Attachment B

ATTACHMENT B - RESPONSE TO APPEAL COMMENTS

The following tables (Tables A through D) consist of responses to the third-party appeals by
Jeff Miller (APL19-012), Melinda Cotton (APL19-013), Susan Miller (APL19-014), and James
Hines (APL19-015) on the Planning Commission’s recommendation to the City Council for
approval of the redesigned Belmont Beach and Aquatics Center Complex Project
(Application No. 1910-05). The comments received in the four appeal letters have been
organized by content and indexed with a number. The indexed comment number in the
table below corresponds to the bracketed letter attached to this document.

Table A: Responses to Appeal Comments submitted by Jeff Miller (APL19-012)

Comment
Response to Comment
Number
1-1 The commenter asserts that the proposed redesigned project has

substantial changes and requires a new EIR rather than an EIR Addendum.
The commenter further requests denial of the project.

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the
CEQA Guidelines, an Environmental Impact Report (the Belmont Pool
Revitalization Project EIR (BPRP EIR), EIR 01-16, State Clearinghouse No.
2013041063) previously was prepared and certified for the prior version of
the project (Attachment H). An EIR Addendum (Attachment I) was prepared
for the redesign of the BBAC project.

Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines states, “The lead agency or
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 preparation of a subsequent EIR have
occurred.”

The EIR Addendum reviews changes to the project and to existing conditions
that have occurred since the 2016 EIR was certified and compares
environmental effects of the construction and operation of the Modified
Project with those of the Approved Project previously disclosed. It also
reviews new information of substantial importance that was not known and
could not have been known with exercise of reasonable diligence at the time
the 2016 EIR was certified and evaluates whether there are new or more
severe significant environmental effects associated with changes in
circumstances.

Based upon review of the facts as presented in the analysis contained in the
EIR Addendum, the City finds that an Addendum to the previous 2016
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Comment
Number

Response to Comment

Certified EIR is the appropriate document to comply with CEQA. The
rationale and the facts for this finding are provided in the body of the
Addendum. Section 2.3 of the EIR Addendum provides a description of the
Modified Project. While the redesigned project contains a larger site area
than previously analyzed, the project description and analysis included in
the EIR Addendum demonstrate that the Modified Project is smaller in scale
than the 2016 Approved Project, and there are no new or increased
environmental impacts from those analyzed in the previously certified EIR.

The analysis comparing the 2016 Approved Project and Modified Project
demonstrates that there are no 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.

The revised project remains subject to the original Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program (MMRP) from the BPRP EIR, which established 18
mitigation measures pertaining to Aesthetics, Biology, Cultural Resources,
Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Resources, Hydrology and Water
Quality, Noise, and Transportation and Traffic.

Therefore, the City finds that an Addendum to the previous 2016 Certified
EIR is the appropriate documentation to comply with CEQA.

Table B: Responses to Appeal Comments submitted by Melinda Cotton (APL19-013)

Comment
Response to Comment
Number
2-1 This comment is introductory in nature and does not provide substantive

comments on the project or the analysis included in the EIR Addendum. No
further response is necessary.

2-2

This comment notes the timing of the required Planning Commission
noticing and the Notice of Incomplete Application issued by the California
Coastal Commission.

A total of 1,844 Public hearing notices were distributed on November 26,
2019 in advance of the December 19, 2019 Planning Commission hearing, in
accordance with the requirements of Chapter 21.21 of the Long Beach
Municipal Code. Additionally, appellants, the California Coastal Commission
(CCQ), and interested parties were notified within the required timelines
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Comment
Number

Response to Comment

outlined in the Municipal Code.

The referenced Notice of Incomplete Application was issued by the CCC in
response to the resubmittal of the Modified Project for the Coastal
Development Permit (CDP) application. The local approval process is
required to be completed before the CCC will consider the application
complete and take action upon it. The City has deemed the entitlement
application as complete and has scheduled and held required local hearings
in accordance with the Municipal Code requirements. The CCC's request for
additional project information related to the Modified Project does not have
bearing on the local (City) approval process, as the local process precedes
the CCC process.

2-3

This comment asserts that there are concerns with moving forward with an
application in light of an Incomplete Application Notice issued by the CCC.
The comment raises specific concerns related to sea level rise impacts.

This comment contains similar content as Comment 2-2 provided in Table B,
above, related to the CCC Notice of Incomplete Application. Refer to
Response to Comment 2-2, above. The environmental impact analysis was
conducted in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines. In addition, sea level
rise has been reassessed through models using the most recent sea level
rise projections. The Modified Project includes the relocation of all
structures northward out of the predicted sea level rise-impacted zones.

This comment asserts that additional information will need to be
resubmitted and questions the project timing. The comment further
requests that the Planning Commission delay the decision for the project.

This comment contains similar content as Response to Comment 2-2
provided in Table B, above, related to the CCC Notice of Incomplete
Application. Refer to Response to Comment 2-2, above. The City has
deemed the entitlement application as complete and has scheduled and
held required local hearings in accordance with the Municipal Code
requirements. The local approval process is required to be completed
before the CCC will consider the City’s application complete and take action
on it.

2-5

This comment cites an attached letter that was sent by the commenter to
the California Coastal Commission in November 2019. See responses to
comments 2-6 through 2-14.
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Comment
Number

Response to Comment

2-6

This comment letter raises concerns that the appellants of the 2016 BBAC
Project were not notified of the plans for the Modified Project.

This comment contains similar content related to noticing requirements
raised in Comment 2-2 provided in Table B, above. Refer to Response to
Comment 2-2.

All interested parties, including appellants, from the cases listed below were
notified of the December 19, 2019 Planning Commission hearing, and
January 21, 2020 City Council hearing.

e 1705-09 (LCDP for temporary pool)

e 1609-18 (LCDP for height variance story poles)

e 1405-01 (main Belmont Pool entitlement application for prior version
of the project)

e Plus five parties that appealed these approvals to the Coastal
Commission.

2-7

This comment cites issues raised in a 2017 appeal related to the proposed
pool project as a coastal dependent use. The commenter further
recommends that the new pools should be located in an area such as the
“Elephant Lot” (area between Shoreline Drive and Seaside Way, west of
Alamitos Ave. and east of the Convention Center) for cited reasons such as
access to transportation and underserved communities.

This comment refers to an appeal received on the 2016 Approval. The
Modified Project represents a revised submittal to address CCC concerns.
An analysis of project alternatives, including the Elephant Lot, is included in
the approved EIR (2016). As presented in the EIR Addendum, there is no new
information, mitigation, or alternatives to the project that would
substantially reduce one or more significant impacts identified and
considered in the 2016 Certified EIR.

2-8

This comment raises concerns for the impacts of sea level rise on the
proposed project.

Sea level rise has been reassessed through models using the most recent
sea level rise projections. The Modified Project includes the relocation of all
structures northward out of the predicted sea level rise-impacted zones.

2-9

This comment asserts that the rebuilding of the Belmont Pier and Olympic
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Comment
Number

Response to Comment

venue discussions have been omitted from the project application. The
comment further includes a rendering of the Belmont Pier area and asserts
that the Olympic Committee does not include the proposed project in the
rendering.

The rebuilding of the Belmont Pier and nearby Olympic venues are not part
of this entitlement application. Because no formal application for these
projects have been received, no analysis is required as part of the project
analysis. Further, these separate projects have independent utility from the
Modified Project. If the rebuilding of Belmont Pier becomes a project for
consideration, the proposed project would be subject to City, CCC, and
environmental (CEQA) review that would include the analysis of project
impacts based on existing conditions and cumulative projects (unbuilt,
proposed, and future conditions) to ensure potential impacts are identified
in accordance with CEQA.

The referenced Olympic Committee rendering does not represent a
substantive comment on the project as this rendering is conceptual in
nature and was not generated as part of this project application. No further
response is necessary.

2-10

This comment asserts that the rebuilding of the Belmont Pier and its
impacts should be evaluated with the proposed Belmont Pool project.

This comment contains similar content related to the inclusion of the
Belmont Pier as a related project raised in Comment 2-9 provided in Table B,
above. Refer to Response to Comment 2-9.

This comment cites a November 28, 2018 news article's reference to the
condition of the Belmont Pier.

The rebuilding of the Belmont Pier is not part of this entitlement application.
Because no formal application for this project has been received, no analysis
is required as part of the project analysis. Further, this separate project has
independent utility from the Modified Project. This comment does not
provide substantive comments on the project or the analysis included in the
EIR Addendum. No further response is necessary.

