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CITY OF

LONG Notice of Preparation

of an Environmental Impact Report
TO: Agencies, Organizations, and Interested Parties

FROM: City of Long Beach
Department of Development Services, Planning Bureau
411 W. Ocean Boulevard, 3rd Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802

SUBJECT: Spring Street Business Park Project — Notice of Preparation of an Environmental
Impact Report in Compliance with Title 14, Section 15082(a) of the California Code
of Regulations

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section

21165 and the Guidelines for the California ROOSEVELTRD
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Section BIXBY RD

15050, the City of Long Beach is the lead agency ATTHET

responsible for preparation of an Environmental "*’%40 38THST

Impagt Repor.t (EIR) adt_ires_smg pgtentlal impacts 2 w - [
associated with the project identified below. w A R
AGENCIES: The purpose of this document is to IFIEIELE =
serve as a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR SPRINGST Location

pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15082

and solicit comments and suggestions regarding I
the scope and content of the EIR to be prepared LLEIT) 2
for the proposed project. Specifically, the City of o5TH ST
Long Beach requests input on the environmental

information germane to your agency’s statutory

responsibility in connection with the proposed project. Your agency may rely on the EIR prepared
by the City of Long Beach when considering permits or other approvals for this project.

ORGANIZATIONS AND INTERESTED PARTIES: The City of Long Beach requests your
comments and concerns regarding the proposed scope and content of the environmental
information to be included in the EIR.

PROJECT TITLE: Spring Street Business Park Project
PROJECT LOCATION: 2851 Orange Avenue, Long Beach, California

ORANGE AVE
WALNUT AVE

ATLANTIC AVE
CALIFORNIA AVE

The Spring Street Business Park Project site is approximately 7.5 acres of land and consists of a
single parcel (Assessor’'s Parcel Number 7212-009-021) located within the City of Long Beach
along the city boundary with the adjacent City of Signal Hill to the east. The project site is vacant
and immediately bounded by Spring Street on the north, Willow Springs Park on the south,
Orange Avenue on the east, and undeveloped property on the west. The project site can be
accessed via Spring Street and Orange Avenue.
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Notice of Preparation — Spring Street Business Park Project

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The project is a proposed business park complex with off-site street
improvements along Spring Street and Orange Avenue and park enhancements consistent with
the Willow Springs Park Master Plan. The proposed business park would consist of a total of
160,673 square feet (SF) of floor area within three concrete “tilt-up” buildings. The anticipated mix
of land uses includes manufacturing and warehousing. Building 1 of the project site is 39,812 SF,
inclusive of 3,000 SF of mezzanine. Building 2 is 48,745 SF, inclusive of 3,000 SF of mezzanine.
Building 3 is 72,116 SF, inclusive of 4,000 SF mezzanine. The project is proposing to provide
162 standard surface lot parking stalls, 8 trailer spaces, and 18 loading docks. Project
improvements are consistent with the land use and development standards of an IM zoning
district, in which the project is located.

POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS: Based on the findings of the Initial Study, the
proposed project could have potentially significant impacts with respect to the following
environmental issue areas: Air Quality, Geology/Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Noise,
Transportation.

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD: This NOP is available for public review and comment pursuant to
California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15082(b). Comments must be submitted no later
than 30 days of receipt. The NOP and accompanying Initial Study are available for a 30-day public
review period beginning October 25, 2019, and ending November 25, 2019.

Copies of the Initial Study and supporting documents are available for review at Long Beach City
Hall, 411 W. Ocean Boulevard, 3rd Floor, Long Beach, CA 90802. The Initial Study can also be
viewed on the City of Long Beach website at the following address:
http://www.longbeach.gov/Ibds/planning/environmental/reports/.

SCOPING MEETING: As part of the NOP process, the City of Long Beach will conduct a public
scoping meeting to present the proposed project and environmental process and receive public
comments and suggestions regarding the proposed project. The scoping meeting will be held
November 12, 2019, from 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. at the Long Beach Gas & Oil Auditorium located at
2400 E. Spring Street, Long Beach, CA 90806. Please park in designated guest parking only.

RESPONSES AND COMMENTS: The City of Long Beach will accept written comments only
during the aforementioned public review period. Comments must be submitted via letter or email
to the contact below. Comments made via other means, including social media, or delivered to
other recipients, will not be accepted or considered. Please indicate a contact person for your
agency or organization and send your written comments to:

Department of Development Services, Planning Bureau
ATTN: Scott Kinsey, Planner V

411 W. Ocean Boulevard, 3rd Floor

Long Beach, CA 90802

(562) 570-6461

Scott.Kinsey@longbeach.gov
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Environmental Checklist Form

o

© © N o

10.

11.

Project title: Spring Street Business Park Project

Lead agency and address: City of Long Beach Planning Bureau, 411 West Ocean Boulevard
— 3rd Floor, Long Beach, California, 90802

Contact person and phone number: Scott Kinsey, Planner, (562) 570-6461
Project address: 2851 Orange Avenue, Long Beach, California

Project sponsor's name and address: Signal Hill Petroleum, 2633 Cherry Hill Avenue, Signal
Hill, California 90755

General Plan Land Use District designation: 9G (General Industry)
Zoning: Medium Industrial
Description of project: New business park complex and related off-site improvements

Surrounding land uses and setting: The project site is vacant. Surrounding land uses include
Willow Springs Park to the south, undeveloped property to the west, a MySnug camper shell
sales facility and Maxim Crane Works yard to the north, and an industrial facility and the Signal
Hill Business Park in the City of Signal Hill to the east. The adjacent property to the south and
west of the project site is zoned Park (P) and designated for Open Space/Parks (expansion of
Willow Springs Park).

Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement.): The City of Long Beach (City) is the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) lead agency. The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is a
responsible agency as it relates to off-site signal improvements located within Caltrans
facilities.

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project
area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.17 If so, has
consultation begun? The City initiated Assembly Bill 52 consultation by mailing letters on July
23, 2018, to six Native American tribes that have requested project information under
Assembly Bill 52. To date, one request for consultation on this project has been received from
the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians.
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Spring Street Business Park Project
Initial Study

Project Summary

Project Location

The Spring Street Business Park (project) site is approximately 7.5 acres of land and consists of a
single parcel (Assessor’s Parcel Number 7212-009-021) located within the City of Long Beach along
the City boundary with the adjacent City of Signal Hill to the east. The project site is vacant and
immediately bounded by Spring Street on the north, Willow Springs Park on the south, Orange Avenue
on the east, and undeveloped property on the west (Figure 1). The project site can be accessed via
Spring Street and Orange Avenue.

Surrounding land uses include:

e North — Spring Street: The land across Spring Street is occupied by a MySnug camper shell
sales facility and Maxim Crane Works yard.

e East— Orange Avenue: The land across Orange Avenue is occupied by a Signal Hill
Petroleum facility and Signal Hill Business Park in the City of Signal Hill.

e South: The land south of the project site is part of Willow Springs Park. A property with oil
wells is also located south of the project site.

o West: The land west of the project site is vacant.

Project Description

The project is a proposed business park complex with off-site street improvements along Spring Street
and Orange Avenue and park enhancements consistent with the Willow Springs Park Master Plan.
Project improvements are consistent with the land use and development standards of Medium
Industrial zoning district.

The project includes the following primary components.

Business park complex: The project includes development of three new concrete “tilt-up” buildings
for new industrial with accessory office uses. Table 1 summarizes the key elements associated with
the three buildings, and Figure 2 depicts the proposed site plan. Figure 3 depicts the visual
simulations prepared for the project site.

Off-site street improvements: The project includes off-site improvements to adjacent city streets.
Orange Avenue would be widened adjacent and east of the project site. This includes demolition and
reconstruction of the sidewalk pavement, curb, curb gutter, bus pad, and roadway. Orange Avenue
would have a 100-foot public right-of-way 40-foot wide roadway, and 10-foot wide sidewalk located
on both sides of the roadway. An additional 2 feet of sidewalk would be provided in the vicinity of the
bus stop on Orange Avenue adjacent to the project site, achieving a 12-foot wide public sidewalk.
Unused driveways and curb cuts would be replaced with full-height curb, curb gutter, and sidewalk.

Off-site improvements for Spring Street, adjacent and north of the project site, would include
reconstruction of cracked, deteriorated, or uplifted/depressed sections of sidewalk pavement, as well
as the curb and curb gutter. Additional improvements include resetting to grade of manholes, pull
boxes, meters, and other existing facilities in conjunction with the required street improvements.
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New crosswalks at project site entrances would also be constructed. As well as new bicycle facilities
along Orange Avenue and Spring Street in accordance with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan (or
contribution of a fair share fee to the City for future implementation).

Off-site park improvements: The project includes grading, planting, and irrigating of the property
west and south of, and immediately adjacent to, the project site to create a park buffer zone,
consistent with future plans for the City’s Willow Springs Park.

Table 1. Business Park Building and Site Characteristics

Project Element Building 1 Building 2 Building 3

Site Area
Square feet 339,027
Acres 7.783
Gross Building Area
Footprint (square feet) 36,812 45,745 68,116 150,673
Mezzanine (square feet) 3,000 3,000 4,000 10,000
Total (square feet) 39,812 48,745 72,116 160,673
25% office area allowable (square feet) 9.953 12,186 18,029 40,168
Coverage — — — 47.4%
Building Clear Height (Feet) 28 28 30

Auto Parking Required (Stalls)

Office and Warehouse: 1/1,000 square feet 40 49 73 162
(office area greater than 25% calculated
separately)

Auto Parking Provided (Stalls)

Standard (8.5 feet x18 feet) 32 41 60 133
Americans with Disabilities Accessible 2 2 2 6
(9 feet x18 feet)
Van accessible (12 feet x18 feet) 1 1 1 3
Clean air vehicle (8.5 feet x18 feet) 3 3 6 12
Electric vehicle charging (8.5 feet x18 feet) 2 2 4 8
Total 40 49 73 162

Trailer Parking Required (Stalls)
0 — 3,000 @ not applicable — = — _

3,001 — 10,000 @ 1 space 1 1 1 3
10,001 — 40,000 @ 1 space 1 1 1 3
Above 40,000 @ 1 space per 40,000 0 1 1 2
Total 2 3 3 8
Trailer Parking Provided (Stalls)
Trailer (14 feet x 60 feet) 2 3 3 8
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Initial Study

Table 1. Business Park Building and Site Characteristics

Building 1 Building 2 Building 3

Project Element

Height — 45 feet

Coverage — 60%

Arterial street — 10 feet

Yard abutting alley — 10 feet from centerline

Zoning Designation
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Figure 1. Regional Vicinity and Project Location
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Figure 2. Project Site Plan

Source: Signal Hill Petroleum 2018
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Figure 3. Visual Simulations — Project Site

Source: Signal Hill Petroleum 2018
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Spring Street Business Park Project

Initial Study I')?

Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at
least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the
following pages.

O

O

Aesthetics

Biological Resources

Geology/Soils

Hydrology/Water Quality

Noise

Recreation

Utilities/Service Systems

O

Agriculture and Forestry
Resources

Cultural Resources

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Land Use/Planning

Population/Housing

Transportation

Wildfire

O

Air Quality

Energy

Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

Mineral Resources

Public Services

Tribal Cultural Resources

Mandatory Findings of
Significance
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Spring Street Business Park Project
Initial Study

Determination (To be completed by the Lead
Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

O

O

| find that the project would not have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

| 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.

| find that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| 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 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 required, but it must analyze
only the effects that remain to be addressed.

| 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 earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

2CP 10/15/19

Signature Date:
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Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

1.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each
question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources
show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project
falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based
on project-specific factors, as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose
sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate
if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more
"Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant
Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level
(mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be
cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within
the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based
on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from
the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the
project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to
the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.
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8. This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a
project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected.

9. The explanation of each issue should identify:
a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.
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l. Aesthetics

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project:

a) Havea sqbstgntlal adverse effect 0 0 0
on a scenic vista?

b) Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock O O O X
outcroppings, and historic building
within a state scenic highway?

c) Innon-urbanized areas,
substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of public
views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are
those that are experienced from O O
publically accessible vantage
point). If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project
conflict with applicable zoning and
other regulations governing scenic
quality?

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

Impact Analysis:

The project site is vacant with dirt-covered lots. A camper shell sales facility called “MySnug” and Maxim Crane
Works yard are located north of the site; Orange Avenue is located east of the site with Signal Hill Petroleum facility
and Signal Hill Business Park beyond Orange Avenue in the City of Signal Hill; Willow Springs Park, a property with
oil wells is located south of the site; and a vacant site is located west of the site.

Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact — The City General Plan Scenic Routes Element (City of Long Beach 1975a) identifies areas
within the City that are considered scenic assets, of which there are none identified within the project area.
Therefore, no impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the environmental impact
report (EIR) is warranted.

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
building within a state scenic highway?

No Impact — The project site is not within a state scenic highway, therefore, the project would not damage
any scenic resources, including trees, rock outcroppings, or historic buildings (Caltrans 2011). Therefore, no
impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

October 2019 | 13



Spring Street Business Park Project
Initial Study

c)

d)

In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the
site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from publically accessible vantage
point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

Less than Significant Impact — The project is located in an urbanized area. The project site is vacant,
surrounded by commercial, residential, parks, and industrial areas. The project proposes a business park
complex with off-site improvements. Although the project would introduce new elements to the site, these
elements would not degrade the visual quality or substantially change the visual character of the project area.
The General Plan designation for the site is 9G (General Industry), and the site is zoned Medium Industrial,
which allows a wide range of industries, including office and commercial uses. Long Beach Municipal Code
(LBMC) 21.33.090 regulates development standards in industrial districts to govern the scenic quality based
on lot size, lot coverage, building and structure height, setbacks, landscaping requirements, signs, and other
built-environment standards that affect the scenic quality of an urbanized area. The project, as designed,
complies with applicable development standards for a Medium Industrial zone. Additionally, the proposed
off-site improvements are consistent with the Willow Springs Park Master Plan that calls for revitalizing the
Willow Springs Park property, which would improve the scenic quality in the area. This is considered a less
than significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area?

Less than Significant Impact — The project site is currently vacant and is surrounded by an urbanized
environment, with nighttime lighting.

The project involves the development of three new buildings for new industrial with accessory office uses, as
well as off-site street improvements. Light and glare from the proposed buildings would be similar to the light
and glare currently produced from the existing residential, commercial, and manufacturing uses. The project
would be required to comply with the lighting requirements for parking of the LBMC, including Section
21.41.259, which requires all light introduced by the project to be directed and shielded and not create a new
source of substantial light or glare. The project would not create a new source of light or glare that would
adversely affect day or nighttime view in the area. This is considered a less than significant impact, and no
further analysis in the EIR is warranted.
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Il. Agricultural Resources

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts
on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the
Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.

Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland 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) Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act O Ol O
contract?

c) 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 O O O X
section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined
by Government Code section
51104(g))?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to O O O X
non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the
existing environment which, due to
their location or nature, could result 0 O 0 X
in conversion of Farmland, to
non-agricultural use or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use?

Impact Analysis:

The project site is located in an urban setting and characterized as an area that is located outside of the National
Resource Conservation Service soil survey and is therefore not mapped by the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program (California Department of Conservation 2016).

October 2019 | 15



Spring Street Business Park Project
Initial Study

Would the project:

a)

b)

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland 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?

No Impact — The project site is vacant and is surrounded by commercial, residential, parks, and industrial
areas where agricultural operations are not feasible. The project site is not mapped as a prime, unique or
farmland of statewide importance according to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (California
Department of Conservation 2016). No farmland is present that could be converted; therefore, no impact is
identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact — The project site is not zoned for agriculture and is not under a Williamson Act contract (California
Department of Conservation 2017). Therefore, no impact is identified for this issue area, and no further
analysis in the EIR is warranted.

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))?

No Impact — The project site is not zoned for forest use or timberland production (City of Long Beach 2018).
Therefore, no impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
No Impact — See Il. Agriculture and Forestry Resources: Environmental Issue Area c).

Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact — See Il. Agriculture and Forestry Resources: Environmental Issue Area b) and Il. Agriculture and
Forestry Resources: Environmental Issue Area c).
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lll. Air Quality

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.

Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air X O O O
quality plan?

b) Resultin 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?

c) Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant X O O O
concentrations?

d) Resultin other emissions (such as
those leading to odors adversely O O
affecting a substantial number of
people?

Impact Analysis:
Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

Potentially Significant Impact — An Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) describes air pollution control
strategies to be taken by a city/county or region classified as a nonattainment area. The main purpose of an
AQMP is to bring the area into compliance with the requirements of federal and state air quality standards.
CEQA requires that certain proposed projects be analyzed for consistency with AQMP. For a project to be
consistent with the 2016 AQMP, the pollutants emitted from the project should not exceed the South Coast
Air Quality Management District daily threshold or cause a significant impact on air quality. However, if
feasible mitigation measures are implemented and shown to reduce the impact level from significant to less
than significant, the project is deemed consistent with AQMP. If the project exceeds the South Coast Air
Quality Management District daily threshold, impacts would be significant. Potentially significant impacts
have been identified, and the EIR will fully evaluate the potential impact and identify mitigation, when
applicable.

b) 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?

Potentially Significant Impact — Air pollutant emissions would occur over the short term from construction
activities and would be generated by fugitive dust from site preparation and grading and emissions from
equipment exhaust. The short-term air emissions associated with construction activities are expected to be
below the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s threshold of significance; however, fugitive dust
emissions generated during construction may cause significant impacts if not properly managed, especially
on sensitive receptors near the project site. This potential impact would be considered significant. Long-term
regional emissions are associated with project-related vehicular trips and stationary source emissions.
Potentially significant impacts have been identified, and the EIR will fully evaluate the potential impact and
identify mitigation, when applicable.
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c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Potentially Significant Impact — Sensitive populations are more susceptible to the effects of air pollution
than the general population. Sensitive populations (sensitive receptors) in proximity to localized sources of
toxics, particulate matter, and carbon monoxide are of particular concern. The closest sensitive receptors to
the project are homes located 1,200 feet north, across Interstate 405. The Calvary Chapel — Signal Hill
Church is located east of the project site across Orange Avenue. Potentially significant impacts have been
identified, and the EIR will fully evaluate the potential impact and identify mitigation, when applicable.

d) Resultin other emissions (such as those leading to odors adversely affecting a substantial number of people?

Less than Significant Impact — Construction of the project could result in emission of odors from
construction equipment and vehicles (e.g., diesel exhaust). It is anticipated that these odors would be short
term, limited in extent at any given time, and distributed throughout the project site throughout construction,
and, therefore, would not affect a substantial number of individuals. This is considered a less than significant
impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.
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IV. Biological Resources

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Would the project:

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

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on
state or federally protected wetlands
(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 0 0 0
with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede
the use of wildlife nursery sites?

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

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation 0 0 0
Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?
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Impact Analysis:

The project site consists of a vacant lot surrounded by urban development. Although the project site supports no
native habitat, several ornamental trees provide potential suitable habitat for nesting birds. The following analysis is
based on a desktop analysis, including database searches of California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s California
Natural Diversity Database and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Information for Planning and Consultation database.

Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

Have a substantial adverse effect, 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?

