CITY OF LONG BEACH H-2

DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

333 West Ocean Bivd., 3rd Floor, Long Beach, CA 90802  (562) 570-5237

January 9, 2018

HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
City of Long Beach
California

RECOMMENDATION:

Receive supporting documentation into the record, conclude the public hearing,
and adopt a Resolution approving an Addendum to the Midtown Specific Plan
Environmental Impact Report for the purposes of analyzing potential impacts
related to the proposed General Plan Amendment GPA17-005;

Adopt a Resolution approving a General Plan Amendment to amend the Land
Use District (LUD) Map by changing the designation of 11 properties addressed
as 1830 to 1852 Locust Avenue, 209 to 235 E. Pacific Coast Highway, and
portions of 1801 to 1851 Long Beach Boulevard from LUD #3B (Moderate
Density Residential) and LUD #8A (Traditional Retail Strip Commercial) to LUD
#7 (Mixed Uses); and,

Adopt a Resolution determining that the proposed project is within the scope of
the project previously analyzed as part of the Midtown Specific Plan
Environmental Impact Report (State Clearinghouse No. 2015031034) and
warrants no further environmental review pursuant to California Environmental
Quality Act Guidelines Section 15162; and, approving a Lot Merger (LMG17-015)
to consolidate three lots into one lot on properties located at 1836-1852 Locust
Avenue, in the Midtown Specific Plan (SP-1). (District 6)

DISCUSSION

On December 7, 2017, the Planning Commission (Exhibit A — Planning Commission
Report) held a public hearing and recommended that the City Council approve an
Addendum to the Midtown Specific Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR), and to
approve a General Plan Amendment (GPA17-005) to change the Land Use District (LUD)
Map on 11 properties from LUD #3B (Moderate Density Residential) and LUD #8A
(Traditional Retail Strip Commercial) to LUD #7 (Mixed Uses) on lots located in the
Midtown Specific Plan (Exhibit B — Midtown Specific Plan Map). The Planning
Commission also approved a Lot Merger (LMG17-015) to facilitate a development project
located at 1836-1852 Locust Avenue (Exhibit C — Location Map).
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The Midtown Specific Plan (SP-1) was adopted in 2016 and established new land use
districts to implement the Plan. The Transit Node district was created to support transit-
oriented mixed uses and residential developments within walking distance of Metro Blue
line stations. The General Plan LUD Map was to be revised to be consistent with SP-1
during the current Land Use Element/Urban Design Element (LUE/UDE) update. A
Mitigation Measure was included in the Midtown Specific Plan EIR to complete these
General Plan Amendments within one year of the approval of SP-1. Since the LUE/UDE
update has not yet been completed, inconsistencies between SP-1 and the underlying
General Plan land use designations remain in multiple locations within the boundaries of
SP-1. The purpose of this General Plan Amendment is to resolve this inconsistency to
facilitate a development proposal and conform adjacent properties at the Long Beach
Boulevard and Pacific Coast Highway Transit Node

Approval of the General Plan Amendment is required to establish consistency with SP-1
development regulations. SP-1 identifies several locations, including a project site at
1836-1852 Locust Avenue, owned by the Long Beach Community Investment Company
as strategic sites for the development of affordable housing. The site and adjacent parcels
are designated as LUD #3B and the lots located on the southeast corner of Locust Avenue
extending to Long Beach Boulevard along E. Pacific Coast Highway are designated as
LUD #8A. To ensure that the development site and adjacent properties in the SP-1
Transit Node district are made consistent with the underlying General Plan designation,
eight additional lots south and east of the subject development site are also included in
the requested General Plan Amendment. If approved, the requested General Plan
Amendment will change the land use designation of these properties to LUD #7, which
allows both residential and commercial uses with densities that are consistent with the
development standards of the Transit Node district. (Exhibit D — General Plan
Amendment Map).

The site is proposed to be developed with a five-story residential development containing
48 affordable units and 40 parking spaces on a 27,000-square-foot property comprised
of three vacant lots within the Transit Node district of SP-1 (Exhibit E — Development
Plans). The Transit Node allows a FAR of 4.0, 100 feet in height and 10 stories, while
the General Plan allows a maximum of 30 dwelling units per acre. The proposed project
is below the maximum FAR threshold, but it exceeds 30 dwelling units per acre, which
creates an inconsistency between the SP-1 zoning and the General Plan land use
designation.

The requested General Plan Amendment promotes the intent of SP-1 and provides the
opportunity for development of high-quality context-sensitive projects that will enhance
the streetscape and create a more consistent development pattern within this important
transit node. Findings for the proposed General Plan Amendment are attached (Exhibit
F — Findings for General Plan Amendment GPA17-005).
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The project also requires a Lot Merger to consolidate three existing lots into one parcel
to accommodate the project (Exhibit G — Findings for Lot Merger LMG17-015). On
October 25, 2017, the Site Plan Review Committee reviewed the project’s design and
layout, and approved the Site Plan Review subject to approval of a General Plan
Amendment and Lot Merger, pursuant to LBMC Section 21.25.503.

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the project was
evaluated in accordance with the Midtown Specific Plan EIR and associated Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). The project's compliance with the MMRP
renders the project previously analyzed within the scope of the Midtown Plan EIR.
Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, no further review is required as the
project is consistent with the prior EIR.

Public hearing notices were distributed on December 21, 2017, and the notice was
circulated in the newspaper, in accordance with the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance,
and no responses were received as of the date of preparation of this report.

An addendum to the EIR (Exhibit H — Addendum to the Midtown Specific Plan EIR) was
prepared to analyze potential new impacts resulting from the proposed General Plan
Amendment. No new impacts were found; therefore, no further environmental review is
warranted.

This matter was reviewed by Assistant City Attorney Michael J. Mais on December 21,
2017 and by Budget Analysis Officer Julissa Jose-Murray on December 20, 2017.

TIMING CONSIDERATIONS

City Council action is requested on January 9, 2018. Section 21.25.103 of the Zoning
Regulations requires presentation of this request to the City Council within 60 days of the
Planning Commission hearing, which took place on December 7, 2017.

FISCAL IMPACT

The request is to change the land use designation on the existing Land Use Map. There
are no direct fiscal or local ongoing job impacts associated with this recommendation.
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SUGGESTED ACTION:
Approve recommendation.

Respectfully submitted,

AJB:LFT:CT:gc
P:APlanning\City Council tems (Pending)\Council Letters\201812018-01-09\City Council Letter 1836 Locust v10.docx

APPROVED.
—

PATRICK H. WEST __“/
CITY MANAGER

Attachments:  City Council Resolution for an Addendum to the Midtown Specific Plan EIR
City Council Resolution for General Plan Amendment (GPA17-005)
City Council Resolution for Environmental Checklist and LMG17-015
Exhibit A — Planning Commission Report — December 7, 2017
Exhibit B — Midtown Specific Plan Map
Exhibit C — Location Map
Exhibit D — General Plan Amendment Map
Exhibit E — Development Plans for 1836 Locust Avenue
Exhibit F — Findings for General Plan Amendment GPA17-005
Exhibit G — Findings for Lot Merger LMG17-015
Exhibit H — Addendum to the Midtown Specific Plan EIR
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF LONG BEACH APPROVING AN ADDENDUM TO
THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PREPARED FOR
THE MIDTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN (STATE CLEARING-
HOUSE NO. SCH2015031034) WITH RESPECT TO
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA 17-005

WHEREAS, on May 24, 2016, the City Council of the City of Long Beach
certified a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) (State Clearinghouse No.
SCH2015031034) prepared to analyze the environmental impacts associated with the
Midtown Specific Plan;

WHEREAS, on December 7, 2017, the Planning Commission of the City of
Long Beach held a duly noticed public hearing and recommended that the City Council
approve an Addendum to the Midtown Specific Plan Environmental Impact Report and
likewise recommended that the City Council approve two associated General Plan
Amendments (GPA17-005 and GPA17-006) to change certain Land Use Element Land
Use District Map designations from Land Use Designation #3B (Moderate Density
Residential) and #8A (Traditional Retail Strip Commercial) to Land Use Designation # 7
(Mixed Uses) (the “Project”) to facilitate development of certain projects located in the
Midtown Specific Plan area, and the Planning Commission made all necessary findings
to support said recommendations;

WHEREAS, in order to conduct environmental review of the Project in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA,” codified at California
Public Resources Code §§ 21000, et seq., as further governed by the State CEQA
Guidelines, 14 California Code of Regulations §§ 15000, et seq.), an Addendum to the

Midtown Specific Plan Final Environmental Impact Report has been prepared for the
1
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Project, which “Addendum” is attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference
as Exhibit “A” as though set forth in full, word for word:;

WHEREAS, in accordance with 14 California Code of Regulations
§15164(b), and as is more fully set forth in the above referenced Addendum (Exhibit A),
the Addendum concludes that no supplemental or subsequent Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”) is required because: (a) no substantial changes are proposed by the
Project which will require major revisions of the Midtown Specific Plan Final
Environmental Impact Report ; (b) no substantial changes have occurred with respect to
the circumstances under which the Project is being undertaken which will require major
revisions in the Midtown Specific Plan Final Environmental Impact Report; and (c) no new
information which was not known and could not have been known at the time the
Midtown Specific Plan Final Environmental Impact Report was certified has become
available;

WHEREAS, at a duly-noticed meeting of the City Council of the City of Long
Beach on January 9, 2018, the City Council had the opportunity to receive and consider
public comment on the Addendum and the Project, as well as to review and
independently consider those documents themselves, along with a presentation from
staff on the same;

WHEREAS, the City Council makes and accepts as its own, the findings set
forth in Exhibit A, which has been attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference;

WHEREAS, the documents and other materials which conétitute the record
of proceedings upon which the City Council bases its decision and the findings contained
within this Resolution are available and may be reviewed at the Long Beach City Hall,
located at 333 W. Ocean Boulevard, Long Beach, California 90802 in the Department of
Development Services located on the 5" Floor of said City Hall.

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Long Beach hereby
finds, determines and resolves as follows:

Section 1.  Recitals.
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The recitals set forth above are adopted as further findings of the City
Council.

Section 2.  California Environmental Quality Act Findings.

The City Council has reviewed the Addendum to the Midtown Specific Plan
Environmental Impact Report and finds that an addendum is the proper environmental
review document under CEQA because: (a) no substantial changes are proposed by or in
the Project which will require major revisions to the Midtown Specific Plan Environmental
Impact Report; (b) no substantial changes have occurred with respect to the
circumstances under which the Project is being undertaken which will require major
revisions to the Midtown Specific Plan Environmental Impact Report; and (c) no new
information has become available which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Midtown Specific Plan
Environmental Impact Report was certified that shows any of the factors set forth in
14 C.C.R. § 15164(a)(3). The City Council further finds that the Addendum reflects the
Council's independent judgment and analysis, and that there is no substantial evidence
that the Project will have a significant effect on the environment. Based on its
independent review and consideration, the City Council hereby finds that the Addendum
complies with the requirements of CEQA and adopts the conclusions in the Addendum
on the basis of the evidence and reasoning set forth therein and on the record of the
proceeding initiated to undertake this review.

Section 3.  City Council Approval of Addendum.

The City Council hereby approves Exhibit “A”, the Addendum to the
Midtown Specific Plan Environmental Impact Report, prepared with respect to General
Plan Amendment GPA17-005 for the properties described in said General Plan
Amendment applications and likewise described in the Addendum, based on the above
findings. Moreover, the City Council finds that the Addendum has fully and accurately
reviewed the Project and all findings set forth in Section 2 above are still true and correct.

Section 4.  City Council Approval of Project.
3
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The City Council hereby approves the General Plan Amendment GPA 17-0C

relating to the proposed land use designations to the Pacific Coast Highway/Long Beach

Boulevard transit node area of the Midtown Specific Plan as said areas are more

particularly described in the subject Addendum and in the Applications on file in this action,

which Applications are incorporated herein by this reference as though set forth herein in

full, word for word.

Section 5.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption

by the City Council, and the City Clerk shall certify 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

, 20___, by the following vote:

Ayes: Councilmembers:
Noes: Councilmembers:
Absent: Councilmembers:

MJIMkjm 12/28/17 A17-03566
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1. Introduction

1.1 BACKGROUND, PURPOSE, AND SCOPE

This document is an Addendum to the previously certified Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (State
Clearinghouse No. 2015031034) for the adopted Midtown Specific Plan (Approved Project of Midtown
‘Specific Plan) and addresses proposed land use designation changes to the Pacific Coast Highway/Long
Beach Boulevard transit node area of the Midtown Specific Plan (Proposed Project). Refer to Section 1.1.3,
Proposed Project, of this document for a detailed project description.

The 2016 Draft EIR and 2016 Final EIR of the Approved Project (collectively referred to as the 2016
Certified EIR), in conjunction with this EIR Addendum, serve as the environmental review for the Proposed
Project, as required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code [PRC]
Sections 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations [CCR], Title 14,
Chapter 3, Sections 15000-15387). Pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, the
City of Long Beach (City) is the Lead Agency charged with deciding whether or not to approve the Proposed
Project. This EIR Addendum addresses the potential environmental impacts associated with the Proposed
Project as compared to the Approved Project. The Proposed Project is limited to the Project Area as it
involves a change in land use designations for only this portion of the overall area covered by the Midtown
Specific Plan (Specific Plan Area, which totals 369 acres). A description of the Approved Project and
Proposed Project are provided below.

1.1.1  Approved Project (Midtown Specific Plan)

The Approved Project analyzed in the 2016 Certified EIR consists of City adoption of the Midtown Specific
Plan (Specific Plan Area), extraction of the two residential blocks around Officer Black Park from PD-29
{Area Outside the Specific Plan), and retention of the underlying conventional zoning designations already in
place for the two extracted residential blocks. The Approved Project also includes the closure of a few
roadway segments that intersect with Long Beach Boulevard. Each of the project areas and components is
described below.

Specific Plan Area

The Approved Project provides a framework for the development and improvement of a 369-acre corridor
along Long Beach Boulevard. The Midtown Specific Plan Area currently contains just under 1,900 residential
units and 2 little over 2.6 million square feet of commercial and employment uses, as well as medical facilities
with over 950 licensed hospital beds and three hotels with approximately 200 hotel rooms. The Approved
Project increased the number of permitted residential units within the Midtown Specific Plan Area to just
over 3,600 units—approximately 1,700 more than existing conditions but about 2,200 less than would be
allowed under the current PD-29 zoning,

Noveprber 2017 Page 1
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The Midtown Specific Plan allows commercial and employment building square footage of 2.9 million square
feet (a net increase of almost 369,000 square feet over existing conditions) by concentrating and intensifying
development at key transit and employment nodes. The buildout projections for the Specific Plan assume a
small increase in the number of licensed hospital beds (27 beds) and the addition of a business hotel with up
to 81 hotel rooms.

Area OQutside the Specific Plan

As stated above, the Approved Project includes an area outside of, but adjacent to the Specific Plan Area
boundary; the atea comprises approximately four acres around Officer Black Park. Existing land uses within
this area consists of 76 dwelling units and 11,346 square feet associated with the existing church; this area also
contains Officer Black Park.

Under the Approved Project, the two residential blocks around Officer Black Park were extracted from PD
29 and retained their underlying conventional zoning designations: Single-Family Residential, standard lot (R-
1-N); Three-Family Residential (R-3-S); and Park (P). The proposed extraction did not require an amendment
to the City’s zoning map, as the underlying conventional zoning designations were already in place. With the
exception of the zoning designation revisions, no physical change (e.g, additional development intensity,
redevelopment) was proposed; the EIR assumed no physical changes would occur within this area and all
existing uses would remain.

Roadway Segment Closures

The Approved Project included the closure of the following roadway segments to vehicular traffic in order to
create parklets (small street parks): 25th Street west of Long Beach Boulevard; 25th Street east of Long
Beach Boulevard; 231d Street west of Long Beach Boulevard; 23td Street east of Long Beach Boulevard; 21st
Street west of Long Beach Boulevard; 21st Street east of Long Beach Boulevard; Rhea Street east of Long
Beach Boulevard; Esther Street east of Long Beach Boulevard; 15th Street west of Long Beach Boulevard;
15th Street east of Long Beach Boulevard; and 14th Street east of Long Beach Boulevard.

Approved Project Approvals
Implementation of the Approved Project required the project approvals listed in Table 2.

Table 1 Project Approvals for Approved Project

Lead Agency Action
Adoption of the Midtown Specific Plan
Adoption of a Zone Change
. . Ceriification of the EIR
Long Bezch City Council Adoption of Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations (if
required)
Adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring Program
Responsible Agencies Action
; . issuance of a National Pollution Discharge Elimination System Permit (NPDES) for
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Controt Board future construction activities
Page 2 PlacelWWorks
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1.1.2 2016 Certified EIR

On June 24, 2016, the Long Beach City Council certified the 2016 Certified EIR and adopted the Approved
Project. The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed environmental impacts of the Approved Project. Most impacts
identified in the EIR were determined to be less than significant after implementation of mitigation measutes.
However, the following impacts were determined to be significant and unavoidable even after implementation
of feasible mitigation:

® Air Quality Standards (Construction), The Approved Project was found to generate short-term
emissions that exceed the South Coast Air Quality Management Districts (SCAQMD) regional
construction significance thresholds and would significantly contribute to the nonattainment designations
of the South Coast Air Basin.

® Air Quality (Operational). The Approved Project was found to generate long-term emissions that
exceed SCAQMD?’s regional operational significance thresholds and would significantly contribute to the
nonattainment designations of the South Coast Air Basin.

®  Air Quality (Construction). It was determined that construction activities related to buildout of the
Approved Project could expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations of NOx, CO,
PMI(), and PMzs.

®  Air Quality Plan (Construction and Operational). It was determined that the Approved Project is a
regionally significant project that would conttibute to an increase in frequency or severity of air quality
violations in the South Coast Air Basin and would conflict with the assumptions of the applicable Air
Quality Management Plan.

¥ Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions (Operational). It was determined that buildout of the Approved
Project would result in a substantal increase in GHG emissions compared to existing conditions and
would not meet SCAQMD’s Year 2035 Target efficiency mettic of 2.4 metric tons of COze per year per
service population or the long-term GHG reduction goal under Executive Order S-3-05.

" Noise (Consttuction). It was determined that noise from construction activities associated with future
development projects that would be accommodated by the Approved Project could result in substantial
impacts to sensitive receptors.

1.1.3 Proposed Project

The City is processing two General Plan Amendments (GPA 17-005 and GPA 17-006) to implement land use
designation changes to the Pacific Coast Highway/Long Beach Boulevard transit node area of the Midtown
Specific Plan. The combined Project Area consist of 24 parcels and is north of E. 16th Street between
Locust Avenue to the west and Long Beach Boulevard to the east, see Figure 1, Véinity Map. GPA 17-005
addresses the Project Area north of E. Pacific Coast Highway (PCH) and GPA 17-006 addresses the Project
Area south of PCH.
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The Proposed Project includes two separate applications.

¥ Application No. 1709-35 consists of GPA 17-005, site plan review (SPR 17-044), and a lot merger
(LMG 17-015) to change the cutrent land use designations for 11 parcels in the Project Area north of
PCH from Modetate Density Residential (LUD #3B) and Traditional Retail Strip Commercial (LU #8A)
to Mixed Use Disttict (LUD #7). This application would also allow for the development of 48 dwelling
units at 1838-1852 Locust Avenue.

®  Application No. 1709-46 consists of GPA 17-006, site plan review (SPR 17-075), and a lot merger
(LMG 17-019) to change the current land use designations for 13 parcels in the Project Area south of
PCH from Moderate Density Residential (LUD #3B) and Traditional Retail Strip Commercial (LU #8A)
to Mixed Use District (LUD #7). This application would also allow for the development of 102 dwelling
units at 1795 Long Beach Boulevard.

General Plan Amendments

A general plan amendment was not processed at the time of adoption of the Approved Project because the
updated General Plan Land Use Element was expected to be adopted within a year of the Approved Project
adoption. However, the General Plan Land Use Element update has not been completed, resulting in an
inconsistency between the Midtown Specific Plan zoning districts and the current General Plan land use
designations. Therefore, the general plan amendments are needed to resolve the inconsistencies and to
facilitate development opportunities for the 24 parcels that make up the Project Area.

The proposed general plan amendments would convert the existing land uses to Mixed Use District LUD #7,
which is consistent with the undetlying Midtown Specific Plan zoning of Transit Node High. Mixed Use
District LUD #7 allows both residential and mixed uses, see Figute 2, Proposed General Plan Amendments. The
Transit Node High designation is a sub-category of the Transit Node (TN) District of the Midtown Specific
Plan. The TN District supports compact, transit-oriented mixed-use and residential development centered on
the three Metro Blue Line stations,

Site Plan Reviews and Lot Mergers

The proposed site plan reviews and lot mergets were analyzed in the following documents, which are
included as exhibits to the staff report and are incorporated herein by reference:

®  Environmental Compliance Checklist: Midtown Specific Plan Program Environmental Impact Report,
1836-1852 Locust Avenue, Application No. 1709-35, SPR 17-044/LMG17-015, dated December 7, 2017.

® Environmental Compliance Checklist: Midtown Specific Plan Program Environmental Impact Report,
1795 Long Beach Boulevard, Application No. 1709-46, SPR 17-075/LMG 17-019, dated December 7,

2017.
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Source: ESRI, 2017
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Figure 2 - Proposed General Plan Amendments
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Proposed Project Buildout

The Proposed Project would create consistency between the General Plan land use designations and the
adopted Specific Plan zoning; it would not increase the allowable development in the Project Area. The
Project Area is within the 20-acre Transit Node District #6, which allows 30-60 dwelling units per acre, for a
total of 362 dwelling units, 297,125 commercial square feet, and 102 hotel rooms. Development of both the
1836-1852 Locust Avenue (48 units) and 1795 Long Beach Boulevard (102 units) projects would be within the
overall buildout assumed for the Project Area.

Lead Agency and Discretionary Approvals

This EIR Addendum documents the City's consideration of the potential environmental impacts resulting
from the Proposed Project and explains why CEQA analysis in the form of a subsequent EIR or
supplemental EIR is not required. The City of Long Beach is the lead agency and has approval authority over
the Proposed Project. Discretionary approvals for the Proposed Project include:

Application No. 1709-35

®  General Plan Land Use Amendment {(GPA 17-005)
®  Site Plan Review (SPR 17-044)

® Lot Merger (LMG 17-015)

Application No. 1709-46

8 General Plan Land Use Amendment (GPA 17-006)
®  Site Plan Review (SPR 17-075)
® Lot Merger (LMG 17-019)

1.2 INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE

This Addendum incorporates by reference the technical studies provided in the appendices and the
documents described below in accordance with CEQA Guidelines § 15148 and 15150,

®  City of Long Beach Midtown Specific Plan
¥ Final EIR for the City of Long Beach Midtown Specific Plan (SCH No. 2015031034), dated March 2016.

¥ Environmental Compliance Checklist: Midtown Specific Plan Program Environmental Impact Report,
1836-1852 Locust Avenue, Application No. 1709-35, SPR 17-044/LMG17-015, dated December 7, 2017.

® Environmental Compliance Checklist: Midtown Specific Plan Program Environmental Impact Report,
1795 Long Beach Boulevard, Application No. 1709-46, SPR 17-075/LMG17-019, dated December 7,
2017.
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The technical studies and documents are available for review at the City of Long Beach, Development
Services Department, 333 West Ocean Boulevard, 5th Floor, Long Beach, CA 90802.
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2. Environmental Findings

The CEQA Guidelines provide detailed information on when a subsequent EIR, supplemental EIR, and EIR
Addendum can be prepared. This chapter considers the provisions of CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162,
15163, and 15164 and analyzes impacts associated with the changes to the Approved Project.

2.1 ENVIRONMENTAL PROCEDURES

Pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, the City’s review of the Addendum focuses on the
potential environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Project that might cause major revisions to the
2016 Certified EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase
in the severity of previously identified significant effects pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162.

Pursuant to CEQA Section 21166 and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, when an EIR has been
certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no subsequent or supplemental EIR or negative
declaration shall be prepared for the project unless the lead agency determines that one or more of the
following conditions are met:

®  Substantial project changes are proposed that will require major revisions of the previous EIR or
negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or 2 substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

®  Substantial changes would occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken
that require major revisions to the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects; or

®  New information of substantial importance that was not known and could not have been known with
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified or the negative declaration
was adopted shows any of the following:

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

B. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than identified in the
previous EIR.

C. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible,
and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project
proponent declines to adopt the mitigation measures or alternatives.
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D. Mitigation measures or alternatives that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but
the project proponent declines to adopt the mitigation measures or alternatives.

If some changes or additions to the previously prepared EIR or negative declaration are necessary, but none
of the conditions specified in Section 15162 are present, the lead agency shall prepare an addendum (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15164{a]).

This Addendum analyzes the potential impacts of the Proposed Project as compared to the Approved
Project and any changes to the existing conditions that have occurred since certification of the 2016 Certified
EIR. It also reviews any new information related to environmental impacts, mitigation measures and/or
alternatives (if any) that was not known and could not have been known with exercise of reasonable diligence
at the time that the 2016 Certified EIR was certified. It further examines whether, as a result of any changes
or any new information, a Subsequent EIR or negative declaration may be required. This examination
includes an analysis of the provisions of CEQA Section 21166 and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162
and their applicability to the Proposed Project. ,

2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This section describes the requirements for the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and EIR Addendum and
demonstrates why the preparation of an Addendum to the 2016 Certified EIR is appropriate for the
Proposed Project.

2.2.1 CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162: Subsequent EIRs and Negative
Declarations

CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a) states,

When an EIR has been certified or 2 négative declaration adopted for a project, no
subsequent EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the
basis of substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, one or more of the following:

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the project which will tequire major tevisions of the
previous EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. (14 CCR Section 15162[a][1})

Approval of the Proposed Project would not require major revisions to the 2016 Certifted EIR because no
new significant environmental effects or substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant
effects would occur. The change in General Plan land use designations associated with the Proposed Project
would bring the Project Area into consistency with the underlying Midtown Specific Plan zoning of the
Project Area. Furthermore, development of the Proposed Project would not result in a new significant
environmental effect or cause a substantial increase in the severity of impacts identified in the 2016 Certified
EIR.
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The analysis below, which discusses envitronmental topic areas listed in Appendix G of the CEQA
Guidelines, demonstrates that no substantial changes are proposed and no major revisions of the 2016
Certified EIR would be required due to approval of the Proposed Project.

Aesthetics. The Project Area is buildout out with buildings and sutface parking with the exception of a
vacant lot at 1836-1852 Locust Avenue. There have been no substantial changes to the existing Project Area
since adoption of the 2016 Certified EIR that would require changes to the EIR. The proposed general plan
amendments would bring the Project Area into consistency with the undetlying Midtown Specific Plan
zoning and buildout assumptions used for that area. Future development would be subject to the Midtown
Specific Plan zoning standards for setbacks, height requirements, and building design as analyzed in the 2016
Certified EIR. The Proposed Project is consistent with the Midtown Specific Plan. Therefore, any changes to
the aesthetic or visual character of the Project Area or its surroundings has already been accounted for in the
2016 Certified EIR. No new or substantially greater impacts related to aesthetics would occur.

Agriculture and Forestry Resources. No agricultural or forestry resources were identified for the Project
Area in the 2016 Certified EIR. This fact remains unchanged for the Proposed Project. No new impacts or
substantially greater impacts related to agrcultural or forestry resources would occur.

Air Quality. The Proposed Project would not increase the development assumptions analyzed for the Project
Area in the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, there would be no increase in squate footage, population, or
vehicle trips that would result in an increase in construction or operational emissions compared to the
Approved Project, Mitigation Measures AQ-1 through AQ-6 would apply to the Proposed Project. Therefore,
no new or substantially greater impacts related to air quality would occur.

Biological Resources. The 2016 Certified EIR found that the Project Area is generally graded, previously-
disturbed, and highly urbanized, and, therefore, does not support sensitive biological habitats, communities,
species, or wetlands, No biological resources or habitat conservation plans were identified for the Project
Area in the 2016 Certified EIR, This fact remains unchanged for the Proposed Project. Thetefore, as with the
Approved Project, the Proposed Project would not impact such resources. No new impacts or substantially
greater impacts related to biological resources would occur.

Cultural Resources. The 2016 Certified EIR identified 66 potential historical resources that required further
evaluation pursuant to Mitigation Measure CUL-1. Redevelopment projects are also required to implement
Mitigation Measure CUL-2 to protect other potential historical properties that turn 50 years old after
adoption of the Midtown Specific Plan. No new historical resources have been identified in the Project Area
since adoption of the Midtown Specific Plan. The Proposed Project would not expand the proposed
development area or result in impacts to new or previously unknown cultural resources. Development within
the Project Area is comply with Mitigation Measures CUL-1 and CUL-2. Thetefore, no new or substantially
greater impacts related to cultural resources would occur.

Geology and Soils. Implementation of the Propbscd Project would not result in a change in buildout ot
development area. Therefote, impacts related to geology and soils would be the same as the Approved Project
and less than significant. No new ot substantially greater impacts related to geology and soils would occur.
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The Proposed Project would not increase the development assumptions
analyzed for the Project Area in the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, there would be no increase in square
footage, population, or vehicle trips that would result in an increase in GHG emissions compared to the
Approved Project. No new or substantially greater impacts related to GHG emissions would occur.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials. Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in a change
in buildout or development area. Therefore, impacts related to geology and soils would be the same as the
Approved Project. Development within the Project Area would be required to comply with Mitigation
Measures HAZ-1 and HAZ-2. Therefore, no new or substantially greater impacts related to hazards and
hazardous materials would occur.

Hydrology and Water Quality. The existing conditions have not changed in the Project Area since
certification of the 2016 Certified EIR. The 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Adopted Project would
not increase runoff over existing conditions, except where single-family residential would be redeveloped as
multifamily residential. Additionally, the Adopted Project required drainage improvements specified in
Mitigation Measures HYD-1 through HYD-4, which are consistent with those outlined in the 2005 Master
Plan of Drainage Update and identified by the City of Long Beach Public Works Department.

Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in a change in buildout or development area.
Therefore, impacts related to geology and soils would be the same as the Approved Project. Development
within the Project Area would be required to comply with Mitigation Measures HYD-1 through HYD-4.
Therefore, no new or substantially greater impacts related to hydrology and water quality would occur.

Land Use and Planning, The Proposed Project involves a change in General Plan land use designations for
the Project Area to bring the area into consistency with the underlying Midtown Specific Plan zoning of the
Project Area. The Proposed Project implements a requirement of the Adopted Project. Specifically,
Mitigation Measure LU-1 states the following:

LU-1 If the current General Plan Land Used Element update being undertaken by the City of
Long Beach, which includes revisions to the land use designations of the cutrent Land Use
Map (including the area covered by the Midtown Specific Plan), is not adopted within 12
months after adoption of the Midtown Specific Plan, the City shall initiate a General Plan
Amendment to achieve consistency between the General Plan Land Use Element and the
Midtown Specific Plan, Specifically, the General Plan Amendment shall require an update to
the current Land Use Map in order to change the current General Plan land use designations
of the Midiown Specific Plan area to allow for uses and densities set forth in the Midtown

Specific Plan.

A future General Plan Amendment may also requite revisions to tables and exhibits in the
Mobility Element pertaining to roadway classifications and closures associated with the
Midtown Specific Plan. The specific roadway closures under the Midtown Specific Plan
include 25th Street, 23rd Street, 21st Street, and 15th Street east and west of Long Beach
Boulevard; Rhea Street east of Long Beach Boulevard; Esther Street east of Long Beach
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Boulevard; and 14th Street east of Long Beach Boulevard. Roadway amendments will be
processed as the time of individual roadway chatacter change projects

Thetefore, the Proposed Project would not result in any new or substantially greater impacts related to land
use and planning. In fact, the Proposed Project would result in a beneficial impact as it would remove the
cutrent inconsistencies between the Midtown Specific Plan zoning and current General Plan land use
designations of the Project Area.

Mineral Resources. No mineral resources were identified for the Project Area in the 2016 Certified EIR.
This fact remains unchanged for the Proposed Project. No new impacts or substantially greater impacts
related to mineral resoutces would occur.

Noise. The Proposed Project would not increase the development assumptions analyzed for the Project Area
in the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, there would be no increase in square footage, population, or vehicle
trips that would result in an increase in construction or operational-related noise impacts compared to the
Approved Project. Mitigation Measures N-1 through N-5 would apply to the Proposed Project. Therefore, no
new or substantially greater impacts related to noise would occur.

Population and Housing. Project implementation would not result in the generation of additional housing
or population, nor the additional removal of existing housing or population. Residential development and
increase in population that would occur within the Project Area (as accommmodated by the Midtown Specific
Plan) was already considered and analyzed in the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, any increase in housing and
population for the Project Area has already been accounted for in the 2016 Certified EIR. No new or
substantially greater impacts than related to population and housing would occur.