2-12

This comment cites a November 8, 2018 news article's reference to the 2028
Olympic activities planned for the proposed pool complex.
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Number

Response to Comment

The referenced news article notes the status of the Belmont Pool project as
of the publication of the news article (November 2018). This comment does
not provide substantive comments on the project or the analysis included in
the EIR Addendum. A Modified Project is the subject of this entitlement. No
further response is necessary.

2-13

This comment cites an August 19, 2018 news article’s reference to the “8 by
2028" Olympic projects planned for the City of Long Beach.

The referenced news article includes the Belmont Pool project as one of the
8 by 2028 projects. This comment does not provide substantive comments
on the project or the analysis included in the EIR Addendum. A Modified
Project is the subject of this entitlement. No further response is necessary.

2-14

This comment asserts that traffic and parking impacts would occur during
construction of the Belmont Pier Project and the Belmont Pool project. The
commenter further states that traffic conditions and the usage of the beach
have increased since 2016, when the original EIR was submitted.

This comment contains similar content related to the inclusion of the
Belmont Pier as a related project raised in Comment 2-9 provided in Table B,
above. Refer to Response to Comment 2-9.

This comment contains similar content as Response to Comment 1-1
provided in Table A, above, related to the adequacy of the environmental
analysis. Refer to Response to Comment 1-1.

2-15

This comment includes a copy of the California Coastal Commission Notice
of Incomplete Application for the redesigned project dated December 31,
2019.

This comment contains similar content as Response to Comment 2-2
provided in Table B, above, related to the CCC Notice of Incomplete
Application. Refer to Response to Comment 2-2, above.

2-16

This comment includes a copy of a Corrected Coastal Commission
Notification of Appeal of the Belmont Beach and Aquatic Center Project
dated June 22, 2017.

This entitlement application is for a Modified Project from the 2016 BBAC
Project, which was the subject of this attached and referenced 2017 appeal.
This attachment does not provide substantive comments on the project or
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Comment Response to Comment
Number
the analysis included in the EIR Addendum. No further response is
necessary.
2-17 This comment includes a copy of a 2017 appeal of the Belmont Beach and

Aquatic Center Project by the Coastal Commissioners (Bochco).

This entitlement application is for a Modified Project from the 2016 BBAC
Project, which was the subject of this attached and referenced 2017 appeal.
This attachment does not provide substantive comments on the project or
the analysis included in the EIR Addendum. No further response is
necessary.

Table C: Responses to Appeal Comments submitted by Susan Miller (APL19-014)

Comment Response to Comment
Number

3-1 The commenter asserts that the proposed redesigned project has
substantial changes and requires a new EIR rather than an EIR Addendum.
This comment contains similar content as Response to Comment 1-1
provided in Table A, above. Refer to Response to Comment 1-1.

3-2 This comment states that the Project has a Notice of Incomplete Application
from the California Coastal Commission. This comment contains similar
content as Response to Comment 2-2 provided in Table B, above. Refer to
Response to Comment 2-2.

3-3 This comment asserts that the project has negative impacts to the coast,

environment, and neighborhoods. The comment further asserts that there
was a lack of public outreach on the revised plans.

In compliance with CEQA, an EIR Addendum was prepared for the project.
Refer to Response to Comment 1-1 in Table A for a discussion of the
appropriateness of the use of an EIR Addendum. The previously certified EIR
did not result in significant and unavoidable impacts on the environment.
While the redesigned project contains a larger site area than previously
analyzed, the project description and analysis included in the EIR Addendum
demonstrate that the Modified Project is smaller in scale than the 2016
Approved Project, and there are no new or increased environmental impacts
from those analyzed in the previously certified EIR.

This comment contains similar content related to public outreach related to
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Number

Response to Comment

the Modified Project that was raised in Comment 2-6 provided in Table B,
above. Refer to Response to Comment 2-6. Additionally, refer to the staff
report for the Modified Project, which discusses how changes to the project
were made in response to the needs of the community in response to
concerns expressed by the City Council, Coastal Commission, and public.

This comment contains similar content related to noticing requirements
raised in Comment 2-2 provided in Table B, above. Refer to Response to
Comment 2-2.

3-4

The commenter states that the change of P (Park) zoning must include park
replacement double the original plan.

The project area subject to the proposed zone change would remain in use
for public recreational purposes consistent with the previous Park (P) zone.
The area subject to the zone change is designated to remain as parkland in
perpetuity through deed restriction and ordinance, independent of zoning.
No parkland would be removed as a result of the zone change, therefore, no
park replacement is required.

3-5

The commenter raises questions about the cancellation/reinstating of the
December 19, 2019 Planning Commission hearing.

This comment contains similar content related to noticing requirements
raised in Comment 2-2 provided in Table B, above. Refer to Response to
Comment 2-2.

Table D: Responses to Appeal Comments submitted by James Hines (APL19-015)

Comment
Response to Comment
Number
4-1 The commenter asserts that supplemental financial and budget analyses

should be considered prior to approval of the proposed project.

This commenter requests financial analyses for the project. The financial
feasibility of the project is not a required finding for approval under the
Zoning Regulations, or an environmental topic of consideration under CEQA.
The Long Beach City Council will consider all comments on the proposed
project and will determine the disbursement of the City's budgetary
resources. No further response is necessary.




Appeal Letter No. 1

CITY OF Ravelopment Services

Plansting Bureau
LO N B E A 411 West Oeean Boulevard, 2nd Foor, Long Beach, CA 9080z
562.570.6194

Application For Appeal

An appeal ts hereby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the

() Site Pian Review Comimittee
€ Zoning Adminlstrator

® Planning Commisslon

(O Cultural Heritage Commission

Which was taken on the 19 day of December 20 19
Project Address: 4200 E. Ocean Blvd.

IWe, your appsllant(s), hereby respectfully request that Your Hongrable Body reject the decision
and .4 Approve / (8] Deny the application or permit in question.

ALL INFORMATION BELOW I8 REQUIRED

Reasons for Appeal: RE application number 1910-05:This BBAC proiject ia,
begause of the pubsgtantiasl changeg from the earlier vergion., a new

project, not werely a revision, There would be gignificant new 1-1
impacts. A new RBIR is required to addregs thege iwmpacts., All of the
approvals requested ghould be denied,

Appellant Name(s); Jeff Miller
Crganization (if representing)
Address: po Box_ 3310

City Zong Beg . A _State ZIP 20803 Phone 562.433.2795
Signature(s) “%f? M-ﬂ Date 2019.12.21

e R D L

« A separate appeal form is required for each appellant party, except for appellants from the
same address, or an appellant representing an organization.
Appeals must be filed within 10 days after the decision Is made (LBMC 21.21.502).

* You must have established aggrieved status by presanting oral or wiitten testimony at the
hearing where the decision was rendered; otherwise, you may not appeal the decision.

» See reverse of this form for the statutory provisions on the appeal process.

BELOW THIS LINE FOR A.-FF Usi ONLY
[] Appeal by Applicant ppeal by Third Party
Received by: Case. No.: Y90 2-47 S AP

Focl {0600 X Feopad Project (recelpt) No.:




LIGENSED CGONTRAGTORS DECLARATION

WORKER'S COMPENSATION DECLARATION

I hereby afflrm fhat | am lleonsed under provisions of Cliapler 8 {Commenelng with
Bacllon 7000) of Divislen 3 of (e Busiess and Profsssional Code, and ry liansa s

License Lisanse

Bal e Conlract —

OWNER-BUILDER DECLARATION
.| hereby affitn thal [ am exempt fom e Conlraclors Llcense Lew for the followlng
feason  (Sec.7031 Callfomle Business end Professlonal  Code: Any Cily  whioh reqifres
a jpeimit o constnml, alter, Improve, damclleh or rapalr any  sinoiura {pﬂci lo Ia
Issuanca g roquies the ozt for euch parealt te A8 & skned stalemsnt fial he Is
8 lconged canlioplor pursuant fo the provisions of te Contraclors Llcense Law {Ch9}
{Commencing with Sac.f000 of D3 of the B. & P, C) or that he Is exompt tharefrom
and the basly for Whe alloged” exemplion,  Any viclson of Sen7031.6 by any applican
g:r" a{$1%e0r°mcl'lu sublecls the applicant o a ol penaly of nol more than five ndred
ollers 00}.:
. | as, ownar of dhe popery, or my employess with wages as thelr gole
compensalion, wil do e wolk and the shucture (3 nol infended or offered Ior sale
{Sec.7044, B, & P. C. : The Coneclors Llcemse Low doss nol apply fo an owner of
property who bullds or improvos Werson, and who does such work himsell or through
fis own employoes, providsd fhaf such Improvemanls are nof Imended or offred for

| sdle. I howover, the bkl o lwprovements Is sold within cre ysar of complatien,

the owner-bullder Wil have burdan of proving tat .he did nol tmiid o Improve tor the

. lamaxemplunder oot Be & . G for this
(at Cvne

——

- IMPORANT -
Applicallon s hersby made lo the Buperialendeal of Bulldng and Saly for a peil
subfest & the conditions and rasiriaions set forh or tha frant jacas of (his applieadiar '
1. Eqch porson upon whose hehall this apgiication Is made and eech person at whoss

bensfit work is performad Umder or pwsuenf lo any pemall isswed a3 a resull of fals
application agrees fo and shall indemnlly and hold harmless the Cly of Lomg- Beach
lta officors, agenis, and aomployess from any llabllly earsing oul of the Issusnipe of
any pormi from lkls application.