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated — The project site is disturbed and surrounded by
commercial and industrial uses. The project site does not provide suitable habitat for any other candidate,
sensitive, or special-status species. The project site appears to support a variety of ornamental shrubs that
provide suitable nesting habitat for avian species protected by the Migratory Bird Species Act (16 United
States Code 703-712). Take of an active nest would be significant. Implementation of Mitigation Measure
BIO-1 is proposed to reduce potential impacts to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Migratory Bird Treaty Act-Covered Species

Should clearing and grubbing be required during the avian breeding season (February 15 through August
15), a qualified biologist shall conduct a pre-construction nest survey (in suitable areas) for migratory
birds 10 days prior to construction. Should an active nest of any Migratory Bird Treaty Act-covered species
occur within or adjacent to the project impact area, an appropriate buffer, as determined by a qualified
biologist, shall be established around the nest, and no construction shall occur within this area until a
qualified biologist determines the nest is no longer active or the young have fledged.

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

No Impact — As noted above, the project site does not support native habitat. The project site does not
contain any riparian habitat or sensitive vegetation communities identified in local or regional plans, policies,
or regulations or by California Department of Fish and Wildlife and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. No impact
is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

No Impact — As noted above, the project site is located in an urban area. The project site does not contain
any natural hydrologic features or state or federally protected wetlands. No impact is identified for this issue
area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

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 wildlife nursery sites?

No Impact — The project site is vacant and does not provide nursery habitat. The project is situated in an
urban area and is enclosed by fencing; therefore, it provides no wildlife movement function. The conversion
of the project to a business park complex does not impact wildlife movement. No impact is identified for this
issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

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

No Impact — The project site does not provide significant biological resource value identified for conservation
and is not located within the Local Coastal Program Planning Areas (City of Long Beach 1973, 1980,
respectively). Therefore, the project is consistent with both the Conservation and Local Coastal Program
elements of the General Plan. The project site does not support trees subject to City ordinance. No impact
is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

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

No Impact — There is no adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plans in the City of Long Beach; therefore, the project would not
conflict with any such plans. No impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is
warranted.

20 | October 2019



Spring Street Business Park Project I_)?
Initial Study

V. Cultural Resources

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change
in the significance of a historical O X O O
resource pursuant to §15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change
in the significance of an

. O O O
archaeological resource pursuant to
§15064.5?
c) Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of dedicated O O O

cemeteries?

Impact Analysis:

The following analysis is based on Archival Research and a Pedestrian Archeological survey performed by HDR in
August 2018, the results of which are described below, and consultation with the South Central Coastal Information
Center by HDR in August 2018.

Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5?

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated — Southern California is home to a number of Native
American tribes, with Gabrieleno groups having occupied the Long Beach area prior to the arrival of
Europeans. The project area has been subject to extensive development related to both oil and gas extraction
and urban growth over the last century.

The project site is a vacant dirt lot bordered to the north and east by major streets, to the west by a vacant
property, and to the south by a portion of Willow Springs Park and a property with oil wells. Ground
disturbance during the project would occur only in areas that have already been heavily disturbed by prior
development and land use activities. A review of historic aerial photographs and topographic maps show that
the project area has been heavily developed for oil and gas production since at least the early 1940s. Most
recently, the project area was occupied by a gas plant run by the Lomita Gas Company. The South Central
Coastal Information Center was consulted regarding the project. Its response indicated that one historical
resource—the Lomita Gas Company compressor house, located west of Orange Avenue between 29th
Street and Spring Street—has been previously identified in the project area. This resource was identified in
a historic property survey in 1989, and, although it has been assigned a primary number (P-19-187156) by
South Central Coastal Information Center, it was not formally recorded on California Department of Parks
and Recreation 523 forms; therefore, details on the resource are lacking.

The historic property survey report recommended the compressor house eligible for inclusion in the National
Register of Historic Places under Criterion A at the local level of significance and the State Historic
Preservation Officer concurred in a letter dated November 7, 1989. However, aerial imagery indicates all
buildings, structures, foundations, etc., on the property were razed between 2010 and 2012. This was
confirmed during the pedestrian archaeological survey of the project area. No evidence of the compressor
house was found during this survey. The resource has been completely destroyed, and its structural remains
have been removed. No other cultural resources were identified during the survey. A prehistoric shell deposit
was recorded in the early 1970s, approximately 1,000 feet southeast of the project area, but was destroyed
by construction in 1976. The inadvertent discovery of cultural materials or human remains during
project-related ground-disturbing activities could result in significant impacts if not properly managed.
Implementation of Mitigation Measures CULT-1, CULT-2, and CULT-3 are proposed to reduce potential
impacts to a less than significant level.
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Mitigation Measure CULT-1: Archaeologist and Monitor

An archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards shall be
retained by the project applicant and approved by the City to oversee and carry out the archaeological
mitigation measures set forth in this document. The archaeologist shall conduct a pre-grading meeting
and develop an appropriate monitoring program and schedule. As part of this program, the archaeologist
shall select a qualified archaeological monitor to be retained by the project applicant and approved by the
City.

Mitigation Measure CULT-2: Archaeological Monitoring

The qualified archaeological monitor shall monitor excavation and grading activities on the project site
within native soils that have not been previously disturbed. In the event archaeological or cultural
resources are unearthed during ground-disturbing activities, the archaeological monitor shall halt or
redirect such activities away from the area of the find to allow evaluation. Work may continue outside of
the vicinity of the find, at a sufficient distance to be determined by the archaeological monitor, as
necessary, to provide compliance with the mitigation measures and the archaeological monitoring
program. Deposits shall be treated in accordance with applicable federal, state, and local guidelines,
including those set forth in California Public Resources Code Section 21083.2. In addition, if it is
determined that an archaeological site is a historic resource, the provisions of Public Resources Code
Section 21084.1 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 shall be implemented.

The archaeologist shall evaluate the discovered resource(s) and, if significant, notify the project applicant,
the City, and the representative of any Native American tribe that is a consulting party to the project under
Assembly Bill 52/Senate Bill 18, and then develop an appropriate treatment plan. Treatment plans shall
consider preservation of the resource(s) in place as a preferred option. The archaeologist shall then
prepare a report to be reviewed and approved by the City and file it with the project applicant, the City,
and the South Central Coastal Information Center located at California State University, Fullerton. The
report shall describe any resource(s) unearthed, the treatment of such resource(s), and the evaluation of
the resource(s) with respect to the California Register of Historic Resources and the National Register of
Historic Places. If the resource(s) are found to be significant, a separate report detailing the results of the
recovery and evaluation process shall be prepared. The City shall designate one or more appropriate
repositories for any cultural resources that are uncovered.

Mitigation Measure CULT-3: Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains

If human remains are discovered during ground-disturbing activities or project construction, work shall be
halted within at least 150 feet of the discovery location, and at a greater distance if determined necessary
by the archaeological monitor or Native American monitor, and within any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie human remains (Public Resources Code, Section 7050.5). The Los Angeles County
coroner shall be notified immediately to determine if the cause of death must be investigated. If the
coroner determines that the remains are of Native American origin, it is necessary to comply with state
laws regarding the disposition of Native American burials, which fall within the jurisdiction of the California
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) (Public Resources Code, Section 5097). In this case, the
coroner shall contact NAHC. The descendants or most likely descendants (MLD) of the deceased shall
be contacted, and work shall not resume until the MLD has made a recommendation to the project
applicant regarding appropriate means of treatment and disposition, with appropriate dignity, of the
human remains and any associated grave goods, as provided in Public Resources Code, Section
5097.98.

Treatment measures for remains of Native American origin: Prior to the continuation of
ground-disturbing activities, the project applicant shall arrange with the MLD a designated site location
within the footprint of the project site for the respectful reburial of the human remains and/or ceremonial
objects. In the case where discovered human remains cannot be fully documented and recovered on the
same day, the remains shall be covered with muslin cloth and a steel plate movable by heavy equipment
shall be placed over the excavation opening to protect the remains. If this arrangement is not available or
feasible, a 24-hour guard should be posted outside of construction hours. The Native American monitor
and MLD tribal representative shall make every effort to recommend diverting the ground-disturbing
activities and keeping the remains in situ and protected. If the ground-disturbing activities cannot be
diverted, it may be determined that burials shall be removed. The Native American monitor and MLD tribal
representative shall work closely with the qualified archaeologist to ensure that the excavation is treated
carefully, ethically, and respectfully. If data recovery is approved by the MLD ftribal representative,
documentation shall be taken, which includes, at a minimum, detailed descriptive notes and sketches.
Additional types of documentation shall be approved by the MLD tribal representative for data recovery
purposes. Cremations shall either be removed in bulk or as necessary to ensure completely recovery of
all material. If the discovery of human remains includes four or more burials, the location is considered a
cemetery and a separate treatment plan shall be created. Once complete, a final report of all activities is
to be submitted to the MLD tribal representative and NAHC. No scientific study or utilization of any
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invasive diagnostics on human remains is authorized without prior express written permission of the MLD
tribal representative.

Each occurrence of human remains and associated funerary objects shall be stored using opaque cloth
bags. All human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, and objects of cultural patrimony shall be
removed to a secure container on site, if possible. These items should be retained and reburied within
6 months of recovery. The site of reburial/repatriation shall be on the project site but at a location agreed
upon between the MLD tribal representative and the project applicant at a site to be protected in
perpetuity. There shall be no publicity regarding any cultural materials recovered.

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

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated — As discussed in V. Cultural Resources:
Environmental Issue Area a), inadvertent discovery of archaeological resources during project-related
ground-disturbing activities could result in significant impacts if not properly managed. Implementation of
Mitigation Measure CULT-1 and CULT-2 are proposed to reduce potential impacts to a less than significant
level.

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated — There is no available evidence for the presence of
human remains on the project site; however, inadvertent discovery of human remains could result in
significant impacts if not properly managed. Implementation of Mitigation Measure CULT-3 (as identified in
response Cultural Resources, Environmental Issue Area a) is proposed to reduce potential impacts to a less
than significant level.
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VI. Energy
Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact
Would the project:
a) Resultin potentially significant

environmental impact due to
wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of
energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or
local plan for renewable energy or O O X O
energy efficiency?
Impact Analysis:
Would the project:
a) Resultin potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption

of energy resources, during project construction or operation?