Public Services. Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in impacts to or need for
additional public services, including fite, police, school, and library. While the Proposed Project involves
development and a change in land use designations for the Project Area, its impacts to public services were
already considered and analyzed in the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, the impacts to public services as a
tesult of actual development permitted within the Project Area have already been accounted for in the 2016
Certified EIR. The demand for public services would not change under the Proposed Project, and no new or
substantially greater impacts related to public services would occur.

Recreation. Impacts to recreational facilities and setvices were already considered and analyzed in the 2016
Certified EIR. The Proposed Project would not increase the need for additional recreational resources.
Therefore, the impacts to recreational facilities and services as a result of actual development permitted
within the Project Area have already been accounted for in the 2016 Certified EIR. The demand for
recreational facilities and setvices would not change under the Proposed Project, and no new or substantially
greater impacts related to recreation would occur.

Transportation and Traffic. As stated previously, the Proposed Project would not generate additional wraffic
(vehicular, pedestrian, or bicycle) compared to the Adopted Project and building assumptions used in the
2016 Certified EIR. Development that would occur within the Project Area is and its impacts to
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transportation and traffic wete already analyzed and mitigated for in the 2016 Certified EIR. Development is
required to comply with Mitigation Measutes TRAF-1 and TRAF-2.

TRAF-1 requires preparation of a site-specific traffic study as part of the subsequent review for development
projects. The Site-Specific Traffic Impact Study prepared for the developrient at 1836-1852 Locust Avenne, prepared by
KOA Corporation (October 2017) determined that the addition of project-related traffic to the adjacent
intersection of Long Beach Boulevard and Pacific Coast Highway and Palmer Court and Pacific Coast
Highway would not cause any significant impacts. Additionally, the Trgfic Inmpact Analysis, 1795 Long Beach
Bonlevard Mixed-Use Development Project, Long Beach, California prepared by Linscott, Law & Greenspan
Engineers (June 27, 2017) determined that the addition of project-related traffic would not significantly
impact surrounding area intersections. Specifically, no significant impact would occur at: 1) Pacific Avenue at
PCH, 2) N. Palmer Court at PCH, 3) Long Beach Boulevard at PCH, 4) N, Palmer Coutt at 16th Street, or 5)
Long Beach Boulevard at 16th Stteet under existing plus project and cumulative year 2020 conditions.
Therefore, the proposed project has satisfied the requirements of Mitigation Measure TRAF-1.

No new or substantially greater impacts related to transportation and traffic would occur.

Utilides and Service Systems. Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result the need for
additional utilities or services systems, including water and wastewater collection and treatment facilities and
systems, drainage facilities and systems, and solid waste facilities, The Proposed Project would be tequired to
comply with Mitigation Measutes USS-1 and USS-2 of the 2016 Certified EIR. The demand for udlities and
service systems would not change under the Proposed Project, and no new or substantially greater impacts
related to utilities and service systems would occur.

" Conclusion. In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, since none of the conditions specified in Section
15162 are present, the City has determined that an Addendum to the 2016 Certified EIR is the appropriate
form of environmental review for the Proposed Project.

2. No substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will requite major revisions of the previous EIR due to the involvement of new
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects. (14 CCR Section 15162(a)(2))

Approval of the Proposed Project would not require major revisions to the 2016 Certfied EIR because no
substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the Approved Project was
undertaken. Existing conditions of the Project Area have not changed since adoption of the Approved
Project and certification of the 2016 Certified EIR, The revisions under the Proposed Project would not
result in any physical changes to the environment that would cause new significant effects or increase the
severity of previously identified impacts.

Although a statement of overtiding considerations was made in conjunction with the 2016 Certified EIR,
substantial changes in the circumstances under which the project was undertaken have not occurred since the
Approved Project was adopted on June 24, 2016. No substantial increases in the severity of impacts would
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occur. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not have new significant environmental effects or substantially
increase the severity of previously identified significant effects due to changes in circumstances.

3. No new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as
complete, shows any of the following:

2. The project will not have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR,
(14 CCR Section 15162(a)(3)(A))

No new information has been introduced that would increase the severity of the identified cumulative
impacts or cause new significant effects not discussed in the 2016 Certified EIR. The change in land use
designations under the Proposed Project is not considered new information of substantial importance
that was not previous known. The Proposed Project would not increase previously identified impacts or
result in new areas of development or other changes to the physical environment outside the original
project area.

b. Significant effects previously examined will not be substantially more severe than shown in
the previous EIR. (14 CCR Section 15162(2)(3)(B))

No new information has been introduced that would increase the severity of impacts discussed in the
2016 Certified EIR. The Proposed Project does not propose nor allow new development or other
changes to the physical envitonment that were not previously analyzed.

c. No mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible and would substantially reduce one ot mote significant effects of the project, but the
project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative” (14 CCR Section

15162)3)(C)

The 2016 Certified EIR incorporated all feasible mitigation measures. Since certification of the 2016
Certified EIR, no new, previously unknown information of substantial importance has come to light that
would affect the mitigation measures that were adopted or the alternatives that were considered as a part
of the decision-making process.

The Proposed Project would not create new significant effects that were not previously analyzed, for
would the magnitude of impacts exceed those found in the 2016 Certified EIR. No new mitigation
measures are proposed, and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program adopted as a part of the
2016 Certified EIR remains adequate to mitigate impacts of the Proposed Project.

The alternatives that were analyzed also remain applicable to the Proposed Project and do not need to be
reconsidered; therefore, the Proposed Project does not create new impacts that would require new
analysis of project alternatives.

d. No mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed
in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
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envitonment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measute or
alternative. (14 CCR Section 15162(2)(3)(D))

No new mitigation measutes are required, and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program adopted as
a part of the 2016 Certified EIR remains adequate to mitigate impacts of the Proposed Project The
alternatives that were analyzed also remain applicable and do not need to be reconsidered; the Proposed
Project does not create new impacts that would require new analysis of project alternatives.

As substantiated in this document, the Proposed Project does not cteate new significant impacts that would
tequire the preparation of a subsequent EIR, and an addendum to the 2016 Certified EIR would be
appropriate to satisfy CEQA.

2.2.2 CEQA Guidelines Section 15164: Addendum to an EIR or Negative
Declaration

1. The lead agency ot responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously certified EIR
if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162
calling for prepatation of a subsequent EIR have occurred. (14 CCR Section 15164(a))

This EIR Addendum provides additional information specifically relevant to the changes to the 2016
Certified EIR caused by the Proposed Project. None of the conditions from Section 15162 are present that
would require a subsequent EIR.

2. An addendum to an adopted negative declaration may be prepared if only minor technical
changes or additdons are necessaty or none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling
for the pteparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occutred. (14 CCR Section
15164(b))

The Approved Project was the subject of a full EIR, not a negative declaration; therefore subsection (b) does
not apply.

3. An addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in ot attached to the
final EIR ot adopted negative declatation. (14 CCR Section 15164(c))

This EIR Addendum will not be made available for public review, but will be included as part of the staff
report for the Long Beach Planning Commission and City Council hearings for the Proposed Project will be
considered.

4. 'The decision -making body shall consider the addendum with the final EIR or adopted negative
declaration priot to making a decision on the project. (14 CCR Section 15164(d))

The Long Beach City Council will consider the EIR Addendum and 2016 Certified EIR prior to approving
the Proposed Project.
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5. A brtief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section 15162
should be included in an addendum to an EIR, the lead agency's findings on the project, ot
elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be supported by substantial evidence. (14 CCR
Section 15164(e))

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, after an EIR has been certified for a project, if some minor
technical changes to the previously certified EIR are necessary, preparation of an Addendum to the EIR is
appropriate. Previous analysis of environmental impacts has been conducted for the Approved Project in an
Initial Study, 2 Draft EIR, and a certified Final EIR. As demonstrated in Section 2.2.1, the Proposed Project
would not involve new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of significant
cffects already identified in the 2016 Certified EIR. Given this finding, an Addendum to the 2016 Certified
EIR is appropriate and has been prepared.
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3. Environmental Determination

Based on the evidence in light of the whole record documented in the certified EIR and cited incorporations:

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

D I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there

will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by
the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

|:| 1 find that the proposed project MAY have a sigm'ﬁéant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

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

VA 1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that
catlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed
upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF LONG BEACH ADOPTING, AFTER PUBLIC
HEARING, AMENDMENTS TO THE LAND USE ELEMENT
OF THE GENERAL PLAN OF THE CITY OF LONG BEACH
RELATING TO ELEVEN (11) PARCELS LOCATED AT 1830
to 1852 LOCUST AVENUE, 209 TO 235 E. PACIFIC COAST
HIGHWAY, AND PORTIONS OF 1801 TO 1851 LONG
BEACH BOULEVARD

The City Council of the City of Long Beach resolves as follows:

Section 1. The City Council of the City of Long Beach has adopted,
pursuant to Section 65302 of the California Government Code, a Land Use Element as
part of the City's General Plan.

Section2.  The City Council desires to amend the Land Use Element of
the General Plan of the City of Long Beach as set forth in this resolution.

Section 3.  The Planning Commission held a public hearing on December
7, 2017, on a proposed amendment to the Land Use Element of the General Plan of the
City of Long Beach. At that hearing, the Planning Commission considered all pertinent
facts, information, proposals, environmental documentation and recommendations
respecting the propose& amendment, and the views expressed at the public hearing, and
afforded full opportunity for public input and participation.

Section 4.  Following receipt and consideration of all appropriate
environmental documentation, full hearings and deliberation, the City Planning
Commission voted on December 7, 2017, to recommend approval of the amendment to

the Land Use Element of the City of Long Beach General Plan and further directed that
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said recommendation be forwarded to the City Council for its consideration.

Section 5. That on January 9, 2018, the City Council conducted a duly
noticed public hearing at which time it considered all pertinent facts, information,
proposals, environmental documentation and recommendations respecting the proposed
amendment to the Land Use Element of the General Plan and the views expressed at the
public hearing and afforded full opportunity for public input and participation.

Section 6.  Pursuant to Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines, and
based on the evidence and oral and written testimony presented at all previous public
hearings, and based on all of the information contained in the files of the Development
Services Department (incorporated herein by this reference) on the proposed
amendment to the Land Use Element as previously described herein, including the
certified Finél Environmental Impact Report for the Midtown Specific Plan (State
Clearinghouse No. 2015031034), and the Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact
Report for the Midtown Specific Plan and including, but not limited to, the January 9,
2018, City Council written and oral staff report, the City Council now finds that the
proposed change will benefit the public interest. General Plan Amendment (GPA17-005)
will change the land use designations from #3B (Moderate Density Residential) and #8A
(Traditional Retail Strip Commercial) to #7 (Mixed Uses) on eleven (11) parcels located in
the Midtown Specific Plan area, consisting of properties addressed as 1830 to 1852
Locust Avenue, 209 to 235 E. Pacific Coast Highway, and portions of 1801 to 1851 Long
Beach Boulevard (“project boundary area”). The purpose of the amendment is to resolve
inconsistencies between the underlining zoning designation of the Midtown Specific Plan
Transit Node High (TN) District and the existing land use designations (LUD #3B and
#8A). The General Plan Amendment will benefit the public interest by supporting new
development opportunities and encouraging new investment. This new development will
upgrade existing public infrastructure such as sidewalks and bring new goods, services
and affordable housing opportunities for the benefit of Long Beach residents. This

change is aiso consistent with other Elements of the General Plan. For example, the
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Housing Element stresses the importance of new housing choices at all levels of
affordability. The Mobility Element stresses the importance of sidewalk and other
infrastructure improvements to promote active transportation and transit. This action is
consistent with the Midtown Specific Plan which underwent an exhaustive General Plan
consistency analysis and environmental review.

Section 7.  Following receipt and consideration of all appropriate
environmental documentation, full hearings and deliberation, the City Council does
concur with the recommendation of the Planning Commission and does approve, adopt
and did consider the environmental documentation including the Final Environmental
Impact Report for the Midtown Specific Plan certified on May 24, 2016, and the
Addendum thereto approved by the City Council on January 9, 2018; and does approve
and adopt the amendment to the Land Use Element Use District Map by changing the
designation of #3B (Moderate Density hesidential) and #8A (Traditional Retail Strip
Commercial) to #7 (Mixed Uses) on eleven (11) parcels located in the Midtown Specific
Plan area, consisting of properties addressed as 1830 to 1852 Locust Avenue, 209 to
235 E. Pacific Coast Highway, and portions of 1801 to 1851 Long Beach Boulevard
(“project boundary area”) as depicted on Exhibit “A”, which is attached hereto and
incorporated herein by this reference as though set forth herein in full.

Section 8.  This resolution shall take effect inmediately upon its adoption

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

I
Il
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| hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the City
Council of the City of Long Beach at its meeting of , 20__, by the

following vote:

Ayes: Councilmembers:
Noes: Councilmembers:
Absent: Councilmembers:
City Clerk
MJIM:Kjm A17-03566 12/26/17 4
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF LONG BEACH FINDING THAT THE LOT MERGER
(LMG17-015) TO CONSOLIDATE THREE LOTS INTO ONE
LOT ON PROPERTIES LOCATED AT 1836-1852 LOCUST
AVENUE IN THE MIDTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN (SP-1) AREA
IS CONSISTENT WITH THE MIDTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN, -
THE MIDTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT (STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO.
2015031034), THE ADDENDUM TO THE MIDTOWN -
SPECIFIC PLAN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, AND
SUBJECT TO THE MIDTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN MITIGATION
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM; AND MAKING
CERTAIN FINDINGS AND DETERMINATIONS RELATED
THERETO

WHEREAS, on May 24, 2016, the City Council of the City Long Beach
(City) adopted the Midtown Specific Plan (SP-1) by Resolution No. RES-16-0042. The
Midtown Specific Plan replaced the former Long Beach Boulevard Planned Development
District (PD-29) with the goal of bringing new high-quality development to the transit
corridor along portions of Long Beach Boulevard. The Midtown Specific Plan Area is
generally situated east of Pacific Avenue, west of Atlantic Avenue, north of Anaheim
Street, and south of Wardlow Road, and is a corridor along Long Beach Boulevard just
north of downtown Long Beach. It consists of two areas: The Midtown Specific Plan area
and an area outside of but adjacent to the Midtown Specific Plan. The Midtown Specific
Plan spans approximately 369 acres. The area outside the Midtown Specific Plan covers

approximately four acres around Daryle Black Park. Both areas make up the Midtown
1
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Specific Plan area.

WHEREAS, in connection with adoption of the Midtown Specific Plan, the
City, as lead agency, prepared a Programmatic Environmental Impact Report for the
Midtown Specific Plan (SCH No. 2015031034 Midtown Specific Plan PEIR) in
accordance with the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and
Section 15168 of the CEQA Guidelines, which provides for the preparation of a PEIR
“[iln connection with issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other general criteria to
govern the conduct of a continuing program.” The City Council certified the Midtown
Specific Plan PEIR on May 24, 2016, when it adopted the Midtown Specific Plan.
Subsequently, on January 9, 2018, the City Council of the City of Long Beach approved
an Addendum to said EIR and both the EIR and Addendum thereto are hereby -
incorporated herein by reference as though set forth in full, word for word.

WHEREAS, the Midtown Specific Plan PEIR serves as a basis for
streamlined environmental review of all subsequent public and private actions that may
and other ordinances, programs, and actions that the City determines to be necessary to
implement the Downtown Plan. Furthermore, the PEIR states:

“Because the Project is an adoption of a plan, not an individual or series of
development projects, subsequent environmental review will be subject to
the provisions of Section 15183 of the State CEQA Guidelines, under
which projects that are consistent with the development density or 7
intensity of the plan “shall not be subject to additional environmental
review, except as might be necessary to examine whether there are
project-specific significant effects which are peculiar to the project or its
site.” Section 15183 provides additional guidance for preparation of an
Initial Study for subsequent projects to determine whether there is project-
or site-specific impacts; environmental effects that were not analyzed as

significant effects in the PEIR; as offsite or cumulative impacts; or as more
2
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severe impacts than were identified in the PEIR.”

WHEREAS, where appropriate, the mitigation measures to the PEIR
requires preparation of specific additional studies and analyses to determine whether an
individual project would result in project-specific new or increased significant effects that
are peculiar to the project or its site.

WHEREAS, the proposed lot merger (LMG 17-015) Project (Project) to
consolidate three lots into one lot on properties located at 1836-1852 Locust Avenue is
required to facilitate the development of a five-story residential development containing
forty-eight (48) affordable housing units and forty (40) parking spaces on a 27,000-square
foot lot;

WHEREAS, on October 25, 2017, the Site Plan Review Committee of the
City of Long Beach approved the Site Plérnr design arid 'Iayout in accordance with Long
Beach Municipal Code Section 21.53.503 for the above described residential
development project; because said Project consisted of less than fifty (50) residential
units jurisdiction for the approval of said Site Plan was with the Site Plan Review
Committee rather than the Planning Commissiéﬁ;

WHEREAS, the approval of said Site Plan by the Site Plan Review
Committee was contingent upon subsequent approval of a Lot Merger and General Plan
Amendment for the subject development site by the City Council of the City of Long
Beach;

WHEREAS, on December 7, 2017, the Long Beach Planniﬂg Commission
held a public hearing and voted to recommend that the City Council approve the
proposed Lot Merger as described above, and recommended that the City Council
approve a General Plan Amendment (GPA17-005) as well as an Addendum to the
Midtown Specific Plan Programmatic Environmental Impact;

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council resolves as follows:

Section 1.  The City Council: (a) has considered all appropriate

environmental documentation including, but not limited to, the Programmatic
3

MJIM:kjm A17-03566 12/26/17
\\clbchat\at$\apps\ctylaw82\wpdocs\d026\p027\00835271.docx




OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY
CHARLES PARKIN, City Attorney
333 West Ocean Boulevard, 11th Floor

Lona Beach. CA 90802-4664

© O N O OO p O N -

N N D N DD N D NN N = wd ek omd ek ek et el A oaa
0 ~N OO0 O A WO N = O O O ~N O O b W N = O

Environmental Impact Report for the Midtown Specific Plan and Addendum to the

Midtown Specific Plan Programmatic Environmental Impact Report, and other pertinent

evidence in the record, including studies, reports, and other information from qualified

experts (collectively the “Environmental Documents”), (b) has considered the

environmental effects of the Project as set forth in the Environmental Documents, and (c)

makes the following findings:

A)

B)

C)

D)

E)

The City Council independently reviewed and analyzed the environmental
documents and finds that they reflect the independent judgment of the City.
The Midtown Specific Plan was adopted as a zoning ordinance and is
consistent with the City’s General Plan.

The City previously certified the Midtown Specific Plan PEIR for the
Midtown Specific Plan as well as the Addendum to said PEIR.

The Project is consistent with the Midtown Specific Plan, including, but not

limited to the following design standards: Front yard setback, rear yard

setback, side yard setback, building height, floor area ration (FAR), open
space and private landscape, minimum unit size, ground floor height,
parking and bike storage, as is more particularly set forth in Exhibit “A”
which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference as
though set forth in full, word for word.

All applicable feasible mitigation measures from the Midtown Specific Plan
PEIR will be undertaken and are hereby imposed as part of the Lot Merger,
and the Project in its entirety must be fully compliant with said mitigation
measures, regulatory compliance measures, project design features, and/or
conditions of approval, as set forth in the Environmental Documgnts,
including but not limited to the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
as set forth in the Programmatic Environmental Impact Report for the

Midtown Specific Plan (SCH2015031034).
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F)

G)

Based on substantial evidence in the Environmental Documents and
elsewhere in the record, including but not to limited to oral and written
testimony provided at the public hearings on the matter, there areno
environmental effects of the Project that: (1) are project-specific impacts
peculiar to the Project or its site, (2) were not analyzed as significant effects
in the Midtown Specific Plan PEIR or Addendum thereto, (3) are potentially
significant off-site impacts and cumulative impacts which were not
discussed in the PEIR or the Addendum thereto, or (4) are previously
identified significant effects which, as a result of substantial new information
which was not known at the time the PEIR was certified or the Addendum
approved, are determined to have a more severe adverse impact than
discussed in the PEIR or Addendum. -
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 15183, no further CEQA review or additional
environmental studies are required for the Lot Merger or the Project.

None of the information submitted at the hearing of this matter, including
the testimony at the hearing on the Project, constitutes significant new
information. The City Council has carefully considered this information and
testimony and does not find any evidence of a significant environmental
impact as a result of the proposed Project, nor does the City Council find
there to be credible evidence of a significant impact, a substantial increase
in the severity of an impact disclosed in the Midtown Specific Plan PEIR-or
Addendum thereto, or otherwise requiring additional CEQA review,
including but not limited to preparation of a subsequent or supplerﬁéntal
EIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 15162 and 15163;

The City Council finds and declares that substantial evidence for every

finding made herein is contained in the Environmental Documents,

including the “Environmental Compliance Checklist’, a copy of which is
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J)

L)

attached hereto as Exhibit “B” and incorporated herein by this reference as
though set forth herein word for word.

Consistent with Public Resources Code Section 21081.6, the City Council
hereby adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP)
adopted as part of the certification of the Programmatic Environmental
Impact Report for the Midtown Specific Plan (SCH2015031034), which
MMRP is incorporated herein by this reference as though set forth herein in
full, word for word, to mitigate or avoid significant effects of the Lot Merger
or Project on the environment and to ensure compliance during project
implementation.

In accordance with the requirements of Public Resources Section 21081.6,
the City Council hereby adopts each of the relevant mitigation measures
expressly set forth herein as conditions of approval for the Project.
Consistent with Public Resources Code Section 21081.6(a)(2), the
documents that constitute the record of proceedings for approving the
Project are located at the Development Services Department, 333 West
Ocean Bivd., 5th Floor, Long Beach, California 90802.

Section 2.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption

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

4
i
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| hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the City
Council of the City of Long Beach at its meeting of , 20 , by the

following vote:

Ayes: Councilmembers:
Noes: Councilmembers:
Absent: Councilmembers:

City Clerk
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Midtown Specific Plan Zoning Compliance

1836-1852 Locust Avenue
Zoning District - Transit Node High
Requirements Project Compliance
F;Z:;Z:;d 00 60" complies
Rear Yard 100 (measured from the CL of 160"t PL i
Setback alley) o fear complies
g:;::;: 5'-0" 5.-0" complies
Building Height 10 stories and 100 feet 5 stories and 59'-6"  complies
FAR 4 1.95 complies
Open Space- 50 sf per unit and
50 sf per unit 4,669 sf common complies
privite
open space
Landscape complies
42 units equal to or

600 (15% of units may be less

Minium Unit Size then 600 sf not smaller then greated than 600 sf complies
450 sf with SPR approval and 6 units or 12.5%
below 600 sf
Ground floor - ! R i
height 18 (SPR approval for 15'-0) 150 complies
CA Govt Code 65915(p)(3)
specifies a parking ratio of
0.5 parking spaces per unit
for developments that are comples with
located within one-half mile 40 parking spaces
Parking of public transit and projects enclosed in garage ¢ St:te d
that include standards
affordable housing.
(47x.5=23.5 plus 2= 25
parking spaces).
Bike Storage 1.0 space per 2 units 30 enclosed lockers complies

in parking garage

EXHIBIT "A"



Environmental Compliance Checklist:

Midtown Specific Plan Program Environmental Impact Report
1836-1852 Locust Avenue
Application No. 1709-35
GPA 17-005/SPR17-074/LMG17-015
December 7, 2017
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Introduction

In June of 2016, the City Council certified the Final Environmental Impact Report
(FEIR) for the Midtown Specific Plan (State Clearinghouse No. 2015031034). The
FEIR was prepared as a Program Environmental Impact Report and referred to as
“Program EIR” in this document. The City was the public agency which had the
principal responsibility for carrying out or approving the Midtown Specific Plan, and
as such was the “Lead Agency” under the California Environmental Quality Act of
1970 (CEQA) (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15367).

This document is a compliance checklist to evaluate the environmental impacts
associated with Application No. 1709-35 / SPR 17-044 to construct a five-story
mixed-use project with approximately 48 dwelling units and 40 parking spaces at
1838-1852 Locust Avenue (Project) within the area of the Midtown Specific Plan
area in the City of Long Beach (City).

Purpose

CEQA requires a Lead Agency to consider the information contained in the EIR
prior to taking any discretionary action on the proposed project. This document has
been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act.
According to Section 15168 (c)(2) of the State CEQA Guidelines, a Program EIR
can be used in compliance with CEQA to address the effects of a subsequent
activity so long as the activity of the project is within the scope of the program EIR
and no new effects are found and no new mitigation measures are required. As
supported by the analysis presented in this document, the Project, would not result
in new or substantially more severe significant environmental impacts than was
analyzed in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR (State Clearinghouse No.
2015031034).

This document has been prepared in accordance with California Environmental
Quality Act. According to Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, a program
EIR can be used in compliance with CEQA to address the effects of a subsequent
activity so long as the activity of the project is within the scope of the program EIR
and no new effects are found and no new mitigation measures are required. As
supported by the analysis presented in this document, the Project, would not result
in new or substantially more severe significant environmental impacts than was
analyzed in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR (State Clearinghouse No.
2015031034).

This environmental compliance review is intended to serve as an informational
document to be considered by the City during deliberations on the proposed
project.

2
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Incorporation by Reference

This Environmental Compliance Checklist may reference all or portions of another
document that is a matter of public record or is generally available to the public.
Informational details from the documents that have been-incorporated by reference -
are summarized below. These documents include:

Midtown Specific Plan (June 2016)

Midtown Specific Plan Environmental Impact Report (March 2016)

Long Beach Municipal Code

County Sanitation District of Los Angeles County Letter to Ms. Barbara

Ashba dated (Ref. Doc. No. 4329420)

o Pacific Environmental Company, Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
Performed at 1838 Locust Avenue dated March 21, 2017/October 2, 2017.

o KOA, Site Specific Traffic Analysis dated November 2017.

Format of this Environmental Compliance Checklist

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR analyzed poten{iél eﬁ\)ironmeﬁ{éi }fhbacts
of the implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan by utilizing the Environmental

Checklist Form included in Appendix G of-the CEQA -Guidelines-—The City - - -

determined that an EIR would be required for the Midtown Specific Plan Project
and issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Initial Study in March 2015 (Refer
to Appendix A of the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR). The NOP process was
used to help determine the scope of the environmental issues to be addressed in

the DEIR.

Based on this process and the Initial Study for the Midtown Specific Plan, certain
environmental categories were identified as having the potential to result in
significant impacts. Issues considered Potentially Significant were addressed in
the Midtown Specific Plan Draft EIR. Issues identified as Less Than Significant or
No Impact were not addressed beyond the discussion contained in the Initial
Study.

The analysis in this Environmental Compliance Checklist will include all
environmental topics analyzed in the Initial Study and the EIR prepared for the
Midiown Specific Plan. For each impact identified in this Environmental
Compliance Checklist, a summary of the analysis in the Midtown Specific Plan
Program EIR and statement of the level of significance of the impact are provided.
Included in the analysis is a determination if the mitigation measures identified in
the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR are applicable to the Project or whether
there are any additional impacts not previously identified in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR and would therefore require new mitigation measures.

The Environmental Compliance Checklist applies the following determination of
impacts:

3
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e Potentially Significant Impact Not Identified in Midtown Specific Plan
Program EIR
e No Impact/No Change to Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR

1.0 Project Description

The proposed multi-family residential project at 1836-1852 Locust Avenue the
(Project) would develop the existing vacant three parcel, 27,000 square foot site
of flat topography with a 5-story building featuring 48 dwelling units above ground
floor level which consist of community rooms, office space and a 40-stall parking
garage. The project totals 65,866 square feet for a Floor Area Ratio of 1.95. 47
of the units will be affordable with one manager unit.

The project site is located on the east side of Locust Avenue north of Pacific Coast
Highway (Figure 1). The project site is surrounded by residential uses to the north,
south and west consisting of several one-to two story duplexes and 4-unit
apartments, and commercial uses across the alley to the east. At present the site
contains no habitable structures. It was originally developed with residential
homes.

Figure 1. Vicinity Map

Project Approval

4
EXHIBIT “B”



The proposed project would require the following approves:

General Plan Amendment

Site Plan Review

Lot Merger

Disposition and Development and Loan Agreement (Long Beach
Community Investment Company)

5
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Assumptions included in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR for the Project Site

The project is located within the area of the Midtown
Specific Plan (Figure 2) Specifically, it is within the
Subarea 6 of the Midtown Specific Plan Transit Node
High District. The project assumes that at buildout
there will 3,619 dwelling units and 2,997,265 square
feet of commercial floor area constructed throughout
the entire Specific Plan Area

Figure 2: Midtown Specific Plan Area

Environmental Compliance Checklist:

This checklist examines the impact determinations of
the Midtown Specific Plan, potential impacts of the
proposed project, and mitigation measures included
in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR. This
chapter is divided into sections based on the
Environmental Checklist Form included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR.
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
Program EIR  Impact Not
Determination Identified

in Midtown  No Impact/
Specific  No Change to

Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR
Impact Area: Aesthetics
-- Would the Project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effecton a No |
scenic vista? 0 Impact o u
b) Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not limited - . . - )
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and No Impact o [
historic buildings within a state scenic
highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of the site - - Ié?sr?gc';an—q - - = n
and its surroundings? g
d) Create a new source of substantial
light or glare which would adversely - Less Than - - -
affect day or nighttime views in the Significant . "

area?

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR found that there are no designated scenic vistas
located within or adjacent to the plan area. No impacts related to scenic vistas would occur
with implementation of the Specific Plan.

Implementation of the proposed project would be subject to the Midtown Specific Plan
zoning standards for setbacks, height requirements and building design. Development
within the Midtown Specific Plan area would have no impact to scenic vistas. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects on scenic vistas is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR found that there are no rock outcroppings or other
scenic resources on or adjacent to the Specific Plan area. In addition, the Specific Plan

area is not within a state scenic highway, nor is it visible from any officially designated

scenic highway. No impacts related to scenic resources were identified in the Midtown "
Specific Plan Program EIR.
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The proposed project is within the plan area analyzed in the Midtown Specific Plan
Program EIR and no new scenic highways have been designated in the plan area sipce
preparation of the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR.! Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR,
and further study of effects on scenic resources is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

¢) Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the
site and its surroundings?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR found that the greater allowable building heights,
building intensity, and allowance of mixed uses in accordance with the uses envisioned
and permitted by the Specific Plan would result in a change to the visual character, but
would not result in a degradation of visual character or quality. The existing Specific Plan
area currently has no consistent architectural theme. Compliance with the development
standards of the Midtown Specific Plan would ensure that all new development projects
that would be accommodated by the Specific Plan are built to share similar character and
style to unify the entire Midtown Specific Plan area. Impacts related to visual character
and quality were determined to be less than significant.

The proposed multi-family residential project has a maximum building height of
approximately 100 feet and 10 stories and is consistent with the development standards
for the Transit Node High District established in the Midtown Specific Plan. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects on visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

d) Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR determined that the existing plan area is highly
urbanized and built out, and contains many existing sources of nighttime illumination.
Future development would alter and intensify land uses and their related lighting sources
throughout the Midtown Specific Plan area by introducing new building (interior and
exterior), open space, security, sign, and parking lights.

The architectural treatments of future development projects accommodated under the
Midtown Specific Plan would include style-appropriate architectural building materials.
These materials would be similar to the non-reflective building materials on existing land
uses throughout the Midtown Specific Plan area. In addition, glare from windows installed
on residential and nonresidential development projects would be typical of the surrounding
area and would not increase glare beyond what is expected for a highly-urbanized area.

! California Department of Transportation. California Scenic Highway Mapping System: Los
Angeles County. Website:

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LandArch/16 livability/scenic_highways/index.htm (accessed

October 3, 2017).
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The design guidelines in the Midtown Specific Plan prohibit the use of highly reflective or
very dark glass.

Future development would be required to adhere to the lighting standards outlined in the
City’s Municipal Code, which includes provisions to prevent light spillover to adjacent
properties, shielding of electronic signed, and the shielding or hooding of floodlights. In
addition, the future development projects would be required to comply with California’s
Building Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings, Title
24, Part 6, of the California Code of Regulations, which outlines mandatory provisions for
lighting control devices and luminaires. With adherence to the provisions of these lighting
regulations, the lighting and glare associated with development accommodated by the
Midtown Specific Plan was determined to be less than significant. ,

A project materials board for the proposed project was filed with the Site Plan Review
submittal. Proposed building materials were found to be of high quality, durable and not
highly reflective. The lighting for the proposed project is consistent with the provisions of
the Midtown Specific Plan, the City's Municipal Code, and California’s Building Energy
Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to-light-and glare is not required.__

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

9
EXHIBIT “B”




Midtown
Specific Plan
——Program EIR
Determination

Impact Area: Agricultural Resources
-- Would the Project:

a) Convert Prime Farmiand, Unique

Farmiand, or Farmiand of Statewide

importance (Farmland), as shown on the

maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland No Impact
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the

Callifornia Resources Agency, to non-

agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for

agricultural use, or a Williamson Act : No Impact-- - -

contract?

c) Conilict with existing zoning for, or
cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined
in Public Resources Code Section
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code Section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production
(as defined by Government Code Section
51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest No Impact
use?