~— have and will malntan workers' compensatbn Inetrancs, as requied By  Secfion
3100 of the Labor Cote, for the poriormance of the Work for whish Tls permhl Iy

Isshed, My workers' oompansation Insuranos carrler and pelley number ane:

Garyier: Pollgy

{Thia Sacllos nged notha compleled If v pmiltis for one hundred dollars ($100) or loag)

— cedlty thet In the performance of the work for whish Wi permit I5 tssued, | shal
net omploy any porson In any mannar 80 &8 lo kecomo sublec! b Uw workers'
compansallon Jaws of Ceilfornia, and egreg thal If f should becoms subjest fo the

workers' compensallon  provilons  of  Seollom 3700 of fha  Labor Codg, |

Dal Applica

WARNING:  FAILURE TO SECURE WORKERS' COMPENSATION COVERAGE I3
UNLAWFUL,  AND  SHALL SUBJECT AN EWMPLOYER TO CRIMINAL PENALTIES
AND CML FINES UP TO ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS, ¥ ADDITION
TO THE COST OF COMPENSATION DAMAGES AS PROVIDED FOR IN SECTION

| heraby stats that there Is & sonslruetion lending eggency for the performance of Ihe

weark for which this permit ls ssued {Se0.3907, Civ, C),

Lender's

Lendler's

| corffy (hat | have resd this application anci slate thal the above Information ig-
comecl. [ agse to comply with @l Cly oad Slele lws relaing to the bullding

oongfruotion,  and  herchy euthorize reprosentalives of thly cly fo entr wpon the

2 Any permli fesved as & resulf of this application becomes null end vold If work Is Slgnature of Quier or Confractor Dala
JOB ADDRESS . RECEIPT rgo. . DATE PROJECT NO.
4200 QCEAN BLVD 03653455 12/27M19 | PLNB47212
JO8 DESGRIPTION . j ] . ’ AREA
Appeal of Case No. 1910-05 of the Belmont Pool proejet - . 0
OWNER . . ) OCCUPANCY PLANNING
. OPEN SPACE/PARKS
ADDRESS ASSESSOR NO, ZONE
P
CITY STATE ZJP CODE FSB ] RSB CENSUS TRACT :
: 577300

ARPLICANT ;
JEFF MILLER
CONTRAGCTOR
ADDRESS -
CITY STATE ' - ZIP CODE PHONE NO,
STATE LICENSE NO, CITY LICENSE NO,
ARCHITECT/ENGINEER - LICENSE NQ.
ADDRESS
Ty STATE 7P GODE PHONE NG,
VALUATION PRESENT BLDG USE PROPOSED BLDG |SE BLDG HEIGHT TYPE OF CONSTRUGTION

0.00 ' 0 APPTHPTY
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Paid by: JEFF MILLER CK195

$105.00 Check (CK)

Page 1 of 2




Appeal Letter No. 2

CIy OF Development Setvices

Manning Bureau
LO N G B E A 411 West Ocean Boulovard, 2nd Floor, Long Beach, CA 308032
562,570.6154

Application For Appeal

An appeal is hereby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the

) Site Plan Review Committee
() Zoning Admintstrator
Planning Commission

O Cultural Herltage Commission

Which was taken on the 19 day of December , 20 18
Project Address: 4200 B, Ocean Blvd.

|AWe, your appellant(s), hereby respectfully request that Your Honorable Body reject the decision
and {2 Approve / (8] Deny the application or permit in question.

ALL INFORMATION BELDW 18 REQUIRED '

Reasons for Appeal: 8se attached letter to Planning Commigaioners.

Appellant Name(s): Melinda Cotton
Organlzation (If representing)

Address: po_Box 3310
City Long Bgﬂ _ R 90803  Phohe 562.433,2795
Signature(s) _ Lol I, Date 12/21/10

« A separate appeal form is required for each appellant party, except for appallants from the
same address, or an appellant representing an organization,

* Appeals must be filed within 10 days after the decision is made (LBMC 21.21.502),
 You must have established aggrieved status by presenting oral or written testimony at the
hearing where the declsion was rendered; otherwise, you may not appeal the decislon,

» See reverse of this form for the statutory provisions on the appeal process,

. s
s

BELOW THIS LINE FOR STAFF USE ONLY

[l Appeal by Applicant [\ Appeal by Third Party
Recelved by: i__ Case. No.; Mmtﬂnﬂ\mppeal Flling Data: \“t" ﬂ EQ
Fee: d QQS,QQ K Fea Pald Project (receipt) No.:




165204206 106.00 Appeal by Third Party

105,00 CHECK
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Dionne Bearden

Ten Melinda Cotton

Subject: RE: Concemns re Planning Commissien Dec, 19th Agenda re the Belmont Beach &
Aguatic Center

From: Melinda Cotton >

Sent: Monday, December 09, 2019 4:59 PM
To: Dionne Bearden <Dlonne,Bearden@longheach.gov>
Subject: Concerns re Planning Commisslon Dec. 19th Agenda re the Belmont Beach & Aquatic Center

Hello Dionne,

Since we will be out of town and unable to attend or prepare for the Dec. 19th Planning Commission Meeting
regarding Application Number 1.910-05 (GPA19-001, Z2CA 158-010, ZCHG19-005, S5PR19-027, LCPA 19-5005,
LCDP19-023, EIRA-03-19, | am submitting my comments early. Please send this e-mail'cn to the Planning

Commissioners when you recelve it, as this time of year just before Christmas is very busy.
*************************************************

Dear Planning Commisslon Chalr Richard Lewls, Vice-Chair Mark Christoffels, and Commissioners Verduzco-
Vega, Cruz, La Farga, Perez and Templin,

I'm goncerned that the Planning Commission doesn't have all the information it needs to consider this
important matter, as the Notice of this Dec 19th hearing regarding the BBAC was issued several days prior to
the California Coastal Commission Staff letter with its "Notice of Incomplete Application" {attached). Plrase
read this Coastal Commission Notice, as it contalns more than four pages of needed details before Coastal
Staff will be able to determine If the BBAC Application is complete,

Unfortunately, you are being asked to approve seven {7) complex documents without having the benefit of
the BBAC's Complete Application to Coastal, and without the City's responses neaded for this newly
redesigned, environmentally sensitive, $85 million dollar project. The last time the City received an
incomplete Application Notice for the BBAC (September of 2018), it took the City until November 6, 2019 (14
months) to reply {with what Is now also considerad an Incomplete Application). Among the many critical
concerns, Sea Level rise and Climate Change are maving faster than expected, according to experts who spoke
at the Aquarium of the Pacific's "Coping with Sea Level Rise With a Focus on Long Beach's Peninsula and
Belmont Shore". The October 7, 2019 event, with more such seminars to follow, is cosponsored by the
Aquarium {CEO Dr. Jerry Schubel ) and The Nature Conservancy.

Surely the Planning Commission will want all the latest information abaut the scope and impacts of the
proposed project. Since It will likely be some months before the City resubmits its Application to the City, and

the City says it's at least $25 milllon sort of the funds needed to bagin the project, ohe has to ask: What's the
rush?

I respectfully ask the Planning Commission to request the above items be delayed, and brought back after the
City fully answers Coastal's many Important questions,

2-1

2-2

2-3 .

2-4



The letter below | submitted to Coastal Staff in fate November. | believe it contains additional information
that is pertinent to the decisions hefore you.