Less than Significant Impact — The project is a business park with off-site street improvements and park
enhancements consistent with the Willow Springs Park Master Plan. Construction and operation of the new
business park complex would result in energy consumption.

Construction

Construction activities would consume electricity and fossil fuels and would not require consumption of
natural gas. The use of construction vehicles and equipment would consume fossil fuels, such as diesel,
gasoline, and oil. Water consumption during construction activities would indirectly consume electricity.

When not in use, electric equipment would be shut off to avoid unnecessary consumption of electricity.
Energy consumption during construction would be temporary and cease upon completion of construction
activities. Therefore, construction would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of
energy resources. This is considered a less than significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is
warranted.

Operation

Operation of the business park would involve consumption of electricity, natural gas, and fossil fuels related
to automobile use. During operation, the project would consume electricity in the form of building energy use,
outdoor electricity use, and electricity consumption related to indoor and outdoor water consumption. The
project would comply with building energy efficiency standards, including the 2016 Building Energy Efficiency
Standards (California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Part 6), effective January 1, 2017, which is mandatory
statewide for new residential and nonresidential buildings. The 2016 Title 24 standards align the lighting and
efficiency improvements to the nonresidential standards with the American Society of Heating and
Air-Conditioning Engineers 90.1 2013 national standards.

The California Green Building Standards Code (California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Part 11), also called
the CALGreen Code, went into effect on January 1, 2017, and includes mandatory standards for
nonresidential buildings. The project would comply with the CALGreen Code, which includes measures to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions from buildings through site development and reducing energy and water
consumption.

As the project site is currently vacant, when compared with existing conditions, the project would increase
overall energy consumption. However, the project would include solar-ready roofs that can be equipped with
solar panels that would provide a source of on-site renewable energy. In addition, the project would provide
eight electric vehicle parking spaces for the three buildings (two in Building 1, two in Building 2, and four in
Building 3) and thus promote alternative fuel consumption for vehicles operated by building tenants.
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Therefore, project operation would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy
resources and impacts would be less than significant, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

Less than Significant Impact — Local regulations and plans that are applicable to the project include the
City of LBMC Section 21.45.400 regarding green buildings and the City of Long Beach Climate Action and
Adaptation Plan (CAAP).

City of LBMC Section 21.45.400

The City of LBMC Section 21.45.00 “Green building standards for public and private development” requires
that the following type of project meet the intent of the U.S. Green Building Council’s Leadership in Energy
and Environmental Design (LEED) certification: a new mixed use, or nonresidential building, of 50,000 square
feet or more of gross floor area. Because the project proposes over 50,000 square feet of gross floor area,
the project would be required to meet the intent of LEED at the certified level and achieve LEED silver
certification. In addition, the project would also be required to provide required bicycle parking at a ratio of
1 space for each 10,000 square feet of industrial building, in accordance with code requirements, and provide
parking spaces (or racks) that can accommodate 17 bicycles. All projects requiring site plan review also need
canopy trees for shade coverage, solar-ready roofs, and designated area for the collection of recyclables
adjacent to the area for collection of waste.

City of Long Beach CAAP

The City is developing a CAAP that will provide a framework for creating or updating policies, programs,
practices, and incentives for Long Beach residents and businesses to reduce the City's greenhouse gas
footprint to the future. The CAAP is not adopted yet, and any compliance is strictly voluntary at this time. The
project would provide for parking spaces (or racks) to accommodate 17 bicycles, and it will also provide new
bicycle facilities along Orange Avenue and Spring Street in accordance with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan
(or pay an equivalent in-lieu fee). As discussed above in VI. Energy, Environmental Issue Area a), the project
would provide eight electric vehicle parking spaces for the project's three buildings and thus promote
non-fossil-fuel-related energy consumption for vehicles operated by building tenants. Therefore, as the
project would comply with Title 24 and CALGreen, meet LEED certification, and support alternative
transportation options, the project would support low carbon development within the City in furtherance of
greenhouse gas reduction aspirations included in the City’s CAAP.

The project would comply with mandatory green building standards by the state, as described VI. Energy,
Environmental Issue Area a). Therefore, as the project would meet state mandates regarding energy
efficiency in new nonresidential buildings, as well as the City’s Municipal Code and the policies of the City’s
CAAP, the project would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency and impacts would be less than significant, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.
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VII. Geology and Soils

Less than
Significant

Potentially with
Significant Mitigation
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated

Would the project:

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury or death
involving:

i Rupture of a known
earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by
the State Geologist for the O O
area or based on other
substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Division
of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 427

ii. Strong seismic ground

shaking? X =

iii. Sgismic—related ground X 0
failure?

iv. Landslides? O O

b) Result in substantial soil erosion 0 0

or the loss of topsoil?

c) 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 X 0
on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction, or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as
defined in Table 18-1B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), X 0
creating substantial direct or
indirect risk to life or property?
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Geology and Soils

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Have soils incapable of

adequately supporting the use of

septic tanks or alternative 0 0 0 X
wastewater disposal systems

where sewers are not available for

the disposal of wastewater?

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

Impact Analysis:

Would the project:

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury or death
involving:

b)

i)

ii)

i)

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? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42?

No Impact — There are no known active or potentially active faults that have been mapped at the site,
and the site is not located within a State of California Earthquake Fault Zone (formerly known as an
Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zone). However, an Earthquake Fault Zone is located about 600 feet
southwest of the proposed improvement area. See additional discussion in VIl. Geology and Soils:
Environmental Issue Area aii) below. No impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in
the EIR is warranted.

Strong seismic ground shaking?

Potentially Significant Impact — Although the site is outside of an Earthquake Fault Zone, as described
above, itis in relatively close proximity. The site has the potential to be exposed to strong seismic shaking.
Potentially significant impacts have been identified, and the EIR will fully evaluate the potential impact
and identify mitigation, when applicable.

Seismic-related ground failure?

Potentially Significant Impact — Although the site is outside of an Earthquake Fault Zone, as described
above, it is in relatively close proximity. The site has the potential to be exposed to strong seismic shaking
that could lead to ground failure. Potentially significant impacts have been identified, and the EIR will fully
evaluate the potential impact and identify mitigation, when applicable.

iv) Landslides?

No Impact — California Geological Survey (1998) maps the area outside of a landslide zone. Due to the
relatively flat topography of the existing and proposed conditions, landslide risk is considered low. No
impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

No Impact — Due to the relatively flat topography described above and the lack of exposed slopes, the risk
of substantial erosion or loss of topsoil is considered low. No impact is identified for this issue area, and no
further analysis in the EIR is warranted.
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c)

d)

e)

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?

Potentially Significant Impact — The site is partially within an area mapped by California Geological Survey
as liquefiable. Liquefaction could occur during a predicted site event, which assumes a magnitude of 6.8 and
a distance of 4.6 miles from the seismic source. Potentially significant impacts have been identified, and the
EIR will fully evaluate the potential impact and identify mitigation, when applicable.

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating
substantial direct or indirect risk to life or property?

Potentially Significant Impact — Changes in volumetric soil changes can cause excessive movement in
foundations, pavement, and flatwork. If soils on site have expansive potential this would be considered a
significant impact. Potentially significant impacts have been identified, and the EIR will fully evaluate the
potential impact and identify mitigation, when applicable.

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

No Impact — The alluvial geologic deposits described at the site are not generally considered incapable of
supporting alternative wastewater disposal systems. The project site would be connected to the Long Beach
Water Department’s sanitary sewer system and would not require the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal. No impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is
warranted.

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature?

No Impact — Review of the California Geological Survey map of the region (Saucedo et al. 2016) and field
observations indicate that sediment in the project site consists of artificial fill underlain by the geologic unit
Qom (old shallow marine deposits on wave-cut surface, undivided [late to middle Pleistocene]). These poorly
consolidated marine deposits are composed mostly of fine- to coarse-grained sand and may locally carry
common late Pleistocene molluscan fauna (Addicott 1964). Following Caltrans paleontological sensitivity
scale (Caltrans 2018), these units are considered to have low potential to contain significant vertebrate,
significant invertebrate, or significant plant fossils. Rock units designated as having low potential generally
do not require monitoring and mitigation. Based on review of previous studies (e.g., DeLong 1939; Smith
2013), the project would not impact any unique paleontological resources or unique geologic features. No
impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis is in the EIR is warranted.
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VIll. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may

have a significant impact on the = = =
environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the 0 O O

purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

Impact Analysis:

Climate change refers to long-term changes in temperature, precipitation, wind patterns, and other elements of the
earth's climate system. The analysis of greenhouse gas emissions, unlike air quality analysis, which is a ‘per day’
threshold, is an aggregate quantity requiring summation over the total estimated number of work days (i.e., the total
number of days that any construction grading vehicle would have an engine running).

Would the project:

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

Potentially Significant Impact — Construction activities would generate greenhouse gas emissions from
equipment use and transportation of workers travelling to and from the project site. The amount of
greenhouse gas emissions that would be generated is not anticipated to be substantial due to the temporary
nature of construction. Operation of the project could directly or indirectly contribute to the generation of
greenhouse gas emissions with the following activities: gas, electricity, and water use, solid waste disposal,
and motor vehicle use. Implementation of the project may have a potentially significant impact on greenhouse
gas emissions, and the EIR will fully evaluate the potential impact and identify mitigation, when applicable.

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

Less than Significant Impact — As discussed in VI. Energy, Environmental Issue Area b), the project is in
compliance with the LBMC Section 21.454.400 and the proposed CAAP. Therefore, the project does not
conflict with applicable plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gas. This impact is considered less than significant, and no further analysis in the EIR is
warranted.
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IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Less than
Significant
Potentially with

Significant Mitigation
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated

Would the project:

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

routine transport, use, or disposal of = =
hazardous materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and 0 0

accident conditions involving the likely
release of hazardous materials into
the environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within O O
one quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

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 O O
result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the
environment?

e) For a project located within an airport
land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or public use O O
airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

f)  Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency 0 0
response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

g) Expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly, to a significant 0 0
risk of loss, injury, or death involving
wildland fires?

