compliance: Inclusion of requirement in iease
agreements or replacement agreements/regulations.

Standard Conditions and Reguirements

SC 3.6-1

The Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance would apply to continued operations
at the Airport. All future operations would need to be consistent with the
provisions of the ordinance.

Monitoring Phase: Post-construction

Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
Action Indicating Compliance: Compliance documented through

regular monitoring reporis prepared pursuant to the Airport Noise
Compatibility Ordinance.

7 Cowherd, C., P. Englehart, G.E. Muleski, J.S. Kinsey, and K.D. Rosbury, 1880. Control of Fugitive and
Hazardous Dusts, Noyes Data Corporation, Park Ridge, NJ. p.21

B “Improvement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No. 1) Final Report,” by Midwest Research
institute for SCAQMD, Diamond Bar, CA, March 29, 1986.
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ON-GOING

Air Quality and Human Health Risk Assessment

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.2-18

MM 3.2-17

As the City purchases new vehicles or equipment serving the Airport, staff shall
consider the purchase of low or zero-emission technology, such as the use of
CNG or any other clean fuel technology available.

= Monitoring Phase: On-going

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment,
Fleet Bureau

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Fleset Bureau

= Action Indicating Compliance: Purchase of vehicles and equipment
that are equipped with low or zero-emissions technology.

The City wili require street cleaning of Douglas Drive with a vacuum type street
sweeper at least once per week. The vacuum sweeper will make sufficient
circuits through the terminal area to vacuum the entire street surface (not just the
gutter area) to reduce fugitive PM emissions from re-entrained road dust.
Douglas Drive beiween Lakewood Boulevard and the Long Beach Airport
terminal (including the loop in front of the terminal and return) shall be cleaned in
this manner. The anticipated future exit road back to Lakewood Boulevard would
also be cleaned in this manner,

The range of potential control efficiencies for this mitigation measure is from
approximately 10 percent to 50 percent.>'® i is anticipated that a 75 percent
reduction would be needed to reduce the peak incremental PM,, concentration
below the significance threshold; therefore, PM,, concentrations would remain
significant after implementation of this mitigation measure.

Hazards and Hazardous Wastes

Standard Conditions and Beauiremenis

SC 3.4-1

The Proposed Project and any additional flights associated with optimize flight
operations would be required to comply with the provisions of the Long Beach
Airport Certification Manual and Long Beach Airport Rules and Regulations
perfaining to the handling, use, and disposal of hazardous materials and
hazardous wastes.

= Monitoring Phase: On-going

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Airport Bureau

? Cowherd, C., P. Englehart, G.E. Muleski, J.8. Kinsey, and K.D. Rosbury, 1980. Conirol of Fugitive and
Hazardous Dusts, Noyes Data Corporation, Park Ridge, NJ. p.21.

T “improvement of Specific Emission Factors (BACM Project No. 1) Final Report,” by Midwest Research
institute for SCAQMD, Diamond Bar, CA, March 29, 1995,
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= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Airport Bureau

= Action Indicating Compliance: Site inspections during construction;
ongoing compliance shali oceur in accordance with the Long Beach
Airport Certification Manual and Long Beach Airport Rules and
Regulations

Noise

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.8-2 Within 24 months of certification of the EIR, the Airport Manager shall develop a
fand use compatibility program addressing existing and future aviation noise
levels. The program shall be an ongoing voluntary program that will provide noise
attenuation and be available to all residential units within the 65 Community
Noise Equivatent Level (CNEL) contour and schools within the 60 CNEL contour
based on the contours published for Long Beach Airport for the previous
calendar year (Quarterly Report for 12 month Period Ending December 31). In
exchange for sound insulation treatment, the owners of the property will provide
the City of Long Beach an avigation easement over said property. The program
shall identify (1) methods of providing noise attenuation; (2) funding sources for
the improvements; (3) methods for establishing priorities for implementing the
improvements; and (4) an instaliation agreement. The land use compatibility
program will be administered by the Gity of Long Beach, Airport Bureau.