Sincerest thanks for your attention, Melinda Cotton

From: Melinda Cotton

Sent: Friday, November 29, 2019 6:07 PM

To: ZIff, Danl@Coastal <dani.ziff @coastal,ca.gov>; zach.rehm@coastal.ca.gov <zach.rehm@coastal.ca.gov>
Subjact: Concerns re latest Beimont Pool Application

Dear Danl and Zach,

| find it troubling that the City of Long Beach (and/or Coastal Commission} has not notifled the many
appellants of the original Belmont Pool Application of the flling of a much revised/new Application on Nov,
6th. Several of us contacted Long Beach Coastal Commission staff regularly, asking the status of the Clty's
Application, and as a courtesy Dani Ziff notified several of us of the Nov. 6th submisslon. But there has been
no officlal Public Notice so far, or official notice to the 17 Appellants - which include Coastal Commission Chair
Dayna Bochco and Commissioner Effie Turnbull-Sanders. All of the appellants (see attached City document
listing appellants) had numerous concerns about the original design, and surely would wish to be aware of and
make comments on the much revised/new project plan, as well as the public at large.

Chair Dayne Bachco, in her 6/8/2017 Appeal Submission {see attached) noted that this "...constitutes a new
davelopment that is not coastal dependent and would result In potential adverse Impacts to existing public
access and recreation opportunities in conflict with the public access and recreation policies of hoth the
certified LCP and the Coastal Act." Certalnly open air swimming pools are not 'coastal dependent’ as the open
ocean and sandy beach are just a couple of hundred feet away. Tha City's existing 'temporary' Olympic size
pool has ably served the area for six years for recreational swimming, lessons, water polo, ete. Since the City
plans to retain the 'temporary pool', additional new pools should be located in an area such as the
downtown"Elephant Lot" which has close access and easy transportation to under-served communities.

Chair Bochco also noted that .,."the City should more fully evaluate relocating the facility to an area that
would not he affected by sea level rise/wave action for the expected life of the development..." The new
Application states that the new design is expected to have a life of 75 years (as noted In the Mofflit & Nichol
document). However Climate Change and Sea Lavel Rise are increasing at anh advanced rate, according to
experts who spoke at the Aquarium of the Pacific's "Coping with Sea Level Rise With a Focus on Long Beach's
Paninsula and Belmont Shore". The October 7, 2019 event, with more such seminars to follow, is cosponsored
by the Aquarium (CEQ Dr, Jerry Schubel ) and The Nature Conservancy. We've seen that sea level rise
combined with King Tides and heavy ralnfall already affect coastal beaches, vehicle access, parking fots,
homes and businesses, etc. Putting a new eighty million dollar open pool structure on the coast seems
foolhardy.
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What seems a maior omission from the Application are plans to rebuild the Belmont Pier for the 2028 Olympic
Games, which the Olympic Committee has designated as a "centerpiace and viewing area” for the Olympic
Salling Events. Since the Belmont Pler is in very poor shape, the Mayor, City Management and Council have
focused on rebuilding the Belmont Pler, At the Fab. 6, 2018 Long Beach City Councll Meeting, the Council
approved moving forward with what was called the "8 by 28 Plan" {see attached City Memo, additional details
are avallable In the Minutes and Video of the Council's Feb. 6, 2018 meeting Item R-13). At the top of that list
was rebuilding the Belmont Piet, The Belmont Pool was listed, not as a venue bhut to "... showcase Olympie
history"...and "...used for clty exhibitions and events,"

(Interestingly - the Olymplc Committee's artist conception of the Belmont Pler area showed the existing, tree
covered Olympic Plaza Park - hot a new Belmont Pool structure (see below):

Certainly the vital project of rebuilding the Belmont Pier for the Olympics (only a hundred yards or so from the
Belmont Pool) will have to go th rough an extensive planning procass, Including Coastal Commission

approval. And coastal access, traffic and parking needs, sea level rise, all the Impacts and issues raised in the
Belmont Pool EIR will need to be worked out. These two projects are interdependent, and should be

evaluated together. The Application hefore you should not go forward without these issues sorted out, and
should be addressed by a new EIR.

The Long Beach 'Beachcomber’ news article below dated Nov. 28, 2018 stated:

"The city’s first major infrastructure project on the list is rebullding the Belmont Veterans Memorial Pier,
Garcla sald, noting that the existing pier is “nearing the end of Its life” and is in “tertible shape.” He said the

3
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new pier will be rebuilt in its “original location” whera Belmont Brewing Co. (BBC) s currently located and will
become the “centerpiece of the sailing competition.”

"Another major project Is building the new Belmont Beach and Aquatic Center pool facility, which, if
completed In time for the Clympics, will be used for exhibltions and activities but not for swimming or diving
competitions.”

(https://beachcomber.news/content/mayor-gives-update-2028-olympic-projects)

And the Belmont Shore based 'Grunion Gazette' also addressed the Belmont Pier.

http://www.gazettes.com/hews/business/first-look-at-b
9f55-11e8-b99a-0705a6fb4fdd. html

ook At 8 by 28 Olympic Projects in Long Beach | Business ettes.col

Last February, after it had besn announced that Long Beach is a large part of plans for Las Angales Yo host the 2028 Olympic Games, Mayor Rabert Garcia
unvelled his "8 by 26" plan for capitel ...

www.gazettss.com

Trafflc and parking problems for coastal visitors near the Belmont Pier area will be heavily Impacted by
construction of either of these projects, much less both of them. And long-term impacts will be intense, as
ptior studies ara totally out of date. The original EIR was submitted in Aprii 2016, It includes an undated
Traffic Study and Traffic volume' data for a few intersections that were collected in February 2016. Since then, for
example, Ocean Bivd. from Termino to Bayshore was narrowed from two lanes to one in each direction
starting in 2017, And the large Glympix Health Club has opened (February 2017} increasing traffic and utilizing
street and beach parking lots as Olympix has no parking of its own. And of course usage of the beach and
ocean has increased immeasurably, due to hotter weather, climate change, bike riding and pedestrian usage,
dog beach, volley ball and kite surfers, etc. etc.

We ask your attention to these many complications and concerns, and ask the City of Long Beach to respond.

Sincerely, Melinda Cotton

35 year Belmont Shore resident
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STATE OF - NATURAL RESOURCES AGENY
CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION
South Coast Area Qflce:

301 B Qdear Blind, Sulls 300

Leng Eeach, CA 80802

{682 BO0-BO74

Detember 8, 2019

City of Long Beach

Attt Eric Lopez

411 West Qeean Boulevard, 5™ Floor
Lorg Beach, GA BO302

Rer  NOTIGE OF INCOMPLETE APRLICATION
City of Long Beach; Applicant _
Coastal Develapmant Parmit Application No. 518:0788

Mr. Lopez,

Thank you far the information providad Navember 26, 2019 in résponse to the Septemiber 7,
2018 Notice of Insomplete Application, However, as discussed In bur coordinition meeting with
Clty-of Long Beach staff on Novemnber 19, 2018, additional information is required to ientify the
seope of the proposad project—aonstruction of the Baimont Beach and Aquatics Center—and
pofential iImpacts to doastal resources. Cosstal Commission staff have determined that tha
follewiny Information fs required I ordir o file the GOP application pursuant to the
Gommission’s regulations (14 GOR Seation 13056):

L 100 Radiug and Interested Parties. The revised project plans Include a newtransformer,
tragh enelosure, and public restrooms that exténd buyorid the project imit shown in Ravised
Atachments 3 and 4. Plesise Update the 100" radiug to encompegs the additional parcel
and expand tha project naticing radivs aecordingly, In additton, the 100-Jaot radlus should
rot include roads. Thus, please atust the northwest carner of the delineated project imit
Aand 100" radlus at the terminus of Termino Averie and Allin Street. Any additional stamped
and addressed envelopes required & a restlt of these ravisions and the submitted revisad
interested patties list shoufd bie submited. Pleass also note that the City shauld: continue to
update this Interasted Parties list as additional interested parlies ars identitied. 215

Il Projact Desoription. Please olarlfy the propartion of tithe that the proposed squatic seriter
would be avallable for public use verses unavailable for public use due to svents, swim
Theets, and ofher exclusive activities. As propesed, would privete businesses such as
private swit; diving, or SCUBA Instryction srganizations, be allowad ta operats st the
aguaticswim center? Please also provite more specificity regarding the propesed fee
sehedule. Pleese provide & comparison of ourrent fee schedules for regional, state, snd
riational acquatie facilitiss of the sarme size and gcope. How much will the existing Long
Beach fee schoduls described change, comparad to the pre-existing Balmont Paal or the
temparary pool?