30 | October 2019

Less than
Significant
Impact



Spring Street Business Park Project I_)?
Initial Study

Impact Analysis:

The following analysis is based on the Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment prepared by Mearns Consulting LLC.
(Appendix A) and the Human Health Risk Assessment prepared by Mearns Consulting LLC. (Appendix B).

Would the project:

a)

b)

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

Less than Significant Impact — The project would involve the construction of a business park complex and
off-site improvements, which do not typically use or store large quantities of hazardous materials. During
construction, the use of potentially hazardous materials, such as fuels, lubricants, and solvents, would occur.
However, the transport, use, and storage of hazardous materials would be conducted in accordance with all
applicable state and federal laws, such as the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act, Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act, the California Hazardous Material Management Act, and the California Code
of Regulations, Title 22. Under the Zoning Regulations 21.33, the project would be required to ensure that
any materials or wastes that could cause fumes, dust, create fire hazards, or may be edible/attractive to
rodents or insects would be kept outdoors in closed and containers approved by the Director of Planning and
Building. Adherence to these requirements would reduce impacts to a less than significant level, and no
further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

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

Less than Significant Impact — See |X Hazards and Hazardous Materials: Environmental Issue Area a).

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within
one quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No Impact — The nearest schools are the Burroughs Elementary School approximately 0.4 mile north and
Signal Hill Elementary School located approximately 0.77 mile southeast of the site. The project involves the
construction of a business park complex and off-site improvements, which do not typically use or store large
quantities of hazardous materials. These types of uses do not typically emit or involve the handling of
hazardous materials; therefore, the project would not emit hazardous materials within 0.25 mile of a school.
No impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

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?

Less than Significant Impact — Pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, the following databases
were checked for known hazardous materials contamination at the project site:

e Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act Information System
e  Geotracker (leaking and underground storage tanks [LUST])

e The Department of Toxic Substances Control's Site Mitigation and Brownfields Database

The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act database showed no
evidence of toxic substances at the project site.

Geotracker shows that there are no LUSTs or hazardous waste deposits on the project site; however, there
are two LUST sites and one cleanup program site in the immediate vicinity of the project site, as follows:

e LUST Site (Case #19130099), Signal Hill Business Park (2896 Orange Avenue): Geotracker shows
that the cleanup status is “Open” as of a site assessment on March 16, 1988. The site has gasoline
as a potential contaminant of concern, with the media of concern being soil.

e LUST Site (Case #1-12001), Signal Hill Petroleum Facility (1215 29th Street East): Geotracker shows
that the cleanup status is “Open” as of a site assessment on March 16, 1988. The site has Stoddard
solvent, mineral spirits, and distillates as contaminants of concern, with the media of concern being
aquifer used for drinking water supply. The cleanup status for the facility is completed-closed.

e Cleanup Program Site (Case #0716), Hill Top Sports Park (Spring Street and California Avenue):
Geotracker shows that this cleanup program site is immediately south of the project site. As of May
4, 2012, the cleanup status is complete. The site had potential contaminants of concern, including
metals/heavy metals, petroleum/fuels/oils, polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons, and volatile organic
compounds.
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The Department of Toxic Substances Control's Site Mitigation and Brownfields Database showed no
evidence of cleanup programs on the project site. This is considered less than significant, and no further
analysis in the EIR is warranted.

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 result in a safety hazard for people residing
or working in the project area?

No Impact — The project site is located approximately 0.75 mile west of the Long Beach Airport. The site is
not within the airport land use planning area for the airport. The proposed business park complex would have
a maximum height of 30 feet and would not interfere with airport operations, alter air traffic patterns, or in any
way conflict with established Federal Aviation Administration flight protection zones. No impact is identified
for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

f)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

Less than Significant Impact — The project would not involve the development of structures that could
potentially impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan. The project includes design features that would maintain access for emergency
vehicles. The design features would be reviewed and approved by the Long Beach Fire Department to ensure
that emergency access meets City standards. This is considered less than significant, and no further analysis
in the EIR is warranted.

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
wildland fires?

No Impact — The City is an urbanized community, and there are no wild lands in the project site vicinity.
There would be no risk of exposing people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
wild land fires. No impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.
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X. Hydrology and Water Quality

Less than
Potentially | Significant with Less than

Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground
water quality?

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede O O X O
sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river or through the addition of impervious
surfaces, in a manner which would:

i result in substantial erosion or siltation
e O O
on- or off-site;

ii. substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner which would | | |
result in flooding on-or-offsite;

iii. create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or O O O
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

iv. impede or redirect flood flows? O O X O

d) Inflood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones,
risk release of pollutants due to project O O X O
inundation?

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a
water quality control plan or sustainable O O O
groundwater management plan?

Impact Analysis:
Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade
surface or ground water quality?

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated — Construction-related activities, such as site
preparation, grading, and paving, associated with the project would occur and could result in temporary soil
erosion that could subsequently degrade water quality. During a storm event, soil erosion could occur at an
accelerated rate. Additionally, construction-related pollutants; such as chemicals, petroleum products, and
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b)

c)

d)

concrete-related waste; could leak, spill, or be transported via storm runoff into drainages. This is considered
a significant impact.

During construction, the project would disturb more than 1 acre of soil; therefore, the project would be
required to obtain coverage under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
Construction General Permit, which requires the preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan and
implementation of construction best management practices (BMP). Additionally, the project would comply
with all requirements of the City of LBMC related to stormwater management, the City’'s Stormwater
Management Plan (City of Long Beach 2001), and the City’s Waste Discharge Requirements for Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer System Discharges from the City of Long Beach (City of Long Beach MS4 Permit)
(City of Long Beach 2001). Due to the increase in impervious surfaces, the project would be required to
implement post-construction BMPs to mitigate stormwater pollution during operation and prepare a low
impact development (LID) plan or equivalent, in compliance with the City LID BMPs Design Manual (Long
Beach Development Services 2013).

Implementation of Mitigation Measure HWQ-1 would require compliance with NPDES requirements and local
regulations and is proposed to reduce potential impacts to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure HWQ-1: NPDES Compliance and LID Plan

The contractor shall prepare a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan in accordance with the NPDES as
part of Section 402 of the Clean Water Act. The Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan shall include, but
not be limited to (1) methods to minimize the footprint of the disturbed area; (2) construction-related
erosion and sediment control BMPs; (3) controls to prevent tracking on and off the site; (4) materials
management (delivery and storage); (5) spill prevention and control; (6) and waste management (e.g.,
concrete washout/waste management; sanitary waste management, etc.).

The City of Long Beach Development Services Director, or appropriate designee, shall prepare an LID
Plan, or equivalent, in compliance with LID Ordinance (Section 18.74.040 LBMC) and LID BMPs Design
Manual (Long Beach Development Services 2013). Section 18.74.040 of LBMC requires runoff to be
infiltrated, captured and reused, evapotranspired, and/or treated on site through stormwater BMPs listed
in the LID BMPs Manual.

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that
the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin?

Less than Significant Impact — The City of Long Beach Water Department would provide water service to
the project site, and the project would not deplete groundwater supplies. Groundwater depths have varied
significantly over time; however, groundwater levels have not risen to a depth of less than about 20 feet
below the proposed grades. Therefore the project would not interfere with groundwater recharge. This is
considered a less than significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:

i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Less than Significant Impact — The project area is a heavily urbanized area, and the project site has been
previously developed. The project is located within the Los Angeles River Watershed. As discussed in X.
Hydrology and Water Quality: Environmental Issue Area a), the project would be required to comply with
NPDES requirements and local regulations, which would reduce both the amount and concentration of
pollutants from the sites runoff. This is considered a less than significant impact, and no further analysis in
the EIR is warranted.

i) Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding
on-or-offsite?

Less than Significant Impact — See X. Hydrology and Water Quality: Environmental Issue Area ci).

iii) 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?

Less than Significant Impact — See X. Hydrology and Water Quality: Environmental Issue Area ci).
iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?

Less than Significant Impact — See X. Hydrology and Water Quality: Environmental Issue Area ci).
In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project inundation?

Less than Significant Impact — The project site is in the Federal Emergency Management Agency Flood
Zone X, Minimal Flood Hazard, which is outside the 100-year flood plain (Federal Emergency Management
Agency 2008). There are three flood control dams that lie more than 30 miles upstream from the City,
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including Sepulveda Basin, Hansen Basin, and Whittier Narrows Basin. In the unlikely event that these damns
fail, the waters would be expected to dissipate before reaching the City of Long Beach. (City of Long
Beach1975a). The project site is located in a low hazard area for tsunamis, seiches, or mudflow and would
not risk release of pollutants (City of Long Beach 1975b).The project site is located approximately 3 miles
from the coastline and 1.5 mile from the Los Angeles River. Therefore, the potential for hazards associated
with direct wave action in the event of a tsunami is low. Conditions under the project would be similar to the
existing conditions and would not increase the potential of site inundation. Although unlikely, if it were to
occur during construction, people would be given sufficient warning to evacuate the project site by the West
Coast and Alaska Tsunami Warning Centers, which monitor earthquakes and issue tsunami warnings when
anticipated to occur. This is considered a less than significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is
warranted.

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan?

Less than Significant Impact — The project would comply with all requirements of the City of LBMC related
to water quality, the 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (City of Long Beach 2015), the City’s Stormwater
Management Plan (City of Long Beach 2001), and the City’s Waste Discharge Requirements for Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer System Discharges from the City of Long Beach (City of Long Beach MS4 Permit).
Due to the increase in impervious surfaces, the project would be required to implement post-construction
BMPs to mitigate stormwater pollution during operation and prepare an LID Plan or equivalent, in compliance
with the City of Long Beach LID BMPs Design Manual (Long Beach Development Services 2013). This is
considered a less than significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.
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XI.