= AMonitoring Phase: On-going

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment,
Airport Bureau

» Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department,
Airport Bureau

= Action Indicating Compiiance: Development of a land use compatibility
program.
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MITIGATION MEASURES ASSOCIATED WITH THE OPTIMIZED FLIGHTS SCENARIO

The following mitigation measures are not associated with the proposed project. Rather, they
apply to future conditions under the Optimized Flights Scenario which, as noted in the Final EIR,
could occur with or without implementation of the proposed project.

Traffic and Circulation

Mitigation Measures

The two impacted intersections along Lakewood Boulevard at Spring and Willow Streets are
currently built out to the maximum feasible configuration. Additional improvements would require
extensive right of way purchases that would impact several local businesses. Discussions with
City staff indicate that no further lane additions are feasible at these two intersections. However,
as discussed in Section 3.8 of the EIR, the impacts to these intersections under the Existing
Plus Optimized Flights scenario are not expected until at a substantial number of the additional
flights and associated passengers are added. For the Spring Street at Lakewood Boulevard
intersection, the intersection would reach Level of Service (LOS) E when approximately
375 additional AM peak hour trips or an increase of 3,500 Average Day-Peak Month (ADPM)
passengers (45 percent of the fotal added) over 2005 conditions. At the Willow Street and
Lakewood Boulevard intersection, the intersection currently operates at LOS E, and would
exceed the 0.02 Volume to Capacity Ratio {V/C) impact threshold when approximately
675 additional AM peak hour trips or 6,340 additional ADPM passengers occur. Currently, the
ADPM is 9,246 passengers. Therefore, impacts would be expected if the ADPM level reached
12,748 passengers.

Though the Spring Street/Lakewood Boulevard intersection would still operate at a deficient
level of service in the 2020, this is not an impact of the Proposed Project or the Optimized
Flights scenario. Elsewhere the improvements associated with the Douglas Park would
accommodate the additional demand associated with the Optimized Flights scenario. The
improvements for Douglas Park include various Adaptive Traffic Control System measures,
which are expected to increase the saturation flow rate by 10 percent to 1,760 vehicles per
hour. While these improvements are expected, they are not currently programmed in any capital
improvement program; therefore, their implementation cannot be relied upon fo mitigaie the
impacts of the Existing with Optimized Flights scenario. Though the Optimized Flights are not a
component of the Proposed Project, it is recommended that the following mitigation measure be
adopted should the air carriers make the necessary adjustments to qualify for additional flight.

MM 3.8-1 In conjunction with the allocation of additional flights in accordance with the
Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance (Optimized Flights) the City shall develop a
traffic monitoring program when the ADPM passenger levels reach 12,700. The
traffic monitoring program shall evaluate the LOS at the Spring Sireet and
Lakewood Boulevard and the Willow Street and Lakewood Boulevard
intersections. If deficient LOS is identified, the City of Long Beach shall develop
and implement a mitigation program that includes transportation management
control measures to enhance the efficiency of fraffic movement. Post
implementation monitoring shall be required to ensure that sufficient capacity
enhancement have been provided to accommodate the traffic associated with the
increased passenger levels. If no deficiency in LOS is identified, the traffic
monitoring of the key intersections shall be conducted on an annual basis or untit
such time as the improvements provided for as part of the Douglas Park project
are implemented.

= Monitoring Phase: Post-buildout

»  Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department
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= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Department

= Action Indicating Compliance: Traffic monitoring program as
passenger levels reach designated levels. Development of a mitigation
program that includes transportation management control measures or
traffic monitoring of key intersections annually or until such time as the
improvements provided for as part of the Douglas Park project are
implemented.

With the Optimized Flights scenario the parking structure for the Airport would be insufficient to
accommodate the additional passenger levels. Though the Optimized Flights scenario is not a
component of the Proposed Project, the following mitigation measure is proposed to address
this potential impact.

MM 3.8-2 in conjunction with the allocation of additional flights in accordance with the
Airport Noise Compatibility Ordinance (Optimized Flights) when the annual
passenger levels reach 4.2 Million Annual Passengers (MAF) the Airport
Manager shall identify and develop additional on-site parking opportunities. This
may include development of an additional parking structure within the Airport
Entrance area. Implementation of the identified improvements would require
separate documentation pursuant to CEQA.