Il Projest Plans, v
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a. Architectural Plans. We nota that the CDP for the temporary Belmont Pool facitity wil
expire Dacember 18, 2022 (with two posslble one-year time extensions), The
temporary pool was not deslgned to ba a parmanent facility. Are there any required
measures to address potentlal leaking or other structural issues that may arise as the
temporaty pool nears its anticipated end-of-life? If so, please provide a list of such
measures and/or besi management practices to ensure the temporary pool may
operate on a permanent basis without adversely impacting coastal resources. Please
also provide site plans and a clear description of ahy changes to the temporary pool
and associated accessory structures, including, but not limlted to, the fencing, ticket
booth, showers, and restrooms,

b. Landscaping Plan. Pleasa clarify the Open Space and Green Space calculations
identified in the revisad project description and plans, which appear to be different than
the calcuiations included In the provided CEQA documents {page 3-25 of the Draft
EIR).

¢. Drainage Plan. Was the draihage plan (Sheet 28 of the revised project plans)
developed taking into consideration potentlal fiooding, pool over-topping, and potential
leakage that might result from large storm events andfor seismic activity? if so, please
describe the function of the drainage system In such clreumstances. if not, please
provide a drainage pian that protacts water quality in the event of such occurrences,

d. Detailed Foundation Plan. Revised plan Sheets 23 and 24 include some details
regarding the proposed foundations. Please clarify the total number of piles proposed
and the depth to which they will extend, and provide elevations of each foundation
element called out on Sheet 23 that Is not included in Sheet 24. Please also depict or
describe current groundwater lavels and anticlpated changes to the water table as sea
levels rise during the life of the development. Has an updated geotechnical evaluation
been conducted for the revisad project? Are there alternatives that would lessen the
amount of landform alteration? Please submit a copy of sach relevant geotechnical
report and foundation plan,

e. Lighting Pian. Please provide elevations of the proposed lighting pole with the
maximum height of each structure. Please call out the extent of proposed light cutput
in lumens, foot candles, other standard that can be compared to lights of a similar type
(e.g. stadium lights, parking lot lights, street lights, house lights). The Commission has
generally required that lighting adjacent to beaches and habitat areas minimlze
Impacts to wildlife and habitat, and avold light spillover effects. Please describe how
the proposed lighting plan minimizes impacts to coastal resources,

IV, Parking and Trafflc Detalis.

a. Non-automobile transporiation elements. Please clarify any temporary and/or
permanent changes to each existing and proposed bike path, and the numbar and
location of new bike parking spaces proposed. Are there new Electric Vehicle charging
stations and designated parking spaces proposed? Are new bus routes proposed to be
created?

b. Parking analysis. Please provide calculations shawing the net gain in parking
availability described by City staff during the November 19, 2019 coordination meeting.
Please ensure that the elimination of the parking along Olympic Plaza Is taken into
consideration along with the identified gain In public parking spaces as a result of
parking lot restriping and addition of spaces along Ocean Boulevard, and loss of

A
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parking for the conversion of the temporary pool to @ permanent pool, Was the parking /\

analysis that was provided based on a parking utilization study or other data
source(s)? If so, please provide the data used.

c. Construction impacts, Will the proposed construction impact access along Ocean
Boulevard, at Olympic Plaza, to Belmont Pler, to available public parking areas, or
along the existing bike paths? How are such impacts minimized? Please provide a
desoription of any propesed traffic mitigation measures and plans with any proposed
signage to ensure that public access to the beach and along the reglonat bike and
pedestrian route remains opsn, to the greatest extent feasible, during conetruction,

Updatad Sea Lovel Rise Analysis. As depicted in the updated sea level rise analysis,
portions of the proposed developrment, including the open green space arsas, the vahicle
turnaround area, and the exisfing temporary pool, would be Inundated under the medium-
high risk scenario which the consultant analyzed and mappsd. Please describe the
feasibillty of removal of threatenad structures and any adaptation measures that would be
implemented ifiwhen wave uprush, sea levels, and/or significant flooding approaches the
project site. Please also describe how the pool facilities will be accessed if the nearby
roads, parking lots, and beach pedestrian and bike path are temporarily or permanantly
inundated.

Updated Alternatives Analysis. Pleasa provide a more detailed alternatives analysls that,
at a minimum, Includes an in-depth discussion of the feasibllity of alternative project
locetions including, but not limited to, the Elephant Lot and a location outslde the coastal
zone closer to the communities that are Intended to benefit from the proposed City-wide
and Underservad Programming.

Updated Biclogical Surveys. The biologlesl survay submitted on November 8, 2019 is
inadeguate because it was conducted oulside of nesting season. Please submit a report
prepared by a qualifisd biologist that anticipates potential impacts to bird breeding and
nesting in the areas Immadiately adjacent to the proposed agquatics center based on the
trends in the nesting data (sourced from previcus biological surveys and reports conducted
by the City and local bird monitoring groups) over a tima pericd that includes the
construction and operation of the existing temporary pool.

Vill. Visual Analysis. Pleasa complle and submit & visual analysis that includes views of tha

proposed development from the beach and water and along Ocean Boulevard. Ocean
Boulevard Is daslgnated as a scenic route in the City's certified LCP, which also requires
buiidings in this area be located and designed to provide a maximum amount of
unobstructed views through thelr sites to the beach and recreational facilities. As proposed,
the transformer, trash enclosure, and restrogims are located in &n area that currenily
containg heach and biue water views. Please address the view impacts of these structures
from Qcean Boulevard and Termino Avenue in the visual analysis.

In addition, in response to elements included in the revised plans provided November 6, 2019,
which were not Included [n the plans subritted with the original Gity-approved GDF/appeal,
please respond to the following:

1. Please describe how the proposed vahicle entrance and turnareund area is designed to
accommodate larger vehicles including buses, firetrucks, and construction aquipment,

Please clarify whether the area will be used for parking of large vehlclas or storage only. v
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2. Pleasd expand on the ADA acoeas site. plar and provide g description of ADA /\
accessibility to and use of the pool facilities.

3. Piease depict and describe the proposed function and mechanics uf the proposed.
mioveable floor.

4. During the November copordination mesting, the cutved retaining wall was deseribed as
crassing staivs, Pleage clarfly the function of the sunset lewn and réfaining wallferassirig
stafrs. Plesse deacribe how deep helow grade the retaining wall will be constriscted.

5. Plasge provide a written dasoription of the Utilities Plan. Fieage highlight new utillties or
ufflity extensions, any changas to sewsr system capacily, and proposed placement of
any new utility-related structures (like the proposged fire hydrant).

8, Ganeral Recommendation 4 of the City's cetiified General Strand Poligies requires &
definife privrity listing of capital Improverments be made for lokig-tenn capltal
development of beach fagllities. Please desoribe how the: proposett project affacts the
City's oapital imgrovament priotities. Pleasa alsa provida the priority list.

Finally, we undarstand & hearing nofice has Been sent aut for Planning Coiimisglon action on a
number of itemy relating to the propiosed project including a new LGDP dnd LOP amerkimant.

Please alarlfy whether the propased LODP, if apprived, wauld replace the previously
approved LCDP (1403-01) ar would be supplsmantal to the Gily-approved 2017 LODP
for the hewly proposed project elements?

- Please also toscribe any public outreach efforts conducted by the City In vistening the
revised project design, prepating the proposed LOCP ameridment, and invelving the
public In loval processes. Please include any outreach {o communities expectad to
beneflt from the proposad City-wide and Underseivad Programs.

i

Upott receipt of the redquested materials we will proceed with datermining the completenese: of
your application. Please de not limit your submittal to thie abova mertiohed items. You may
subrrlt any information which you feel may help Commission staff gain a clear understanding of
the scope of your projedt.

If you have additional questions, fesl frea to contact me at (582) 580-5071.

Sincerely,
BasiZif

Coastal Program Analyst
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - NATURAL RESGURCEY AGENCY EDMUMII C. BROWN JR., GORERNGR

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

BOUTH COAST DISTRICT CFRICH

200 OCEANCATE, |9TH ILOOL

LONG BBACH, CALIFORNILA 908024416
(562) £96-5071 PAX (562) 590-5084

WWW.COABTAL.CAGOY

CORRECTED
COMMISSION NOTIFICATION OF APPEAL
June 22, 2017
To: Mark Hungerford

City of Long Beach, Dept. of Development Services

333 W. Ocean Blvd.
Long Beach, CA 90802

From: Charles Posner

Re: Commission Appeal No. A-5-LOB-17-0032
Please be advised that the coastal development permit decision described below has been appealed to thel
California Coastal Commission pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 30603 and 30625.