Land Use and Planning

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established

community?

b) Cause a significant environmental
impact due to a conflict with any land
use plan, policy, or regulation adopted O O O
for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

Impact Analysis:

Would the project:

a)

b)

Physically divide an established community?

No Impact — The project is between the communities of Memorial Heights and Signal Hill in Long Beach and
is surrounded by industrial and commercial uses and Willow Springs Park immediately to the south. The
project would improve connectivity through off-site improvements along Spring Street and Orange Avenue,
and park enhancements consistent with the Willow Springs Park Master Plan. These improvements are
consistent with the land use and development standards of a Medium Industrial zoning district. No impact is
identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

No Impact — There are no proposed changes to applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations. The
General Plan designation for the site is 9G (General Industry) and the site is zoned Medium Industrial, which
allows a wide range of industries, including office and commercial uses that serve nearby industries and
employees. Additionally, the proposed off-site improvements would be consistent with the Willow Springs
Park Master Plan that calls for revitalizing the Willow Springs Park property, which would improve public
accessibility in the area. However, the project site is located within the proposed Globemaster Corridor
Specific Plan under preparation by the City. Adoption of the specific plan would update the zoning from
Medium Industrial to Light Industrial zoning. Additionally, the anticipated approval of revisions to the Land
Use Element of the City’s General Plan would change the site’s designation from 9G to Neo-Industrial. The
project would still maintain consistency with the proposed updates.

The project site is not located in a coastal zone and is not subject to the Local Coastal Program. No impact
is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.
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Mineral Resources

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Would the project:

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a

known mineral resource that would be

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

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

Impact Analysis:

Would the project:

a)

b)

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 Impact — There are no known mineral resources at the project site. The project site is located on the San
Gabriel Production-Consumption Region but is not in an area where significant Portland Cement
Concrete-Grade aggregate resources are located (a Mineral Resource Zone-2 area) (Kohler 2010).
Additionally, there are no active mine operations in the project area (Division of Mine Reclamation 2017).
Therefore, the project site does not contain significant mineral resources that would cause a loss of value to
the region. No impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

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?

No Impact — The City of Long Beach is located in Oil and Gas District 1. The Division of Oil, Gas, and
Geothermal Resources well finder indicates that the project site is located in the Long Beach Qil Field. The
project site does not contain any wells (California Department of Conservation 2018). The project would not
require abandonment of any wells. No impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in the
EIR is warranted.
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XIlll. Noise

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Would the project result in:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary
or permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the vicinity of the
project in excess of standards X O O O
established in the local general plan
or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

b) Generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise X O O O
levels?

c) For a project located within the vicinity
of a private airstrip or 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, = = X =
would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?

Impact Analysis:
Would the project:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the
project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

Potentially Significant Impact — Noise generated by the project would consist of short duration noise
resulting from construction activities and long-term noise from on-site stationary sources and off-site traffic
noise from vehicles operated by employees using the proposed industrial buildings. Airborne noise dissipates
with increasing distance from the noise source.

Construction noise, although temporary, can potentially affect nearby sensitive receptors, such as residences
closest to the project site. Project construction would require the use of heavy equipment that may be
periodically audible at off-site locations. Received noise levels would fluctuate, depending on the construction
activity, equipment type, and distance between noise source and receiver. Additionally, noise from
construction equipment would vary dependent on the construction phase and the number and type of
equipment at a location at any given time.

In addition, after implementation of the project, noise would be generated by truck movements; parking lot
vehicle activity; and on-site stationary noise, including building heating, ventilation, and air conditioning
systems; parking lot usage, including door closing/slamming, horn honking, and car alarms; and on-site truck
movements. Potentially significant impacts have been identified, and the EIR will fully evaluate the potential
impact and identify mitigation, when applicable.

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Potentially Significant Impact — Construction activities generate ground-borne vibration when heavy
equipment travels over unpaved surfaces or when it is engaged in soil movement. The effects of
ground-borne vibration include discernable movement of building floors, rattling of windows, shaking of items
on shelves or hanging on walls, and rumbling sounds. Vibration-related problems generally occur due to
resonances in the structural components of a building because structures amplify ground-borne vibration.
The nearest sensitive receptor would be approximately 200 feet from the nearest construction activity.
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Potentially significant impacts have been identified, and the EIR will fully evaluate the potential impact and
identify mitigation, when applicable.

For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or 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?

Less than Significant Impact — The project site is located approximately 1 mile west of the Long Beach
Airport. Although located within 2 miles of the airport, based on the airport’s influence area map, the project
site would be located outside of the 65 A-weighted decibels community noise equivalent level noise contour.
Therefore, aircraft noise levels would be less than significant, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.
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XIV. Population and Housing

Environmental Issue Area

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with Less than
Mitigation Significant
Incorporated Impact

Would the project:

a) Induce substantial unplanned
population growth in an area, either
directly (e.g., by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly
(e.g., through extension of roads or
other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of
existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Impact Analysis:

Would the project:

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (e.g., by proposing new homes
and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Less than Significant Impact — The project consists of a business park complex with off-site improvements.
The project would not directly impact population growth through the increase in office and parking space.
Additionally, the project would not indirectly add population since the facilities would service employees from
the existing community. This impact is considered less than significant, and no further analysis in the EIR is

warranted.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of replacement

housing elsewhere?

No Impact — There are no existing people or housing on the project site, and the project would not cause
displacement or necessitate construction of replacement housing elsewhere. No impact is identified for this
issue area, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.
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XV. Public Services

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

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

i Fire Protection? O O X O
ii. Police Protection? O O O
iii. Schools? O O X O
iv. Parks? O O O
V. Other public facilities? O O X O
Impact Analysis:
Would the project:

a)

Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times
or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

i) Fire Protection?

Less than Significant Impact — The project site is within the jurisdiction of the Long Beach Fire Department
and the Los Angeles County Fire Department, which would provide fire protection, medical, paramedic and
other first aid rescue services. The Long Beach Fire Department fire station nearest to the site is Fire Station
9, located at 3917 Long Beach Boulevard, approximately 0.90 mile southwest of the project site. The Los
Angeles County Fire Department station nearest to the site is Station 60, located approximately 0.70 mile
southeast at 2300 E 27th Street. Prior to project approval, Long Beach Fire Department would be required
to review and approve project activities. Applicable Fire Code requirements, California Fire Code, and the
Uniform Building Code requirements would be relevant to the project. The project would not affect community
fire protection services or result in the need for construction of additional fire protection facilities. This is
considered a less than significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

ii) Police Protection?

Less than Significant Impact — Police protection is provided by the Long Beach Police Department. The
Long Beach Police Department nearest to the project site is Long Beach Police North Division, located at
3800 Willow Street, approximately 1.7 mile southeast of the project site. Although the project would increase
the number of buildings and individuals on site during daytime working hours, it would be an incremental
increase that would not require additional police presence or demand on site. This is considered a less than
significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

October 2019 | 41



Spring Street Business Park Project
Initial Study

iif) Schools?

Less than Significant Impact — The project does not include any housing that would directly add students
to the Long Beach Unified School District. The applicant would be required to pay school impact fees.
Pursuant to Section 65995 (3)(h) of the California Government Code (Senate Bill 50, chaptered August 27,
1998). Payment of development fees would fulfill mitigation requirements for potential project impacts under
CEQA. This is considered a less than significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

iv) Parks?

Less than Significant Impact — The project consists of business park complex and parking lot, which would
not directly add residents to the area and increase the demand for parks (for additional discussion see XVI.
Recreation: Environmental Issue Area a). This is considered a less than significant impact, and no further
analysis in the EIR is warranted.

v) Other public facilities?

Less than Significant Impact — The closest public library branch is the Signal Hill Public Library,
approximately 1 mile southeast at 1780 E Hill Street. Of equal distance to the north, the Long Beach Public
Library — Dana Branch, located at 3680 Atlantic Avenue is also nearby. The project would develop a business
park complex, which would not generate a significant demand for libraries. This is considered a less than
significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

42 | October 2019



Spring Street Business Park Project I_)?
Initial Study

XVI. Recreation

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Would the project:

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

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

Impact Analysis:
Would the project:

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?

Less than Significant Impact — The project includes development of a new business park complex and
off-site park improvements to the Willow Springs Park. Due to the project including off-site improvements to
the Willow Springs Park, it is likely that the park would experience an increase in overall use. However, the
increase of use would be related to the park being improved. The project would provide additional recreational
opportunities; the project itself would not cause accelerated deterioration by introducing an increase in users
to the park. Impacts are considered less than significant, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

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?

Less than Significant Impact — The project includes improvements to existing recreational facilities owned
by the City. The facilities would not be expanded and, therefore, would not result in adverse physical effect
on the environment. Impacts are considered less than significant, and no further analysis in the EIR is
warranted.
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XVII. Transportation

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact
Would the project:
a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance, & 0 0 0

or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway,
bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?

b) Would the project conflict or be O O X O
inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines
section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a 0 0 O X
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

d) Resultin inadequate emergency O O X O
access?

Impact Analysis:
Would the project:

a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?

Potentially Significant Impact — The project would involve the construction of a business park complex that
could include manufacturing and warehousing buildings. During construction, construction-related traffic,
such as deliveries of equipment and materials and construction worker traffic, would be generated. However,
construction traffic would be temporary and would not substantially interfere with the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system.

During operation, the project would generate traffic that could include employee trips and commercial delivery
trips. These trips could generate traffic that would increase enough traffic that would conflict with a program
plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and
pedestrian facilities. Operation of the project could increase level of service at multiple intersections, which
may conflict with the thresholds adopted by the City of Long Beach and City of Signal Hill. Additionally,
Caltrans has different thresholds for level of service at signalized intersections, and operation of the project
may conflict with these thresholds. This would be a significant impact.