No Impact

e)  Involve other changes in the

existing environment that, due to their

location or nature, could result in No Impact
conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural- - -

use?

Potentially

Significant
ImpactNot———
Identified ‘
- inMidtown  No Impact/ -
Specific  No Change to
Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR
(] |
n] — W
a |
[m] ]
.

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmiand,- or Farmiand of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to

non-agricultural use?

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act

contract?
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¢) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public

Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as

defined by Government Code Section 51104(g))?

d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use?

e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment that, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR found no impact to farmland, agricultural land or
uses, or with the agricultural zoning of Williamson Act contracts.

The project site is located within an urbanized area with no existing agricultural uses.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the

Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to agricultural

uses is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR — - e -~
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
Program EIR  Impact Not
Determination Identified
- inMidtown  No Impact/
Specific No Change to

Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR
Impact Area: Air Quality
-- Would the Project: .
a) Conflict with or obstruct ' Significant and
implementation of the applicable air SL'?::\':)? datibl o o =
quality plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or I
contribute substantially to an existing or Sbgﬁa'f\'/g?é‘;agd mj ]
projected air quality violation?
c) Result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable Significant and a .
federal or state ambient air quality Unavoidable
standard (including releasing emissions
which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to Less Than
substantial pollutant concentrations? Significant with o =
Mitigation
e) Create objectionable odors Less Than
affecting a substantial number of people? Significant c "

a) Would the project confilict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

The Midtown Specific Plan was determined to be a regionally significant project that would
contribute to an increase in frequency or severity of air quality violations in the South Coast
Air Basin and would conflict with the assumptions of the applicable Air Quality
Management Plan. Despite the Specific Plan’s furthering of regional transportation and
planning objectives to reduce per capita VMT and associated emissions, the Midtown
Specific Plan would represent a substantial increase in emissions compared to existing
conditions and would exceed South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)
regional operational significance thresholds. Mitigation measures MM AQ-1, AQ-2, AQ-3,
AQ-4, and AQ-5 would reduce the Specific Plan’s regional construction-related and
operational phase criteria air pollutant emissions to the extent feasible. However, given
the potential increase in growth and associated increase in criteria air pollutant emissions,
the implementation of the Specific Plan would continue to be potentially inconsistent with
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the ass_umptic_ans in ﬂ_1e Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). Therefore, impacts related
to conflicts with an air quality plan would remain significant and unavoidable.

The p(oposed multi-family residential project is consistent with the uses and development
intensity included in the air quality analysis conducted for the Midtown Specific Plan
Program EIR. The conditions of approval for the proposed project require compliance with
all mitigation measures applicable to the proposed project. The project applicant shall be
required to demonstrate compliance with Mitigation Measures AQ-1, AQ-2, AQ-3, AQ-4,
gnd AQ-5. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included
in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to conflicts
with an air quality plan is not required.

Mitigation Measures:

AQ-1 Applicants for new development projects within the Midtown Specific Plan
area shall require the construction contractor to use equipment that meets
the United Stated Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)-Certified
emissions standards. All off-road diesel-powered construction equipment
greater than 50 horsepower shall meet the Tier 4 emission standards. Any
emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve emissions
reductions that are no less than what could be achieved by a Level 4 diesel
emissions control strategy for a similarly sized engine, as defined by the
California Air Resources Board’s regulations.

Prior to construction, the project engineer shall ensure that all demolition
and grading plans clearly show the requirement for EPA Tier 4 or higher
emissions standards for construction equipment over 50 horsepower.
During construction, the construction contractor shall maintain a list of all
operating equipment in use on the construction site for verification by the
City of Long Beach Building Official or their designee. The construction
equipment list shall state the makes, models, and numbers of construction
equipment onsite. Equipment shall be properly serviced and maintained in
accordance with the manufacturer's recommendations. Construction
contractors shall also ensure that all nonessential idling of construction
equipment is restricted to five minutes or less in compliance with California
Air Resources Board's Rule 2449.

AQ-2 Applicants for new development projects within the Midtown Specific Plan
area shall require the construction contractor to prepare a dust control plan
and implement the following measures during ground-disturbing activities
in addition to the existing requirements for fugitive dust control under South
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 403 to further
reduce PM1o and PM.s emissions. The City of Long Beach Building Official
or their designee shall verify compliance that these measures have been
implemented during normal construction site inspections.

+ Following all grading activities, the construction contractor shall
reestablish ground cover on the construction site through seeding and
watering.
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AQ-3

« During all construction activities, the construction contractor .s_hall
sweep streets with SCAQMD Rule 1186-compliant, PM1o-effl0lel:1t
vacuum units on a daily basis if silt is carried over to adjacent public
thoroughfares or occurs as a result of hauling.

« During all construction activities, the construction contractor shall
maintain a minimum 24-inch freeboard on trucks hauling dirt, sand, soi,
or other loose materials and tarp materials with a fabric cover or other
cover that achieves the same amount of protection.

+ During all construction activities, the construction contractor shall water
exposed ground surfaces and disturbed areas a minimum of every
three hours on the construction site and a minimum of three times per
day.

* During all construction activities, the construction contractor shall limit
onsite vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to no more than 15 miles per
hour.

Applicants for new development projects within the Midtown Specific Plan
area shall require the construction contractor to use coatings and solvents
with a volatile organic compound (VOC) content lower than required under
South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 1113 (i.e., super
compliant paints). The construction contractor shall also use
precoated/natural-colored building materials, where feasible. Use of low-
VOC paints and spray method shall be included as a note on architectural

building plans and verified by the City of Long Beach Building Official or
their designee during construction.

Stationary Source

AQ-4

Prior fo issuance of a building permit for new development projects within
the Midtown Specific Plan area, the property owner/developer shall show
on the building plans that all major appliances (dishwashers, refrigerators,
clothes washers, and dryers) to be provided/installed are Energy Star
appliances. Installation of Energy Star appliances shall be verified by the

City of Long Building and Safety Bureau prior to issuance of a certificate of
occupancy.

Transportation and Motor Vehicles

AQ-5

Prior to issuance of building permits for non-residential development
projects within the Midtown Specific Plan area, the property
owner/developer shall indicate on the building plans that the following
features have been incorporated into the design of the building(s). Proper
installation of these features shall be verified by the City of Long Beach
Building and Safety Bureau prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy.

*  For buildings with more than ten tenant-occupants, changing/shower
facilites shall be provided as specified in Section A5.106.4.3
(Nonresidential Voluntary Measures) of the CALGreen Code.
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. Pref_erential parking for low-emitting, fuel-efficient, and carpool/van
vehlcles' shall be provided as specified in Section A5.106.5.1
(Nonresidential Voluntary Measures) of the CALGreen Code.

- Facilities shall be installed to support future eleciric vehicle charging at

each non-residential building with 30 or more parking spaces.
Installation shall be consistent with Section A5.106.5.3 (Nonresidential
Voluntary Measures) of the CALGreen Code.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project violate any air quality standard or contracture substantially to an.
existing or projected air quality violation?

c) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?- -

Buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan would generate short-term and long-term emissions

that exceed the South Coast Air Quality Management. District's regional construction
significance thresholds and would significantly contribute to the nonattainment
designations of the South Coast Air Basin. For.the air quality analysis, the maximum daily
emissions are based on a very conservative scenario, where several construction projects
throughout the Specific Plan area would occur at one time and overlap of all construction
phases occur at the same time.

Mitigation Measures AQ-1 through AQ-3 would reduce criteria air pollutants generated
from project-related construction activities. Buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan would
occur over a period of approximately 18 years or longer. Construction time frames and
equipment for individual site-specific projects were not available at the time the EIR was
prepared. There is a potential for multiple developments to be constructed at any one time,
resulting in significant construction-related emissions. Therefore, despite adherence to
Mitigation Measures AQ-1 through AQ-3, short-term emissions would remain significant
and unavoidable.

Incorporation of Mitigation Measures AQ-4 and AQ-5 would reduce operation-related -

criteria air pollutants generated from stationary and mobile sources. Mitigation Measure
AQ-5 would encourage and accommodate the use of alternative-fueled vehicles and
nonmotorized transportation, as would the provisions of the Midtown Specific Plan. For
example. The Midtown Specific Plan specifies electric vehicle charging and bicycle
parking requirements for residential development in accordance with the CALGreen Code.
However, despite adherence to Mitigation Measures AQ-4 and AQ-5 and the provisions
of the Midtown Specific Plan, long-term emissions would remain significant and
unavoidable due to the magnitude of land use development associated with the Midtown
Specific Plan.

The proposed multi-family residential project is consistent with the uses and development
intensity included in the air quality analysis conducted for the Midtown Specific Plan
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Program EIR. The conditions of approval for the proposed project require cor_npliance with
all mitigation measures applicable to the proposed project. The project applicant shall be
required to demonstrate compliance with Mitigation Measures AQ-1, AQ-2, AQ-{S, AQ-4,
and AQ-5. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included
in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to short-
term and long-term air quality emissions is not required.

Mitigation Measures:

AQ-1, AQ-2, AQ-3, AQ-4, and AQ-5 [Refer to Air Quality threshold a)]

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

d) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Construction activities related to the buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan could expose
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant-concentrations NOx, CO, PMyo,-and-PMzs.
Mitigation Measures AQ-1 and AQ-2 would reduce the Midtown Specific Plan’s regional
construction emissions and therefore also reduce the Specific Plan's localized
construction-related criteria air pollutant -emissions to the extent feasible. However,
because existing sensitive receptors may be close to project-related construction
activities, construction emissions generated by individual-development projects have the
potential to exceed SCAMQD’s Localized Significance Thresholds (LSTs). Therefore,
impacts related to exceedance of LSTs would remain significant and unavoidable.

In addition, the future development accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan could
site sensitive land uses in proximity to major air poliution sources. At buildout, the Midtown
Specific Plan would result in construction of up to approximately 1,736 new residential
units within the plan area. The residential units would be allowed near sources of toxic air
contaminants (e.g., I-405), which have the potential to affect residents of these units. With
implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-6, this impact would be reduced to a level of
less than significant.

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR concluded that future development under the
Specific Plan would not result in the development of individual land uses that would
expose sensitive receptors to substantial toxic air contaminant concentrations. Upon
implementation of regulatory requirements, impacts would be less than significant.

The proposed multi-family residential project is consistent with the uses and development
intensity included in the air quality analysis conducted for the Midtown Specific Plan
Program EIR. The conditions of approval for the proposed project require compliance with
all mitigation measures applicable to the proposed project. The project applicant shall be
required to demonstrate compliance with Mitigation Measures AQ-1, AQ-2, AQ-3, and AQ-
6. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to the exposure
of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations is not required.

Mitigation Measures:

AQ-1, AQ-2, and AQ-3 [Refer to Air Quality threshold a)]
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AQ-6

Prjor to issuaqqe of building permits for development projects within the
Midtown Specific Plan area that include sensitive uses (e.g., residential,
day care centers), within the distances identified by the California Air

Resources Board’s (CARB) Air Quality and Land Use Handbook, the

property ownet/developer shall submit a health risk assessment (HRA) to
the City of Long Beach Planning Bureau. The HRA shall be prepared in
accordance with policies and procedures of the state Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) and the South Coast
Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).

If the HRA shows that the incremental céncér risk éxceeds one in one
hundred thousand (1.0E-05) or the appropriate noncancer hazard index
exceeds 1.0, the following is required prior to issuance of building permits:

+ The HRA shall identify the level of high-efficiency Minimum Efficiency
Reporting Value (MERV) filter required to reduce indoor air
concentrations of pollutants to achieve the cancer and/or noncancer
threshold.

« Installation of high efficiency MERV filters in the intake of residential
ventilation systems consistent with the recommendations of the HRA,
shall be shown on plans. Heating, air conditioning, and ventilation
(HVAC) systems shall be installed with a fan unit designed to force air
through the MERYV filter.

«  To ensure long-term maintenance and replacement of the MERV filters
in the individual units, the property owner/developer shall record a
covenant on the property that requires ongoing implementation_of the
actions below. The form of the covenant shall be approved by the Long
Beach City Attorney's Office prior to recordation.

e The property owner/developer shall provide notification to all future
tenants or owners of the potential health risk for affected units and
the increased risk of exposure to diesel particulates when windows
are open.

« For rental units, the property owner/developer shall maintain and
replace MERV filters in accordance ‘with the manufacture’s
recommendations.

e For ownership units, the Homeowner's Association shail

incorporate requirements for long-term maintenance in the
Covenant Conditions and Restrictions and inform homeowners of
their responsibility to maintain the MERV filter in accordance with
the manufacturer's recommendations.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

e) Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?
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Future development that would be accommodated under the Midtown Specific Pian would
not emit objectionable odors that would affect a substantial number of people. Odors
generated by new residential and nonresidential land uses under the Midtown Specific
Plan are not expected to be significant or highly objectionable and would be required to
comply with SCAQMD Rule 402, Nuisance. Additionally, emissions from construction
equipment, such as diesel exhaust, and from volatile organic compounds from
architectural coatings and paving activities, may generate odors; however, these odors
would be temporary and are not expected to affect a substantial number of people.
Therefore, impacts related to objectionable operational- and construction-related odors
would be less than significant.

The proposed mutti-family residential project would include only residential uses on the
project site. The planned use for the site are not expected to emit objectionable odors and
would be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 402, Nuisance. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan
Program EIR, and further study of effects related to objectionable odors is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PRE VIOiIS EIVFlﬂ "
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Impact Area: Biological Resources
-- Would the Project:

a) Have a substantial adverse
impact, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified
as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect
on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or
regional plans, policies, regulations or by
the California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect
on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through
direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or
other approved local, regional, or state

habitat conservation plan?

Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
Program EIR  Impact Not
Determination ldentified

in Midtown  No Impact/
Specific No Change to
Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR
Less Than
Significant - .
No Impact o [
No Impact o =
Less Than D ' =
Significant
No Impact o ]
No Impact o =
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a) Would the project have a substantial adverse impact, either dirgqtly or throug_h habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special _statqs
species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulation_s, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any ripariaq i]abitat or o?her
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, pOIICI'eS,. regula{lons
or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

¢) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands
as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or
other means?

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native reside_nt or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? - ] '

e) Would the Project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? o

f) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Con§gmation Plan,

Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR found that the project plan area is generally
graded, previously-disturbed, and highly urbanized, and, therefore, does not support
sensitive habitats or sensitive animal species. In addition, implementation of the specific
plan would not include effects on riparian habitat, sensitive natural community identified in
local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or wetlands. The specific plan area contains
some trees, but these are primarily ornamental street trees and-smalll groupings of other
ornamental trees that do not provide suitable nesting habitat for migratory birds. There is
no Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan in the City. Impacts related to candidate,
sensitive, or special status species or migratory fish or wildlife species were determined
to be less than significant. No impacts were identified related to riparian habitats, wetlands,

and conflicts with local biological resource policies/ordinances and adopted habitat
conservation plans.

The project site is vacant and unimproved, surrounded by public right-of-way and existing
urban development. There are no trees located on the project site. As noted in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, no conflicts with local biological resource policies,
ordinances, or habitat conservation programs would be relevant to the proposed project.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects on biological resources
is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
Program EIR  Impact Not
Determination Identified
in Midtown  No Impact/
Specific  No Change to
Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
- EIR - Program EIR
Impact Area: Cultural Resources
-- Would the Project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse Less Than
change in the significance of a historical Significant with o (]
resource as defined in § 15064.57 Mitigation
b) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an No |
archaeological resource pursuant to § olmpact . "
15064.5?
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a e — —
unique paleontological resource or site or No | t -
unique geologic feature? © Impac . "
d) Disturb any human remains, 7
including those interred outside of formal -
ies?
cemeteries’ No Impact o -

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in § 15064.57

One historical resource (Packard Motors Building at 205 Anaheim Street) and many other
buildings greater than 50 years old are present in the Midtown Specific Plan area. Historic
resources not currently designated by the City as historic landmarks could be affected by -
demolition or remodeling. Mitigation Measures CUL-1 and CUL-2 were included to
mitigate potential impacts on knows and/or unknown historical resources. Impacts related
to historical resources were determined to be less than significant with mitigation

incorporated.

The site of the proposed housing project is vacant and unimproved. The project site is
not identified in Table 5.3-2 (List of Properties in the Midtown Specific Plan Area
Recommended for Future Evaluation), in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR,
therefore, Mitigation Measures CUL-1 and CUL-2 are not applicable to the proposed
project. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in
the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects on historical
resources is not required.
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Mitigation Measures
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NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to § 15064.5?

c) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR found that the specific plan area is located within
an urbanized setting subject to extensive disturbance from the construction of existing
buildings and existing underground infrastructure, have likely been previously disturbed.
No archaeological or paleontological resources were identified during prior development
activities within the plan area, and it is unlikely that any such resources would be
uncovered or affected during grading and construction activities associated with future
development accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan. Furthermore, the plan area
and immediate surroundings are not recognized as an area having the potential for
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subsurface archeological or paleontological resources. No impacts related to

archaeological or paleontological resources were identified in the Midtown Specific Plan
Program EIR.

The project site was previously disturbed during construction of structures associated with
former residential on the site. Under existing conditions, the project site is a vacant and
unimproved lot. The proposed multi-family residential project consist of a 5-story building
with 48 residential units over an at grade parking garage. As noted in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR, the plan area and immediate surroundings are not recognized as an
area having the potential for subsurface archeological or paleontological resources.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects on archaeological or
paleontological resources is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

d) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of

formal cemeteries?

in the event of an accidental discovery of human remains are encountered during
excavation and grading activities, California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5,

CEQA Section 15064.5, and Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 mandates the

process to be followed. Specifically, California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5
requires that in the event that human remains are discovered within the Midtown
Specific Plan area, disturbance of the site shall remain halted until the coroner has
conducted an investigation into the circumstances, manner and cause of any death,
and the recommendations concerning the treatment and disposition of the human
remains have been made to the person responsible for the excavation, or to his or her
authorized representative, in the manner provided in Section 5097.98 of the Public
Resources Code. The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR determined that
compliance with existing law would further ensure that significant impacts to human
remains would not occur. o

The proposed project would adhere to the requirements of California Health and Safety
Code Section 7050.5, CEQA Section 15064.5, and Public Resources Code Section
5097.98 in the event of the accidental discovery of human remains. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to the disturbance of human

remains is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Midtown
Specific Plan
Program EIR
Determination

Impact Area: Geology/Soils
-- Would the Project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as

delineated on the most recent Alquist- 'é?g’:”-:- c'::,:
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued e
by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a B
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42?
Less Than
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? Significant
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including___ .~ Less Than_.
liquefaction? Significant
iv) Landslides? No Impact
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss Less Than
of topsoil? ~ Significant
¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as Less Th
a result of the project, and potentially result Signifi ar:
in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, -olgnitican
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code Less Than
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or Significant
property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems No Impact

where sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste water?

Potentially
Significant
Impact Not
Identified
in Midtown
Specific
Plan
Program
EIR

i

No Impact/
No
Change to
Midtown
Specific
Plan
Program
EIR
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant No Impact/
Program EIR ImpactNot = No
Determination Identified Change to
. in Midtown __ Midtown
Specific Specific

Plan Plan
Program Program
EIR EIR

Impact Area: Geology/Soils
-- Would the Project:

a) i) Would the project expose people or.structures.to.potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known
earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? ' ' ) '

Two areas of the Midtown Specific Plan area fall within-the area designated-as an Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone associated with the Newport-inglewood Fault. In
accordance with Section 2621.5 of the California Public Resources Code and Section
3600 of the California Code of Regulations, any new structures for human occupancy
under the Midtown Specific Plan would be prohibited along the fault trace. Additionally, in
accordance with Sections 3603(a) and 3603(d) of the California Code or Regulations,
application for a development permit for any project that lies within Newport-Inglewood
Fault Zone (whether within 50 feet of the fault trace or within the overall fault zone) is
required to be accompanied by a geotechnical investigation and report prepared by a
geologist registered in the State of California; the geotechnical investigation and report is
required to demonstrate that proposed buildings would not be constructed across an
active fault and to determine whether a branch of the active fault passes through or next
to the affected development site. With adherence to the state regulations, impacts
resulting from an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone are not anticipated to occur.

The Project site is not located within and area designated as a Alquiét-PrioIo’Earthquake )
Fault Zone. The Project will comply with all applicable provisions of the most recent CBC
adopted by the City of Long Beach. During the Project’s plan check phase Building Bureau
personnel will verify compliance with ail applicable ground motion standards and
determine the need for a geotechnical investigation and geo-engineering study, as
conditioned. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings
included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of potential effects
related to rupture of a known earthquake fault is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

ii) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground shaking?
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Several active and potentially active faults are within or in the vicinity of thg Sp_ecmc Plan
area. State regulations protecting human-occupied structures from geoseismic hazards
are provided in the most recent (2013) CBC (California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Part
2) and CRC (California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Par‘g 2.5). Furthg;more, future
development projects that would be accommodated by tr]e Mldtown Specific Plan would
be required to have a site-specific geotechnical invest!gatlon report prgpared by .the
project applicant's/developer’s geotechnical consultant, in accordanc_:e W|tr.1 Appendlx J
Section J104 (Engineered Grading Requirements) of the CBC; such investigation would
determine seismic design parameters for the site and the proposed building type per CBC
requirements. Compliance with the design parameters and rgcommendathns of tht_a'
geotechnical investigation report would be required as a condition of a grading pe_rmlt
and/or building permit, and would be ensured by the City's Development Services
Department during the development review and building plan check process. Impacts
related to adverse effects related to strong seismic ground shaking were determined to be
less than significant.

The proposed project will comply with all applicable provisions of the most recent CBC
adopted by the City of Long Beach. During the Project's plan check phase Building Bureau
personnel will verify compliance with all applicable ground motion standards and
determine the need for a geotechnical investigation and geo-engineering study, as
conditioned. Any investigation/study would comply with the listed specifications.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of potential effects related to strong
seismic ground shaking is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

iij) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

Future development projects that would be accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan
within the areas that lie within a Zone of Required Investigation for Liguefaction would be
required to have a site-specific geotechnical investigation report prepared by the project
applicant’s/developer’s geotechnical consultant in, in accordance with Appendix J Section
J104 (Engineered Grading Requirements) of the CBC; such investigation would assess
liquefaction potential onsite and provide any needed recommendations to minimize
hazards from liquefaction. Compliance with the recommendations of the geotechnical

investigation report would be required as a condition of a grading permit and/or building
permit, and would be ensured by the City’s Development Services Department during the
development review and building plan check process. Impacts related to adverse effects
related to seismic-related ground failure were determined to be less than significant.

As shown on Figure 5.4-4, Liquefaction Hazards Map, in the Midtown Specific Plan
Program EIR, the project site is not located within a liquefaction zone of required
investigation. The proposed project will be required to comply with all applicable provisions
of the most recent CBC adopted by the City of Long Beach. During the proposed project's
plan check phase Building Bureau personnel will verify compliance with all applicable
ground motion standards and determine the need for a geotechnical investigation and
geo-engineering study, as conditioned. Any investigation/study would comply with the
listed specifications. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings
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included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of potential eff
L ’ ect:
related to seismic-related ground failure is not required. Yo °

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

iv) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving landslides??

The !Vlic!tpwn Specific Plan Program EIR found that the relatively level site conditions with
no significant slopes, except for the slopes on the adjacent Signal Hill in the northern
portion of the plan area, and the extent of developed lands in the Specific Plan area would
avoid potential impacts associated with landslides. The Specific Plan area is not an area
susceptible to landslides [State of California Seismic Hazard Zones Map (Long Beach
Quadrangle)]. Therefore, no impacts related to landslides were identified

The project site is relatively flat and is not in the vicinity of slopes on Signal Hiil. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR, and further study of potential effects related to landslides is not
required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Future development within the Midtown Specific Plan area would be required to comply
with the NPDES permit by preparing and implementing a SWPPP specifying BMPs for
minimizing pollution of stormwater with soil and sediment during project construction.
Adherence to the BMPs in the SWPPP would reduce, prevent, or minimize soil erosion
from project-related grading and construction activities. Therefore, impacts related to
substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil would be less than significant. -

The proposed project will be required to comply with all applicable provisions of the
NPDES permit. The proposed mixed-use project would not create any new stormwater
discharge conditions not anticipated in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR. BMPs or
equivalent measures to control poliutant runoff will be included within the project’s grading
and construction plans, if applicable. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent
with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of
potential effects related to soil erosion or the loss of topsoil is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

c) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? \

d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Development under the Midtown Specific Plan could subject persons and structures to
hazards arising from collapsible soils, ground subsidence, or expansive soils. However,
future development projects that would be accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan
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would be required to have a site-specific geotechnical investigation report grepared by.the
project applicant's/developer’s geotechnical consultant, in accordance with Appendix J
Section J104 (Engineered Grading Requirements) of the CBC; such investigation would
assess hazardous soil conditions onsite and would provide recommendations as needed
to minimize these potential soils hazards. Compliance with the recommendations of the
geotechnical reports is required as a condition of a grading permit and/or building permit,
and would be ensured by the City's Development Services Department during the
development review and building plan check process. Impacts resulting from ground
subsidence are not anticipated to be significant.

The proposed project will be required to comply with all applicable provisions of the most
recent CBC adopted by the City of Long Beach. During the proposed project’s plan check
phase Building Bureau personnel will verify compliance with all applicable ground motion
standards and determine the need for a geotechnical investigation and geo-engineering
study, as conditioned. Any investigation/study would comply with the listed specifications.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of potential effects related to ground
subsidence is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

e) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks

or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste water?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR found that all development in the project area

would be served by the City's sewer lines and wastewater disposal systems, and no
impact would occur.

The proposed project would be served by the City’s sewer lines and wastewater disposal
systems. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included
in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to soils
incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
Program EIR  Impact Not
Determination  lIdentified
in Midtown  No Impact/
Specific No Change to

Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR
Impact Area: Greenhouse Gas
Emissions
-- Would the Project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may Significant and
have a significant impact on the Unavoidable D "
environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy
or regulation adopted for the purpose Less Than
of reducing the emission of Significant o "

greenhouse gases?

a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that
may have a significant impact on the environment?

Buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan would result in a substantial increase in GHG
emissions compared to existing conditions and would not meet the South Coast Air Quality
Management District's Year 2035 Target efficiency metric of 2.4 MTCO:e/year/SP or the
long-term GHG reduction goal under Executive Order S-3-05. Mitigation Measures AQ-4
and AQ-5 would encourage and accommodate use of alternative-fueled vehicles and
nonmotorized transportation and ensure that GHG emissions from the buildout of the
Midtown Specific Plan would be minimized. However, additional statewide measures
would be necessary to reduce GHG emissions under the Specific Plan to meet the long-
term GHG reduction goals under Executive Order $-3-05, which identified a goal to reduce
GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050, and Executive Order B-30-15,
which identified a goal to reduce GHG emissions to 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030.
The new Executive Order B-30-15 requires CARB to prepare another update to the
Scoping Plan to address the 2030 target for the state. At this time, there is no plan past
2020 that achieves the long-term GHG reduction goal established under Executive Order
S-3-05 or the new Executive Order B-30-15. As identified by the California Council on
Science and Technology, the state cannot meet the 2050 goal without major
advancements in technology (CCST 2012). Since no additional statewide measures are
currently available, this impact would remain significant and unavoidable.

The proposed project invoives construction and operation of a five-story residential
building. Project operations would involve vehicular trips and other activities that would
increase generation of GHG emissions. The Midtown Specific Plan determined that GHG
impacts would be significant and unavoidable, but, through incorporation of Mitigation
Measures AQ-4 and AQ-5, as well as provisions of the Midtown Specific Plan (e.g.
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requirements for electric vehicle charging and bicycle parking requirements for reeugjentlal
development), anticipated projects would fall within the scope of the Midtown Specmc Plan
Program EIR analysis. With these mitigation measures in.corporated, opereﬂoq of the
proposed project would not substantially increase the severity of GHG operation !mpacts
beyond that identified in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR and no new impacts
beyond those identified in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR would oceur. Therefqre,
the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Ml@toyvn Specmc
Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects of greenhouse gas emissions is not
required.

Mitigation Measures:
AQ-4 and AQ-5 [Refer to Air Quality threshold a)]
NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

The Midtown Specific Plan would substantially improve the efficiency of the Midtown
Specific Plan area (11 percent reduction in GHG emissions per service population based
on Table5.5-5 based on CalEEMod Version2013.2.2. Based on 2035 transportation
emission rates) even though the number of people who live or work within the area would
increase by 37 percent. The new buildings under the Midtown Specific Plan would comply
with the latest California Building Standards Codes, therefore resulting in significantly
more energy efficiency than the existing buildings currently in the Midtown Specific Plan
area. Therefore, the Midtown Specific Plan would not conflict with statewide programs
adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions and impacts are not anticipated to
be significant. In addition, the Midtown Specific Plan would implement land use strategies
that would promote the increased use of alternative forms of transportation and a reduction
in VMT, which were determined to be consistent with SCAG's 2012-2035 RTP/SCS Goals.
Impacts related to the conflicts between the Midtown Specific Plan and applicable GHG
plans, policies or regulations were determined to be less than significant.

The proposed project involves construction and operation of a mutti-family residential
project. Since this project would be implemented in conformity with the Midtown Specific
Plan and would not increase the severity of previously identified potential conflicts with
GHG plans, policies and regulations, the proposed project would not introduce new
impacts. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in
the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to conflicts
with applicable GHG plans, policies or regulations is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Midtown
Specific Plan
Program EIR
Determination

Impact Area:
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

-- Would the Project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public

or the environment through the routine Less Than
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous Significant
materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through reasonably

foreseeable upset and accident conditions 'Less Than
involving the release of hazardous Significant with
materials into the environment? Mitigation

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle

hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, Less Than -
substances, or waste within one-quarter Significant with
mile of an existing or proposed school? Mitigation

d) Be located on a site which is included on
a list of hazardous materials sites compiled -

pursuant to Government Code Section ' Si;ﬁ;ﬁ: ;-:tawnith
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a Mitigation

significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

e) For a project located within an airport

land use plan or, where such a plan has not

been adopted, within two miles of a public No Impact
airport or public use airport, would the

project result in a safety hazard for peopie

residing or working in the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a ,, o
private airstrip, would the project resuitin a No impact
safety hazard for people residing or working

in the project area?

Potentially
Significant
Impact Not
Identified
in Midtown
Specilfic
Plan
Program
EIR

No Impact/
No Change to
Midtown
Specific Plan
Program EIR
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
Program EIR  Impact Not
Determination ldentified
in Midtown No Impact/
Specific No Change to
Plan Midtown
Program Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR

Impact Area;
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

-- Would the Project:

g) Impair implementation of or physically

interfere with an adopted emergency Less Than
response plan or emergency evacuation Significant
plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where

wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas No Impact o [
or where residences are intermixed with

wildlands?

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

The use, storage, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials during construction and
during operation of future development in the Specific Plan area would be required to
comply with existing regulations of several agencies, including the California Department
of Toxic Substances Control, US Environmental Protection Agency, California Division of
Occupational Safety and Health, California Department of Transportation, County of Los
Angeles Department of Environmental Health, and Long Beach Fire Department (LBFD).
Compliance with applicable laws and regulations governing the use, storage, transport,
and disposal of hazardous materials would ensure that all potentially hazardous materials
are used and handled in an appropriate manner and would minimize the potential for
safety impacts to occur. In addition, future uses and development associated with the
Midtown Specific Plan would be constructed and operated with strict adherence to all
emergency response plan requirements set forth by the City of Long Beach and LBFD.
Impacts related to hazards to the public or the environment arising from the routine use of
‘hazardous materials were determined to be less than significant.