Therefote, the decision has been stayed pending Commission action on the appeal ptirsuant to the Public
Resources Code Section 30623,

2-16
LOCAL PERMIT #; 1405-01
APPLICANT: City of Long Beach
DESCRIPTION: Appeal of Local Coastal Development Permit for construction and operation

of an indoor/outdoor pool facility with adjacent café and restroom buildings
(Belmont Beach and Aquatic Center)

LOCATION: 4000 E. Olympic Plaza, Long Beach, CA 950803
LOCAL DECISION: Approval with Special Conditions
APTELLANTS:; CA Coastal Commissioners; Bochco and Turnbull-Sanders, CARP: Ann

Cantell, Corliss Lee, Joe Weinsiein, Lautie Angel, Melinda Cotton, Rae
Gabelich, Renes Lawler, Susan Miller, Channel Law Group, LLP: Jamie
Hall, El Dotado Audubon Society, Long Beach Area Peacs Network: Anua
Christensen, Long Beach Citizens for Fair Development, Inc.: Warren
Blesofsky, Gordana Kajer, James Hines, Joff Miller, Melinda Cotton, and
Susan K. Miller

DATE APPEAL FILED:  06/06/2017, 06/07/2017, 06/08/2017, and 06/09/2017

The Commission appeal mumber assigned to this appeal is A-5-1LOB-17-0032. The Commission heating
date has not been soheduled at this time, Within 5 working days of receipt of this Commission

Notification of Appeal, copies of all relevant documents and materials nsed in the City of Long Boach's
considoration of this coastal development permit must be delivered to the South Coast District Office qv

the Coasial Commission (California Administrative Code Section 131 12),
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COMMISSION NOTIFICATION OF APPEAL /\

Please include copies of plans, relevant photographs, staff reports and related documents, findings (if not
alveady forwarded), all correspondence, and a list, with addresses, of all who provided verbal testimony.

A Commission staff report and notice of the hearing will be forwarded to you prior to the hearing. If you
have any questions, please contact Charles Posner at the South Coust District Office.

ce: City of Long Beach
Melvin L. Nutter, Attorhey At Law
CA Coastal Commission, Effie Turnbuil-Sanders
CA Coastal Commission, Dayna Bocheo
CARP, Attn: Ann Cantrell
CARP, Attn: Corliss Lee
CARDP, Aitn; Joe Weinstein
CARD, Aitn: Laurie Angel
CARP, Attn: Melinda Cotton
CARP, Attn: Rae Gabelich 216
CARP, Attn: Rense 8. Lawler
CARP, Attn: Susan Miller
Channel Law Group, LLP, Attn: Jamic T. Hall
El Dorado Audubon Socisty
Long Beach Area Peace Network, Atin: Anna Christensen
Long Beach Citizens for Fair Development, Inc., Attn: Warren Blesofsky
Gordana Kajer
Jetf Miller
James Hines
Susan K. Miller
Aquatic Capital of America, Attn: Lucy Johnson
Long Beach Aquatic Capitol Foundation
Surfrider Foundation, Long Beach Chapter
Joe Geever
















LICENSED CONTRACTORS DECLARATION

WORKER'S GOMPENSATION DECLARATION

1 harehy zfirm lhat | am lsenged under provislona of Chapler 9 {Commencing wilh
Becllon 7000} of Bivistan 3 of the Business and Professional Code, and my Hoanee s

Lloansa Lisansa
Dt T Contract

OWNER-BUILDER DEGLARATION
| horwby effim that | am exempl fom lhe Conlraclors Lkensz Law for the fallowing
foason (Gec.7031 Callforgla Busingss end  Profossional Coda;  Any l[y vhich  requlres
a pemil o consiruol, elter, Improve, demollsh or repar wny Cstrushie prior b lis

Issuance glso roquires the upElicam for such parnll to fle a signed slelement fhal ha fa
& liconsed conhecor pueusnt 1o the provislons of |he Conlraslors License Law {Ch.9)
*{Commenclng with Sec.7000 of Divd of the B. & P, C} or thal ke Is axompl  Iheraftom
and fhe besle for the olopxl oxemplion.  Amy viollbon of See.0315 by any applicant
‘r%r" a &eﬂ%tﬂ } subjects the applicant to @ ofdl pandly of not more Man fus Rindred
arg 00} -
v { | 85 owner of the properly, or my emplopess with wagass e fhelr solo
compansellon, wil do s work end the sluchire & not Mlendsd of offered for oale
{Gec7044. B, & P, C : The GConlreciors  Lloonse  Law doss nol apply lo an owner of
propery who bulds o lmproves Ihereon, aid whe does such work Rimssll or through
hls own employees, provided hal such Improvements are not Intendsd or offered for
sele.  If, howsver, 1he bulding or Improvements s sokd Wilhin ong year of complatlon,
le cenerbulkder wil have burden of proving fhat ke did not buld or improve  for the

] e lam exar'nplundar' B &P, G, lor this
"Dt (wne

- IMPORANT -
Applicalion % hersby made t the Supsrintendenl of Bulling  and

Baldly for a perml
aublest fo the condllians and restrietions sal forlh on the front fepes of this apalleation
4. Fach person upon whoss behall thls apiloslion i Meds and each person al whase

benaflt work t performed under or pursuanl lo any permll isaved as a_ resull of this
applloglion agress 1o end ghall dndomnlfy end hold harmless the Clly of Long Baach
s officers, egants, and employees from any Nebllty arsig out of the Issuang of
any permit from this epplication.

_ Lender's

— have end wil malnleln  workers' oompensation instrance, 85 roquired by  Section
3700 of Ihe Labor GCode, for fhe performance of the work for which Hhis parmit I
Issued. My workers' compensallon Insurenca cartler and policy number are; .

Cayrier, Foliy

{Thls Baotton naed not ke sompletad If the panult Is for one husdired dollars {$900)or lasa}

—I| cerly bhal In e performance of the work for whioh thls penmil Is lssued, 1 shal
Mol amploy eny porson In eny maner s0 as o hecome aublott to the  werkers'
compensalion lews of Callforn'a, and agrsa kel B | zhould becoma  subleel to e
warkers' componsaflon provisions of Secllon 3706 oF He  Labor Code, 1 ghal

Pal ) Applica

WARNING:  FAILURE  TO ‘SECURE WCRKERS'  COMPENSATION COVERAGE |8
UNLAWFUL, AND BHALL BUBJEDT AN EMPLOYER 10 CRIMNAL PENALTIES
AND CML FINES UP TO ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS, IN ACDITION

“TO THE COST OF COMPENSATION DAMAGES AS PROVIDED FOR N SECTION

| hereby state that thare is a consl}ucilon londing agency for tha paﬁon;mance of the
work for whioh fhls parmit Is Issued {Se.3207, Civ, G).

Lender's
[ corlly thel | have reed thia appllcalion end dlolo thet the above Informetion s
concet. | oagree fo comply whh al Clly and Siale lews mlaling o the bHiflding
constrchon, and  harsby authorize reprasentalivas of bl clly lo enler upon  lhe

Odle

L Any pomnit jsued a5 a result of fhis epplication becomes nul and vold It wok I Sigralure of Owner or Conlraclor
JOB ADDRESS RECEIPT NO. DATE - PROJECT NO.
4200 OCEAN BLVD - 03653464 12/27/19 | PLNB47213
JOB BESCRIFTION ‘ | . AREA
Appeal of Case No. 1910-05 of the Belmont Pool project -0
OWNER QGGUPANCY PLANNING
OPEN SPACE/PARKS
ARDRESS ASSESSOR NO. ZQNE
P ‘
CITY STATE ZIP CODE F&B ] RSB CENSUS TRACT
577300

APPLICANT _
MELINDA COTTON
CONTRAGTOR
ADDRESS
CITY STATE ZII':' CODE PHONE NO.
STATE LICENSE NO. _CITY LICENSE NO,
ARCHITECTIENGINEER LICENSE NO.,
ADDRESS
GITY STATE ZIP CODE PHONE NO.
VALIJA"E'.ION PRESENT BELDG USE PROPOSED BLDG USE BLDG HEGHT TYPE OF CONSTRUCTIGN

0.00 0 APPTHPTY

LEGAL DESGRIPTION

Paid by: MELINDA COTTON CK3331

$105.00 Check (CK)
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15204335 - 105.00  Appeal by Third Party

106.00 “CHECK
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Appeal Letter No. 3

CITY OF Development Services

Blanning Bureau
L N A H 411 West Ocean Boulavard, 2nd Flaor, Long Beach, CA 90802
562.570.61 24

Application For Appeal

An appeal is hereby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the

O Site Plan Review Committee
() Zoning Administrator

(&) Planning Commission

€O Cultural Heritage Commission

Which was takenonthe 19 day of December , 20 19
Project Address: 4200 E. Ocean Blvd,

I/We, your appellant(s), hereby respectfully request that Your Honorabie Body reject the decision
and . Approve / [B] Deny the application or permit In question.