= Monitoring Phase: Post-buildout

= Enforcement Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Deparirment,
Airport Manager

= Monitoring Agency: City of Long Beach, Public Works Depariment
= Action Indicating Compliance: Development of parking facilities/

opportunities to meet onsite needs when designated passenger levels
are met.
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APPLICABLE SCAQMD RULES

TABLE 1

FUGITIVE DUST CONTROL ACTIONS FOR EXEMPTION TO MONITORING

(RULE 403 TABLE 2)

Earth~-moving (except
consiruction cutting and
filling areas, and mining
operations)

(1a)

(1a-1)

Maintéin soil moisture content at a minimum of 12%, as determined by ASTM

method D-22186, or other equivalent method approved by the Executive Officer,
the California Air Resources Board, and the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA). Two soil moisture evaluations must be conducted
during the first three hours of active operations during & calendar day, and two
such evaluations each subsequent four-hour period of active operations; OR

For any earth-moving which is more than 100 feet from all property lines, conduct
watering as necessary to prevent visible dust emissions from exceeding 100 feet
in tenath in any direction,

Earth-moving:
Construction fill areas

(1b)

Maintain soil moisture content at a minimum of 12%, as determined by ASTM
method D-2216, or other equivalent method approved by the Executive Officer,
the California Air Resources Board, and the USEPA. For areas which have an
optimum moisture content for compaction of less than 12%, as determined by
ASTM Method 1557 or ather equivalent method approved by the Executive
Officer and the California Air Resources Board and the USEPA, complete the
compaction process as expeditiousty as possible after achieving at least 70% of
the optimum soil moisture content. Two soll moisture evaluations must be
conducted during the first three hours of active operations during a calendar day,
and two such evaluations during each subsequent four-hour period of active
opetations.

"Aé;}%ﬁ:ﬁiovmg:
Consfruction cut areas
and mining cperations

(1c})

Conduct watering as necessary to prevent visible emissions from extending more
than 100 fest beyond the active cut or mining area unless the area is inaccessible
to watering vehicles dug to slope conditions or other safety factors.

Disturbed surface areas
{except completed grading
areas)

(2a/b)

Apply dust suppression in sufficient quantity and frequency o maintain a
stabilized surface. Any arsas which cannot be siabilized, as evidenced by wind
driven fugitive dust must have an application of water at least twice per day to at
least 80% of the unstabilized arsa.

Disturbed surface areas:
Completed grading areas

(2¢)
{2d}

Apply chemical stabilizers within five working days of grading completion; OR
Take actions (3a) or (3¢) specified for inactive disturbed surface arsas

Inactive disturbed surface
areas

(3a)

Apply water io at least B0% of all inactive disturbed surface areas on a daily basia
when there is evidence of wind driven fugitive dust, excluding any areas which
are inaccessible to watering vehicles due to excessive slape or aother safety
conditions; OR

Apply dust suppressants in sufficient quantity and frequency to maintain a
stabilized surface; OR

Establish a vegetative ground cover within 21 days after active operations have
ceased. Ground cover must be of sufficient density fo expose less than 30% of
unstabilized ground within 90 days of planting, and at all imes thereafter; OR
Utilize any combination of control actions (3a), (3b), and (3¢} such thai, in fotal,
these actions apply to all inactive disturbed surface areas.

Unpaved Roads

Water ail roads used for any vehicular traffic at least once per every two hours of
active operations; OR

Water all roads used for any vehicular traffic once daily and restrict vehicle
speeds {0 15 miles per hour; ORe(4¢) Apply & chemical stabilizer to all unpaved
road surfaces in sufficient quantity and frequency o maintain a stabllized surface.

Open storage plles

(5a)

{5b)

{5c)
{5d)

Apply chemical stabilizers; OR

Apply water to at least 80% of the surface area of all open storage piles on a daily
hasis when there is evidence of wind driven fugitive dust; OR

Instali femporary coverings; OR

Instali 2 three-sided enclosure with walls with o more than 56% porosity which
extends, at a minimum, to the top of the pile.