The proposed project may consist of construction or operational activities that may involve
the use of hazardous materials. The proposed project would be required to demonstrate
compliance with existing rules and regulations and adhere to all emergency response plan
requirements set forth by the City of Long Beach and LBFD. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan
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f’rogram E_IR, and further study of effects related to the routine use of hazardous materials
is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

¢) Would the projept emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR found that some types of commercial and
residential land uses envisioned for the project area would not typically contain businesses
involved in the transport, use, or disposal of substantial quantities of hazardous materials.
Operation of residential and or commercial uses would involve the use of small quantities of
hazardous materials for cleaning and maintenance purposes. However, some projects may
consist of construction activities would involve full or partial demolition of existing structures,
which, due to their age, may contain asbestos and lead-based paints and materials. The
use, storage, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials during construction and during
operation of future development in the Specific Plan area would be required to comply with
existing regulations of several agencies. Compliance with applicable laws and regulations
would ensure that all potentially hazardous materials associated with future development
accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan are used and handled in an appropriate
manner and would minimize the potential for safety impacts. In addition, future uses and
development associated with the Midtown Specific Plan would be constructed and operated
with strict adherence to all emergency response plan requirements set forth by the City of
Long Beach and LBFD.

Grading and demolition activities associated with future development projects under the
Midtown Specific Plan may result in exposure to contaminated soils, asbestos-containing
materials (ACM), and lead-based paints, as well as other building materials containing lead.
Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 requires a ACM and LBP survey of existing structures on sites
proposed for development in the Specific Plan area. in addition, all abatement of ACM and
LBP encountered during future demolition activities would be required to be conducted in
accordance with all applicable laws and regulations. Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 requires the
preparation of a Phase | ESA for future development projects it mitigate impacts from
potential contaminated soils. Impacts related to the release of hazardous materials and/or
the emission or handling of hazardous materials within one-quarter mile of a school site
were determined to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

The proposed project may consist of construction or operational activities that may involve
the use of hazardous materials. The proposed project would be required to demonstrate
compliance with existing rules and regulations and adhere to all emergency response plan
requirements set forth by the City of Long Beach and LBFD. In addition, a Phase | ESA was
prepared in October 2017 for the project site. The Phase | ESA determined that the past
use of the site did not identify the use of hazardous materials or contaminated soils. The
proposed project has demonstrated compliance with Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR.
Mitigation Measure HAZ-2. There no existing structures on the project site, and, therefore,

37
EXHIBIT “B”




itigati i i ject. The proposed
Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 is no longer applicable to_the proposed prOjec_:§ T
proj%ct would be consistent with the findings included in the Mldtqwn _Specmc Plgn Program
EIR, and further study of effects related to hazardous materials sites is not required.

Mitigation Measures:

HAZ-2 Prior to the issuance of grading permits for individual development projects
that would be accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan, the project
applicant shall submit a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) to
identify environmental conditions of the development site and determine
whether contamination is present. The Phase | ESA shall be prepared by
a Registered Professional Engineer and in accordance with the American
Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard E 1527.05, Standard
Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase | Environmental Site
Assessment Process. If recognized environmental conditions related to
soils are identified in the Phase | ESA, the project applicant shall perform
soil sampling as a part of a Phase |l ESA. If contamination is found at
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significant levels, the project applicant shall remediate all contaminated
soils in accordance with state and local agency requirements (California
Department of Toxic Substances Control, Regional Water Quality Control
Board, Long Beach Fire Department, etc.). All contaminated soils and/or
material encountered shall be disposed of at a regulated site and in
accordance with applicable laws and regulations prior to the completion of
grading. Prior to the issuance of building permits, a report documenting the
completion, results, and any follow-up remediation on the
recommendations, if any, shall be provided to the City of Long Beach
Development Services Department evidencing that all site remediation
activities have been completed.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

d) 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 it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Individual development projects accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan would
include ground disturbance that could encounter existing hazardous materials in site soils
from listed hazardous materials sites. The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR identified
documented hazardous materials releases in the Specific Plan area, but potential impacts
exist from hazardous substance contamination from historical operations on a site. Future
development would be required (Mitigation Measure HAZ-2) to prepare a Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) to determine whether recognized environmental
conditions (RECs) are on the proposed development site. Where contaminate levels are
identified above screening levels, a health risk assessment would be required. If health
risks from environmental contamination are identified, cleanup of such contamination
would be required before the City would issue a certificate of occupancy for such project.
Impacts related to hazardous materials sites were determined to be less than significant
with mitigation incorporated.

Refer to response VI, a) and c). Phase | ESA reports were prepared for the project site.
The Phase | ESA determined that there was no evidence of a significant release to the
subsurface in the areas assessed that would represent a risk to human health or
groundwater at the site and no further assessment is required. The proposed project has
demonstrated compliance with Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR Mitigation Measure
HAZ-2. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in
the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to hazardous
materials sites is not required.

Mitigation Measure:

HAZ-2 [Refer to Hazards and Hazardous Materials thresholds a) and c)]

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

e) Would the project, for a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such

a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
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would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project
area?

) Would thé project, for a prolect within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the projrerctﬁ
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

Most of the Specific Plan area north of Pacific Coast Highway is under imaginary surfaces
regulating obstructions to navigable airspace surrounding Long Beach Airport pursuant to
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Part 77 regulations. The maximum building heights
provided in the Midtown Specific Plan development standards comply with the height
limitations in the FAA Part 77 regulations. No impacts would occur related to hazards
associated with nearby airports or private airstrips.

The proposed project is consistent with the development standards in the Midtown
Specific Plan, and the proposed building height would not exceed the height limitations in
the FAA Part 77 regulations. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the
findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects
related to hazards associated with nearby airports or private airstrips is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

g) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Although construction of physical improvements to Long Beach Boulevard under the
Midtown Specific Plan may result in temporary lane closures or rerouting of vehicular
traffic, police and fire services could be provided without interruption. All construction
activities would be required to be performed per the City's and LBFD’s standards and
regulations. Future development under the Midtown Specific Plan would be required to
provide the necessary on- and offsite access and circulation for emergency vehicles and
services during the construction and operation phases. Impacts related to the interference
with City of Long Beach or Los Angeles County’s emergency response or evacuation
plans would be less than significant.

The proposed project does not propose to alter existing street patterns and would not
impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted response or evacuation
plan. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to interference
with emergency response or evacuation plans is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

h) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

The Midtown Specific Plan area is in a highly urbanized, built-out portion of the City and
is outside of fire hazard severity zones designated by the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE). Future development under the Midtown Specific
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Plan would not pose wildfire-related hazards to people or structures. No impacts were
identified related to the exposure of people or structures to wildland fires.

The proposed project is on a vacant and unimproved lot surrounded by existing
development. The project site does not contain wildlands, nor is it adjacent to wildlands.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to wildland fires
is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Impact Area: Hydrology and Water

a)

b)

d)

Quality
-- Would the Project:

Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the

production rate of pre-existing nearby -

wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses
or planner uses for which permits
have been granted)?

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

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

Midtown
Specific Plan
Program EIR
Determination

Less Than
Significant

Less Than
Significant

L.ess Than
Significant

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Potentially

Significant
Impact Not
Identified
in Midtown  No Iimpact/
Specific  No Change to
Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR
] ]
O |
=] n
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Midtown
Specific Plan
Program EIR
Determination

Impact Area: Hydrology and Water
Quality

-- Would the Project:

e) Create or contribute runoff water
which would exceed the capacity of

existing or planned stormwater Si Lr?i?ii :':]tawn. th
drainage systems or provide gM. icant wi
itigation

substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water Less Than
quality? Significant

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood -
hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood ~ No Impact
Insurance Rate map or other flood -
hazard delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard -
area structures which would impede No Impact
or redirect flood flows? -

i) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death

involving flooding, including flooding —~ No impact
as a result of the4 failure of a levee or
dam?
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow? No Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact Not
Identified
in Midtown
Specific
Plan
Program
EIR

No Impact/
No Change to
Midtown
Specific Plan
Program EIR

a) Would the project violate any w}éter quality stahdérds or waste discharge

requirements?

Construction Phase

Runoff during the construction-phase of development projects that would be
accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan may cause deterioration of water quality of
downstream receiving waters if construction-related sediment or pollutants wash into the
storm drain system and facilities. The General Construction Permit [GCP; Order No. 2009-
0009-DWQ, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit No.
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CAS000002], and its subsequent revisions (Order No. 2012-0006-DWQ), regt:llates
stormwater and non-stormwater discharges associated with construction activities
disturbing one acre or greater of soil. Prior fo the issuance of grading permits, applicants
of individual development projects of one acre or greater of soil disturbance would be
required to comply with the most current GCP and associated local NPDES regulations to
ensure that the potential for soil erosion is minimized on a project-by-project basis.

In accordance with the GCP, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) must be
prepared and implemented for construction projects that include one acre or more of soil
disturbance, and revised as necessary, as administrative or physical conditions change.
Prior to commencement of construction activities for development projects within the
Midtown Specific Plan area, the project-specific SWPPP(s) are required to be prepared in
accordance with the site-specific sediment risk analyses based on the grading plans, with
erosion and sediment controls proposed for each phase of construction for the individual
development projects. With compliance of the most current GCP and associated local
NPDES regulations, water quality and waste-discharge impacts from project-related
grading and construction activities are not anticipated to occur.

Operation Phase

With the proposed land use changes, development under the Midtown Specific Plan may
result in long-term impacts to the quality of storm water and urban runoff, subsequently

impacting downstream water quality. It can potentially create new sources for runoff - -

contamination through changing land uses.

To help prevent long-term impacts associated with development that would occur under
the Midtown Specific Plan and in accordance with the requirements of the City of Long
Beach and its MS4 permit (Order No. R4-2014-0024), new development and significant
redevelopment projects must incorporate site design/ low-impact development (LID) and
source control BMPs to address post-construction storm water runoff management.
Source control BMPs reduce the potential for pollutants to enter runoff. Long-term surface
water quality of runoff from the Midtown Specific Plan area would be expected to improve
over existing conditions as more LID BMPs are implemented throughout the Midtown
Specific Plan area. This is considered an overall beneficial effect of the Midtown Specific
Plan and no significant adverse water quality impacts is anticipated to occur.

The project site totals 27,000 square feet of area which is less than one acre in size. The
proposed project would be required to comply with all applicable regulations regarding
runoff during construction and operation of the project. The proposed housing project
would not create any potential violations of water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements not anticipated in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR. Site design/LID
and source control BMPs or equivalent measures to control poliutant runoff will be
included within the project's grading and construction plans, if applicable. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR, and further study of potential effects related to violations of water
quality standards or waste discharge requirements is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or
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a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or
planner uses for which permits have been granted)?

New development and redevelopment projects would retain the stormwater volume from
an 85th-percentile 24-hour storm onsite. Therefore, some of the stormwater generated by
increased impervious areas of development that would be accommodated by the Midtown
Specific Plan would be infiltrated into the soil. Additionally, the Midtown Specific Plan area
would have a minimal effect on usable groundwater reserves because it is in a largely
developed area of the City and is surrounded by urban uses. Groundwater is also not
relevant to the Midtown Specific Plan area because infiltration will not be used, the plan
area is not in or near any groundwater recharge basin, and neither the Midtown Specific
Plan area nor the surrounding area is used for intentional groundwater recharge.

The City of Long Beach forecasts that it will have adequate water supplies to meet water
demands through the 2015-2035 period without exceeding its water rights to Central
Subbasin groundwater. Therefore, the Midtown Specific Plan would not substantially
interfere with groundwater supplies or groundwater recharge, and impacts are not
anticipated significant.

The proposed project would be required to comply with all applicable regulations with
regard to retaining stormwater volume onsite. The proposed housing project would not
deplete groundwater supplies not anticipated in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of potential effects related to the
depletion of groundwater supplies or-interference with- -groundwater recharge is not
required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
¢) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,

including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in @ manner which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Construction Phase

The construction contractor of individual development projects that would be
accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan would be required to prepare and implement
an SWPPP pursuant to the GCP during grading and construction activities. The SWPPP
would specify BMPs that construction contractors would implement prior to and during
grading and construction activities to minimize erosion and siitation impacis on- and
offsite. BMPs would include but are not limited to: erosion controi BMPs, such as hydraulic
mulch, soil binders, and geotextiles and mats; the protection of storm drain inlets with an
impoundment (j.e., gravel bags) around the inlet and equipped with a sediment filter such
as a fiber roll; and stabilization of all construction entrance/exit points to reduce the
tracking of sediments onto adjacent streets. Adherence to the BMPs in the SWPPP would
reduce, prevent, or minimize soil erosion and siltation from project-related grading and
construction activities. Therefore, the construction phase of development projects that
would be accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan would not result in a substantial
alteration of the existing drainage pattern of the plan area in a manner that would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite.
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Operation Phase

Development that would be accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan is not anticipated
to substantially change the drainage pattern on individual development sites or the overall
Specific Plan area. Under proposed conditions, runoff on individual development sites and
the overall Specific Plan area would be conveyed similar to existing conditions. Individual
development sites would also consist of impervious surfaces (e.g., asphalted driveways,
building pads, concrete walkways) and pervious surfaces (e.g., common area
landscaping, open space lawn areas). There would be no substantial areas of bare or
disturbed soil onsite that would be vulnerable to erosion or siltation. All areas would either
be paved or landscaped.

To help prevent long-term impacts associated with development that would occur under
the Midtown Specific Plan and in accordance with the requirements of the City of Long
Beach and its MS4 permit (Order No. R4-2014-0024), new development and significant
redevelopment projects must incorporate site design/LID and source control BMPs, which
would help prevent post-development erosion and siltation on- or offsite. During their
review of submitted grading plans, City staff would ensure that the minimum requirements
to regulate grading and earthwork are incorporated into the development project to control
the quality of drainage and runoff (including erosion and siltation) from the development
site. Therefore, the operational phase of development projects that would be
accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan would not result in a substantial alteration of
the existing drainage pattern of the plan area in a manner that would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or offsite. :

The proposed project would be required to comply with all applicable regulations regarding
the GCP and the requirements of the City of Long Beach and its MS4 permit. The
proposed housing project would place structures on most the project site and there would
be no substantial areas of bare or disturbed soil onsite that would be vulnerable to erosion
or siltation. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included
in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of potential effects related to
erosion or siltation on- or offsite is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

d) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course if a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding
on- or off-site?

Based on the relatively high existing impervious conditions and proposed land uses of the
Midtown Specific Plan area, which generally would have proportional impervious areas
equal to or less than existing conditions, project runoff is not anticipated to increase over
existing conditions. Buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan would result in decreases in
impervious areas or no net change in amounts of impervious areas in Districts throughout
the plan area.

The existing City and Los Angeles County Flood Control District (LACFCD) storm drain
systems serving the Midtown Specific Plan area are not anticipated to change as a result
of the Midtown Specific Plan, thereby making the 2005 MPD Update applicable to the
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proposed conditions (buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan). The City of Long Beach uses
peak_ flow frqm a 10-year storm as its threshold below which existing drainage facilities
require upsizing. In addition to the storm drain improvement recommendations outlined in

the 2005 MPD Update, the City of Long Beach Public Works Department also identified

the upsizing of all storm drain facilities within the Midtown Specific Plan area that are less
than 24-inches to a minimum of 24-inches. The upsizing of these storm drain facilities
would occur as development projects pursuant to the Midtown Specific Plan are
implemented.

Buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan would require drainage improvements specified in
Mitigation Measures HYD1 through HYD-4, which are consistent with those outlined in the
2005 MPD Update and identified by the City of Long Beach Public Works Department.
Additionally, through the incorporation of site design, LID features and BMPs as required
under the City's SUSMP/LID design requirements, the individual development projects
that would be accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan would effectively retain or treat
the 85th percentile 24-hour storm water runoff. Therefore, the Midtown Specific Plan would
not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the Midtown Specific Plan area or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result
in flooding on- or off-site, nor would it create or contribute runoff water that would exceed
the capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems.

The project applicant will have conducted an analysis of the existing storm drain facilities

that would serve the proposed housing project. The proposed.project would be required

to comply with all applicable regulations regarding runoff and discharge. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR, and further study of potential effects related to alteration of the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area is not required.

Mitigation Measures: B - o —

HYD-1 Prior to the issuance of grading or building permits for any development or
redevelopment projects pursuant to the Midtown Specific Plan, the City of
Long Beach shall ensure that the following drainage improvements are fully
funded for and implemented:

+ Any development or redevelopment project that would impact existing
storm drain facilities within the Midtown Specific Plan area (public and
private) that is less than 24-inches in size shall fully fund upsizing of
such facilities to a minimum 24-inch pipe size or greater- dependent
upon the location and size of the ‘development or redevelopment
project. The increase in pipe size will serve to reduce localized flooding.

«  Any development or redevelopment project that would impact the two
segments of City of Long Beach’s storm drains in Willow Street for
which improvements were recommended by the 2005 Master Plan of
Drainage Update shall fully fund upsizing of those storm drain
segments to 36 inches or other final size as prescribed by City of Long
Beach Public Works Department.

HYD-2 Prior to the issuance of grading or building permits for any development or
redevelopment projects pursuant to the Midtown Specific Plan, project
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applicants/developers of such projects shall prepare a site-specific
hydrology and hydraulic study of the onsite and immediate offsite storm

drain systems to determine capacity and integrity of the existing systems.

The hydrology and hydraulic study shall be submitted to City of Long Beach
Public Works Department for review and approval.

HYD-3 The project applicant/developer of each development or redevelopment
project that would be accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan shall
request the “allowable discharge rate” — which limits peak flow discharges
as compared to existing conditions based on regional flood control
constraints — from the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works,
and shall comply with such discharge rate. Compliance with the “allowable
discharge rate” shall be demonstrated in the hydrology and hydraulic study
to be completed pursuant to Mitigation Measure HYD-2.

HYD-4 The project applicant/developer, architect, and construction contractor for
each development or redevelopment project that would be accommodated
by the Midtown Specific Plan shall incorporate low-impact development
(LID) best management practices (BMPs) within the respective project,
providing for water quality treatment and runoff reduction and/or detention
in accordance with local stormwater permit requirements.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

e) Would the project create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity
of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff?

Refer to the discussion under Hydrology and Water Quality threshold d), above. The
Midtown Specific Plan would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
Midtown Specific Plan area or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff
in a manner that would result in flooding on- or off-site, nor would it create or contribute
runoff water that would exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage
systems. Prior to the issuance of grading permits, applicants of individual development
projects of one acre or greater of soil disturbance would be required to comply with the
most current GCP and associated local NPDES regulations to ensure that the potential
for soil erosion is minimized on a project-by-project basis.

The proposed project would be required to comply with all applicable regulations regarding
runoff and discharge. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the
findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of potential

effects related to alteration of the existing drainage pattern of the site or area is not
required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

f) Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

48
EXHIBIT “B”



Prior to commencement of construction activities for development projects within the
Midtown Specific Plan area, the project-specific SWPPP(s) are required to be prepared in
accordance with the site-specific sediment risk analyses based on the grading plans, with
erosion and sediment controls proposed for each phase of construction for the individual
development projects. The phases of construction will define the maximum amount of soil
disturbed, the appropriate sized sediment basins and other control measures to
accommodate all active soil disturbance areas, and the appropriate monitoring and
sampling plans.

Therefore, long-term surface water quality of runoff from the Midtown Specific Plan area
would be expected to improve over existing conditions as more LID BMPs are
implemented throughout the Midtown Specific Plan area. This is considered an overall
beneficial effect of the Midtown Specific Plan and no significant adverse water quality
impacts is anticipated to occur.

The project site totals 27,000 square feet of area which is less than one acre in size. The
proposed project would be required to comply with all applicable regulations regarding
runoff during construction and operation of the project. The proposed housing project
would not create any new conditions not anticipated in the Midtown Specific Plan Program
EIR. Site design/LID and source control BMPs or equivalent measures to control pollutant
runoff will be included within the project's grading and construction plans, if applicable.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of potential effects related to the
degradation of water quality requirements is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

g) Would the project place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate map or other flood hazard
delineation map? o T T S

h) Would the project place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would
impede or redirect flood flows?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR determined that there are no areas in the Specific

Plan area within a 100-year flood hazard area. Portions of the Specific Plan area are
mapped in Zone X of Flood Insurance Rate Maps prepared by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, which are moderate flood hazard areas between the limits of the
base flood and the 0.2 percent annual chance (or 500-year) flood. No impact would occur
related to risks associated with a 100-year flood.

The project site is not within a 100-year flood hazard area. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR,
and further study of effects related to risks associated with a 100-year fiood is not required.
NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

i) Would the Project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?
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The Specific Plan area is not located near a body of water that includes a levee or dam.
As noted above, the Midtown Specific Plan area is not located within a 100-year flood
zone. No impacts would occur related to significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam.

The project site is not located near a body of water that includes a levee or dam or within
a 100-year flood hazard area. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with
the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of
effects related to risks associated with the failure of a levee or dam is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
J) Would the project experience inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR determined that there are no water storage
facilities or bodies of water on or near the plan area that could pose a flood hazard to the
site due to a seiche or failure of an aboveground reservoir. In addition, the Specific Plan
'area is approximately two miles inland from the Pacific Ocean, outside of the Tsunami
Hazard Zone identified by the California Emergency Management Agency (Cal EMA
2014). Furthermore, the Midtown Specific Plan area is relatively flat and would not be
susceptible to any mudflow. No impacts related to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow would occur.

The proposed project would not alter the existing physical conditions of the plan area
described in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, nor would it create any new
significant impacts not identified in the EIR. Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and
further study of effects of inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
Program EIR Impact Not
Determination ldentified

in Midtown  No Impact/
Specific No Change to
Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
' EIR Program EIR

Impact Area: Land Use / Planning

-- Would the Project:

a) Physically divide an established

community? No Impact o n

b) Conflict with any applicable land

use plan, policy, or regulation of an

agency with jurisdiction over the project

(including, but not limited to the general Si Lr?;‘isc :rnawn'th

plan, specific plan, local coastal program, - IgMiti gat onl t -

or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigatingan .
environmental effect? -

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community No impact o n
conservation plan?

a) Would the project physically divide an established community?

The intent of the Midtown Specific Plan is to revitalize the area and create a unique sense
of place. The Specific Plan would be developed within the confines of the Midtown
Specific Plan area and would not introduce roadways or other infrastructure
improvements that would bisect or transect the surrounding communities. The residential
and commercial uses of the Specific Plan would also be compatible with and similar to
the surrounding land uses. Implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan would not divide
an established community and no adverse impact would occur.

The proposed multi-family residential project would not alter the existing street and
circulation patterns. Additionally, the proposed project features a code-compliant,
context-sensitive design that integrates the project into the land use character of Long.
Beach Boulevard and the surrounding area. Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and
further study of effects related to physical division of an established community is not
required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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b) Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of
an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general
plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR included an analysis of the Specific Plan’s
consistency with the applicable City plans that have been adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating and environmental effect. For projects that are not consistent with
the current General Plan designation, Mitigation Measure LU-1 would require the City to
undertake an amendment to the City's General Plan Land Use and Mobility elements
within a certain time frame after adoption of the Specific Plan. With implementation of
mitigation, impacts related to conflicts with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation would less than significant.

The General Plan (1989) designation for the project site is LU-3B, Moderate Density
Residential District. The proposed housing project would not be consistent with the land
use designation for the project site. A General Plan Amendment will be processed to
change the land use designation to LU-7 Mixed Use. The project-related improvements
are limited to the project site with improvements to the sidewalk and alley directly adjacent
to the site. As the proposed project would require a general plan amendment, as required
in Mitigation Measure LU-1, the requirements of Mitigation Measure LU-1 are required
for approval of the proposed project. Upon the approval of the General Plan Amendment,
the proposed project would be consistent with the findings-included in the Midtown
Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to confiicts with applicable
land use plans, policies, or regulations is not required.

LU-1  If the current General Plan Land Use Element update being undertaken by the City
of Long Beach, which includes revisions to the land use designations of the current
Land Use Map (including the area covered by the Midtown Specific Plan), is not
adopted within 12 months after adoption of the Midtown Specific Plan, the City
shall initiate a General Plan Amendment to achieve consistency between the
General Plan Land Use Element and the Midtown Specific Plan. Specifically, the
General Plan Amendment shall require an update to the current Land Use Map in
order to change the current General Plan land use designations of the Midtown
Specific Plan area to allow for uses and densities set forth in the Midtown Specific
Plan.

A future General Plan Amendment may also require revisions to tables and
exhibits in the Mobility Element pertaining to roadway classifications and closures
associated with the Midtown Specific Plan. The specific roadway closures under
the Midtown Specific Plan include 25th Street, 23rd Street, 21st Street, and 15th
Street east and west of Long Beach Boulevard; Rhea Street east of Long Beach
Boulevard; Esther Street east of Long Beach Boulevard; and 14th Street east of
Long Beach Boulevard. Roadway amendments will be processed as the time of
individual roadway character change projects.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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c) Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR found that the Specific Plan would not conflict
with a habitat or natural communities conservation plan, and no impact would occur.

The proposed project is within the Midtown Specific Plan area and is consistent with the
development standards and provisions of the Specific Plan. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan
Program EIR, and further study of effects related to conflicts with applicable habitat
conservation plans or natural community conservation plans is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
Program EIR  Impact Not
Determination Identified
in Midtown  No Impact/
Specific No Change to

- Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR
Impact Area: Mineral Resources
-- Would the Project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would be No Impact a u

of value to the region and the
residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a
locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local No Impact o |
general plan, specific plan, or other
land use plan?

a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

No active mining operations exist in the City of Long Beach. The Midtown Specific Plan
area and surrounding area are mapped and do not contain significant mineral deposits.
Implementation of the Specific Plan would not cause the loss of availability of mineral
resources valuable to the region or state, and no impact would occur.

The proposed project is within the Midtown Specific Plan area, which does not contain
significant mineral deposits. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with
the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of
effects related to mineral resources is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land
use plan?

The Midtown Specific Plan area and the surrounding area are in a highly-urbanized part
of the City. While oil fields are present in and around the City, development in accordance
with the Midtown Specific Plan would occur on already developed sites, and would not
expand into mineral resource recovery sites or oil fields. Implementation of the Specific
Plan would not cause a loss of availability of mining sites, oil fields, or gas fields, and no
impact would occur.
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The proposed project is not located on a locally important mineral resource recovery site.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the

Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to mineral
resource recovery sites is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Impact Area: Noise
-- Would the Project resuit in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation
of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan
or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

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

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

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

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

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

Midtown
Specific Plan

‘Program EIR - -

Determination

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Significant and
Unavoidable

L.ess Than
Significant

Less Than
Significant

Potentially

Significant

Impact Not- .- .

Identified

in Midtown  No Impact/
Specific No Change to

- Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR

[m] u

] L

[m] u

0 L |

O | ]

a ]

a) Would the project result in the exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordlnance or

applicable standards of other agencies? -
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Future development in accordance with the Midtown Specific Plan would cause increases
in traffic along local roadways. The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR analyzed the noise
level increases on roadways over existing and 2035 conditions at 50 feet from the
centerline of each roadway segment. Under existing plus project conditions, traffic noise
increases along roadways would be up to 1.0 dBA CNEL,; the increases would occur due
to implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan. No roadway segments would result in an
increase greater than 5 dBA, or would experience substantial noise increases greater than
3 dBA resulting in noise levels greater than 65 dBA CNEL. Therefore, traffic noise

increases for existing plus project conditions would be less than significant.

Under 2035 conditions, traffic noise increases along roadways would be up to 0.6 dBA
CNEL; the increases would occur due to implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan. No
roadway segments would result in an increase greater than 5 dBA, or would experience
substantial noise increases greater than 3 dBA resulting in noise levels greater than 65
dBA CNEL. Therefore, traffic noise increases for 2035 conditions would be less than
significant.

An impact could be significant if the Midtown Specific Plan designates noise-sensitive land
uses in areas that would exceed the noise compatibility criteria of the City. Noise-sensitive
uses could be exposed to elevated noise levels from transportation sources; both roadway
and railway sources. Implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan could add new sensitive
uses, including residential uses, in areas adjacent to the (existing) Blue Line and (future)
Green Line railways. Mitigation Measure N-5 would reduce potential interior noise impacts
to future noise-sensitive receptors below the thresholds. No significant and unavoidable
impact would remain.

Stationary-source noise from these land uses within the Midtown Specific Plan area would
not substantially increase the noise environment. The City regulates noise produced by
air conditioning units, landscape maintenance, and loading activities in Section 8.80.200
(Noise Disturbances-Acts Specified) of the City's Municipal Code. The City’'s Noise
Ordinance is based on the receiving land use, protecting noise-sensitive uses regardless
of neighboring uses. Noise that exceeds the limitations of the City’s Municipal Code is
considered a violation and is punishable by a fine or imprisonment. Therefore, project-
related noise impacts from stationary sources would be less than significant with
adherence to City regulations. o - -

The Metro Blue Line railway is located two blocks away from the project site. The proposed
project will prepare an acoustical report consistent with-the requirements of-Mitigation -
Measure N-5 as part of the building permit submittal process. In addition, the proposed

residential uses on the project site would be required to be in compliance with the City's - -

Municipal Code. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings
included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects the
exceedance of noise standards is not required.

Mitigation Measure:

N-5 Prior to issuance of a building permit for residential development projects
accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan, the project applicant/developer shall
submit a final acoustical report prepared to the satisfaction of the City of Long
Beach Development Services Department. The report shall demonstrate that the
residential development will be sound-attenuated against present and projected
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noise levels, including roadway, railway, aircraft, helicopter, and stationary sources
(e.g., industrial, commercial, etc.) to meet City interior standards. Specifically, the
report shall demonstrate that the proposed residential design will result in
compliance with the 45 dBA CNEL interior noise levels, as required by the
California Building Code and California Noise Insulation Standards (Title 24 and
25 of the California Code of Regulations). The project applicant/developer shall
submit the final acoustical report to the City of Long Beach Development Services
Department for review and approval. Upon approval by the City, the project's
acoustical design features shall be incorporated into construction of the proposed
development project.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project result in the exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Groundborne vibration from construction activities from implementation of development
projects under the Specific Plan, railway operations at future development projects, and
commercial/industrial operations at future development sites could result in substantial
impacts to sensitive receptors. Mitigation Measure N-2 would reduce potential vibration
impacts during construction below the thresholds. Mitigation Measure N-3 would reduce
potential train-related vibration impacts to new uses below the thresholds. Mitigation
Measure N-4 (operations-related vibration) would reduce potential vibration impacts from
commercial/industrial uses to less than significant levels. No significant and unavoidable
vibration impacts would remain.

The identified vibration studies will be overseen by the City of Long Beach Building
Bureau. lIdentification and implementation of appropriate mitigation measures and
contingencies shall be to the satisfaction of the satisfaction of the Superintendent of
Building & Safety. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings
included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to
groundborne noise and vibration is not required.

Mitigation Measures:

N-2  Prior to issuance of a building permit for any development project requiring pile
driving or blasting during construction, the project applicant/developer shall
prepare a noise and vibration analysis to assess and mitigate potential noise and
vibration impacts related to these activities. The maximum levels shall not exceed
0.2 inches/second, which is the level that can cause architectural damage for
typical residential construction. If maximum levels would exceed these thresholds,
alternative uses such static rollers, non-explosive blasting, and drilling piles as
opposed to pile driving shall be used. '

N-3  Prior to the issuance of building permits for development projects accommodated
by the Midtown Specific Plan, if proposed vibration-sensitive land uses are located
within 200 feet of any railroad line, the property owner/developer shall retain an
acoustical engineer to conduct an acoustic analysis that includes a vibration
analysis for potential impacts from vibration generated by operation of the rail line.
Mixed-use buildings shall be designed to eliminate vibration amplifications due to
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resonances of floors, walls, and ceilings. The detailed acoustical analysis shall be
submitted to the City of Long Beach Development Services Department prior to
issuance of building permits and shall demonstrate that the vibration levels would
be below 65, 72, or 75 VdB, which are the Federal Transit Administration’s rail-
focused groundborne vibration criteria for Category 1, 2, and 3 land uses,
respectively. Category 1 uses are buildings where vibration would interfere with
interior operations; Category 2 uses are residences and buildings were people
normally sleep; and Category 3 uses are institutional land uses with primarily
daytime use.

N-4  Prior to issuance of a building permit for projects involving the development of new
industrial uses within 200 feet of any existing residential use or Development
District 3 of the Midtown Specific Plan, the property owner/developer shall retain
an acoustical engineer to conduct an acoustic analysis that includes a vibration
analysis for potential impacts from vibration generated by industrial activities. The
detailed acoustical analysis shall be submitted to the City of Long Beach
Development Services Department and shall demonstrate that the vibration levels
to any nearby residential use would be below 78 VdB during the daytime (7 AM to
10 PM) and 72 VdB during the nighttime (10 PM to 7 AM), which are the Federal
Transit Administration’s daytime and nighttime criteria to regulate general vibration
impacts at affected residential uses.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

¢) Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Refer to the discussion under Noise threshold a), above. Noise-sensitive uses could be
exposed to elevated noise levels from transportation sources; both roadway and railway
sources. Mitigation Measure N-5 would reduce potential interior noise impacts to future
noise-sensitive receptors below the thresholds. No significant and unavoidable impact
would remain.