As part of the project, a new sidewalk along Orange Avenue is proposed. Currently, pedestrian access is
insufficient due to the lack of continuous sidewalk along Orange Avenue. Pedestrian circulation would be
provided via existing public sidewalks along Spring Street and Orange Avenue within the vicinity of the project
frontage, which would connect to the new sidewalk on Orange Avenue.

Potentially significant impacts have been identified, and the EIR will fully evaluate the potential impact and
identify mitigation, when applicable.

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

Less than Significant Impact — CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b) provides criteria for
analyzing transportation impacts. For Land Use projects, vehicle miles traveled exceeding an applicable
threshold of significance may indicate a significant impact. Generally, projects within 0.5 mile of either an
existing major transit stop or a stop along an existing high quality transit corridor should be presumed to
cause a less than significant impact.
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The project does not propose a general plan amendment. The project site is zoned for Medium Industrial
land use, which is consistent with the City’s General Plan. The project was designed to be consistent with
the Mobility Element of the City’s General Plan (City of Long Beach 2013). The Mobility Element includes
policies to reduce vehicle miles traveled and vehicle and implementation measures to promote pedestrian,
bicycle, and transit use.

A Class Il Bikeway is currently in place along Spring Street and the Mobility Element includes plans for a
bicycle route along Orange Avenue. Bus route 71 runs along Orange Avenue with a bus stop near the project
site. A multimodal hub is located at Long Beach Boulevard and East 27th Street, approximately 1 mile from
the project site. The Mobility Element highlights multimodal transportation, the importance of promoting a
bicycle and pedestrian-friendly city, and overcoming the first and last mile barrier, all with the overall intent
to reduce vehicle miles traveled in the region. The project is consistent with provisions of the Mobility Element
as applicable to the type of use proposed and in the context of the project location. Therefore, this land use
project has a less than significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.qg., farm equipment)?

No Impact — The project is located adjacent to existing roadways that do not contain sharp curves or
dangerous intersections. The project does not include major modifications to the street system or any
dangerous design features. The project would not result in any incompatible uses. Therefore, no impacts
related to an increased hazard due to a geometric design feature or incompatible use would occur, and no
further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

Result in inadequate emergency access?

Less than Significant Impact — Project construction is anticipated to be confined on site; however, if some
construction activities are required in adjacent streets, no street closures would be required. Any lane
closures would be temporary, and both directions of travel on area roadways would be maintained as not to
physically impair emergency access. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no further
analysis in the EIR is warranted.
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XVIIl. Tribal Cultural Resources

Potentially Less than Significant Less than
Significant with Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

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 size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of
historical 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 (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1, the lead
agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe?

Impact Analysis:

The analysis provided in this section is based on the results of the Assembly Bill 52 consultation process completed
in support of the project. Consultation letters and responses are included in Appendix C of this document.

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 size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural
value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

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

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated — Assembly Bill 52 consultation letters were sent to six
tribes based on a list provided by NAHC. The letters were sent via email and certified mail on July 23, 2018.
Copies of the letters are on file with the City of Long Beach Planning Bureau. A response letter was received
from Andrew Salas of the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians on August 1, 2018. The letter requested
consultation under Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1. The City of Long Beach responded by email
on March 7, 2019, requesting a meeting to initiate consultation. On March 7, 2019, Salas responded to the
City by email and indicated the project site is within the ancestral land of the Gabrieleno Band of Mission
Indians - Kizh Nation. Implementation of Mitigation Measures TCR-1 and TCR-2 are proposed to reduce
potential impacts to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure TCR-1: Native American Monitoring

Prior to issuance of any Grading Permit for the project, the project applicant shall retain a Native American
monitor approved by both the local tribal representative of the consulting party to the project under
Assembly Bill 52/Senate Bill 18 and listed under the NAHC’s Tribal Contact list for the area of the project
location. The monitor(s) shall possess Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response
certification. In addition, the monitor(s) shall be required to provide insurance certificates, including liability
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insurance, for any archaeological resource(s) encountered during grading and excavation activities
pertinent to the provisions outlined in CEQA, California Public Resources Code Division 13, Section
21083.2 (a) through (k). The monitor(s) shall be present on site during the construction phases that involve
ground-disturbing activities. Ground-disturbing activities may include, but are not limited to, pavement
removal, pot-holing or auguring, grubbing, tree removals, boring, grading, excavation, drilling, and
trenching within the project area. The Tribal Monitor/consultant shall complete daily monitoring logs that
provide descriptions of the day’s activities, including construction activities, locations, soil, and any cultural
materials identified. If evidence of any tribal cultural resources is found during ground-disturbing activities,
the monitor(s) shall have the capacity to halt or redirect construction in the vicinity of the find in order to
recover and/or determine the appropriate plan of recovery for the resource. The on-site monitoring shall
end when the project site grading and excavation activities are completed, or when the Native American
monitor has indicated that the site has a low potential for impacting tribal cultural resources.

Professional Standards: Archaeological and Native American monitoring and excavation during
construction projects shall be consistent with generally accepted current professional standards for these
disciplines. All feasible care to avoid any unnecessary disturbance, physical modification, or separation
of human remains and associated funerary objects shall be taken. Principal personnel must meet the
Secretary of Interior standards for archaeology and are preferred to have a minimum of 10 years of
experience as a principal investigator working with Native American archaeological sites in Southern
California. The Qualified Archaeologist shall ensure that all other personnel are appropriately trained and
qualified.

Mitigation Measure TCR-2: Recovery Procedures

All archaeological resources unearthed by project construction activities shall be evaluated by the
qualified archaeologist and Native American monitor. If the resources are Native American in origin, the
tribal representative shall coordinate with the Project Applicant regarding treatment and curation of these
resources. The treatment plan established for the resources shall be in accordance with CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5(f) for historical resources and Public Resources Code Sections 21083.2(b) for unique
archaeological resources. Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) shall be the preferred manner of
treatment. If preservation in place is not feasible, treatment may include implementation of archaeological
data recovery excavations to remove the resource along with subsequent laboratory processing and
analysis.

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

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated — See XVI. Tribal Cultural Resources, Environmental
Issue Area: a).
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XIX. Utilities and Service Systems

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Would the project:

a) Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded
water, wastewater treatment or storm
water drainage, electric power, 0 0
natural gas, or telecommunications
facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

b) Have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the project and
reasonably foreseeable future O O O
development during normal, dry and
multiple dry years?

c) Resultin a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider, which
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the O O O
project’s projected demand in addition
to the provider’s existing
commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of
State or local standards, or in excess
of the capacity of local infrastructure, O O X O
or otherwise impair the attainment of
solid waste reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and local
manageme_nt and reduction s_tatutes 0 0 0 =
and regulations related to solid
waste?

Impact Analysis:

The Los Angeles County Sanitation District, Joint Water Pollution Control Plant receives the City’s wastewater,
providing both primary and secondary treatment for approximately 260 million gallons of wastewater per day. The
remaining portion of the City’s wastewater is delivered to the Long Beach Water Reclamation Plant of the Sanitation
Districts of Los Angeles County. The Long Beach Water Reclamation Plant provides primary, secondary, and tertiary
treatment for 25 millions of gallons per day of wastewater (Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County n.d.a.).

Generation rates based on the project uses is based on wastewater generation rates developed by the Sanitation
Districts of Los Angeles County (Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County n.d.b.). As shown in Table 2, the project
would generate an estimated net total of 11,246 gallons of wastewater per day.
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Table 2. Wastewater Generation Rates

Amount
Land Use Quantity (square feet) Generation Factor (gallons per day)

Office building 40,168 200 gallons per day/1,000 8,233

square feet

Warehouse 120,505 25 gallons per day/1,000 3,013

Total

square feet

— — 11,246

Source: Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County 2006

Notes:

Parking lot uses are not included as a facility that would generate wastewater.

Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm
water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of
which could cause significant environmental effects?

Less than Significant Impact — The project would require standard utilities for supporting the facilities that
would be on site. However, the project’s contribution to the wastewater capacity would be less than
0.1 percent. The increase associated with the percent of the available daily capacity would not cause the
wastewater treatment limits to be exceeded. Energy consumption for operation of the project would occur
but would not be large enough to trigger the construction or relocation of electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunication facilities. Therefore, the project would not require or result in the relocation or construction
of water, wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunication
facilities. This is considered a less than significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development
during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

Less than Significant Impact — According to the City’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (City of Long
Beach 2015), the total citywide water demand for 2015 was 55,206 acre feet and would increase by 3,900
acre feet in 2040. The 2015 Urban Water Management Plan identifies water supply as adequate to meet
these needs. Efforts for water conservation in California localities remain; in June 2016, the Long Beach
Board of Water Commissioners declared a Stage 1 Water Supply Shortage for the City of Long Beach. This
declaration put into place regulations that limit the use of water in the City, including when outdoor watering
can occur and limits to use and practice for residential, business and commercial facilities. Due to the
project’s incremental contribution to the future demand, new sources of water supply would not be required
to meet the anticipated project water needs. This is considered a less than significant impact, and no further
analysis in the EIR is warranted.

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?

Less than Significant Impact — See XIX. Utilities and Service Systems: Environmental Issue Area a).

Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure,
or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

Less than Significant Impact —The project involves construction of a business park complex, and
approximately 15 individuals would be employed per building. California Department of Resources Recycling
and Recovery maintains a waste characterization list of waste generation rates. The most recent information
for employee disposal rates indicates a waste generation rate of 11.4 pounds of waste per employee per day
(California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery 2016). Based on this rate, the 45 employees
would generate 513 pounds of solid waste per day. This increase would be within the capacity of Scholl
Canyon Landfill, which currently receives 1,400 tons per day, with 2,000 tons per day of capacity available
(City of Glendale 2014). Based on the disposal capacity of landfills serving the project site, this incremental
increase in solid waste generation would not affect the availability of solid waste disposal capacity. This is
considered a less than significant impact, and no further analysis in the EIR is warranted.