All Categorias

(6a)

Any other control measures approved by the Executive Officer and the USEPA as
equivalent to the methods specified in Table 2 may be used.
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TABLE 2
REQUIRED BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES
(SCAQMD RULE 403, TABLE 1)

Backilling

01-1 Stabilize backfill material when not actively
handling; and

01-2 Stabilize backfill material during handling; and

01-3  Stablilize soil at cornpletion of activity.

= Mix backfill soil with water prior to moving

« Dedicate water truck or high capacity hose to
backfilling equipment

« Empty loader bucket slowdy so that no dust plumes
are generated

° Minimize drop height from loader bucket

Clearing and Grubbing

02-1 Maintain stability of soit through pre-watering of site | » Maintain live perennial vegetation where possible
prior to clearing and grubbing; and « Apply water in sufficlent quantity to prevent
02-2 Stabilize soil durng clearing and grubbing generation of dust plumss
activities; and
02-3 Stabilize soil immediately after clearing and
grubbing activities.

Clearing Forms

03-1 Use water spray to clear forms; or
03-2 Use sweeping and water spray to clear forms; or
03-3 Use vacuum system to clear forms.

°

Use of high pressure air to clear forms may cause
exceedance of Rule requirements

Crusﬁihg

04-1 Stabilize surface soils prior 1o operation of support
equipment; and
04-2  Stabilize material after crushing.

Foilow permit conditions for crushing equipment
Pre-water material prior io loading into crusher
Monitor crusher emissions opacity

Apply water to crushed material to prevent dust
plumes

& ® e B

Cut and Fifl

05-1 Pre-water soils prior to cut and fill activities; and
05-2 Stabilize soil during and after cut and fill activities.

For large sites, pre-water with sprinklers or water
trucks and allow time for penetration

Use water trucks/pulls to water soils to depth of cut
prior to subsequent cuts

Bamoiltion — Mechanicaiffanual

07-02 Stabilize disturbed soil between structures

06-1 Siabilize wind erodible surfaces to reduce dust; | < Apply water in sufficient quantities to prevent the
and generation of visible dust plumes

06-2 Stabilize surface soil where support equipment and
vehicies will cperate; and

06-3 Stabilize lonse soil and demolition debris; and

06-4 Comply with AQMD Rule 1403.

Disturbed Soil

07-1 Stabilize disturbed soil throughout the consiruction | « Limit vehicular traffic and disturbances on soils
site; and where possible

« If interior block walls are planned, install as early
as possible

« Apply water or a stabilizing agent in sufficient
guantities to prevent the generation of visible dust
plumes

Earth-Moving Activities

08-1 Pre-apply water to depth of proposed cuts; and
08-2 Re-apply water as necessary to maintain soils in a
damp condition and to ensure that visible
emissions do not exceed 100 feet in any direction;
and

Stabilize soils once earth-moving activities are
complete.

08-3

« Grade each project phase separately, timed to
coincide with construction phase

» Upwind fencing can prevent material movement on
site

o Apply water or a stabilizing agent in sufficient
quantifies to prevent ihe generation of visible dust
plumes
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TABLE2
REQUIRED BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES
(SCAQMD RULE 403, TABLE 1)
{Continued)

¥

Impoﬁlnngxporting of Bdlk Materiais

09-1 Stabilize material while loading to reduce fugitive | » Use tarps or other suitable enclosures on haul
dust emissions; and trucks

09-2 Maintain at least six inches of freeboard on haul | « Check belly-dump truck seals regularty and
vehicles; and ramove any trapped rocks to prevent spillage

09-3 Stahilize material while transporting to reduce | » Comply with lrack-out prevention/mitigation
fugitive dust emissions; and requirsments

09-4 Stabilize material while unloading to reduce fugitive | » provide water while Ioading and unioading to
dust emissions; and reduce visible dust plumes

09-5 Comply with Vehicle Code Saction 23114.

Landscaping

10-1  Stahilize soils, materials, slopes

a

<

Apply water to materials to stabilize, maintain
materials in a crusted condition

Maintain effective cover over materials

Stabilize sloping surfaces using soil binders until
vegetation or ground cover can effactively stabilize
the slopes

Hydrosead prior to rain season

RBozd Shoulder Malntenance

11-1  Apply water to unpaved shoulders prior to clearing;
and

11-2  Apply chemical dust suppressants andfor washed
gravel fo maintain a stabilized surface after
completing road shoulder maintenance.