The Metro Blue Line railway is located two blocks away from the project site. The proposed
project will prepare an acoustical report consistent with the requirements of Mitigation
Measure N-5 as part of the building permit submittal process. In addition, the proposed
residential and commercial uses on the project site would be required to be incompliance
with the City’s Municipal Code. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with
the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of
effects the potential permanent increase in ambient foise levels is not required.

Mitigation Measure:
Mitigation Measure N-5 [Refer to Noise threshold a), above.]
NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIQUS EIR

d) Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project? =~ -
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Noise from construction activities from implementation of development projects under the
Midtown Specific Plan could result in substantial impacts to sensitive receptors.
Mitigation Measure N-1 would reduce potential noise impacts during construction to the
extent feasible. However, due to the potential for proximity of construction activities to
sensitive uses and potential longevity of construction activities, this.impact (construction
noise) would remain significant and unavoidable.

The construction contractor for the proposed project would be required to adhere to the
requirements in Mitigation Measure N-1. During the Project's plan check phase Building
Bureau personnel will verify compliance with Mitigation Measure N-1 during review of
development plans, as conditioned. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent
with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of
effects the potential temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels is not required.

Mitigation Measure:

N-1  Prior to issuance of demolition, grading and/or building permits for development
projects accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan, a note shall be provided on
development plans indicating that ongoing during grading, demolition, and
construction, the property owner/developer shall be responsible for requiring
contractors to implement the following measures to limit construction-related
noise:

+  Construction activity is limited to the daytime hours between 7 AM to 7 PM on
Monday through Friday and 9 AM to 6PM on Saturday, as prescribed in the
City’s Municipal Code. Construction is prohibited on Sundays.

* Allinternal combustion engines on construction equipment and trucks are fitted
with properly maintained mufflers.

* Stationary equipment such as generators and air compressors shall be located
as far as feasible from nearby noise-sensitive uses.

*  Stockpiling is located as far as feasible from nearby noise-sensitive receptors.

*  Construction traffic shall be limited to the haul routes established by the City of
Long Beach.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

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

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

The closest airport from the edge of the Midtown Specific Plan area is the Long Beach
Airport, approximately 1.8 miles to the northeast. The Midtown Specific Plan area is
outside the 60 CNEL contour for Long Beach Airport, and well outside the 65 CNEL
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contour for Los Angeles International Airport and the critical noise contours of the
Goodyear Blimp Base and Compton Airport. Aircrafts overflights are sporadically heard,
but do not cause a substantial noise impact in the vicinity of the Midtown Specific Plan
area. The Long Beach Memorial Medical Center Heliport is located in the northern end of
Midtown Specific Plan area. Other heliports in the project vicinity include St. Mary Medical
Center (0.25 miles south), World Trade Center (1.1 miles southwest), and NAA Long
Beach Port (1.3 miles south). However, operation of these heliports is sporadic and would
not generate substantial amounts of noise to users in the Midtown Specific Plan Area.
Noise impacts due to aircraft operations from airports and airstrips would not be
significant.

The project site is approximately 5 miles southwest of the Long Beach Airport. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific

Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects of excessive noise levels for a project
located within an airport land use plan or near a private airstrip is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
Program EIR Impact Not
Determination Identified
in Midtown  No Impact/
Specific No Change to
Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR

Impact Area: Population and
Housing

-- Would the Project:

a) Induce substantial population growth
in an area, either directly (for example,
by proposing new homes and Less Than
businesses) or indirectly (for example, Significant
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of
existing housing, necessitating the Less Than
construction of replacement housing Significant
elsewhere?

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

Less Than
Significant

a) Would the project induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Buildout under the Midtown Specific Plan would result in an increase of approximately
4,195 residents over existing conditions. The Midtown Specific Plan would accommodate
the development of up to 1,736 new residential units and result in an increase of
approximately 2,787 new jobs within the Midtown Specific Plan area (and the City). The
estimated growth in population, housing units, and employment due to buildout of the
Midtown Specific Plan are within Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
forecasts for these respective categories for the City of Long Beach by 2035. In addition,
at buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan, the jobs-housing ratio for the City of Long Beach
is estimated to be 0.98, the same as SCAG projects for the City in 2035. For these
reasons, project-related population, housing, and employment growth are less than
significant. No significant impact related to jobs-housing balance is anticipated to occur
with implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan.

The proposed housing project would provide additional housing units within the projected
growth parameters of the Midtown Specific Plan. Therefore, the proposed project would
not exceed the adopted population, housing, and employment growth forecasts analyzed
in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR. Therefore, the proposed project would be
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consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and
further study of effects related to population growth is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitéi?né the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

¢) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan would gradually convert existing vacant land,
auto-related businesses, and other land uses into several districts with land use types
including transit-oriented mixed-use, medical use, and multifamily and single-family
residential use. The Midtown Specific Plan permits mixed use within current residential
areas, but does not require existing residential areas to convert to nonresidential areas.
Buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan would result in an increase of approximately 1,700
dwelling units in the Specific Plan area over existing conditions, which currently consists
of 1,959 dwelling units. Although these residential land uses may be redeveloped as Long
Beach Boulevard is revitalized under the Specific Plan, the existing dwelling units would
be allowed to remain within the Specific Plan area. Therefore, the Midtown Specific Plan
would not lead to the displacement of a substantial number of existing housing or people.
Impacts related to the displacement of housing and people was determined to be less than
significant.

The project site is vacant and unimproved under existing conditions. No housing or people
would be displaced with construction of the proposed multi-family residential project .
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to the
displacement of housing and people is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
Program EIR  Impact Not
Determination Identified
in Midtown  No Impact/
Specific No Change to

Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR
Impact Area: Public Services
-- Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:
- Less Than o .
a) Fire protection? Significant
Less Than g =
b) Police protection? Significant
Less Than
c) Schools? Significant . "
Less Than a
d) Libraries? Significant "
Less Than q
e) Parks? - Significant .

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for fire protection?

Implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan would increase the overall demand on fire
protection and emergency services in the City. Additionally, the potential demand for
additional personnel, equipment, and operational costs generated by the Midtown Specific
Plan, would be funded and offset through the increased tax revenue generated from the
additional development allowed under the Midtown Specific Plan. Individual development
projects would be reviewed by the City and LBFD and would be required to comply with
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the requiremgp}s ip effect at the time building permits are issued, including the payment
of thg _flre facilities impact fee, per Chapter 18.23 (Fire Facilities Impact Fees) of the City's
Municipal Code. Payment of the Fire Facilities Impact Fee ensures that individual project

applicant's pay their fair share of costs related to fire protection services and facilities.

LBFD would also continue to be supported by Proposition H revenue, a per barrel tax on
all oil producers in Long Beach; the City's General Funds; the City’s Tidelands operation
revenue; and other revenue sources such as paramedic fees, fire building plan and
building checks, various state and federal grants, and private donations.

During the City's development review and permitting process, LBFD would review and
approve individual development projects to ensure that adequate facilities, infrastructure,
and access are provided to serve the needs of LBFD. Specific fire and life-safety
requirements for the construction phase of future development projects that would be
accommodated under the Midtown Specific Plan would be addressed at the building and
fire plan check review stage for each development project.’All development projects that
would be accommodated under the Midtown Specific Plan would also be required to
comply with the most current adopted fire codes, building codes, and nationally recognized
fire and life safety standards of Long Beach, Los Angeles County, and the State of
California. Implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan would not result in substantial
adverse impacts related to fire protection and emergency services.

The proposed project would be required to pay the fire facilities impact fee, per Chapter
18.23. LBFD would review and approve the plans for the proposed project to ensure that
adequate facilities, infrastructure, and access are provided to serve the needs of LBFD.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to impacts to fire
protection services and facilities is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,

response times or other performance objectives for police protection?

The Midtown Specific Plan at buildout would increase demands for police protection
services in the Midtown Specific Plan area. During the construction and operation of the
future development projects that would-be accommodated under the Midtown Specific
Plan, the need for police services is expected to grow due to the increase in population
and workers and associated potential for additionai crime and accidents.

LBPD indicated that the increase in demands on police services resulting from the
Midtown Specific Plan would not adversely impact LBPD's existing resources. The
increase in potential services needed would not require the construction of a new police
station or improvements to the existing station that serves the Midtown Specific Plan area.
Implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan is also not anticipated to significantly
increase LBPD’s response times to either to the Midtown Specific Plan area or the
surrounding vicinity. The Midtown Specific Plan would occur in an area of the City already
served by LBPD; therefore, the Midtown Specific Plan would not result in an expansion of
LBFD’s service area.
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Furthermore, as development occurs in accordance with the Midtown Specific Plan, the
City’'s General Funds would increase proportionally and would allocate additional funds to
LBPD to hire and train additional police officers or administrative personnel. In addition,
applicants of individual development projects would be required to pay police facilities
impact fees in accordance with Chapter 18.22 (Police Facilities Impact Fees) of the City's
Municipal Code, which would contribute to LBPD’s funds to acquire, construct, and furnish
new law enforcement facilities and purchase new equipment. Payment of the Police
Facilities Impact Fee ensures that individual project applicant’s pay their fair share of costs
related to police protection services and facilities. LBPD would also continue to be
supported by Proposition H revenue, a per barrel tax on all oil producers in Long Beach;
the City’s Tidelands operation revenue; and other revenue sources such as general grants
(e.g., federal, state, and county grants). Implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan
would not result in substantial adverse impacts related to police protection services.

The proposed project would be required to pay the fire facilities impact fee, per Chapter
18.22. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in
the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to impacts to
police protection services and facilities is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

¢) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for schools?

Buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan would allow for up to 1,736 additional dwelling units,
which would result in a population increase of 4,195 additional residents. The population
increase would lead to an increase in student population, which in turn would add
additional demand for LBUSD services and facilities.

LBUSD would have capacity to serve the additional 640 students that would be generated
by the Midtown Specific Plan. Additionally, the need for additional services is addressed
through compliance with the school impact fee assessment. SB 50 (Chapter 407 of
Statutes of 1998) sets forth a state school facilities construction program that includes
restrictions on a local jurisdiction’s ability to condition a project on mitigation of impacts on
school facilities in excess of fees set forth in Education Code Section 17620. These fees
are collected by school districts at the time of issuance of building permits for commercial,
industrial, and residential projects. Since all of future project-related development projects
must pay their appropriate impact fees, each project would mitigate the impacts
associated with its activities.

The proposed project includes residential units and would be required to pay the school
impact fee assessment, per SB 50. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent
with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of
effects related to impacts to school facilities is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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d) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for libraries?

Buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan has the potential to generate up to 4,179 new
residents in the plan area (and City). The increased population would lead to increased
demand for local library services; however, LBPL stated that additional resources and/or
facilities are not needed to support future residents under the Midtown Specific Plan.
Furthermore, LBPL would continue receiving funding for library facilities and resources
through the City's General Fund and through library activities, such as fines, facility
rentals, and passport photo/execution fees as well as grants and private donations,
provided mainly by the Friends of the Long Beach Public Library and the Long Beach
Public Library Foundation. Impacts from implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan on
library services are not anticipated to be significant.

The proposed project would not exceed the development intensity for the project site
permitted under the Midtown Specific Plan. Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and
further study of effects related to impacts to library facilities is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

e) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered -governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for parks?

Refer to the discussion in Recreation thresholds a) and b). -

The proposed project will include 6,919 square feet of private and common open space 1o
comply with the Midtown Specific Plan_open space requirements, thereby increasing the
amount of open space on the project site. An in-lieu park fee is not required for affordable
housing projects pursuant to Long Beach Municipal Code Section 18.18.120.E. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to increases in the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks is not required. --

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

67
EXHIBIT “B”




Midtown Potentially
e Specific Plan Significant
Program EIR Impact Not No Impact/
Determination Identified No Change
in Midtown to Midtown
Specific Specific
Plan Plan
Program Program
EIR EIR

Impact Area: Recreation
-- Would the Project:

a) Would the project increase the use of

existing neighborhood and regional parks

or other recreational facilities such that Less Than

substantial physical deterioration of the Significant 0 =
tacility would occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational

facilities or require the construction or

expansion of recreational facilities which Less Than

might have an adverse physical effect on Significant o u
the environment?

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated?

The Midtown Specific Plan would lead to an increase in the number of dwelling units within
the Midtown Specific Plan area, which would lead to an increase in the demand of existing
City park and recreational facilities. All new residential development that would be
accommodated under the Midtown Specific Plan would be required to pay the parks and
recreation facilities impact fees, which would be placed into the City's park fee account,
and used solely and exclusively for the purpose of funding future park land acquisition and
recreation improvements. Therefore, as residential development occurs in accordance
with the Midtown Specific Plan, the City's park funds would also gradually increase and
allow the City to acquire new parks or improve on existing parks and recreational facilities.
Payment of the parks and recreation facilities impact fees would also help offset any
impacts to existing parks and recreational facilities. Parkland dedication and/or the
payment of in-lieu fees would ensure that significant impacts to existing parks and
recreational facilities would not occur.

The proposed project will include 6,919 square feet of private and common open space to
comply with the Midtown Specific Plan open space requirements, thereby increasing the
amount of open space on the project site. As this is an affordable housing project, an in-
lieu park fee will not be required per the conditions of approval and the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR to off-set the lack of parkland space. Therefore, the proposed project
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would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR,
and further study of effects related to increases in the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion
of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

The Midtown Specific Plan includes an 18-acre Open Space District within the Midtown
Specific Plan area, which identifies areas reserved for community and mini parks, and
creates space for new parklets (small street parks) along Long Beach Boulevard. Future
park developments within the Midtown Specific Plan area would also be required to adhere
to the development standards and design guidelines of the Midtown Specific Plan. As
noted above, all new residential development that would be accommodated under the
Midtown Specific Plan would be required to pay the parks and recreation facilities impact
fees outlined in Chapter 18.18 (Park and Recreation Facilities Fee) of the City's Municipal
Code. Payment of the parks and recreation facilities impact fees would help offset any
impacts to existing parks and recreational facilities. For these reasons, the Midtown
Specific Plan would not result in significant impacts relating to new and/or expanded parks
and recreational facilities.

The proposed project will include 6,919 square feet of private and common open space to
comply with the Midtown Specific Plan open space requirements, thereby increasing the
amount of open space on the project site. As an affordable housing project an in-lieu park
fee will not be required as they are exempt from paying this fee. The proposed project
would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR,
and further study of effects related to the construction or expansion of recreational facilities
is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
—— — Program EIR Impact Not
Determination Identified
in Midtown  No Impact/
Specific  No Change to
Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR

Impact Area: Transportation/Traffic
-- Would the Project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan,

ordinance or policy establishing measures

of effectiveness for the performance of

the circulation system, taking into account

all modes of transportation including mass Less Than

transit and non-motorized travel and Significant with nj |
relevant components of the circulation Mitigation
system, including but not limited to

intersections, streets, highways and

freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, —~

and mass transit?

b) Conflict with an applicable
congestion management program,
including, but not limited to level of
service standards and travel demand Less Than
measures, or other standards established ~  Significant
by the county congestion management

agency for designated roads or

highways?

c) Result in a change in air traffic

patterns, including either an increase in Less Than
traffic levels or a change in location that Significant
resuits in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards

due to a design feature (e.g., sharp Less Than
curves or dangerous intersections) or Significant
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency Less Than
access? Significant

f) Conflict with adopted policies,
plans, or programs regarding public
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or
otherwise decrease the performance or
safety of such facilities?

Less Than
Significant
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a) Would the project cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the
existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial
increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or
congestion at intersections?

The Midtown Specific Plan would generate additional vehicular travel in the study area.
Howe:ver, given the mixed-use nature of the Midtown Specific Plan area, the Midtown
Specific Plan would not generate traffic in a similar manner as traditional development
sites.

The trip generation and trip distribution estimates developed for the Midtown Specific Plan
were assigned to the study area roadway network by district. The Site-Specific Traffic
Impact Study (prepared by KOA Corporation, November 2017) studied the existing traffic
conditions and evaluated the traffic condition with the project.

Individual development projects that would be accommodated under the Midtown Specific
Plan would be reviewed by the City and would be required to comply with the requirements
in effect at the time building permits are issued, including the payment of the transportation
improvement fee, per Chapter 18.17 (Transportation Improvement Fee) of the City's
Municipal Code. Per Chapter 18.17, a transportation improvement fee is imposed on new
development in the City for the purpose of assuring that the transportation level of service
goals of the City as set forth in the traffic mitigation program are met with respect to the
additional demands placed on the transportation system by traffic generated from such
development.

Two intersections were evaluated, Long Beach Boulevard and Pacific Coast Highway and
Palmer Court and Pacific Coast Highway. The current AM Peak Hour level of service for
both intersections is LOS D. The current PM Peak Hours level of service for Long Beach
Boulevard and Pacific Coast Highway is LOS D. The current PM Peak Hours level of
service for Palmer Court and Pacific Coast Highway is LOS B. The two intersections were
analyzed with the addition of the project’s anticipated generated traffic. The study
determined that the intersections would continue to operate at a LOS D or better during
the weekday a.m. and p.m. peak hours. Based on the peak hour intersection analysis and
the City's significant impact criteria, the proposed project would not create any significant
impacts to the study intersections, and no mitigation measures are required. Therefore,
the proposed project has satisfied the requirements of Mitigation measure TRAF-1.
Mitigation Measure TRAF-2 in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR project
applicants/developers shall make fair-share payments to the City of Long Beach toward
construction of transportation improvements. The project applicant would be required to
pay the fair-share payment prior to issuance of occupancy permiis. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to the traffic impacts is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or
highways?
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There are no CMP intersections in the study area, the nearest CMP intersection is Pacific
Coast Highway at Alamitos Avenue/Orange Avenue, approximately 1,000 feet east from
the Midtown Specific Plan area. The CMP intersection is currently operating at LOS B
during the AM peak hour and C during the PM peak hour. As also shown in the table, the
CMP analysis at the intersection of Pacific Coast Highway and Alamitos Avenue/Orange
Avenue was conducted for four traffic conditions. The intersection of Pacific Coast
Highway and Alamitos Avenue/Orange Avenue would operate at LOS C or better during
both peak hours under all four traffic conditions. Therefore, the Midtown Specific Plan
would not result in this CMP-designated intersection to exceeding the congestion
management agency service standards.

The proposed project would not exceed the development intensity for the project site
permitted under the Midtown Specific Plan. Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and
further study of effects related to level of service established by county congestion
management agency for designated roads/highways is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

c) Would the project result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase
in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

The Midtown Specific Plan area is not within an airport land use plan. However, the plan
area is within five miles of the Long Beach Airport. The Midtown Specific Plan would not
cause a change in the directional patterns of aircraft of the Long Beach Municipal Airport,
Implementation of the Specific Plan would result in less than significant impacts.

The proposed project would not exceed the development standards for the project site
permitted under the Midtown Specific Plan. Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and
further study of effects related to changes in air traffic patterns is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

d) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

At project completion, improvements to Long Beach Boulevard would improve vehicular,
pedestrian and bicycle mobility in the project areas. Future development under the
Specific Plan roadway and circulation improvements would be required to adhere to the
City's Standard Engineering Plans and LBFD’s design standards, as well as those outlined
in the Midtown Specific Plan, which would be imposed on project developments by the
City and LACFD during the building plan check and development review process.
Compliance with these established and proposed design standards would ensure that
hazards due to design features would not occur.

The proposed housing project does not propose to alter existing street patterns.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to hazards due to
a design feature or incompatible uses is not required.
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NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

e) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

The traffic and circulation and circulation components of the Midtown Specific Plan would
be designed and constructed in accordance with all applicable LBFD design standards for
emergency access (e.g., minimum lane width and turning radius). Future development
projects under the Specific Plan would also be required to incorporate all applicable design
and safety requirements as set forth in the most current adopted fire codes, building codes,
and nationally recognized fire and life safety standards of the City and LBFD, such as
those outlined in Chapter 18.48 (Fire Code) of the City's Municipal Code, which
incorporates by reference the 2013 California Fire Code. Compliance with these codes
and standards is ensured through the City's and LBFD’s development review and building
permit process. Impacts on emergency access would be less than significant.

LBFD will review and approve the plans for the proposed project to ensure that adequate
access is provided to serve the needs of LBFD. Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and
further study of effects related to impacts to emergency access is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR_

) Would the project conflict with adobted policiéé, plans, or prbéréﬁvs suppbrting
alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

The Midtown Specific Plan would enhance pedestrian facilities throughout the Midtown
Specific Plan area through the widening of sidewalks, improved intersection crossings,
enhanced lighting and landscaping along the corridor, and implementation of bicycle
lanes, which would enhance pedestrian safety. The Midtown Specific Plan also includes
the closure of thru traffic on a few low volume roadway segments that intersect with Long
Beach Boulevard to create parklets.

The Midtown Specific Plan includes recommendations for an improved Class |l or [\
bikeway and bike boxes along Long Beach Boulevard where and when feasible. Bicycle
improvements along Long Beach Boulevard will be determined in the City's Bicycle Master
Plan Update. Furthermore, under the Midtown Specific Plan, three transit nodes would be
created within the Midtown Specific Plan area to support the three existing Metro stations
along the corridor and foster transit-oriented development around them. Transit
improvements for the Metro stations would include installation of bike racks to help riders’
first and last mile, and pedestrian and bicycle access would be improved.

The proposed housing project would support adopted policies for providing alternative
transportation modes by including bicycle racks. Additionally, the project site is serviced
by the Metro Blue Line on Long Beach Boulevard. Therefore, the proposed project would
be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and
further study of effects related to conflicts with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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Impact Area: Tribal Cultural
Resources

-- Would the Project cause a
substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public
Resources Code Section 21074 as
either a site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is geographically
defined in terms of the sizeand -
scope of the landscape, sacred
place, or object with cultural value to
a California Native American tribe,
that is:

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historic
Resources, or in a local register of
historic resources as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)?

b) A resource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported
by substantial evidence, to be
significant pursuant to criteria set forth
in subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1?7 In applying the
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resources Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider
the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

Midtown
Specific Plan
Program EIR
Determination

Less Than
Significant With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant With
Mitigation

Potentially
Significant
Impact Not
Identified
in Midtown
Specific
Plan
Program
EIR

No Impact/
No Change to
Midtown
Specific Plan
Program EIR

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historic Resources, or in a local
register of historic resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1 (k)?

b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resources Code Section 5024.1? In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision

75

EXHIBIT “B”




There is currently one building (Packard Motors at 205 Anaheim Street) within the plan
area designated as a Long Beach Historic Landmark and there are many other buildings
that are more r than 50 years old that merit evaluation as potentially significant resources.
However, the site of the proposed mixed-use project which is currently vacant but was
previously developed. It and is not included the list of or properties determined to be
potential significant resources (Table 5.3-2). '

(c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.

The Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR did not include a separate Section specifically
devoted to Tribal Cultural Resources as it wasn’t a part of the environmental. Changes to
the Office of Planning Research amended to Appendix G in September 27, 2016 following
the June 14, 2016 certification of the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR.

EVIOUSEIR
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Impact Area:
Utilities and Service System

-- Would the Project:

a)

Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control
Board?

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

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

Have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources,
or are new or expanded entitiements
needed?

Result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the
project's projected demand in addition
to the provider's existing
commitments?

Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate
the project's solid waste disposal
needs?

Midtown
Specific Plan
Program EIR
Determination

Less Than
Significant

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant

Less Than
Significant

Potentially
Significant
Impact Not
Identified
in Midtown
Specific
Plan
Program
EIR

No Impact/
No Change to
Midtown
Specific Plan
Program EIR
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Midtown Potentially
Specific Plan  Significant
Program EIR Impact Not
Determination Ideniified
in Midtown  No Impact/
Specific No Change to
Plan Midtown
Program  Specific Plan
EIR Program EIR
Impact Area:
Utilities and Service System
-- Would the Project:
g) Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?
h) Would increase demand for other Less Than a .
public services or utilities. Significant

a) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requ:rements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

The Midtown Specific Plan would not permit land uses requiring treatment other than that

provided at municipal wastewater treatment plants, such as large manufacturing or
agricultural operations. The Los Angeles County Sanitation District (LACSD) treats the
City's wastewater at the Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP) and the Long Beach
Water Reclamation Plant. individual projects developed pursuant to the Midtown Specific
Plan would be subject to an LACSD connection fee when they are hooked up to a sewer
line and would be required to comply with LARWQCB requirements governing discharges
to municipal storm drainage systems. LARWQCB requirements include those requiring
preparation and implementation of water quality management plans (WQMP) and
implementation of BMPs. Therefore, no adverse impact would occur.

The proposed project would not exceed the development intensity for the project site
permitted under the Midtown Specific Plan. The project applicant would be required to pay
an LACSD connection fee when the residential development is hooked up to a sewer line
and would be required to comply with LARWQCB requirements governing discharges to
municipal storm drainage system. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent
with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of
effects related to wastewater treatment requirements is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

b) Would the project require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?
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Wastewater from the Midtown Specific Plan area is treated at LACSDS’s JWPCP. The
residual capacity at the JWPCP is more than adequate to accommodate the net increase
in wastewater generation from development that would be accommodated by the Midtown
Specific Plan. Therefore, the Midtown Specific Plan would not require construction of new
or expanded wastewater treatment facilities.

Implementation of the Midtown Specific Plan would require the reconfiguration of the
onsite private sewer system to support the development projects within each area of the
Midtown Specific Plan area; additionally, development within the Midtown Specific Plan
area would require upsizing of several key City sewer lines within the Midtown Specific
Plan area to maintain required conformance with sewer design criteria.

Furthermore, new residential and commercial development that would be accommodated
by the Midtown Specific Plan would be required to pay a sewer capacity fee required under
Part 18 (Sewer Capacity Charge) of the Rules, Regulations, and Charges approved by
the Long Beach Board of Water Commissioners in 2011. All development projects within
the Midtown Specific Plan area would require “Will Serve” letters from the Sanitation
Districts, in which project specific flows will be further evaluated by the Sanitation Districts.
To ensure sufficient capacity within the trunk sewer lines, the Sanitation Districts would
review individual developments projects that would be accommodated by the Midtown
Specific Plan in order to determine whether or not sufficient trunk sewer capacity exists to
serve each development project and if the Sanitation Districts facilities will be affected by
the development project. This would be accomplished through the Sanitation Districts “Will
Serve” letter process. Since the “Will Serve’ letter process is not a standard City
requirement for development projects, it has been added as mitigation at the end of this
section.

The proposed project would not exceed the development intensity for the project site
permitted under the Midtown Specific Plan. The project applicant would be required to pay
an LACSD connection fee when the mixed-use development is hooked up to a sewer line
and would be required to comply with LARWQCB requirements governing discharges to
municipal storm drainage system. In a letter dated October 26, 2017 from the LACSD the
expected average wastewater flow from the proposed project is 9,006 gallons per day. In
addition, the letter satisfies the requirement to provide a “Will Serve” letter from LACSD
for the project. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings
included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to
the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities is not required.

Mitigation Measures:

USS-1 Prior to the issuance of grading permits for individual development projects
that would occur within the Midtown Specific Plan area and in lieu of
implementing the sewer line replacement and upsizing improvements
outlined in the Infrastructure Technical Report for Hydrology, Sewer, Water,
and Water Quality prepared by Fuscoe Engineering (dated July 1, 2015),
the project applicant/developer shall submit a site-specific sewer flow
monitoring study to provide a more detailed analysis of the true sewer flow
depths over time to determine if the potential for surcharge conditions
would occur due to project development. The sewer flow monitoring study
may indicate that there is sufficient capacity for the sewer lines identified in
the Infrastructure Technical Report, as well indicate that they are above the
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design criteria (>0.75 d/D); and thereby, conclude that the replacement and
upsizing improvements are not necessary. The sewer flow monitoring study
shall be submitted to the City of Long Beach Development Services
Department for review and approval.

USS-2 Prior to the issuance of grading permits for individual development projects
that would be accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan, the project
applicant/developer shall provide evidence to the City of Long Beach
Development Services Department that that the development project has
been reviewed by the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
(Sanitation Districts) and that a "Will Serve” letter has been issued by the
Sanitation Districts. The “Will Serve” letter process is necessary in order to
determine whether or not sufficient trunk sewer capacity exists to serve
each development project and if the Sanitation Districts facilities will be
affected by the development project.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

c¢) Would the project require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Refer to the discussion in Hydrology and Water Quality thresholds d) and e).

The project applicant will submit a sewer flow monitoring test to the City of Long Beach
Development Services Department at the time that building plans are submitted for plan
check. The proposed project would be required to comply with all applicable regulations
with regard to runoff and discharge. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent
with the findings included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of
potential effects related to alteration of the existing drainage pattern of the site or area is
not required. }

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

d) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Buildout under the Midtown Specific Plan is estimated to increase water demands in the
plan area. LBWD forecasts that it will have sufficient water supplies to meet estimated
water demands from buildout of the Midtown Specific Plan.

individual development projects that would be accommodated by the Midtown Specific
Plan would be required to comply with the water-efficient landscape requirements outlined
in the Section 21.42.035 (Special Requirements for Water Efficient Landscaping) of the
City’s Municipal Code and comply with the LID standards of Chapter 18.74 (Low Impact
Development Standards) of the City’s Municipal Code. Future development that would be
accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan would also be required to comply with the
provisions of the most current (2013) California Green Building Standards Code
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(CALGreen; adopted by reference in Chapter 18.47 [Green Building Standards Code] of
the City's Municipal Code).

Under proposed conditions, it is also anticipated that the majority of existing onsite water
lines within private parcels would be removed and replaced with new water lines based
on the proposed buiiding configuration and type of development proposed for each parcel.
The new water lines would be implemented as needed to better serve the individual
development projects that would be accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan. Based
on the preceding, no significant impacts to water distribution systems are anticipated to
occur.

The proposed project would not exceed the development intensity for the project site
permitted under the Midtown Specific Plan. The project applicant would be required to
comply with all water-efficient landscape, LID, and building code requirements adopted by
the City. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included
in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to water
supplies is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

e) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacily to serve the project's
projected demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments?

Refer to Utilities and Service System threshold b).

The proposed project would not exceed the development intensity for the project site
permitted under the Midtown Specific Plan. The project applicant would be required to pay
an LACSD connection fee when the residential development is hooked up to a sewer line.
In a letter dated October 26, 2017 from the LACSD the expected average wastewater flow
from the proposed project is 9,006 gallons per day. In addition, the letter satisfies the
requirement to provide a “Will Serve” letter from LACSD for the project. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific
Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to the wastewater treatment
capacity is not required.

Mitigation Measures:

Mitigation Measures USS-1 and USS-2 [Refer to Utilities and Service System threshold
b)l. -

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

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

The five landfills that serve Long Beach have adequate landfill capacity in the region for
the estimated project-generated 19.2 tons of solid waste. Buildout under the Midtown
Specific Plan would not require new or expanded landfill facilities. In addition, portions of
the 19.2 tons of solid waste per day would be processed at the Southeast Resource
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Recovery Facility and recycled or incinerated to generate electricity, or be sorted at
Potential Industries for re-selling of recyclable materials.

Additionally, individual development projects that would be accommodated by the Midtown
Specific Plan would be required to adhere to the provisions of Chapter 18.67 (Construction
and Demolition Recycling Program) of the City's Municipal Code, which requires that
certain categories of projects divert at least 60 percent of construction and demolition
waste from landfills, through reuse or recycling. Furthermore, Section 5.408 (Construction
Waste Reduction, Disposal, and Recycling) of the 2013 California Green Building
Standards Code (CALGreen; incorporated by reference in Chapter 15.22 [Green Building
Standards Code] of the City's Municipal Code) requires that at least 50 percent of the
nonhazardous construction and demolition waste from nonresidential construction
operations be recycled and/or salvaged for reuse. Development that would be
accommodate by the Midtown Specific Plan would be required to adhere to the waste
reduction and recycling provisions of the CALGreen Code, which would be ensured
through the City’s development review and building plancheck process. Impacts on solid
waste disposal capacity are not anticipated to be significant.

The proposed project would not exceed the development intensity for the project site
permitted under the Midtown Specific Plan. The proposed project would be required to
comply with all Municipal Code and CALGreen Code requirements for diversion, recycle,
and reuse. Planning staff will coordinate with Building Bureau officials during the Project’s
plan check phase to verify compliance with waste management, recycling and disposal of
household waste. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings
included in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to
solid waste disposal capacity is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR

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

As of 2006, the City of Long Beach was exceeding its waste diversion rate of 50 percent
by an additional 19 percent. Future development under the Midtown Specific Plan would
be required to comply with laws and regulations governing solid waste, and no adverse
impact would occur.

The proposed project would not exceed the development intensity for the project site
permitted under the Midtown Specific Plan. The proposed project would be required to
comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations governing solid waste.
Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the
Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to federal, state,
and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste is not required.

h) Would increase demand for other public services or utilities.