ALL INFORMATION BELOW |3 REQUIRED

Reasons for Appeal: BBAC project Application 1910-05 has substantial I 3.1
chapaeg. Needg a new EIR not an EIR Addendum,

Pro‘lect has a Notice of Incomplete from Coagtal Commigaion Staff . |3“2
Plang have substantial negative impact to coastal, environment and | 3-3

neighborhood. Lack of Public outre Holol ]
zonlng must include naming park replacement at double original plan, 3-4

Algo guestion bungled Cancellation/reinstated Plapring Commission _
. Bl , 3-5
meeting of Deg. 19, 2012, _

Appellant Name(s): Sugsan Miller

Organization (if representing)
Address: 4217 East Ocean Blvd.

City Long Beach f{t{% i? 2P 90803 Phohe"5762-43452109
Sighature(s) mmq\f Date 12/21/2019

» A separate appeal form is reqwred for each appellant party, except for appellants from the
same address, or an appellant representing an organization.

Appeals must be filed within 10 days after the decision is made (LBMC 21.21.502),

You must have established aggrieved status by presenting oral or written testimony at the
hearing where the decision was rendered; otherwise, you may not appeal the decision.

» See reverse of this form for the statutory provisions on the appeal process.
s igermon st sy s e T — et sttt}
BELOW THIS LINE FOR STARF USE ONLY '

[] Appeal by Applicant M Appeal by Third Party
Received by: 5 Case. No.: §% ) A ; 5

Foo: *108. O® [ Fee Paid

Prolect (receipt) No.:



LICENSED CONTRAGTORS DECLARATION

WORKER‘E-E GOMPENSATION DEGLARATION

I herelyy affrm that | am llcensed under provisions of Cliapter 9 {Commencing with
Bealion 7000} of Divislon 3 of the Buslness s_nd Professlengt Cods, and oy leense ls

Ueensg Llcense

Bat

Canfract

OWNER-BUILDER DECLARATION )
am exempt from the Cantiectors License Law for the fallowlnp
roason  {Sec.7031 Celioia Bughoss end  Professlonal Coder Any  Clly which roquires
g pernll fo constucl, aler, Improve, demcllsh of mpelr any stnjclure prior I
lssuance also requires the ap{)llaan for sueh parmli to fle a slned staloment Mat be Is
8 icansed contracips pusuant lo e provisions of (e Conbiaclora Liense Law (Ch3)
{Commencing wilh 36,7000 of Divd of the 8. & P, C} or that he ls exempl tharefrom
and the besls for- fhe olleged exemplion.  Any violalon of Sea.70316 by any aﬁpllcant

| hereby uiiltm et |

for a perml| subjects the applicant lo a "ol penaly of nol more fin Ve hundred
dollars (B500,00).:
. | 85 owner of We ploperly, of my employees wih wsges &3 el sole

componagtion, wil do the work and the siryotwro s nol Intended or offared for sale
(See,7044, B, & P. C. ! The Conlractors Llcense Law doon nof apply 10 an owner of
proparty who bullds or Improves hereoh, il who does such work himeelf or through
ns own omployess, provided dhel euch improvoinents gre ol intended or ofiared  for
sale.  If, however, the Oulklng o Improvemonts s seld wilhin eno year of eompleticn,
the ownerbulder wil have burden of proving thel he did not bulld or fmprove for the

B.&P. C.7or llle
Owne

o | am oxampl under
Dat

: ~ IMPORANT - )

Application ls hersby made o e Superilendent of Bulldng and Safely for a permlt
aubject to the contlions end reafriolione tol forthy on the fronk faces of this application *

1. Each pevson wpon whose bonall Wt epplieation ks mede and each pevson ef whosg

benefl work 5 porformed uidar of pursuent to any permit lssued s B fesult of this |
apnlioation @gmes ko and shell indermliy and hok! hamnless the Giy of Long- Beach
lls officers, sgonts, and omployess from oy Habfy adsing out of the lssuence of

— 1 have en¢ wil mahtein workers' componsalion Iswance, ®s required by Bection
S700 of e Lebor Code, for the performance of e work for which I3 permit i
lssued. My workers' compencaion lnsurance oarrter and pollcy nurmbar are! :

Carrler, Polloy

uo

{Thig Saolion need nok e complated i the pevmit is for one hundred dollars {$100) or lose}

1 celfy thet In the performance of We work for which s pormil Is losued, | shal
rol employ any. person in ‘any manner so as (@ becoms aubject o fhe workers'
compensafion laws of Calfornfa, and apree thet If | should heoome subjeei to e
workers' compenstion  provisions  of  Heclon 3700 of the labor Cods, | shal

Dat Applica

WARNING: FAILURE TO  SECURE WORKERS' COMPENSATION COVERAGE 8
UNLAWFUE, AND  SHALL SUBJECT AN EMPLOYER TO CRIMINAL PENALTIES
AND CML FINEE UP TO ONE HUNDRERD THOUSAND DOLLARS, IN  ADDITION
TO THE COST OF COMPENSATION DAMAGES AS PROVIDED FOR IN 8ECTION

| ey sialo hed there 1s & congtruclion landing agency for the performance of the
work for which thia permit i3 issued (Sea. 2007, Civ, G},

Landar's

Lendor's

| ooty thal ! have read fhis sppficallon and slale hal the sbove Informallon e
corert, | agee b comgly wih el Cly bnd Slefe laws olefing o e buiding-
constuollon, end  heraby  euthoriza  ropresentalves  of this clly {0 enter upon the

ey parmt from e apnkealion.
2. Any pemit Gsued & & rosult of this mpplioafon becomes nul and vold B work 13 Slgnaiure of Owner or Contrastor Dale
JOBADDRESS - ) RECEIPT NO. DATE PROJECT NO,
4200 OCEAN BLVD 03653468 12127119 | PLNB47214
JOB DESCRIPTION _ AREA
Appeal of Case No, 1810-05 of the Belmont Pool project 0
OWNER ) - QCGUPANGY PLANNING
: OPEN SPACE/PARKS
TADDRESS ASBESSOR NC. ZONE '
. ) p -
CiTY STATE ZIP GODE FSB 8 RSH CENSUS TRACT
577300
APPLICANT
SUSAN MILLER
CONTRACTOR
ADDRESS
CITY STATE ZIF CODE PHONE NOG.
STATE LICENSE NO. CITY LICENSE NO.
ARCHITECT/ENGINEER T LIGENSE NG.
ADDRESS
cIY STATE ZIP GODE PADNE NO.
VALUATION PRESENT BLDG USE PROPOSED BLBG USE BLDGHEIGHT - TYPE OF CONSTRUGTION
0.00 0 APPTHPTY
LEGAL DXESGRIPTION :

Paid by: SUSAN MILLER CK3280

$105.00 Check (CK)

Page 1 of 2




156204346 ~ 106.00 . Appeal by Third Party

T06.00 _ CHECK

Page 2 of 2



Appeal Letter No. 4

dm—- ;

CITY OF Development Services: fr

Application For Appeal

An appeal is hereby made to Your Honorable Body from the decision of the

O Site Plan Review Committee
(O Zoning Administrator

(® Planning Commission

O Cultural Heritage Commission

Which was taken on the 19 day of December , 20 19
Project Address: 4200 East Olympic Plaza

I/We, your appellant(s), hereby respectfully request that Your Honorable Body reject the decision | =
and [J Approve / [¢] Deny the application or permit in question. 3

ALL INFORMATION BELOW IS REQUIRED

Reasons for Appeal: New Outdoor Belmont Beach and Agquatic Center lacks
sufficient 1life cycle financial analysis to make informed decision.
Analvsis should not only examine initial acquisiton costs but
importantly Drobable_operatinq, maintaining,supporting costs againgt
potential revenue and stakeholders' monetary committments. Cash flow
and net subsidies should be determined and assessed relative to
future city budgets with detailed basis of estimates, assumptions,
agroundrules documented. Careful consideration must be given to
taxpaver financial realities. Pool application number 1910-05

Appellant Name(s): James Hines (27 O T wg\\\g b

Organization (if representing) self

Address: 386 Los Altos Avenue

City Long Beach State ca ZIP 50814 Phone 562-985-3207
. w %
Signature(s) T e Date 12/28/2019

{ 4
A separate appeal form is required for each appellant party, except for appellants from the g
same address, or an appellant representing an organization.
« Appeals must be filed within 10 days after the decision is made (LBMC 21.21.502).
¢ You must have established aggrieved status by presenting oral or written testimony at the
hearing where the decision was rendered; otherwise, you may not appeal the decision.