L

Installation of curbing andfor paving of road
shoulders can reduce recurring maintenance costs
Use of chemical dust suppressants can inhibit
vagetation growth and reduce future road shoulder
mairtenance costs

Screening

12-1  Pre-waler materiat prior to screening; and

i2-2  Limit fugitive dust emissions to opacity and plume
length standards; ang

12-3  Stabilize material immediately after screening.

Dedicate water fruck or high capacity hose 0
screening operation

Drop material through the screen slowly and
minimize drop height

Install wind barrier with a porosity of ho more than
50% upwind of screen to the height of the drop
point

Staging Areas

13-1 Stabilize staging areas during use; and
132 Stabilize staging area soils at project completion.

Limit size of staging area

Limii vehicle speeds to 15 miles per hour

Limit number and size of staging area
entrances/exists

»»Stackpiles/ﬁulk Material Handling

14-1 Stabilize stockpiled materials.

14-2 Stockpiles within 100 yards of off-site occupied
buildings must not be greater than eight feet in
height; or must have a road bladsd to the top fo
allow water ftruck access or must have an
operational water irrigation system that is capable
of complete stockplle coverage.

Add or remove material from the downwind portion
of the storage pile

Maintain storage piles to avoid steep sides or
faces

Traffic Areas for Construction Aciivities

18-1 Stabilize all off-road traffic and parking areas; and

15-2  Stabilize all haul rouies; and

15-3 Direct construction traffic over established haut
routes.

Apply gravelfpaving to all haul rouies as sooh as
possible to all future roadway areas

Barriers can be used fo ensurs vehicles are only
used on established parking areas/haul routes
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TABLE 2
REQUIRED BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES
(SCAQMD RULE 403, TABLE 1)
{Continued)

T

Trenching

16-1 Stabilize surface soils where trencher or excavator
and support equipment will operate; and
16.2 Stabilize soils at the completion of trenching

Pre-watering of soils prior to trenching I8 an
effective preventive measure,
For deep trenching activities, pre-trench to 18

activities. inches, soak soils via the pre-trench and resume
frenching
= Washing mud and solls from equipment at the
conclusion of trenching activiles to prevent
crusting and drying of soil on equipment
Truck Loading

17-1  Pre-water material prior to loading; and
17.2 Ensure that freeboard exceeds six inches (CVC
23114)

Empty foader bucket such that no visible dust
plumes are created

Ensure that the loader bucket is close to the truck
to minimize drop height while loading

Turf Overseeding

18-t Apply sufficient water immediately prior to
conducting turf vacuuming activities 10 meet
opacity and plume length standards; and

18-2 Cover haul vehicles prior to exiting the site.

Haul waste material immediately off-site

Unpaved Roads/Parking Lots

18-1 Stabilize soils to mest the applicable performance
standards; and

19-2  Limit vehicular travel {0 established unpaved roads
{haul routes) and unpaved parking lots.

Restricting vehicular access to established
unpaved travel paths and parking lots can reduce
stabilization requirements

Vacant Land

20-1 In instances where vacant lots are 0.10 acre or
targer and have a cumulative area of 500 square
feet or more that are driven over andfor used by
motor vehicles andfor off-road vehicles, prevent
motor vehicle and/or off-road vehicle trespassing,
parking and/or access by installing barriers, curbs,
fences, gates, posts, signs, shrubs, trees or other

effective control measures.

TABLE 3

TRACK OUT CONTROL OPTIONS

at least 100 feet and a v(jdm of at least 20 feet.

Pave or apply chemical stabilization at sufficient concertration and frequency to maintain a stabilized surface
starting from the point of intersection with the public paved surface, and extending for a centerline distance of

the track-out control device.

Pave from the point of intersection with the public paved road surface, and extending for a centerline distance
| of at least 25 feet and a width of at least 20 feet, and install a track-out control device immediately adjacent to
the paved surface such that exiting vehicles do not travel on any unpaved road surface afer passing through

specified in Table 3 may be used.

Any other conirol measures approved by the Executive Officer and the USEPA as equivalent to the methods
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