Electricity

Buildout under the Midtown Specific Plan would create a net increase in electricity demand,
which is is well within SCE's systemwide net increase in electricity supplies of
approximately 13,400 GWH annually over the 2012-2024 period. Therefore, there are
sufficient planned electricity supplies in the region for the estimated net increase in
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electricity demands, and buildout under the Midtown Specific Plan would not require
expanded electricity supplies.

Additionally, plans submitted for building permits of development projects that would be
accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan would be required to include verification
demonstrating compliance with the 2013 Building and Energy Efficiency Standards and
are also required to be reviewed and approved by the City of Long Beach Public Utilities
Department prior to issuance of building permits. Development projects that would be
accommodated by the Midtown Specific Plan would also be required adhere to the
provisions of the CALGreen Code, which established planning and design standards for
sustainable site development, energy efficiency (in excess of the California Energy Code
requirements), water conservation, material conservation, and internal air contaminants.

Natural Gas

Buildout under the Midtown Specific Plan would generate a net increase in natural gas
demands of approximately 33.5 million kBTU annually. The forecast net increase in natural
gas demands due to buildout under the Midtown Specific Plan is well within City forecasts
of natural gas supplies, and therefore, would not require the City to obtain new or
expanded natural gas supplies. ' o :

The proposed project would not exceed the development intensity for the project site
permitted under the Midtown Specific Plan. The proposed project would be required to
comply with energy efficiency standards and the CALGreen Code. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with the findings included in the Midtown Specific

Plan Program EIR, and further study of effects related to electricity and natural gas

demand is not required.

NO IMPACT NOT IDENTIFIED IN PREVIOUS EIR
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2.0 Conclusion

Based on the analysis included in this Environmental Compliance Checklist and in
accordance with CEQA Guidelines section 15183, the proposed project has been
analyzed and the lead agency has determined that the project would not result in new
environmental impacts not identified in the Midtown Specific Plan Program EIR. The
" proposed project would not meet the provisions of Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines
that require subsequent environmental review.
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AGENDA ITEM No. 5

DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
333 West Ocean Blvd., " Floor Long Beach, CA 90802 (662) 570-6194 FAX (562) 570-8068

December 7, 2017

CHAIR AND PLANNING COMMISSIONERS
City of Long Beach
California

RECOMMENDATION:

Adopt a Resolution recommending that the City Council: 1) Approve an Addendum
to the Midtown Specific Plan Programmatic Environmental Impact Report; and 2)
Approve a General Plan Amendment (GPA17-005) from Moderate Density
Residential #3B and Traditional Retail Strip Commercial #8A to Mixed Uses #7 on
11 lots located in the Midtown Specific Plan (MTSP); and

Determine that a Site Plan Review (SPR17-074) is within the scope of the project
previously analyzed as part of the Midtown Specific Plan Programmatic
Environmental Impact Report and warrants no further environmental review
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 and approve a Lot Merger (LMG17-
015) and Site Plan Review (SPR17-074) to allow a new five-story 65,866-square-
foot building with 48 affordable residential units at 1836 - 1852 Locust Avenue, in
the Midtown Specific Plan (SP-1). (District 6)

APPLICANTS: Long Beach Community Investment Company
333 West Ocean Boulevard
Long Beach, CA 90802

Clifford Beers Housing
11739 Victory Boulevard
North Hollywood, CA 91606
(Application No. 1709-35)

DISCUSSION

The proposed residential development at 1836-1852 Locust Avenue consists of a five-
story building coniaining 48 affordable dweiling units and 40 parking spaces on a 27,000-
square-foot site. The project site is located on the east side of Locust Avenue just north
of E. Pacific Coast Highway. The site is vacant and is surrounded by single- and multi-
family residential developments to the north, south and west. Palmer Court (alley) abuts
the project along the east property line (Exhibit A — Location Map). The site comprises
three lots that are required to be merged to facilitate the project and this merger is one of
the required approvals for the project to move forward.




CHAIR AND PLANNING COMMISSIONERS
December 7, 2017
Page 2 of 5

Project Summary

The proposed project involves the development of a 27,000-square-foot site with a five-
story building containing 47 affordable dwelling units, one manager unit and 40 parking
spaces. The ground floor of the development project consists of 4,671 square feet of
shared community space with a parking garage accessible from Palmer Court (alley)
containing 40 parking spaces, bike storage and a bike lounge. The 2™ through 5% floors
consist of 48 dwelling units (Exhibit B — Plans).

The development is designed as two buildings with connecting stairs and corridors; the
front building, along Locust Avenue, features four stories and the rear building, adjacent
to the alley, is five stories. The front building features a fourth floor which is stepped back
from the third floor. The building exterior features smooth stucco and fiber cement siding

with an open rail system for the corridors and balconies. The buildings will feature cream-

colored stucco, dark brown cement siding, dark bronze window and door frames, and
bronze guard rails.

Zoning Consistency

The project site is located in the Transit Node High (TN-High) District within the Midtown
Specific Plan (MTSP) (Exhibit C — Midtown Specific Plan Map). The MTSP TN-High
District allows a floor area ratio (FAR) of 4.0, 100 feet in height, and 10 stories. The
General Plan designates the project site as Moderate Density Residential (LUD #3B)
which allows moderate density residential developments with a maximum of 30 dwelling
units per acre. The development project is proposed with a FAR of 1.95, five stories and
77 dwelling units per acre.

The intensity of development for the site is regulated with maximum limits in the MTSP
by floor area ratio (FAR) and in the General Plan LUD as dwelling units per acre. The
project is proposing a FAR below the maximum threshold allowed, however, the project
exceeds the threshold of 30 dwelling units per acre which creates an inconsistency to the
General Plan LUD. The LUD #3B does not limit the number of stories, therefore from a
height standpoint the project is consistent with the existing LUE. For the development
project to be approved within the development allowance specified in the Midtown
Specific Plan, a General Plan Land Use Amendment is required to change the LUD to a
designation that will allow a higher density to accommodate the proposed density.

General Plan Amendment

The Midtown Specific Plan replaced the Long Beach Boulevard Planned Development
District (PD-28) when it was adopted in 2016. The development project site and the
surrounding area were changed to-MTSP TN -High in order to support compact transit- -
oriented mixed uses and residential developments centered on the three Metro Blue line
stations. The underlying Land Use Designations were to be updated as part of the City’s
current Land Use Element/Urban Design Element update (anticipated to occur within a
year of the MTSP adoption). Pursuant to California Government Code Section 65803
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and 65860 the City of Long Beach, as a charter city, is not immediately obligated to have
consistency between the Zoning and General Plan. A Mitigation Measure was included
as part of the Midtown Specific Plan Programmatic EIR to complete these GPAs within
one Yyear of the approval of the MTSP. However, the LUE/UDE update has thus far not
been completed and has now hindered the review and processing of proposed
development projects due to inconsistencies between the Midtown Specific Plan and the
underlying General Plan land use designations.

The 1989 General Plan Land Use Map designates the development site as Moderate
Density Residential (LUD #3B) which limits residential developments to a maximum of 30
dwelling units per acre. The lots located on the southeast corner of Locust Avenue and
E. Pacific Coast Highway are designated as Traditional Retail Strip Commercial (LUD
#8A), which allows office and retail uses that are local or neighborhood-serving uses but
not residential uses. To ensure that other nearby properties designated as TN - High are
also made consistent with the underlying General Plan LUD, eight additional lots south
and east of the development site are included in the proposed General Plan Amendment.
The amendment will change the Land Use designations from Moderate Density
Residential #3B and Traditional Retail Strip Commercial #8A to Mixed Uses #7 on eleven
lots located in the Midtown Specific Plan (Exhibit E — Proposed General Plan LUD
Amendment Map). LUD #7 allows both residential and commercial uses with densities
that are consistent with the development standards for the Midtown Specific Plan Transit
Node High. The purpose of this amendment is to resolve the inconsistencies and to
facilitate development applications for this portion of the MTSP TN-High zone.

The Midtown Specific Plan identifies several locations including this project site (owned

by the Long Beach Community Investment Company) as a strategic site for the
development of affordable housing. The development of 48 affordable housing units is
consistent with the City’s certified Housing Element and furthers the City’s attainment of
its Regional Housing Needs Assessment allocation. The General Plan Amendment for
the development site and the lots east and south will promote the intent of the Midtown
Specific Plan and provide opportunity for development with high-quality context-sensitive
projects that will enhance the streetscape and create a more consistent development
pattern along Long Beach Boulevard and E. Pacific Coast Highway and north along
Locust Avenue.

Site Plan Review

The MTSP requires a Site Plan Review for projects involving the construction of one or
more new dwelling units. The Planning Commission has the responsibility for review of
projects with 50 or more dwelling units, however as this project is below that threshold
the Site Plan Review Committee is the deciding body. -On-October 23, 2017, the Site

Plan Review Committee reviewed the project's architectural design and layout, and

approved the project subject to conditions, pursuant to LBMC Section 21.25.503.
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Lot Merger

The MTSP specifies a minimum Iot size of not Iess than 10, 000 square feet of area per
lot. Each lot totals 9,000 sf (individually) and does not meet the minimum lot size
requirements. The Lot Merger will create one single lot totaling 27,000 square feet of
area, which exceeds the minimum size required by code. As the development is
proposed over three lots, a Lot Merger is required to consolidate them into one lot. LBMC
Section 20.28.030 requires findings to be made in order to support the Lot Merger which
include consolidating smaller lots to create larger conforming lots. To ensure the Lot
Merger process was completed, a condition of approval under the Site Plan Review was
added.

The Zoning Administrator has the authority to review and approve Lot Merger requests.
LBMC Section 21.21.201 allows the Zoning Administrator the discretion to refer
applications to the Planning Commission for consideration. The Zoning Administrator has
referred this Lot Merger request to the Planning Commission to be reviewed alongside
the General Plan Amendment.

Findings for the General Plan Amendment and the Lot Merger (Exhubnt E - Findings) are

attached. Based on these findings staff recommends that the Planning Commission -

approve the General Plan Amendment and Lot Merger. The Planning Commission’s
action will serve as a recommendation to the Clty Council, who is the decision-maker on

General Plan Amendments. - ———— S o

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE o —

A total of 2,355 Public Hearing notices were distributed on November 21, 2017, and the

notice was circulated in the newspaper, in accordance with the provision of the Zoning

Ordinance. No comments have been received as of the preparation of this report.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW e e

An addendum to the Program EIR was prepared to analyze potential new impacts
resulting from the _proposed. General Plan Amendment. No new impacts were found
therefore, no further environmental review is warranted. The addendum is included as
reference as Exhibit G — Addendum to the Midtown Specific Plan PEIR.
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AMY J. BODEK, AICP

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
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Attachments: Exhibit A — Location Map
Exhibit B — Plans

Exhibit C — Midtown Specific Plan Map

Exhibit D - Proposed General Plan LUE Map

Exhibit E — Findings

Exhibit G - Addendum to PEIR
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&8P 3B (Moderate Density Residential),
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Area to be modified from 3B (Moderate Density Residential),
8A (Traditional Retail Strip Commercial) to 7 Mixed Uses
PROPOSED
N
A AMENDMENT TO A PORTION OF PART 9
OF THE LANDUSE DISTRICT MAP GPA Case #
17-005

EXHIBIT "A"
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1, THE WORK SHALL CONFORM TO THE APPLICABLE BUILDING GODE, AND ALL 11. DETAILS ARE INTENDED TO SHOW THE INTENT OF THE DESIGR. MINGR PARKING REQUIRED GOMKRERCIAL “s_ﬂ.oor:EVEL “‘E:::H o GOOD  COVER SHEET ;
OTHER ORDINANCES, CODES, AND REGULATIONS LISTED I THE MODIFICATIONS MAY BE REQUIRED TO SUIT THE FIELD DIMENSIONS REQD PARIRNG) 1o, 1L - PROJECTNANE: VISTAS DEL PUERTO GO FROJECT INFORMATION
SPECIFICATIONS OR ON THE DRAWINGS, AND REQUIRED BY LOGAL OR CONDITIONS, AND SUCH MODIFICATIONS SHALL BE INCLUDED AS NAVE I S STALLS |2hD FLOOR 13513 G020 FARGALGULATIONS
BUILDING AUTHORITIES. THE GOVERNING CODES, RULES, AND PART OF THE WORK OF THE CONTRACT. 3RD FLOOR 13385 PROJEGT ADDRESS: 1836-1852LOCUST AVENUE G021 OPEN SPACE GALCULATIONS
REGULATIONS ARE COLLECTIVELY REFERRED TO AS "THE CODE", [4TH FLOOR 11889 LONG BEAGH CALIFORNIA 50805 = e
CONTRACTOR SHALL REPORT ANY INCONSISTENCIES, CONFLICTS OR 12 THE CONTRACT AND SPECH THE ST FB0R = L i
GMISSIONS HE MAY DISCOVER TO THE ARCHITECT FOR INTERPRETATION FINISHED STRUCTURE AND DO NOT INDICATE THEMETHODS OF t—-_ GWNER: CUFFORD BEERS HOUSING GoB1  SURVEY
PRIOR TO PERFORMING THE WORK. CONSTRUCTION MEANS, METHODS, TECHNIQUES, SEQUENCES, AND Gadbid a1 11739 VICTORY BOULEVARD Go%0  EXTERIOR RENDERINGS
PROCEDURES INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIWATED TO BRACING ARD LOS ANGELES CALIFORNIA 91605 Go#t  EXTERIOR RENDERINGS
2. CONSTRUCTION SHALL COMPLY WITH PERTINENT HEALTH AND SAFETY SHORING, OBSERVATION VISITS TO THE SITE BY FIELD PARKING REQUIRED OFFICE FAR SCHEDULE A0 STEPLAN 1625 OLYMPIE BOULEVARD
REGULATIONS FOR REQUIRED METHODS PROTECTING PUBLIC AND REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ARCHITECT ANDIOR ENGINEER SHALL HOT PROPOSED USE: MIXED-USE PROJECT WITH 48 UKITS OF AFFORDABLE At0 FIRSTFLOORPLAN SANTA KORIGA, GA S04G4
CONSTRUCTION WORKER'S HEALTH AND SAFETY DURING THE INCLUDE [NSPECTIONS OF THE PROTEGTIVE MEASURES TO THE REQID PARKING) LEVEL FAR AREA (5F) HOUSING, OVER GROUND LEVEL (15T FLOOR) PARKING, & 2403597975
GONSTRUCTION PERIOD. GONSTRUCT!ON PROCEDURES. NAME SE STALL | 7STHOOR | COMMERGIAL | O COMMERCIAL USE. Ai20 SECOND FLOOR PLAN VFALOSAHGELES.COM
[EASING OFFICE 248 SF : T A0 THIRD FLOORPLAN palincs
3. BEFORE ORDERING ANY MATERIAL, OR DOING ANY WORK, THE 13, ANY SUPPORT SERVIGES PERFORMEDBY THE ARCHITECT AND/OR CONF.ROOM 116 SF A0 FOURTHFLOOR PLAN
CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL MEASUREMENTS AT THE BUILDING SITE ENGINEER DURING THE CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE DISTINGUISHED @NG ROOM 95 5F iSTAOOR |  ToBeY | 59 CONSTRUCTION  1STFLOOR: TYPERA AtS0  FIFTHFLOOR PLAN
AND SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR CORRECTNESS OF SAME. FROM CONTINUOUS AND DETAILED INSPECTION SERVICES WHICH 1S T = 859 TYPE: 21D FLOOR- 5TH FLOOR: {4 STORIES) TYPE V-A i
FURNISHED BY OTHERS. THESE SUPPORT SERVICES “ERFORMED BY | Grand ot iSTALOOR | RESDENTAL | 575 Meo  Rooe
4. DIMENSIONS SHALL BE AS INDICATED ON THE DRAWINGS. CLARIFICATIONS, THE ARCHITECT AND/OR ENGINEER, WHETHER OF MATERIAL OR PARIKING REQUIRED RESIDENTIAL [ 2NDFLOOR | RESDENTIAL ] ZONING:  SP4TN A0t ELEVATIONS
|F REQUIRED SHALL BE OBTAINED FROM THE ARCHITECT, THE DRAWING WORK, AND WHETHER PERFORMED PRIOR T0, DURING, OR AFTER 5RO FooR | RESDEWA | o A2 ELEVATIONS
SHALLHOT BE SCALED, COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION, ARE PERFORMED SOLELY FOR THE ﬁaga L= o SPECIFIC PLAN:  MID-TOWN SPECIFIC PLAN A3 SIGNEXHBIT
PURPOSE OF ASSISTING [ QUALITY CONTROL AND IN ACHIEVING UNITTYPE PARKAG 2| M0 BULDNGSECTIONS
5. ALLITEMS MARKED NIC ON THE SPEGIFICATIONS AND DRAWINGS MEANS GENERAL CONFORMANCE WITH CONTRACT DOCUMENTS, BUT DO NOT STALLS 5333 LAND USE DISTRICT:  TRANSIT NODE HIGH DISTRICT #10 5 BUILDING SECTIONS
NOTIN CONTRACT. GUARANTEE CONTRACTOR'S PERFORMANCE AND SHALL NOT BE Tow T e A1 ILDING
CONSTRUED AS SUPERVISION OF GONSTRUCTION, INCOME-RESTRICTED Srendlotd 5235 LOTAREA: LOT 41: 9,000 SF
5. DONOT MAKE ANY SUBSTITUTIONS WITHOUT PERMISSION OF THE UNIT LOT 43; 9,0005F
ARCHITECT OR THE OWNER. 14, 14 THE EVENT OF CONFLICTING REGUIREMENTS BETWEEN ITEMS ON 15w 5 LOT 45, 9,000 5F
THE DRAWING OR BETWEEN ITEMS IN THE SPECIFICATIONS, OR INCOMERESTRICTED TOTAL: 27,000 SF
7. WORK INDICATED ON THE DRAWINGS OR I THE SPECIFICATIONS AS HIC, BETWEEN ITEMS ON THE DRAWINGS AND IH THE SPECIFICATIONS, THE WNIT 110 CONCEPTUAL LAKDSCAFE PLAN 15T AND 25D FLOOR
OR BY SEPARATE CONTRACTORS, IS NOT PART OF THIS CONTRACT. MORE STRINGENT OR COSTLY SHALL GOVERR, UNLESS DECIDED HIGHWAY 1140 CONCEPTUALLANDSCAPEPLAN 4THAND 5TH FLOOR
ggxmggﬁ Ssz;%_ ggggsvﬁ;g#"\g \gnu ALL SEPARATE OTHERWASE BY THE ARCHITECT, ?:?:iﬁlﬁqmm = s::m DEDICATION:  HONE 1200 PLANTS, FURNISHINGS AND MATERIALS
) SETBACKS: 040" M. FIRST FLOOR COMMERCIAL FRONTING LOCUST
8. THE CLIENT, ARCHITECT, CONSULTANTS, AND ALL INSPECTORS FROM STREET (PER LONG BEACH MIDTOWN SPECIFIC
PERTINENT AGENCIES SHALL BE PERMITTED ACCESS TO THE JOB SITE AT PLAN, TABLE 3-4)
ALL TIMES DURING NORMAL WORKING HOURS, 00" MiN. FIRST FLOOR COMMERCIAL FRONTING PALMER
COURT PER LONG BEACH MIDTOWN SPECIFIC
9, WINDOW AND DOOR DIMENSIONS FOR PREFABRICATED WINDOW AND PLAN, TABLE 34
DOOR UNITS HAVE BEEN ROUNDED T THE NEAREST INCH ON THE 50" MIN. SDEYARDS ADJACENT TO PROPERTY WITHIN
SPECIFIC BY MANUF MAY VARY FROM SPECIFIC PLAN (PER LONG BEACH MIDTOWN
THE DRAWINGS. SPECIFIC PLAN, TABLE 34)
10. E‘«]% ;:%mcﬂ% :E{:ILNL Gvssm ﬁmlgn :;:&éllzjz R:mLGL FLO0%, OCCUPANCY TYPE:  R-2RESIDENTIAL, 52 PARKING, MMERCANTILE
' ) ALLOWABLE 100-0° /10 STORIES (PER LONG BEACH MIDTOWN SPECIFIC c
BUILDING HELGHTS: PLAN TABLE 3-3)
500" (PER TABLE 5043) h
180° MAX, GROUND FLOOR HE{GHT (PER LONG BEACH
WIDTOWH SPECIFIC PLAN, TABLE 33) z
ARCHITECTURAL SYMBOLS PARKING PROPOSED UNIT AREAS PROPOSED BUILDING 591610 TOP OF PARAPET {5 STORIES} ITH 1640 HGH VICINITY MAP
S o : FLOORNULER | UNITTYPE | AREAISF] | HEIGHT:  GROUNDFLOOR u
Ly @  WINDOWMARK U7 mennmisies STALL FoF STALLS D FLOOR BUILDABLE AREA: 27,000 SF =
PR % o R AREASCHEDULE  1STFLOOR: 21,343 SF | -E————
ACCESSIBIE 1 02 BR 626 SF : 24, S
@_l @2  DOORMARK SMOKE DETECTOR -—'“-.;“'ALF;'D'———Z'—' ina : = Tl (GROSS FLOOR  2HD FLOOR: 13515 SF Siu- m
safie o “ e — e et REES
A & wawTwee FIRE EXTHIGUISHER COMNERCIAL: (25 28R 701 SF | STH FLOOR: 5713 SF oz &R el
! WALL SECTION STALL #OF STALLS 06 18R 500 SF TOTAL: 65,886 5F B E g u
A Yypr  WORKPOINT o AREADRAIN STANDARD - = L 1081 5F_| MAXIMUM FAR. 44 [PER CITY OF LONG BEACH MIDTOWN SPECIFIC PLAH, 195,34
ACCESSIBLE 1 208 28R 830 SF ALLOWED: TABLE 33) ; lﬁ
D@J)B Y STAHDARD Z 208 1BR 538 _SF i WAY =
N INTERIOR ELEVATION W3 NOTE [} FLOCR DRAIN Grand botal ¥ 0 TR 5% 5 FARPROFOSED:  1.95:1 ! [
@ OFFICE: 211 18R 600_SF
: R UNITS PROPOEED: 48 w =
eePee  ACCESSIBLE PATH OF TRAVEL —2%—  FLOGR MATERIAL STALL # OF STALLS 212 3BR 1067 5F | (SEE PROGRAM AREAS] PROJECT SITE: W=
p EXTERIOR ELEVATION e TRANSITIO STAMDARD 8 213 28R 822 SF 1836 LOCUST AVE < BE
IV AGCESYIBEE 0 21 IER 10825F | LOT COVERAGE: 21,226 SF /27,000 SF LOHG BEACH, CA 30805 EE
- FENCE I EvSTADARD 3 % ==
K3 SECURITY OPENING 3D FLOOR S
Grand total 8 17
% ELEVATION MARK (301 28R 02 & G
® EXIT SIGN TOTAL PARKING PROVIDED 40SPACES T TBR o 5| w 2 g2
303 1BR 610 &F | ——— SH
304 18R 828 SF > g2
05 28R 781 SF ==
ARCHITECTURAL ABBREVIATIONS ON-SITE BICYCLE PARKING = s PLOT PLAN PROJECT TEAM =3
307 18R 602 SF o CLIFFORD BEERS HOUSING
] AT FLR FLOOR R PROPERTY LINE U PARMING REQ,  NO.REQ. 2000 . "
s - 08 1BR 03 SF VNER CIVIL ENGIEER 11739 VICTORY BOULEVARD
2 DIAMETER EMC FLOCR MATERIAL CHAGE HIE RROTECTINELACE RESIDENTIAL 1 SPACE ZUNITS 24 5 B T CLFFORD BEERS HOUSING ASHBA ENGINEERS LTD. 10S AHGELES CAUFORNUA 90017
=0 FACE OKCORGRETE PLAM PLASTIC LAMINATE +1/50UNTS 5 11733 VICTORY BLVD P.0. BOX 90833
4 PACHOREOLT EOF FAGE OF FINISH T PANT COMMERICAL 1 SPACE /S000SF. 1 ki) L B30 SF . LOS ANGELES, CA 81605 LONG BEAGH, CALIFORNIA 30809
(13 AIR CONDITIONNG, EON FACEORMASONRY ETD PAINTED TOTAL b 31 18R 5% SF LOT 41: 9000 SF @1)3160108 (5624711500
ACT ACOUSTIC GEIUNG TILE f08 FACE OF STUD 5 T ' AUDREY PETERSON SARBARA ASHBA
ADA AMERIGANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT FR FIRE RESISTIVE ary QUANTITY 312 18
Fs FINISK SURFACE 313 1BR 0 S| i
ADJ ADJACENT R RADIUS or RISER PROPOSED BICYCLE PARKING: 314 3BR 1067 SF &l o1 LANDECAPE ARCHITECT
AFE ABOVE FINISH FLOGR oA GAGE Ace REFLECTED CEILING PLAN (658 T o.oF STORAGE | PARKIGTYPE 26 R 2 S 2 LOT 43:8000 SF T LAND IMAGES
:'{L M :tumn;r?ﬂf g: S gﬁk‘{,‘;‘;? :‘éF :gg;,gg,’:ﬂm I : 16 38R 1087 5F_| 1625 OLYMPIC BOULEVARD 5605 HOLLYWOOD BOULEVARD, STE 21p ———
= ORNIA 93 S ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90028
APPROX  APPROXMATELY I GENERAL CONTRACTOR REQD  REQUIRED 17“55' DENTIAL ‘ b | ouen STHFLOOR ) - i fﬁg}:&‘;;’;‘;“ CALIEQRNIAS3104 FLOS ANGELES, CALEDH
ARCH ARCHITECT GYPBD  GYPSUMEOARD REV REVISICH of REVISED a0 1BR 524 8¢ - LOT 45:8,0005F {SMAR ENRIQUEZ SCOTT VAN S00Y
RM ROOM 500 S| A .
BD BOARD ] HOSE BIBB ROW RIGHT OF WAY 42 : :2 e ii
BF BRACE FRAME HE HOLLOW CORE RAM RESTROOM UNITS WITH COMMUNICATION FEATURE ::: A e
BLK BLOCK HowW HOLLOW CORE WOOD : .
[:1] BEAM HBR HEADER sC SOLID CORE 405 BRI 600 SF t Eg%l::\LL S;T‘;t; QSEA:
BTN BETWEEN HM HOLLOW METAL scW 50LID CORE WD g ;9
06 3BRTH_| 12698 : —_ U
HR HANDRAIL sF SQUAREFEET LT R B PLOOR: - ] LOT 43 9400 SF T
il CABINET HY HEIGHT g SHEET DI ooR: 0x 1875 28R, 3% 38R A0 SoRIH | st LOT45. 80u0SF e e o
d
CENTER LIE SHIG SHEATHING 3 D % 408 3BR 1083se | TOTAL: 27.000 SF G
IRD FLOOR: 8x 1BR, 5% 28R, 3x 38R TE PLAN REVIEW
oL CLOSET N INSULATION &M SMILAR e ooR 5 1o 1n 28R Tx36R [0 28R O St |
L6 CEILNG INT INTERIOR sL SLOPE 0 TBR 536 SF PACKAGE
GLR CLEAR STSTL  STAINLESS STEEL . -
cHl CONCRETE MASONRY UNIT 5T JolsT sTL STEEL ¢ 41 ACEORDABLE T fﬂi&égg s |4 188 SN 171
coL COLUMN STRUCT  STRUCTURAL - a2 1BR 500 _SF Y
CONG CONCRETE LAM LAMBATE i 3BATH | 1211SF 09/14/2017
CONT CONTINUOUS LAV LAVATORY 1 TREAD [ FBRIH_| 12128F v
CONTR  CONTRACTOR N LUNOLEUM 8D T0 BE DETERMINED T T S
Pt CARPET ™ THRESHOLD - =
GRS COURSES MAX MAXIAUM THK THICK | 416 |__2BRTH 9675 — =
o1 CERAMIC TILE MECH MECHAN|CAL T TRUSS JoiST a7 38RTH_| 12125F -
WFR MANUFACTURER 10 0P OF n 3BR-TH 1188 SF —_—_—
o DEMOLISH N MINIMUM 106 TOP OF CONCRETE 48 UNITS X 4% (PER HCID REGULATIONS) = 2UNITS [TFeRmi_ [ visssE |
DAS DISABLED ACCESS WisC MISCELLANEOUS TOP TOP OF PLATE
oBL DOUBLE wo MASONRY OPENING 108 TOP OF SLAB UNIT COUNT LEGAL DESCRIPTION BUILDING CODES USED
DIA DIAMETER WID MOUNTED TOSHTG  TOP OF SHEATHING
oM DIMENSION ML METAL ToW TOP OF WALL UNIT i oy, ——
DN Wi TYPICAL s 18R 7] ALL THAT CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY SITUATED ki THE COUNTY OF LOS AHGELES, STATE 2016 GALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE {CBC), PART 2,
08 DOWNSPOUT N NOTE ACCESSIBLE UNITS WITH MOBILITY FEATURES 78R [ OF CALIFORNIA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: TITLE 24 C.CR. AND AMENDNENTS -
- DWS DRAWING NEW uno UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE s
gl”lz: NOT N CONTRACT SR LOTS 41, 43, & 4511t BLOGK "C” OF THE CLAGUE TRACT, N THE CITY OF LONG BEACH, 2016 CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE {CEC), PART 3,
EXISTING NTS HOT TO SCALE Vet VINYL COMPOSITION TILE 18- 809.1-808.4 Grand lotal: 43 Ei COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AS PER MAP REGORDED IN BOOK § TITLE 24 C.CR. AND AMENDMENTS
ELECT  ELECTRICAL VERT VERTICAL NA PAGE 73 OR HAPS, I THE COUNTY OFFICE OF THE GCOUNTY RECOROER OF SAID
ELEV ELEVATOR ot ON CENTER VIF VERJFY IN FIELD ZDFL ‘L_, COUNTY. %%3& C&HF%I}:II: mgmgl‘mt S%JE {CMC). PART 4,
E0S EDGE OF SLAB oFcl GWHER FURNISHED- B ,CCR. s
EQ EQUAL CONTRACTOR INSTALLED w WITH G ASSESSOR'S PARCEL HUMBER 720-015-018, 032, 013 PROJSECT
EY ELECTRIC VEHIGLE -oFot OWNER FURNISHED- — WEC - -- WATER CLOSET 2z Qf’ 2016 CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE (GPC). PART 5,
EXT EXTERIOR OWNER INSTALLED wo woap HEL THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PRCPERTY 1S THE SAME LAND DESCRIBED INT COMMONWEALTH TITLE 24, C.CR. AND AMENDMENTS INFORMATION
oFvl OWNER FURNISHED- e WATER HEATER GRARDTOTAL: § LAND AND TITLE COMPANY PRELIMNARY TITLE REPORT NO, 08191110-513-KRC-KRE, Lo P ToaE TECIFARIS
FE FIRE EXTIGUISHER VENDOR INSTALLED we WATERPROGF N DATED MAY 16, 2016. 2016 GALIFOR co . \
3 FINISH FLOOR oH OVERHEAD WeT WORK POINT ABUNITS X 10% PER HCID REGULATIONS) = S URITS TITLE 24,C.GR. AND AMENDMENTS
FIN FINIS) OPNG OPENIIG
£ D S TIIET i 2016 CALIFORNIA REFEREHCED STANDARDS CODE, PART 12,
TITLE 24 C.CR. frr]
2016 CALIFORNIA GREEN BUILDING GODE, TITLE 24, PART § G uu 1

e



LOT AREA:
27,000 §F
GROSY BUILDABLE AREA:
27,000 SF
GROSS FLOOR AREA:
=52,363 S.F.{SEE PROPOSED FAR TABLE)
PROPOSED FAR:
=52,363 SF /27,000 SF 1625 OLYNPIC BOULEVARD
| =195:1 SANTA MONICA, CA 90404
<4:1{MAX ALLOWABLE PER GITY OF LONG 10.399.7975
BEACH TABLE 33} KFALOSANGELES.COM
LEVEL FAR AREA (57]
1STFLOOR COMMERGIAL 4671
471
RESINENTIA
440 SF |1sTAL00R [ oy ] 859
858
RESIDENTIAL
T3 SF 1STRLOCR RESDENTIAL 575
2ND FLOOR RESIDENTIAL 14134]
3RD FLOOR RESIDERTIAL 13
4THFLOOR RESIDENTIAL 478
5TH FLOOR RESDENTIAL 5333
46033
Grand tolal 52163
3RD FLOOR FAR PLAN 3
116" =1-0" c
([ ] %
7686 SF
- - ™~ RESIDENTIAL u
. MasF RESIDENTIAL Q
6448 SF
N =
wE
EE2
W
=3
h =3
w i
S
— e
—
0o
=2
SHEET NOTES CUFFORD BEERSHOUSING
' 11733 VICTORY BOULEVARD
LOS AHGELES CALIFORAIA 90017

MEASUREMENT PER LAMC 12.03.