s See reverse of this form for the statutory provisions on the appeal process. &

BELOW THIS LINE FOR STAFF USE ONLY

[] Appeal by Applicant "Appeal by Third Party
Received by: MQ Case. No.: 1410 = APé, llq,__;)Appeal Filing Date: |2/ 30/ ]KJ\
Fee: ﬂ 0SS -00 [] Fee Paid Project (receipt) No. P LINRBY 1217

B R T T

221 (rpeal g N

b g
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Statutory Provlslons for Appeal, from LBMC Chapter21.21 (Admlmstrative Procedures)

-

Division V. - Aggeal

21 21 501 Authorlzation and jurlsdlctmn

A. Authorization. Any aggrieved person may appeal a demsmn on any project that requrred a
public hearing. ‘

B. Jurisdiction. Thé Planning Commission' shall have jurisdiction on appeals of interpretations iy
‘made pursuant to Section 21,10.045 and dscisions issued by the Zoning Administrator andi
Site Plan Review Committes, and the City Council shall have jurisdiction on appeals from the
Planning Commission as indicated in Table 21-1. Decisions lawfully appealable to the
California Coastal Commission shall be appealed to that body.,

.. - ) : | i
21.21.5802 - Time fo file appeal. An appeal must be filed within ten (10) days after the decisiop;
for which a public hearing was required is made, i

21.ﬁ1 .503 - Form of filing. All appeals shall be filed with the Department of Pianning and Building
onh a form provided by that Department.
21.21 504 Time for conductmg hearing of appeals. A publlc heanng on an appeal shall bg
held: :
A. In the case of appeals to the City Planning Commission, within sixty (60) days of the date oﬁf

filing of the appeal with the Department of Planning and Building; or
B. Inthe case of appeals to the City Council, within sixty (60) days of the recaipt by the City Clerk

from the Department of Planning and Buudmg of the appeal filed with the Department. o

21.21.505 - Findings on appeal. All decisions on appeal shall address and be based upon i
same conclusianary findings, if any, required to be made in the original decision from which
appeal is taken.

21.24.508 - Finality of appeals.
A. Decision Rendered. After a decision on an appeal has been made and required findings of fao
have been adopted, that decision shall be considered final and no other appeals may be made

except: :

1. Projects located seaward of the appealable area boundary, as defined in Section 21.25.908
{Coastal Permlt—-AppeaIabIe Area) of this titls, may be appealed to the California Coastal .-
.Comrnission; and . _ . _ :

2. Local coastal development permits regulated under the city's Oil Code may be appealed to75

: the city council.
B. No Appeal Filed. After the time for filing an appeal has expired and no appeal has been filed
all decisions shall be considered final, provided that required findings of fact have beerr
adopted.

C. Local Coastal Development. Decisions on local coastal development permlts seaward of th
appealable area shall not be final until the procedures specified in Chapter 21.25 (Coasta
Permit} are completsd. B
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City of Long Beach

411 V. Ocean Blvd, 3rd Floor
Long Beach, CA go8o2

- Visit us at longbsachgov/lbds :

ﬁ Q LongBeachBulilds

This Information ls available |h alternative format by request at 562.570.3807.

For an electronle verston of this document. vislt our webslts at longbeach.gnv/lbds.
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LICENSED CONTRACTORS DECLARATION

WORKER'S CCMPENSATION DECLARATION

[ by affirm hgt § am lzznsed under provisions of Chapter 8 {Comrmencing whh
Seclion 7000} of Divislon 3 of tha Business end Profassiona Cods, and my licansa s

llcense - Licanse
Dat - Contraat
OWNER-BUILDER DECLARATION

| heraby el that | am exempl fiom fhe GCenbeclors Llcenss Lew for the [followlng |

reason {Sec.7031 Calfornia Business end Profossionel  Code: Any Cly which requires
8 pamll lo conslruct, alter, Improve, demolsh o rapalr ey shuclwe pricr fo Hs
lasirance also raquires [he epplicant for suoh permit fo flla a slgned stelement that he [s
a_licensed conffactor plrsvenl lo e provislons of %o Confrecliis License Lew {Ch.9}
{Commeneing with Ben.7000 of Divd of the B. & P, CY or [hal he s exempt theraliom
ad the. besls for the allaged exempllon. Anr violaton of Eee70.5 by any aﬁpllcanl
E{orII a{$%%r6n0{tm subjocts the applicanf fo & ol penaly of nol rore Ken five hundred
ollas LWUJhT ' -

" | 8 owner of the piopesly, o my employsas with wages as thelr solp
compensslion,” Wil do the work and the sfvolure 15 not Intendad or offered for sale
{Sec.7044, B. & P. C. : The Conbraolors Llesnse Law doss not apply fo an owner of
property who bullds or improves f(hereen, and who does such work himself or lhrough
hlz own employoes, provided thal sush improvements are not Intended or offred for
sale. I, howevar, fhe bullding or Improvements iz sold withh one year of completion,

the ownsrbuilder wil have burden of proving thet he did not buld or Improve for the

B.&P. Ciordhls
Owne

.| & 1am exerplunder -
Dat '

. -~ IMPORANT ~ ‘
Applcalion s horaby made -lo the Superintsndent of Bulding end Sefely for 2 permlt

—-| heve snd wil mainlaln . workers' compensaflon Insurance, es  required by Botion
3700 of e Labor Cods, for the performance of fhe work for which thfs pormii Is
issued. Wy workers' compenaation eurenca esrrer and polloy number are; ‘ .

Cartler: Folioy

{This Saellon neat wot he sompletedif !'hs pennlLls for one hundred dollars [$100) of less}

——J cerlly that In fhe performance of the work for which fhis permil Is issuad, 1 shal
nol employ ey parson In any mennar 8c es lo bacome sublect to he workers
compensallon laws of Collornle, and agreo Whal i | showld bacome subleet to [he
wokers' compansallon provislons of Seclon 3700 of e Laber Code, shall

DO Applica

WARNING: ~ FAILURE TO BECURE WORKERS' COMPENSATION COVERAGE IS
UMLAYWFUL, AND SHALL SUBJECT AN EMPLOYER TO CRIMINAL PENALTIES
AND CMIL FINES UP TO CNE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS, N ADDITION
TO THE COST OF COMPENSATICN DAMAGES AS FROVIDED FOR' IN SECTION

1 haraby state fhat thera I3 a construelion lending egetioy for Ihe performanca of the
work for which thls permil is Issuad {8e0.3907, Civ, C.). :

Lender's

Lander's

1 celiy et [ heve resd this applicallon  and  stete thal the sbove Informalion s

sutject b tha conditions and restrictions sel farth on the frond faces of this applicellon corinet 1 apres b comply with all Cly and Stals laws relaling o the byl
' it}
Each person wxn whoze behell thls epplication s made and each person & whose consiruchon, and hedy auborlza reprosenleties of Iia oy o emer wen L
beneft work [s performed under or pursuant (o eny permit Istued a5 & result of ihis
pplication egrees lo and shall fndefonlly and hold hemmless the Cly of Long Beach
fis offlcers, agents, and employees from aiy liabllly arising ouf of ihe izsusnce of
any permitrom this spplication. v
2 Aoy pemil lsved as & result of thla eppllcalion Bmcomes null and vold If work Is Signatwe of Owner or Confracfor Dale
JOB ADDRESS . RECEIPT NO, DATE PRCJECT NO.
4000 OLYMPIC PL 036563794 12/30/19 | PLNB47217
JOB DESCRIPTION . : AREA :
Appeal of Belmont Pool Project 0
OWNER OCCUPANCY PLANNING ’
_ OPEN SPACE/PARKS
ADDRESS ASSESSOR NO, ZONE
Gy STATE ZIP CODE F8B 8 RSB CENSUS TRACT
577300
APPLICANT
JAMES HINES
CONTRACTOR
ADDRESS
CITY STATE ZIP CODE PHONE NO.
STATE LICENSE NO, CITY LICENSE NO.
ARCHITECT/ENGINEER LICENSE NO.
ADDRESS
CiTY STATE ZIP CODE " PHONE NO.
VALUATION PRESENT BLDG USE PROPOSED BLDG USE BLDSG HEIGHT T"f'PE OF CONSTRUCTION
0.00 0 - | APPTHPTY
LEGAL DESCRIPTION j

Paid by: JAMES E. HINES  CK 209

$105.00 Check (CK)

Page 1 of 2




16296193 ' 405.00  Appeal by Third Party

105.00 CHECK

Page 2 of 2