AREA IN SQUARE FEET GONFINED WITHIN THE
EXTER'OR WALLS OF A BUILDING, BUT ROT
INCLUDING THE AREA OF THE FOLLOWING:
EXTERIOR WALLS, STAIRWAYS, SHAFTS, ROOMS
HOUSING BUILDING EQUIPMENT OR MACHINERY,

5TH FLOOR FAR PLAN 5 2ND FLOOR FAR PLAN PARKING AREAS WITH ASSOCIATED DRIVEWAYS
We =10 e =10 2 AND RAMPS, SPACE FOR THE LANDING AND
STORAGE OF HELICOPTERS, AND BASEMENT _—
STGRAGE AREAS.
'
il
Tm m m mt
e
SITE PLAN REVIEW
m:w e PAGKAGE
17011
wr
HiH HiH 05/1472017
=
LEGEND
:444 SF COMMERCIAL
RESIDENTIAL 8 & & [:I Lo
6334 SF I:l PARKING
ﬁ RESIDENTIAL
I:I SHAFT {NOT FAR}
[ﬂ] [ﬂ} FITS
— FAR CALCULATIONS

716 =140

1ST FLOOR FAR PLAN

U6 =107
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RIATEIOPEN SPACE]
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=
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REQUIRED OPEN SPACE

TReT TYPE_| UNIT COUNT| _ REQ. OPENEPACE
1R | 2 1100 SF
28R B 650 SF
3BR 1 §50 SF
Grand lofal: 48 & 2400 §F
PROPOSED OPEN SPACE
NAME TY| AREA (S Lwvel
COMMONOPEN | 3 4866|240 FLOOR
SPACE. COURTYARD
S 3 4569
| PRIVATE OPEN SPACE] 14 §50]2ND FLOOR
PRIVATE OPEN SPACE| 16 700: 38D FLOOR
PRIVATE OFEN SPACE. 16 800]4TH FLOOR
[ PRIVATE OPEN SPACE| 2 100[5THFLOOR
® 750
Grand fotal [ 6919

SHEET NOTES

OPEN SPACE REGUIREMENTS PER CITY OF LONG
BEACH MIDTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN (TABLE 37
PRIVATE OPEN SPACE REQUIREMENTS)

50 SEAINIT {STUDIO & 1 BRUNITS)
50 SFASNIT = (28R UNITS)
50 SFAKIT = {3 BR UNITS}

ATH FLOOR OPEN SPACE PLAN
E=T 4 /

Y o N
i i it
-
[==} o
=l a i i
s 2 s m i
o = o
1T FLOOR OPEN SPACE PLAN
Ul =1

3RD FLOOR OPEN SPAGE PLAN _@
116" =1-0*
= —t | PRIVA m) f O i
(BT o ACE
O
]
N
D D '
Al
P
]
1 | G S
] : e
B @ @
m) 0 ]
(o b P o =)
el A e [ ; el = =
i I— = 0] ] |
5TH FLOOR OPEN SPACE PLAN 2ND FLOOR OPEN SPACE PLAN
THIE =1 @ -l_/lﬁ' =10 @
=

1625 (LYNPIC BOULEVARD
SAHTA MONICA, £A 90404
310,389.7975
FEALOSANGELES.COM

VISTAS DEL PUERTO

1836 LOCUST AVENUE
LONG BEACH CALIFORNIA

\

CLIFFORD BFERSHOUSING
11739 VICTORY BOULEVARD
LOS ANGELES CALIFORKIA S0017
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D COMMON OPEN SPACE: WEST COURTYARD

D PRIVATE OPEN SPACE

SITE PLAN REVIEW
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&Z 011
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[MISCELLANEOUS NOTES

THE BASIS OF BEARINGS FOR THIS SURVEY IS BASED ON THE
LOS ANGELES

HELD AS NORTH OC'00°28" WEST AS SHOWN THEREORL
THE PROPERTY IS VACANT. THERE ARE MO BULDINGS LOCATED ON THE
PROPERTY.

THE TABLE BELOW DESCRIBES THE TYPE AXD RUSBER OF PARIOX

STALLS ENTIRELY WITHN PROPERTY BOUNDARY. STALLS THAT ARE —
PARTALLY WITHM BOUNOARY ARE LISTED UNDER THE HEADOIG "PARTAL"
PARTAL STALS AFE HOT COUNTED B THE TOTAL
PARKING
REGULAR | Wawotcap | Gamace | PammaL | TomL
0 | a | o | o | o

DURNG OUR FIELD STE VISIT, THERE WAS NOT OBSERVABLE EVIDENCE

@ OF EARTH. WOVAG WORC, BULDING CONSTRUCION OR BULDNG
ADDIMONS WITHH RECENT MONTHS.

mnmw—a—muﬂm

mvm.nﬂsmmommmm
DFS"'EUSEEAWUDWEDUIF SUMP, OR SANITARY LANDFTLL.

THE DISTANCE TO THE HEAREST TERSECTING STREET, PACKFIC COAST
HCHAAY, IS 255.01° FEET AND IS SHOWN HEREON FOR CLARTFY.

ADJACENT OWNERSHIP_TABLE- =

1 ATHE, |
1626 N PALLER COURT |
1841 LOKG GEALH DLVD

HATAEI5E 51040 _ _ A
- Py - T pe v
B 3 ;
E E i C/L 20TH STREET o e
t WELL MOWLNENT PER

PWFB 0323-698-63%

|
|
EY
CLAGUE TRACT I
LoT 37 | |
N
________________ _I r NN N S | -
Lot 39 = e
@ Lo -
24020° l |
w020 (00000 ey 2
]
R . T
APH 7209-015-013

g AREX: 27,035 Q. FT. g COR, I LEU OF ON 1.00' OFFSET
! LOT 43 g oty
‘s AP 7208-015-032 .S m
LoT 45 ST s 110
APN 7209-015-018 OFFSET ON SDELINE PROGUCED
PER PATD 0323-698-899
mn e = [ - T T T
NBY35'40°E 24002 I I
z z
zl- £
B LoT 47 | ‘g | LoT 48
i 2 L _-: ;._vsoo' &
g BLOCK C :
W 8 IR R
] iy [
2 ' ' |1
i ' I
pe] g b
e ! 15
pur ] = o
< LOT 49 ]| g | o ETE
o | | & [ e |_Bowmn__ Jio
g B. 6-73 | = L T
\ﬂ |2 | wessait | 500
| I o 13| MeessIE | 500 |
| ;_/;7
1
' Lo
' o
! | |
) E gt e [N O I
[W C, WB. 6-73 w CITY OF LONG
o wgsTiy  mow (wom)  § . ] ! WELL MONINENT PER
| Ei B B PYFB (5235-608-699
i ¢ &
2020 !

5P, ESABUSHED G/
USNG

TIES SHOWN OH PWFB
0323-844-845

\ NOTSTOZE
C/L PACIFIC COAST HIGHWAY

T

oo 28w

C/L LONG BEACH BOULEVARD

\.

[TITLE_REPORT LEGAL DESCRIPTION

MWTNHWMWWNWEDHMWOFLDSMS‘MEWW

LOTS 43, 43 AND 4S ¥ BLOCK "C OF THE CLAGUE TRACT, Il THE CITY OF LONG OEACH, COUNTY OF LOS
Nme.SIATEDFCM.I‘m PER WP RECORDED W BODX & PACE 73 OF WAPS, M THE OFFCE OF
THE COUNTY RECORDER OF DD(NV

ASSESSORS PARCEL NABER: 7209-015-018, 032, 013

THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PROPERTY IS THE SAME LAND DESCRIBED M COVMONWEALTH LAND TILE COUPANY
PRELIMNARY TITLE REPORT HO. 09191110-316--KRC-KRE, DATED MAY 18, 2018

SURVEY RELATED [TEMS
CORRESPONDING TO EXCEPTIONS
TO COVERAGE IN TILE REPORT

[wowe]

FLOOD ZONEI

A FELD SURYEY WAS NOT CORDUCTED TO DETERMRHE THE FLDDD ZONE AREAS.
FLDOO AREAS ARE GRAPHICALLY

FEMA FLDOD
CERTECATE UAY BE WEEDED TO DETERVBE OR THE LOCATION OF THE
FLOOD AREAS. THE SUBJECT DOES PARTIPATE M THE
mnsmwrnzm mcsnzo':‘x

ommmf(cmofmnmommmmmmsmm

UTILITY NOTE

THE LOCATIONS OF UTILTIES ARE SHOWY HEREON BY OBSERVED EVIDENCE GHLY.

® - FOUND HONUMENT AS NOTED HEREON.

ST - SCARCHED FOR SONUMENT, FOUND MOTHBKG, SET NOTHING.
[ ] ~ WOICATES SURVEYOR'S COMMENT.

() = WOICATES RECORD DISTARCE PER CLAGUE TRACT, UB. 6~73.

ALTA/NSPS LAND TITLE SURVEY
FOR

1836, 1842 & 1850 LOCUST AVENUE,
LONG BEACH, CA 908086

PARTHER PROVECT HUMBER 17242297

A SURVEY BASED M) RELIED O COMMOWEATH LAD AKY PRELMNARY TILE REPORT
e L GuNG J0 BYELTVE DA OF WAY 16, 216 MDD THE.OF 730 AL
CERTIFICATION

T0 CLFFORD BEERS HOUSING AND COMMONWEALTH LAD TITLE COMPANY:

MEW@MMTWWWMTMMWWWHEMMWBE
DETAL. REQUIREMENTS FOR ALTA/NSPS LAND
INCLUDES

45,5u.°§l..,ﬂ,lh13 14, IS.MDIBOFYAREAT!M THE FIELDWORK WAS COMPLETED

BATE OF PLAT OR MAP: MAY 16, 2017

T 1761 E. GARRY AVENUE
T 949-930-9095

Engineering and Science, Inc.  cdaniels®@partneresi.com

PAGE 1 OF 2

VISTAS DEL PUERTO

1836 LOCUST AVENUE
LONG BEACH GALIFORNIA

CLIFFORD BEERS HOUSING
11739 VICTORY BOULEVARD
LOS AHGELES CALIFORHIA 80017

|
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N NE
w
sw SE
S
o 10" 20
1" =20

_GLF 2.8' ELY OF P/t

40'

CLF 2.8' E'LY OF Pyl

A%

C/L LOCUST AVENUE

[

CLAGUE TRACT

2801~ 1889 PALVER COLTT

D LOCUST AVERVE

LOT 40

CiF 05" WLY OF P/fL

GRass/0RT

LOT 43 g

¢

BLOCK C &

: = /Y
LOT 45 € /o g

<4

CLF 1.2' WY OF PfiL

BLOCK WALL CROSSES.

X

LOCK WALL

@__E

1 PAMER COURT

M.B. 6-73

PALMER COURT

LOT 47

BENCHMARK

CIY OF LONG BEACH BENCHMARK #5866

DATUM — NGVD 28
YEAR - 18|
ELEVATION — 2B.528

WITH PVMT STAMPED “Ct8
B. NE COR LONG

DESCRIBED AS: BRASS DISC FLUSH
BM 586 1888" 36' E / CURA 1.1' N / CUR
EACH BLVD AT PACIFIC COAST HWY

LOT 48

LATEST REVISION DATE: N/A
DATE OF MAP OR PLAT: 05/16/2017

ASPHALT

BLDG BUILDING

a0l 0

ca CATCH BASIN

cF CURB FACE

ar CHAIN-LINK FENCE

COR CORNER

o CABLE TV PULLBOX

c/L E

DWY DRVEWAY

EPB ELECTRICAL PULLBOX

R ELECTRICAL RISER

FoC FIRE DEFTMENT CONNECTION

oM GAS METER

HC HANDICAP PARKING STALL

HT EIGHT

uP UP OF GUTTER

PV POST INDICATOR VALVE

/L PROPERTY LINE

RD ROOF DRAIN

sco SEWER CLEANOUT

SOMH STORM DRAIN MANHOLE

SMH SEWER MANHOLE

s/ SIDEWALK

B TELEPHONE PULLBOX

V-GUT  VALLEY GUTTER

wF WOOD FENCE

WM WATER METER

wit WATER VAULT
—C——— BLOCK/CONCRETE WALL
—x——x——x—  CHAINUNK FENCE
—0—o0—0—  WROUGHT IRON FENCE

—O—0—~0—  WOOD FENCE

——osW——  OVERHEAD WIRE
—-— G ——— UNDERGROUND GAS
——— W——  UNDERGROUND WATER

CONTOUR ELEVATION
BUILDING PERIMETER
CONCRETE
GRASS/LANDSCAPING
SIGN

BOLLARD

POWER POLE
STREET LIGHT

SEWER MANHOLE

STATEMENT OF POTENTIAL
ENCROACHMENTS

CHAIN-LINK FENCE CROSSES THE WESTERLY
PROPERTY LINE, DISTANCES ARE NOTED HEREON.

E. CONCRETE SIDEWALK
CROSSES THE SQUTHERLY PROPERTY LINE.

BLOCK WALL CROSSES THE SOUTHERLY PROPERTY
LINE. DISTANCES OVER THE PROPERTY UNE ARE
SHOWN HEREON.

OVERHEAD WIRE(S) STRADDLE THE EASTERLY
PROPERTY UINE.

ALTA/NSPS LAND TITLE SURVEY
FOR

1836, 1842 & 1850 LOCUST AVENUE
LONG BEACH, CALIFORNIA 90806

1761 GARRY AVENUE
SANTA ANA, CA 92705
714—477-8989
CDANIELS@PARTNERESI.COM

PAGE 2 OF 2

PARTNER

Engineering and Science, Inc

UN: 17242297

VISTAS DEL PUERTO

1836 LOCUST AVENUE
LONG BEACH CALIFORNIA

CLIFFORD BEERS HOUSIKG
11739 VICTORY BOULEVARD
LOS AHGELES CALIFORNIA 50017

SITE PLAN REVIEW
PACKAGE

7ol
05/14/2017
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1625 OLYNPIC BOULEVARD
SAHTA MONICA. €A 90404
110,330.7975
WFALOSANGELES.COM

VISTAS DEL PUERTO

1836 LOCUST AVENUE
LONG BEACH CALIFORNIA

CLIFFORD BEERS HOUSIHG
11733 VICTORY BOULEVARD
LOS ANGELES CALIFORNIA S0017
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\E) 25TORY RESIDENT)

{E) 2-STORY

|
|

) 2STORY RESIDEATIAL ) 2STOH A\
L
a = ey —
22 NB89*5450'E _ 24020' [ii—
1012 g 4 . = S wabls
CL.LOCUSTAVE. et — 2 - - ——— - = =l
w07 =  wep i\ 1 i
_~TOPL B :
,// 1 el ELEG !
////"”—(ﬂ_'l ! 3 = ;‘?ﬂi I Al Bis | I :a_
5 . ¢ e i il Ll L=
= TR g ey [ [ S m
" : i LeT4r l i
H ) x T
] PARKSHG 2 i
i NN\ i
LR .
4 rgn
o gl {3
I e |___(N) PROPOSED 4 STORY |__
AFFORDABL_E_HO%JSING BUILDING
L i il

7

//

_

2-STORY PARKING GARAGE-

0

ZONING: PD-29

MIDTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN
TRANSIT NODE HIGH
R
5 11
® @

HHA

PALMER COURT

_K‘E]

|
|

i
N 89*55'40°E  240.07

NN

| \ niHI]

nine

nkd

T

{E) SINGLE-STORY RESIDENTIAL

B
1
I
[
1 1
S
Oi
E) SIHBLE-
STORY
NBESIDENTIALY
¢ & 1 20 |
&b

SITE PLAN @
"=t

NOTES

01 PROPERTY LINE

02 SETBAGK /DEDICATION LINE

03 PROPOSED PALMER COURT ALLEY ACCESS

04 {E) CONCRETE CURB APPROACH T0 BE
RENOVED

05 {F) 5" CONCRETE CURB TO REMAIN

| 08 (5 UTIUTY POLETO REMAIN

17 ) OVERHEAD LINE TOREMAIN

08 (£} ADUACENT BUILDING {NOT A PART)

09 (E) WATERMETER TO REMAIN

10 (N) CONCRETE LANDSCAPEPLANTER

11 (N} CONCRETE BENCH

12 (E}LOTLINE TOBE REMOVED PER LOT MERGER

13 (N) ELECTRICAL TRANSFORMER

14 (E) TREE T0 BE REMOVED

15 () CMU SECURITY WALL

16 (N) CONCRETE STAIRS TO 2ND FLOOR

17 (E) CONCRETE SEWALK TO REMAIN

18 {E) FENCE & GATE TO BE REMOVED

19 (¥} CONCRETE COLUMN, TYP.

20 (N) TRASH DUMPSTER (CHUTE ABOVE}

21 N) RECYCLE DUMPSTER (CHUTE ABOVE)

22 (E) PARKING STRIPING TO REMAIN

PARKING MIX

STANDARD RESIDENTIAL SPACES 34 SPACES
(PERLANC)

@ £V SPACE (20% OF TOTAL) 4 SPACES

@mmw SPACES 25PACES

1625 ULYMPIC BOULEVARD
SANTA MONIGA, CA 80404
10.389.157%
WFALOSANGELES.COR

TOTAL PARKING SPACES 40 SPACES c
TOTAL BUILDING AREAS z
LEVEL | AREA P
1STALOOR | 7138 ] u
280 FLGOR 13515
3RD FLOOR 19385 :
“STHFLO0R 11889
[5THAL00R 5718 m
Grand ot 65866
FAR SCHEDULE Ll
LEVEL FAR AREA (5
STFLO0R CONMERCIAL %71 n
3]
[ rosey | 850 w =
59 wE
Z2
RESIDENTIAL 575 h =3
RESIDENTIAL 14134, =2
RES DENTIAL [ m 29
RESIDENTIAL 12778 Su
RESIDENTIAL 53| | —— e
5] > 2=
Grand totdl 52353 e
CUIFFORD BEERS HOUSING
11733 VICTORY BOULEVARD
L0SANGELES CALIFORNIA 30017
SHEET NOTES

A, ALL DIMENSIONS ARE TO FOS ORFOMUNO,

B. SEE SHEETS G04D-G042 FOR TYPICAL
ACCESSIBILITY REQUREMENTS.

C. ALLDIMENSIONS INDICATED AS *CLR" ARE
FROM FINISH TO FINISH.

0. PROVIDE EXPANSION JOINTS AT ALLPOINTS
OF CONTACT BETWEEN SLAB AND VERTICAL
SURFACES.

m

. CONTROL JOINTS OR JOINTS

T L AT TN ORI ICS ST
PP 3 LTSS T MRS
HETD T I DN

SITE PLAN REVIEW
PACKAGE

i
0312017

SHALL DIVIDE THE StAB ON GRADEINTO
SECTIONS WITH AREAS HOT EXCEEDIRG 400SF
{20'X 20 WITHOUT RE-ENTRANT GORNERS

AND LERGTH TO WIDTH RATIO HOT
1472:1. ADDITIONAL CONTROL OR
CONSTRUCTION JOINTS SHALL BE PLACED AT
RE-ENTRANT CORNERS.

LEGEND

espes  ACCESSIBLE PATH OF TRAVEL

N EXSTIRG HEIGHBORHOOD BUILDING
RN\ 0T APART)
D PROPOSED BUILDING FOOTPRINT

__ INDICATES STRUCTURE TO BE
DEMOLISHED

SITE PLAN

ey

(N} PROPOSED LAHDSCAPE AB 0 0

e
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SIDEWALK

LOCUST AVENUE

{

NN

(E) ADJACENT
WULTI- FAMILY
BUILDINGS

L J
&

(E) ADIAGENT
MULTI-FAMILY
BUILDINGS
2002
| | | ' ! t | 1
——_T—
1 T T
SIDE YARD
(Box A} ELEC
LogaY
120 FFE
q TI 9 L - R il 17 0 oo 8 § B 2 1
LJ ] T .. ! P L L
- !
WATNG RoON = 3 A PARKING |
S 4D STALLS i
{ 2 52 4 i
% &5 -Q / v |
/ <A i
p4 8y |
/ !
! !
| d =
GOMMUMITY SPACE Z ! e =il = == =
@ - -
» g B L[;JI 7 15 w ]l 9 7 JJI 5 3 = =
& REs = =
rh = =
1 = =
L 4 &5 =
fua 73 [
= =
n ® — S
= =
= =
e ‘ \\ BIKE STORAGE |——
{ } 3 ! =
2 | BYE =
= I \ =
e g [} =
| s :
| & 2 ! o
i ; S S o } o1 =h -
WSS RO (] 3 1 s [ w 8 39 [ . =
= L4 =) =
=t
= i
‘\
26
COMEURITY SPACE BIKE LOUNGE
7
s -l
\ n k) EEI \
= = SR FNNNANN
RES
STORAGE 3
®@ @ ()] E LoBBY
i
) SIDE YARD
o)
et

| PALMER COURT!

@

@

NOTES

POWERLINE
ABOVE

LN 16
1ST FLOOR PLAN
T8 =

1. ALLDIMENSIONS ARETO FOS, FOM, OR
CENTERLINE OF WALL, UN.O.

~

. ALL DIMENSIONS INDICATED AS *CLR” ARE
FROM FINISH TO FINISH.

o

. ROOMS LABELED AS HAVING A FIRE RATING
SHALL HAVE RATED WALLS AND CEILING
ASSEMBLIES,

-~

,  DWELLNG UNITS SHALL BE SEPARATED WITH
1-HR FIRE-RESISTIVE CONSTRUCTION AT
WALLS &FLOORS.

o

. PROVIDE UNIT & ROOM JDERTIFICATION
SIGNAGE.

=

. PROVIDE LEVEL LANDINGS @ EXJT DOORS AND
GATES.

LEGEND

N EXISTING NEIGHBORHOOD BUILDINGS
NN {HOT APART)

LANDSCAPE AREA

b ACCESSIBLE PATH OF TRAVEL

— — — INDICATES STRUCTURES TO BE
DEMOLISHED

1625 OLYMPIC BOULEVARD
SANTA MONIGA, CA 90404
10,398797%
WFALOSANGELES.COM

VISTAS DEL PUERTO

1836 LOCUST AVENUE
LONG BEACH CALIFORNIA

l

CLIFFORD BEERS HOUSING
11739 VICTORY BOULEVARD
LOS AHGELES CALIFORNIA 50017

TR0 IR MO RORINT
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SITE PLAN REVIEW
PACKAGE
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3+ x5~ 6" CASEMENT WINDOW W/
FIXED TRANSOM BELOW, SEE ELEVATIONS

WINDOW TYP, THROUGHOUT

LOCUST AVENUE (g )

@
@

{E) ADJACENT PROPERTY

§-2¢

I
—

COURTY/RD
L&

4 { T o [-4
- 5 :
i & g % 8
g ° ° g
3 2 'CGURTYARD E
g U1 FLom) ¢ COURTYARD ] &
S
1393 F i T
2407 5%
Givcape
—~. PLANS)
13232 |
‘\ 2l ;
1 -:
“3BR
T ]
1081 5F
=
i
(E)ADIACENT PROPERTY _
&
cey 1 P
2ND FLOOR PLAN

178°=1-0"

NOTES

1. ALLDIMENSIONS ARE TO FOS,FOM, OR
CENTERLINE OF WALL,UN.O.

I

. AL DIMENSIGNS INDICATED AS "CLR" ARE
FROM FINISH TO FINISH.

, AOOMS LABELED AS HAVING A FIRE RATING
SHALL HAVE RATED WALLS AND CEILING
ASSEMBLIES.

=

. DWELLING UNITS SHALL BE SEPARATED WITH
1HR FIRE-RESISTIVE CONSTRUCTION AT
WALLS & FLOORS,

ES

o

. PROVIDE UNIT & ROOM IDENTIFIGATION
SIGNAGE,

PROVIDE LEVEL LANDINGS @ EXIT DQORS AND
GATES,

2

1625 OLYMPIE ADULEVARD
SANTA HONICA, CA 90404
310.189.7975
KFALOSANGELES EOW

VISTAS DEL PUERTO

1836 LOCUST AVENUE
LONG BEACH CALIFORNIA

l

CLIFFORD BEERS HOUSING
11739 VICTORY BOULEVARD
L0S ANGELES CALIFORNMA Se017
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3'- 0" x5'- 6" CASEMENT WINDOW W/
FIXED TRANSOM BELOW, SEE ELEVATIONS

WINDOW TYP. T

©
|

W e —w — R N e e e S g
e (' n Y __\.__ j
=l ._J.' —————————— = : 5B | i ] |
| ! o 3 ! 1ER 5 ! | !
i - ¥ 18R i L 1 |
| < LEVATOR [u] : B 3 | { 500 5F ! s b
i \Ca — i 0asF 1 T 1 ! :
] : 84 SF % | : \
STAR 38R
; ~3ip [ LAUNDRY, ! ! L i 7
gz ! ! = | i
T 1 121 1 i 1 | 1067 SF 1
| s =" ol CLLTPRTIH o ' |
1 B \ A
! 781SF SIS ST T 1 Erai |
|( —— - ———— 1 1 |
————— = | .
| SRk Ts i | ?
1 o 3 / i 1 = i
R / 1 | T
! & = / 1 3 ]
1 I / & H /
\ 824SF 1 / i '
i / e __
1 T : o o / C 18R 2 - 11_'
i R 0 5T / 1
) 06 SF / 53 SF o i
1 Z ! 802 SF 2 \
| ) l -
| . '
] =)
S S e \ v )
o =4 = I
: : —&
= 2
g 3
& g
5] o ]
1BR |
{ oo ;
536 5F 55 i
5 | NS | i
B ; | ),
| P ' |
[} i V1 t 1
I ! |
| ! |
! |
: l
281 | :
! C J 830 SF : J
: i L
288 ==l ! \ .
! ! ]
9325F ‘\‘ : B : |
\ 1
y =)
v TN '
/. \ | -
- R = S i
/ \ i STAR ELEVATOR ¢
\ 20 |
| B )
: =

NOTES

N
e (&
048 16 az
3RD FLOOR PLAN
18 =1-0"

1.

I

o

-~

o;

d

ALL DIMENS ONS ARE 7O FOS, FOM, OR
CENTERUNE OF WALL,UN.0,

ALL DIMENSIONS INDICATED AS "CLR" ARE
FROM FINISH TO FINISH.

ROOMS LABELED AS HAVING A FIRE RATING
SHALL HAVE RATED WALLS AND CEILING
ASSEMBLIES.

DWELLING UNITS SHALL BE SEPARATED WITH
1-HR FIRE-RESISTIVE CONSTRUCTION AT
WALLS & FLOORS.

PROVIDE UNIT & ROOM IDENTIFICATION
SIGNAGE.

PROVIDE LEVEL LANDINGS @ EXIT DOORS AD |
GATES.

1625 OLYWPIS BOULEVARD
SANTA MON|CA, CA 50404
3193887975
KFALOSANGELES COM

VISTAS DEL PUERTO

1836 LOCUST AVENUE
LONG BEACH CALIFORNIA

CLIFFORD BEERS HOUSING
11739 VICTORY BOULEVARD
LOS ANGELES CALIFGRNIA 50017

SITE PLAN REVIEW
PACKAGE

Titi1
for14/2017

THIRD FLOOR PLAN

Satraa,

130
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NOTES

. ALL DIMENSIONS ARE TO FOS, FOM, GR
GENTERLINE OF WALL, UN.0.

o

. ALL DIMENSIONS INDICATED AS "CLR" ARE
FROM FRNESH TO FINISH.

. ROOMS LABELED AS HAVING A FIRE RATING
SHALL HAVE RATED WALLS AHD CEILING

¢

1 | ASSEMBLIES,
| 4, DWESLINGUMTS SHALLBE SEPARATED WiTH | Loac ILYHPIE BULEUARD
1HR FIRERESISTIVE CORSTRUCTION AT h
WALLS & FLOORS. Sto380797%
J T . IFMOSANGELES.COM
_________ 5. PROVIDE UNIT &ROOMIDENTIFICATION
= ) _ _® SIGHAGE.
T i :
i - [ S 1 6. PROVIDE LEVEL LANDINGS @ EXT DOORS AND
I 18R § GATES.
= L Cam ] 1
-0'x5'- 5" CASEMENT WINDOW W/ 1 p— i 516 SF 1
FIXED TRANSOM BELOW, SEE ELEVATIONS ]
WINDOWTYP. THROUGHOUT | = i
[V
~, i
H \ : i
| i AL
, | T o Y
! =
i CORRIDOR 3BR ;
k‘ 518 5F i
1 / d
I / e
| / iz
/ N
\ / ~INIEE
| | / i
: / s PR
/ o 1
[ / ' f
@_ 1 { 1 K
I / ! 26R ]
l / 1 {
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CGORRIDOR

VISTAS DEL PUERTO
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CLIFFORD BEERS HOUSING
AQOFDECK 11739 VICTORY BOULEVARD
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@ i STTE PLAN REVIEW
e &P PACKAGE
[N R 16" 32 ‘i‘ﬁ]"ix
47H FLOOR PLAN B514/2007
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FOURTH FLOOR




NOTES

1. ALLDIMENSIONS ARE TQ FOS, FOM, OR
GENTERLINE OF WALL, UN.O,

. ALL DIMENSIONS [NDIGATED AS "CLR" ARE

~

FROM FINISH TO FINISH,

. RGOMS LABELED AS HAVING A FIRE RATING
SHALL HAVE RATED WALLS AND CEILING

s

ROGFTOP MEGHANICAL EQUIPMENT, TYP. ! ASSERBLES)
PR 1625 DLTMPIC BOULEVARD
. 4, DWELUNG UNTTS SHALL BE SEPARATED WITH
AL E PARAET WALL =) l 1-HR FIRE-RESISTIVE CONSTRUCTION AT §::_‘1“,=$:',";" S 3L
| | WALLS 2 FLOORS, e
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EXHIBIT F

General Plan Amendment
FINDINGS
Application No. 1709-35/GPA17-005
11 properties addressed as 1830 to 1852 Locust
Avenue; 209 to 225 E. Pacific Coast Highway; and
portions of 1801 to 1851 Long Beach Boulevard

January 9, 2018

Pursuant to Government Code Section-65358; the -City Council shall not approve a -

General Plan Amendment unless the following findings are made. These findings and
staff analysis are presented for consideration, adoption, and incorporation into the record
of proceedings.

A. The proposed change will benefit public interest; and

General Plan Amendment (GPA17-005) will change the Land Use Designations
of 11 parcels addressed as 1830 to 1852 Locust Avenue, 209 to 235 E. Pacific

Coast Highway, and portions of 1801 to 1851 Long Beach Boulevard, from LUD

#3B (Moderate Density Residential) and LUD #8A (Traditional Retail Strip

Commercial) to LUD #7 (Mixed Use) (“project boundary -area”).- The purpose-of

the amendment is to resolve inconsistency between the underlining zoning
designation of Midtown Specific Plan Transit Node High (TN) District and the
existing land use designations #3B and #8A. The General Plan Amendment will
benefit public interest by supporting new development opportunities at 1836-1852
Locust Avenue and encourage new investment within the Midtown Specific Plan
area. This new development will upgrade existing-public infrastructure such as

sidewalks and bring new goods, services and housing opportunities for the benefit
of Long Beach residents. This change is also consistent with other Elements of

the General Plan. For example, the Housing Element stresses the importance of
new housing choices at all levels of affordability. The Mobility Element stresses

the importance of sidewalk and other infrastructure improvements to promote

active transportation and transit. This action is.consistent with the Midtown Specific
Plan which underwent an exhaustive General Plan consistency analysis.

B. The proposed change is consistent with-Zoning Designation;-and

General Plan Amendment (GPA17-005) will change the land use designations |

from LUD #3B Moderate Density Residential and LUD #8A Traditional Retail Strip
Commercial to LUD #7 Mixed Uses on 11 parcels located in the Midtown Specific

Plan, of 11 parcels addressed as-1830-to-1852 Locust Avenue, 209 to 235 E.

Pacific Coast Highway, and portions of 1801 to 1851 Long Beach Boulevard
(“project boundary area”). The purpose of the amendment is to resolve
inconsistency between the underlining zoning designation of Midtown Specific
Plan Transit Node High(TN) District and the existing land use designations #3B
and #8A.




EXHIBIT G

LOT MERGER
1836-1852— Locust Avenue
_ Application No. 1709-035/LMG17-015

January 9, 2018

A. ANY ONE OF SUCH CONTIGUOUS PARCELS OR UNITS HELD BY THE SAME
OWNER DOES NOT CONFORM TO THE MINIMUM SIZE STANDARDS AS
REQUIRED BY THE ZONING REGULATIONS, AND AT LEAST ONE OF SUCH
CONTIGUOUS PARCELS IS NOT DEVELOPED WITH A SEPARATE
BUILDING FOR WHICH A PERMIT HAS BEEN ISSUED BY THE CITY; OR

The Lot Merger will result in a merger of three lots into one lot. The lots are located

on the east side of Locust Avenue justnorth-of Pacific Coast Highway. Located-in -
the Midtown Specific Plan TN District, the lots are currently vacant. The lots all
measure 45 x 200, each totaling 9,000 square feet individually. The lot merger will

result in one single lot with a lot size of 27,000 square feet of area, which-complies

with the required 10,000 minimum size by code. The parcels are contiguous.

B. A SINGLE PROJECT IS DEVELOPED ON CONTIGUOUS LOTS IN SUCH A

MANNER THAT ONE OR MORE-OF THESE RECORDED LOTS COULD BE -
SOLD SEPARATELY FROM THIS PROJECT BUT WILL RESULT IN
REDUCTION OF REQUIRED PARKING, SETBACKS, OPEN SPACES, OR
VIOLATION OF OTHER DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS AS SPECIFIED IN THE
CURRENT ZONING REGULATIONS.
Each of the lots do not meet the minimum lot size as required by the Midtown
Specific Plan. The lot merger will result in one single lot with a lot size of 27,000
square feet of area, which complies with the required 10,000 minimum size by
code.




EXHIBIT H

November 2017 | Addendum to the Midtown Specific Plan EIR
B SCH No. 2015031034

Prepared for:

S e City of Long Beach
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1. Introduction

1.1 BACKGROUND, PURPOSE, AND SCOPE

This document is an Addendum to the previously certified Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (State
Cleatinghouse No. 2015031034) for the adopted Midtown Specific Plan (Approved Project of Midtown
‘Specific Plan) and addresses proposed land use designation changes to the Pacific Coast Highway/Long
Beach Boulevard transit node area of the Midtown Specific Plan (Proposed Project). Refet to Section 1.1.3,
Praposed Project, of this document for a detailed project description.

The 2016 Draft EIR and 2016 Final EIR of the Approved Project (collectively referred to as the 2016
Certified EIR), in conjunction with this EIR Addendum, serve as the environmental review for the Proposed
Project, as requited by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code [PRC]
Sections 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations [CCR], Title 14,
Chapter 3, Sections 15000~15387). Pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, the
City of Long Beach (City) is the Lead Agency charged with deciding whether ot not to approve the Proposed
Project. This EIR Addendum addresses the potential environmental impacts associated with the Proposed
Project as compared to the Approved Project. The Proposed Project is limited to the Project Area as it
involves a change in land use designations for only this portion of the overall arca covered by the Midtown
Specific Plan (Specific Plan Arca, which totals 369 acres). A description of the Approved Project and
Proposed Project are provided below.

1.1.1  Approved Project (Midtown Specific Plan)

The Approved Project analyzed in the 2016 Certified EIR consists of City adoption of the Midtown Specific
Plan (Specific Plan Area), extraction of the two residential blocks around Officer Black Park from PD-29
(Atea Outside the Specific Plan), and retention of the undeslying conventional zoning designations already in
place for the two extracted residential blocks. The Approved Project also includes the closute of a few
roadway segments that intersect with Long Beach Boulevard. Each of the project areas and components is
described below:

Specific Plan Area

The Approved Project provides a framework for the development and improvement of a 369-acre corridor
along Long Beach Boulevard. The Midtown Specific Plan Asea currently contains just under 1,900 residential
units and a little over 2.6 million square feet of commercial and employment uses, as well as medical facilities
with over 950 licensed hospital beds and three hotels with approximately 200 hotel rooms. The Approved
Project increased the number of permitted residential units within the Midtown Specific Plan Area to just
over 3,600 units—approximately 1,700 more than existing conditions but about 2,200 less than would be
allowed under the current PD-29 zoning, )

Novenrber 2017 Page 7




GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS FOR PCH/LONG BEACH BOULEVARD TRANSIT NODE EIR ADDENDUM
CITY OF LONG BEACH

1. Introduction

The Midtown Specific Plan allows commercial and employment building square footage of 2.9 million square
feet (a net increase of almost 369,000 square feet over existing conditions) by concentrating and intensifying
development at key transit and employment nodes. The buildout projections for the Specific Plan assume a
small increase in the number of licensed hospital beds (27 beds) and the addition of a business hotel with up
to 81 hotel rooms.

Area Outside the Specific Plan

As stated above, the Approved Project includes an area outside of, but adjacent to the Specific Plan Area
boundary; the area comprises approximately four acres around Officer Black Patk. Existing land uses within
this area consists of 76 dwelling units and 11,346 square feet associated with the existing church; this area also
contains Officer Black Park.

Under the Approved Project, the two residential blocks around Officer Black Park were extracted from PD
29 and retained their underlying conventional zoning designations: Single-Family Residential, standard lot (R-
1-N); Three-Family Residential (R-3-S); and Park (P). The proposed extraction did not require an amendment
to the City’s zoning map, as the undetlying conventional zoning designations wete already in place. With the
exception of the zoning designation revisions, no physical change {(e.g, additional development intensity,
redevelopment) was proposed; the EIR assumed no physical changes would occur within this area and all
existing uses would remain.

Roadway Segment Closures

The Approved Project included the closute of the following roadway segments to vehicular traffic in order to
create parklets (small street- parks): 25th-Street west of Long Beach Boulevard; 25th Street east of Long
Beach Boulevard; 23rd Street west of Long Beach Boulevard; 23rd Street east of Long Beach Boulevard; 21st
Street west of Long Beach Boulevard; 21st Street east of Long Beach Boulevard; Rhea Street east of Long
Beach Boulevard; Esther Street east of Long Beach Boulevard; 15th Street west of Long Beach Boulevard;
15th Street east of Long Beach Boulevard; and 14th Street east of Long Beach Boulevard.

Approved Project Approvals
Implementation of the Approved Project required the project approvals listed in Table 2.

Table 1 Project Approvals for Approv;ad Project

Lead Agency Action
Adoption of the Midtown Specific Plan
Adoption of a Zone Change
. . Ceriification of the EIR
Long Baach City Council Adoption of Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations (if
required) T ) i )
Adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring Program
Responsible Agencies Action
. . Issuance of a National Pollution Discharge Elimination System Permit (NPDES) for
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board future construction activities
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1.1.2 2016 Certified EIR

On June 24, 2016, the Long Beach City Council certified the 2016 Certified EIR and adopted the Approved
Project. The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed environmental impacts of the Approved Project. Most impacts
identified in the EIR were determined to be less than significant after implementation of mitigation measures.
Howevet, the following impacts were determined to be significant and unavoidable even after implementation
of feasible mitigation:

B Air Quality Standards (Construction). The Approved Project was found to generate short-term
emissions that exceed the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) regional
construction significance thresholds and would significantly contribute to the nonattainment designations
of the South Coast Air Basin.

B Air Quality (Operational). The Apptoved Project was found to generate long-term emissions that
exceed SCAQMD’s regional operational significance thresholds and would significantly contribute to the
nonattainment designations of the South Coast Air Basin,

B Air Quality (Construction). It was determined that construction activities related to buildout of the
Approved Project could expose sensitive receptots to substantial pollutant concentrations of NOx, CO,
PMjg, and PMss.

B Air Quality Plan (Construction and Opetational). It was determined that the Approved Project is a
tegionally significant project that would contribute to an increase in frequency or severity of air quality
violations in the South Coast Air Basin and would conflict with the assumptions of the applicable Air
Quality Management Plan.

B Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions (Operational). It was determined that buildout of the Approved
Project would result in a substantial increase in GHG emissions compared to existing conditions and
would not meet SCAQMD’s Year 2035 Target efficiency metric of 2.4 metric tons of COze per year pet
service population ot the long-term GHG reduction goal under Executive Order S-3-05.

Noise (Construction). It was determined that noise from construction activities associated with futore
development projects that would be accommodated by the Approved Project could tesult in substantial
impacts to sensitive receptors.

1.1.3 Proposed Project

The City is processing two Genetal Plan Amendments (GPA 17-005 and GPA 17-006) to implement land use
designation changes to the Pacific Coast Highway/Long Beach Boulevard transit node atea of the Midtown
Specific Plan. The combined Project Area consist of 24 patcels and is north of E. 16th Street between
Locust Avenue to the west and Long Beach Boulevard to the east, see Figure 1, Vicinity Map. GPA 17-005
addresses the Project Area north of E. Pacific Coast Highway (PCH) and GPA 17-006 addresses the Project
Area south of PCH.
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The Proposed Project includes two separate applications,

B AppHlcation No. 1709-35 consists of GPA 17-005, site plan review (SPR 17-044), and a lot metger
(LMG 17-015) to change the current land use designations for 11 parcels in the Project Atea north of
PCH from Moderate Density Residential (LUD #3B) and Traditional Retail Sttip Commercial (LU #8A)
to Mixed Use District (LUD #7). This application would also allow for the development of 48 dwelling
units at 1838-1852 Locust Avenue.

8 Application No. 1709-46 consists of GPA 17-006, site plan review (SPR 17-075), and a lot merger
LMG 17-019) to change the current land use designations for 13 patcels in the Project Area south of
PCH from Moderate Density Residential (LUD #3B) and Traditional Retail Strip Commetcial (LU #8A)
to Mixed Use District (LUD #7). This application would also allow fot the developtnent of 102 dwelling
units at 1795 Long Beach Boulevard.

General Plan Amendments

A general plan amendment was not processed at the titne of adoption of the Approved Project because the
updated General Plan Land Use Element was expected to be adopted within a year of the Approved Project
adoption. However, the General Plan Land Use Element update has not been completed, resulting in an
inconsistency between the Midtown Specific Plan zoning districts and the current General Plan land use
designations. Thetefore, the general plan amendments are needed to resolve the inconsistencies and to
facilitate development opportunities for the 24 parcels that make up the Project Area.

The proposed general plan amendments would convert the existing land uses to Mixed Use District LUD #7,
which is consistent with the underlying Midtown Specific Plan zoning of Transit Node High. Mixed Use
District LUD #7 allows both residential and mixed uses, see Figure 2, Proposed General Plan Amendwents. The
Transit Node High designation is a sub-category of the Transit Node (ITN) District of the Midtown Specific
Plan. The TN Disttict supports compact, transit-oriented mixed-use and residential development centered on
the three Metro Blue Line stations.

Site Plan Reviews and Lot Mergers

The proposed site plan reviews and lot mergers were analyzed in the following documents, which are
included as exhibits to the staff report and are incorporated herein by reference:

Environmental Compliance Checklist: Midtown Specific Plan Program Environmental Impact Report,
1836-1852 Locust Avenue, Application No, 1709-35, SPR 17-044/LMG17-015, dated December 7, 2017.

Environmental Compliance Checklist: Midtown Specific Plan Program Environmental Impact Report,
1795 Long Beach Boulevatd, Applicadon No. 1709-46, SPR 17-075/LMG 17-019, dated December 7,
2017.
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Figure 1- Vicinity Map
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Figure 2 - Proposed General Plan Amendments

- ) B ~ Rheast
3
@ @
o =
z < §
g - ]
& 8 > 1
8P 3 '
E 19th St
i
i T ' Dayman St
g
: 7
8N E Pacific | Coast Hwy 8A
b
{
' E Esther St
3B
— _
, E '
% z 5 E 17th St
brd (1]
g 3 &
o . - o I I 1
_ 5.
. _E1Bth St | R e
|
V///// Project Area to be modified from 3B (Moderate Density Residential); T
A 8A (Traditional Retail Strip Commercial) to 7 Mixed Uses

o 300
~ Scale (Feef)

Source: ESRI, 2017

PlaceWorks




GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS FOR PCH/LONG BEACH BOULEVARD TRANSIT NODE EIR ADDENDUM
CITY OF LONG BEACH

1. Introduction

This page intentionally keft blank.

Page 8 PlaceWorks



GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS FOR PCH/LONG BEACH BOULEVARD TRANSIT NODE EIR ADDENDUM
CITY OF LONG BEACH

1. Introduction

Proposed Project Buildout - - e e e

The Proposed Project would create consistency between the General Plan land use designations and the
adopted Specific Plan zoning; it would not increase the allowable development in the Project Area. The
Project Area is within the 20-acre Transit Node District #6, which allows 30-60 dwelling units per acre, for a
total of 362 dwelling units, 297,125 commercial square feet, and 102 hotel rooms. Development of both the
1836-1852 Locust Avenue (48 units) and 1795 Long Beach Boulevard (102 units) projects would be within the
overall buildout assumed for the Project Area.

Lead Agency and Discretionary Approvals

This EIR Addendum documents the City's consideration of the potential environmental impacts resulting
from the Proposed Project and explains why CEQA analysis in the form of a subsequent EIR or
supplemental EIR is not requited. The City of Long Beach is the lead agency and has approval authority-over — —
the Proposed Project. Discretionary approvals for the Proposed Project include:

Application No. 1709-35

General Plan Land Use Amendment (Gi’AI iOOS)
Site Plan Review (SPR 17-044)
8 Lot Merger (LMG 17-015)

Application No. 1709-46

8 General Plan Land Use Amendment (GPA 17-006)
m  Site Plan Review (SPR 17-075)
B Lot Merger (LMG 17-019)

1.2 INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE™

This Addendum incorporates by reference the technical studies provided in the appendices and-the—
documents described below in accordance with CEQA Guidelines § 15148 and 15150.

B City of Long Beach Midtown Specific Plan
Final EIR for the City of Long Beach Midtown Specific Plan (SCH No. 2015031034), dated Mazch 2016.

¥ Environmental Compliance Checklist: Midtown Specific Plan Progtam Environmental Impact Report,
1836-1852 Locust Avenue, Application No. 1709-35, SPR 17-044/LMG17-015, dated December 7, 2017...

Environmental Compliance Checklist: Midtown Specific Plan Program Environmental Impact Report,

1795 Long Beach Boulevard, Application No. 1709-46, SPR 17-075/LMG17-019, dated December 7,
2017.
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The technical studies and documents are available-for review at the City of Long Beach, Development
Services Department, 333 West Ocean Boulevatrd, 5th Floor, Long Beach, CA 90802.
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2. Environmental Findings

The CEQA Guidelines provide detailed information on when a subsequent EIR, supplemental EIR, and EIR
Addendum can be prepated. This chapter considers the provisions of CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162,
15163, and 15164 and analyzes impacts associated with the changes to the Approved Project.

2.1 ENVIRONMENTAL PROCEDURES

Pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, the City’s review of the Addendum focuses on the
potential environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Project that might cause major revisions to the
2016 Certified EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase
in the severity of previously identified significant effects pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162,

Pursuant to CEQA Section 21166 and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, when an EIR has been
certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no subsequent or supplemental EIR or negative
declaration shall be prepared for the project unless the lead agency determines that one or more of the

following conditions are met:

B Substantial project changes are proposed that will require major revisions of the previous EIR or
negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

B Substantial changes would occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken .
that requite major revisions to the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new
significant environmental effects or~a-substantial increase in . the -severity. of previously identified o
significant effects; or - - . S

B New information of substantial importance that was not known and could not have been known with
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified or the negative declaration

was adopted shows any of the following: =~

A. The project will have one or more. significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or =
negative declaration. e o

B. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than identified in the
previous EIR. e S

C. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible,

and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project

proponent declines to adopt the mitigation measuzes ot alternatives.
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D. Mitigation measutes or alternatives that are considerably different from those analyzed in the
previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but
the project proponent declines to adopt the mitigation measures or alternatives.

If some changes or additions to the previously prepared EIR or negative declaration are necessary, but none
of the conditions specified in Section 15162 are present, the lead agency shall prepare an addendum (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15164]a]).

This Addendum analyzes the potential impacts of the Proposed Project as compared to the Approved
Project and any changes to the existing conditions that have occurred since cettification of the 2016 Certified
EIR. It also reviews any new information related to environmental impacts, mitigation measutes and/or
alternatives (if any) that was not known and could not have been known with exercise of reasonable diligence
at the time that the 2016 Certified EIR was certified. It further examines whether, as a result of any changes
or any new information, a Subsequent EIR or negative declaration may be required. This examination
includes an analysis of the provisions of CEQA Section 21166 and Stat¢ CEQA Guidelines Section 15162
and their applicability to the Proposed Project.

2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This section describes the requirements for the preparation of a Subsequent EIR and EIR Addendum and
demonstrates why the preparation of an Addendum to the 2016 Certified EIR is appropriate for the
Proposed Project.

22.1 CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162: Subsequent EIRs and Negative
Declarations

CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a) states,

When an EIR has been certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no
subsequent EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the -
basis of substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, one or more of the following:

1. No substantial changes are proposed in the project which will requite majot revisions of the
previous EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects. (14 CCR Section 15162[a][1])

Approval of the Proposed Project would not require major revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR because no
new significant environmental effects ot substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant
effects would occur. The change in General Plan land use designations associated with the Proposed Project
would bring the Project Area into consistency with the underlying Midtown Specific Plan zoning of the
Project Area. Furthermore, development of the Proposed Project would not result in a new significant
environmental effect or cause a substantial increase in the severity-of -impacts identified in the 2016 Certified
EIR.
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The analysis below, which discusses envitonmental topic™ areas listed—in Appendix- G -of - the- CEQA
Guideclines, demonstrates that no substantial changes are proposed and no major revisions of the 2016
Certified EIR would be requited due to approval of the Proposed Project.

Aesthetics. The Project Area is buildout out with buildings and surface patking with the exception of a
vacant lot at 1836-1852 Locust Avenue. There have been no substantial changes to the existing Project Area
since adoption of the 2016 Certified EIR that would require changes to the EIR. The proposed general plan
amendments would bring the Project Area into consistency with the underlying Midtown Specific Plan

zoning and buildout assumptions used for that area. Future “developmerit would be subject tothe Midtown™

Specific Plan zoning standards for setbacks, height requitements, and building design as analyzed in the 2016
Certified EIR. The Proposed Project is consistent with the Midtown Specific Plan. Therefore, any changes to
the aesthetic ot visual character of the Project Area or its surroundings has already been accounted for in the

2016 Certified EIR. No new or substantially greater impacts related to aesthetics would occur.

Agriculture and Forestry Resources. No agricultural o forestry resources were identified for the Project

Area in the 2016 Certified EIR. This fact remains unchanged for the Proposed Project. No new impacts ot

substantially greater impacts related to agricultural or forestry resources would-occur. - ————— -~

Air Quality. The Proposed Project would not increase the development assumptions analyzed for the Project
Area in the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, there would be no increase in square footage, population, ot
vehicle ttips that would result in an inctease in construction or operational emissions compared to the
Approved Project. Mitigation Measures AQ-1 through AQ-6 would apply to the Proposed Project. Therefore,
no new ot substantially greates impacts related to air quality would occur.

Biological Resoutces. The 2016 Certified EIR found that the Project Area is generally graded, previously-

disturbed, and highly urbanized, and, therefore, does not support sensitive biological habitats, communities,
species, ot wetlands. No biological resources of habitat conservation plans were identified for the Project

Area in the 2016 Certified EIR. This fact remains unchanged for the Proposed Project. Therefore, as with the

Approved Project, the Proposed Project would not impact such resources. No new impacts or substantially
greater impacts related to biological resoutces would occur.

Cultural Resources. The 2016 Certified EIR identified 66 potential historical resources that required further
evaluation pursuant to Mitigation Measure CUL-1. Redevelopment projects are also requited to implement
Mitigation Measure CUL-2 to protect -othet potential histotical properties -that turn 50 years old after

adoption of the Midtown Specific Plan. No new historical resources have been identified in the Project Area

since adoption of the Midtown Specific Plan. The Proposed Project would not cxpand the proposed
development area or zesult in impacts to new or previously unknown cultural tesources. Development within

the Project Area is comply with Mitigation Measures CUL-1 and CUL-2. Therefore, no new ot substantially

greatet impacts related to cultural resources would occur. T
Geology and Soils. Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in a change in buildout or
development area. Therefore, impacts related to geology and soils would be the same as the Approved Project
and less than significant. No new or substantially greater impacts related to geology and soils would occu.
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The Proposed Project would not increase the development assumptions
analyzed for the Project Area in the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, there would be no increase in square
footage, population, or vehicle trips that would result in an increase in GHG emissions compared to the
Approved Project. No new or substantially greater impacts related to GHG emissions would occur.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials. Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in a change
in buildout or development area. Therefore, impacts related to geology and soils would be the same as the
Approved Project. Development within the Project Area would be required to comply with Mitigation
Measures HAZ-1 and HAZ-2. Thetefore, no new or substantially greater impacts related to hazards and
hazardous materials would occut.

Hydrology and Water Quality. The existing conditions have not changed in the Project Area since
certification of the 2016 Certified EIR. The 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Adopted Project would
not increase runoff over existing conditions, except where single-family residential would be redeveloped as
multifamily residential. Additionally, the Adopted Project required drainage improvements specified in
Mitigation Measures HYD-1 through HYD-4, which are consistent with those outlined in the 2005 Master
Plan of Drainage Update and identified by the City of Long Beach Public Works Department— -

Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in a change in buildout or development atea.
Therefore, impacts related to geology and soils would be the same as the Approved Project. Development
within the Project Area would be required to comply with Mitigation Measures HYD-1 through HYD-4.
Therefore, no new o1 substantially greater impacts related to hydrology and water quality would occur.

Land Use and Planning. The Proposed Project involves a change in General Plan land use designations for
the Project Area to bring the area into consistency with the underlying Midtown Specific Plan zoning of the
Project Area. The Proposed Project implements a requirement of the Adopted Project. Specifically,
Mitigation Measure LU-1 states the following:

LU-1 If the current General Plan Land Used Element update being undertaken by the City of
Long Beach, which includes revisions to the land use designations of the current Land Use
Map (including the area covered by the Midtown Specific Plan), is not adopted within 12
months after adoption of the Midtown Specific Plan, the City shall initiate a General Plan
Amendment to achieve consistency between the General Plan Land Use Element and the
Midtown Specific Plan. Specifically, the Genetal Plan Amendment shall requite an update to
the current Land Use Map in order to change the current General Plan land use designations
of the Midtown Specific Plan area to allow for uses and densities set forth in the Midtown
Specific Plan.

A future General Plan-Amendment may also iégMe——revisidns to tables and ekhibits in the
Mobility Element pertaining to roadway classifications and closures associated with the
Midtown Specific Plan.. The. specific roadway closures under the Midtown Specific Plan
include 25th Street, 23rd Street, 21st Street, and 15th Street east and west of Long Beach
Boulevard; Rhea Street east of Long Beach Boulevard; Esther Street east of Long Beach
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Boulevard; and 14th Street east-of Long Beach Boulevard. Roadway amendments will be
processed as the time of individual roadway character change projects

Thetefore, the Proposed Project would not result in any new or substantially greater impacts related to land
use and planning In fact, the Proposed Project would result in a beneficial impact as it would remove the
cutrent inconsistencies between the Midtown Specific Plan zoning and current General Plan land use
designations of the Project Area.

Mineral Resources. No mineral resources wete identified for the Project Area in the 2016 Certified EIR.
This fact remains unchanged for the Proposed Project. No new impacts or substantially greater impacts
related to mineral resources would occur.

Noise. The Proposed Project would not increase the development assumptions analyzed for the Project Area
in the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, thete would be no increase in square footage, population, or vehicle
trips that would result in an increase in construction ot operational-related noise impacts compared to the
Approved Project. Mitigation Measutes N-1 through N-5 would apply to the Proposed Project. Therefore, no
new ot substantially greater impacts related to noise would occur.

Population and Housing. Project implementation would not result in the generation of additional housing
ot population, nor the additional removal of existing housing ot population. Residential development and
increase in population that would occur within the Project Atea (as accommodated by the Midtown Specific
Plan) was already considered and analyzed in the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, any increase in housing and
population for the Project Area has already been accounted for in the 2016 Certified EIR. No new or
substantially greater impacts than related to population and housing would occur.

Public Services. Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in impacts to or need for
additional public services, including fire, police, school, and library. While the Proposed Project involves
development and a change in land use designations for the Project Area, its impacts to public services were
already considered and analyzed in the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, the impacts to public services as a
result of actual development permitted within the Project Atea have alteady been accounted for in the 2016
Certified EIR. The demand for public services would not change under the Proposed Project, and no new ot
substantially greater impacts related to public services would occut.

Recreation. Impacts to recreational facilities and services were already considered and analyzed in the 2016
Certified EIR. The Proposed Project would not increase the need for additional recreational resoutces.
Thesefore, the impacts to recteational facilities and services as a result of actual development permitted
within the Project Area have already been accounted for in the 2016 Certified EIR. The demand for
secreational facilities and services would not change under the Proposed Project, and no new ot substantially
greater impacts related to recreation would occur.

Transportation and Traffic. As stated previously, the Proposed Project would not generate additional traffic
(vehicular, pedesttian, or bicycle) compated to the Adopted Project and building assumptions used in the
2016 Certified EIR. Development that would occur within the Project Area is and its impacts to
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transportation and traffic were alteady analyzed and mitigated for in the 2016 Certified EIR. Development is
required to comply with Mitigation Measures TRAF-1 and TRAF-2.

TRAR-1 requires preparation of a site-specific traffic study as patt of the subsequent review for development
projects. The Sire-Specific Traffic Impact Study prepared for the development at 1836-1852 Locust Avenze, ptepazed by
KOA Corporation (October 2017) determined that the addition of project-related traffic to the adjacent
intersection of Long Beach Boulevard and Pacific Coast Highway and Palmer Court and Pacific Coast
Highway would not cause any significant impacts. Additionally, the Traffic Inmpact Auatysis, 1795 Long Beach
Boulevard Mixed-Use Development Project, Long Beach, California prepared by Linscott, Law & Greenspan
Engineers (June 27, 2017) determined that the addition of project-related traffic would not significantly
impact surrounding area intersections. Specifically, no significant impact would occur at: 1) Pacific Avenue at
PCH, 2) N. Palmer Court at PCH, 3) Long Beach Boulevard at PCH, 4) N. Palmer Court at 16th Street, or 5)
Long Beach Boulevard at 16th Street under existing plus project and cumulative year 2020 conditions.
Therefore, the proposed project has satisfied the requirements of Mitigation Measure TRAF-1.

No new or substantially greater impacts related to transportation and traffic would occut.

Utilities and Setvice Systems. Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result the need for
additional utilities or services systems, including water and wastewater collection and treatment facilities and
systems, drainage facilities and systems, and solid waste facilities. The Proposed Project would be required to
comply with Mitigation Measures USS-1 and USS-2 of the 2016 Certified EIR. The demand for utilities and
service systems would not change under the Proposed Project, and no new or substantially greater impacts
related to utilities and service systems would occur.

Conclusion. In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, since none of the conditions specified in Section
15162 are present, the City has determined that an" Addendum to the 2016 Certified EIR is the appropriate
form of environmental review for the Proposed Project.

2. No substantial changes occur-with-respect to-the-citcumstances under-which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR due to the involvement of new
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified-
significant effects. (14 CCR Section 15162(a)(2)) .

Approval of the Proposed Project would not require major tevisions to the 2016 Certified EIR because no
substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the Approved Project was
undertaken. Existing conditions of the Project Atrea have not changed since adoption of the Approved
Project and certification of the 2016 Certified EIR. The revisions under the Proposed Project would not
result in any physical changes to the environment that would cause new significant effects or increase the
sevetity of previously identified impacts.

Although a statement of overriding considerations was made in conjunction with the 2016 Certified EIR,
substantial changes in the circumstances under which the project was undertaken have not occutred since the
Approved Project was adopted on June 24, 2016. No substantial increases in the severity of impacts would
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occut. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not have new significant environmental effects or substantially
increase the severity of previously identified significant effects due to changes in circumstances.

3. No new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been
known with the exetcise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as
complete, shows any of the following:

a. 'The ptoject will not have one o mote significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR.
(14 CCR Section 15162(2)(3)(A))

No new information has been introduced that would increase the severity of the identified cumulative
impacts or cause new significant effects not discussed in the 2016 Certified EIR. The change in land use
designations under the Proposed Project is not considered new information of substantial importance
that was not previous known. The Proposed Project would not increase previously identified impacts ot
result in new areas of development or other changes to the physical environment outside the original
project area.

b. Significant effects previously examined will not be substantially mote severe than shown in
the previous EIR. (14 CCR Section 15162(2)(3)(B))

No new information has been introduced that would increase the severity of impacts discussed in the
2016 Certified EIR. The Proposed Project does not propose not allow new development or other
changes to the physical environment that were not previously analyzed.

¢. No mitigation measutes or altetnatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the
project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measute or alternative” (14 CCR Section
15162(@)(3)(C))

The 2016 Certified EIR incorporated all feasible mitigation measures. Since certification of the 2016
Certified EIR, no new, previously unknown information of substantial importance has come to light that
would affect the mitigation measures that were adopted or the alternatives that wete considered as a part
of the decision-making process.

The Proposed Project would not create new significant effects that were not previously analyzed, not
would the magnitude of impacts exceed those found in the 2016 Certified EIR. No new mitigation
measures are proposed, and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program adopted as a part of the
2016 Certified FIR remains adequate to mitigate impacts of the Proposed Project.

The altetnatives that were analyzed also remain applicable to the Proposed Project and do not need to be
reconsidered; therefore, the Proposed Project does not create new impacts that would require new
analysis of project alternatives.

d. No mitigation measuzes ot alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed
in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one ot more significant effects on the

Novewber 2017 Page 17




GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS FOR PCH/LONG BEACH BOULEVARD TRANSIT NODE EIR ADDENDUM
CITY OF LONG BEACH

2. Environmental Findings

environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure ot
alternative. (14 CCR Section 15162(2)(3)(D))

No new mitigation measures are required, and the Mitigation Monitoting and Reporting Program adopted as
a part of the 2016 Certified EIR remains adequate to mitigate impacts of the Proposed Project. The
alternatives that were analyzed also remain applicable and do not need to be teconsidered; the Proposed
Project does not create new impacts that would require new analysis of project alternatives.

As substantiated in this document, the Proposed Project does not create new significant impacts that would
require the preparation of a subsequent EIR, and an addendum to the 2016 Certified EIR would be
appropriate to satisfy CEQA.

222 CEQA Guidelines Section 15164: Addendum to an EIR or Negative
Declaration

1. The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepate an addendum to a previously certified EIR
if some changes or additions ate necessaty but none of the conditions described in Section 15162
calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred. (14 CCR Section 15164(a))

This EIR Addendum provides additional information specifically relevant to the changes to the 2016
Certified EIR caused by the Proposed Project. None of the conditions from Section 15162 are present that
would require a subsequent HIR,

2. An addendum to an adopted negative declatation may be prepared if only minor technical
changes or additions are necessary or none of the conditions desctibed in Section 15162 calling
for the preparation of a subsequent EIR ot negative declaration have occurred. (14 CCR Section
15164(b))

The Approved Project was the subject of a full EIR;-not-a negative-declaration; therefore-subsection (b)does -
not apply. —

3. An addendum need not be citculated for public review but can be included in ot attached to the
final EIR or adopted negative declatation. (14 CCR Section 15164(c))

This EIR Addendum will not be made available for public review, but will be included as part of the staff
report for the Long Beach Planning Commission and City Council hearings for the Proposed Project will be
considered.

4 The decision -making body shall consider the addendum with the final EIR or adopted negative
declaration prior to making a decision on the project. (14 CCR Section 15164(d))

The Long Beach City Council will consider the EIR Addendum and 2016 Certified EIR priot to approving

the Proposed Project.
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5. A brief explanation of the decision not to prepate a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section 15162
should be included in an addendum to an EIR, the lead agency's findings on the project, or
elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be suppotted by substantial evidence. (14 CCR
Section 15164(e))

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, after an EIR has been certified for a project, if some minor
technical changes to the previously certified EIR are necessary, preparation of an Addendum to the EIR is
approptiate. Previous analysis of eavironmental impacts has been conducted for the Approved Project in an
Initial Study, a Draft EIR, and a certified Final EIR. As demonstrated in Section 2.2.1, the Proposed Project
would not involve new significant environmental effects ot a substantial increase in the sevetity of significant
effects already identified in the 2016 Certified EIR. Given this finding, an Addendum to the 2016 Certified
EIR is appropriate and has been prepared.
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3. Environmental Determination

Based on the evidence in light of the whole record documented in the certified EIR and cited incorporations:

D I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepated.

D I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the envitonment, there

will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agteed to by
the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

D 1 find that the proposed project MAY have 2 significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

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

VA I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an eatlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that
carlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measutes that are imposed
upon the proposed project, nothing furthet is tequired,
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