October 2019 | 49



Spring Street Business Park Project
Initial Study

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

No Impact — Construction debris would be generated and disposed of in accordance with all federal, state,
and local requirements for solid waste disposal. Therefore, no impact is identified for this issue area, and no

further analysis in the EIR is warranted.
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XX. Wildfire

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones,
would the project:

a) Substantially impair an adopted
emergency response plan or Ol Ol O
emergency evacuation plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and
other factors, exacerbate wildfire
risks, and thereby expose project 0 0 0
occupants to, pollutant concentrations
from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire?

c) Require the installation or
maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources,
power lines, or other utilities) that = = = =y
may exacerbate fire risk or that may
result in temporary or ongoing
impacts to the environment?

d) Expose people or structures to
significant risks, including downslope
or downstream flooding or landslides, O O O X
as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?

Impact Analysis:

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection adopted Fire Hazard Severity Zone maps for the State
Responsibility Areas in November 2007 and posted recommended maps for various Local Responsibility Areas. The
City of Long Beach is part of a Local Responsibility Area.

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would
the project:

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact — The project site is located in a non-Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (California Department
of Forestry and Fire Protection 2011). No impact is identified for this issue area, and no further analysis in
the EIR is warranted.

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

No Impact — See XX, Wildfire: Environmental Issue area a).

¢) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency
water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the environment?

No Impact — See XX, Wildfire: Environmental Issue area a).
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d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides,
as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

No Impact — See XX, Wildfire: Environmental Issue area a).
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XXI. Mandatory Findings of Significance

Less than
Significant

Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area Impact Incorporated Impact

Would the project:

a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare
or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that
are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable
("Cumulatively considerable" means
that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed
in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable
future projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental
effects, which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

Impact Analysis:
Would the project:

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated — As discussed in Section 1V, Biological Resources,
the project site is currently disturbed and surrounded by commercial and industrial uses. There is no native
vegetation on the project site and no open body of water that serves as a natural habitat in which fish could
exist. The non-native ornamental vegetation provides suitable nesting habitat for avian species protected by
the Migratory Bird Species Act. Direct disturbance of an active nest would be significant. With implementation
of Mitigation Measure BIO-1, potential significant impacts would be reduced to a level less than significant;
therefore, fish or wildlife species would not drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, or reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal. The
project site does not provide suitable habitat for any other candidate, sensitive, or special-status species.
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Additionally, as discussed in V. Cultural Resources, ground disturbance for the project would occur only in
areas that have already been heavily disturbed by prior development and land use activities. A review of
historic aerial photographs and topographic maps show that the project area has been heavily developed for
oil and gas production since at least the early 1940s. Most recently, the project area was occupied by a gas
plant run by the Lomita Gas Company. The inadvertent discovery of cultural materials or human remains
during project-related ground-disturbing activities could result in significant impacts if not properly managed.
Implementation of Mitigation Measures CULT-1, CULT-2, and CULT-3 are proposed to reduce potential
impacts to a less than significant level. Additionally, Mitigation Measures TCR-1 and TCR-2 would be
implemented to reduce impacts on tribal cultural resources that may be present in the project site. With the
implementation of the mitigation measures, the project is not anticipated to eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or prehistory.

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable ("Cumulatively
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

Potentially Significant Impact — The potential for cumulative impacts occurs when the independent impacts
of the project are combined with impacts from other development in the surrounding area to result in impacts
that are greater than the impacts of the project alone. Located within the project vicinity are other current and
reasonably foreseeable projects whose development, in conjunction with that of the project, may contribute
to potential cumulative impacts. Impacts of the project on both an individual and cumulative basis will be
addressed in an EIR for the following subject areas: air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, geology and
soils, noise, and transportation.

c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

Potentially Significant Impact — The project site is currently disturbed and located in an urbanized area.
The project involves the construction of three warehouse buildings with office space totaling 160,673 square
feet. As stated previously, the project would also result in less than significant impacts with respect to
biological, archeological, paleontological, and tribal cultural resources with implementation of Mitigation
Measures BIO-1, CULT-1, CULT-2, TCR-1, and TCR-2. However, the project could result in potentially
significant impacts with regard to air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, geology and soils, noise, and
transportation. As a result, these potential effects will be analyzed further in an EIR.
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https://lbwater.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/LBWD-2015-UWMP-FINAL-Board-Adopted-3.pdf
https://lbwater.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/LBWD-2015-UWMP-FINAL-Board-Adopted-3.pdf
http://www.longbeach.gov/globalassets/lbds/media-library/documents/planning/maps/zoning-maps/50-by-50-zoning-map-2018-september
http://www.longbeach.gov/globalassets/lbds/media-library/documents/planning/maps/zoning-maps/50-by-50-zoning-map-2018-september
https://thesis.library.caltech.edu/5582/
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/mol/index.html
https://msc.fema.gov/portal/home
http://www.longbeach.gov/globalassets/lbds/media-library/documents/orphans/lid/lid-bmp-manual---2nd-ed--final--121813
http://www.longbeach.gov/globalassets/lbds/media-library/documents/orphans/lid/lid-bmp-manual---2nd-ed--final--121813
https://www.lacsd.org/services/wastewater/wwfacilities/wwtreatmentplant/long_beach.asp
https://www.lacsd.org/civica/filebank/blobdload.asp?BlobID=3531
https://www.lacsd.org/civicax/filebank/blobdload.aspx?blobid=3531
https://www.lacsd.org/aboutus/gis/default.asp
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Governor’s Office of Planning and Research g ” g
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State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit Ky
Gavin Newsom ' Kate Gordon
Governor Director

Notice of Preparation

October 25, 2019

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re: Spring Street Business Park Project
SCH# 2019100514

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Spring Street Business
_ Park Project draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

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

Please direct your comments to:

Scott Kinsey

Long Beach, City of
411 West Ocean Blvd
Long Beach, CA 90802

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research at
state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov . Please refer to the SCH number noted above in all correspondence
concerning this project on our website: hitps: //ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/2019100514/2.

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

7

Sincerely,

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

1400 TENTH STREET P.0.BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL 1-916-445-0613  state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov WwWw.opr.ca.gov



Appendix C

Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal 2 0 1 91 0 0 5 1 4
Mail to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613 :
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 SCH#

Project Title: Spring Street Business Park Project

Lead Agency: City of Long Beach Contact Person: Scott Kinsey
Mailing Address: 411W. Ocean Blvd Phone: 562-570-6194
City: Long Beach Zip: 90802 County: Los Angeles
Project Location: County:Los Angeles City/Nearest Community: Long Beach -
Cross Streets: Spring Street and Orange Avenue Zip Code: 90755
Longitude/Latitude (degrees, minutes and seconds): 33 _ °48 ’37.%8"N/ 118 =10 ’38.38" W Total Acres: 7.8
Asséssor's Parcel No.:7212-009-021 Section: Twp.: Range: Base:
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy #: 405, 710 Waterways: Los Angeles River
Airports: Long Beach Airport Railways: Metro Blue (A) Line "~ Schools: Burroughs Elementary

Document Type:
CEQA: [X] NOP [] Draft EIR NEPA: [] NOI Other: [] Joint Document

[ Early Cons ] Supplement/Subsequent EIR 1 EA [7] Final Document

[[] Neg Dec (Prior SCH No.) [] Draft EIS [ Other:

[] MitNegDec  Other: cﬁmm@fﬁseof%nmng& Researc!
Local Action Type ' 6CT 25 Qﬂ
[T] General Plan Update [] Specific Plan O Rezg?ATE [] Annexation
[T] General Plan Amendment [] Master Plan I:l Pre @éﬁvelopment
[] General Plan Element [7] Planned Unit Development e Permit CLEAR,NGH al Permit
] Community Plan Site Plan I:I Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) [] Other:
Development Type:
[[] Residential: Units Acres
Office: Sq.ft. 40,168 Acres Employees#9____ [] Transportation: Type
[] Commercial:Sq.ft. Acres Employees [] Mining: Mineral
Industrial: Sq.ft. 120,505 Acres Employees__ [ Power: Type MW
[] Educational: [[] Waste Treatment: Type MGD
] Recreatjonal: ] Hazardous Waste: Type
(] Water Facilities: Type MGD [1 Other:
Project Issues Discussed in Document:
[X] Aesthetic/Visual [[] Fiscal Recreation/Parks [X] Vegetation -
Agricultural Land Flood Plain/Flooding ["] Schools/Universities [X] Water Quality
Air Quality X[ Forest Land/Fire Hazard [ Septic Systems [x] water Supply/Groundwater
Archeological/Historical Geologic/Seismic Sewer Capacity [X] Wetland/Riparian
Biological Resources Minerals ~ [X] Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading [ ] Growth Inducement
[ Coastal Zone Noise Solid Waste [X] Land Use
Drainage/Absorption Population/Housing Balance [X] Toxic/Hazardous [] Cumulative Effects

[] Economic/Jobs Public Services/Facilities Traffic/Circulation [] Other:

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:
Medium Industrial

Pro;ect Descnption (please use a separate page if necessary)
The project is a proposed business park complex with off site street improvements along Spring Street and Orange Avenue and

park enhancements consistent with the Willow Springs Park Master Plan. The proposed business park would consist of a total
of 160,673 square-feet (SF) of floor area within three (3) concrete “tilt-up” buildings. The anticipated mix of land uses includes
manufacturing and warehousing. Building 1 of the project site is 39,812 SF, inclusive of 3,000 SF of mezzanine. Building 2 is
48,745 SF, inclusive of 3,000 SF of mezzanine. Building 3 is 72,116 SF, inclusive of 4,000 SF mezzanine. The project is proposing
to provide 162 standard surface lot parking stalls, 8 trailer spaces, and 18 loading docks. Project improvements are consistent
with the land use and development standards of IM zoning district, in which the project is located.

Note: The State Clearinghouse will assign identification numbers for all new projects. If a SCH number already exists for a project {e.g. Notice of Preparation or
previous draft document) please fill in.

Revised 2010



NOP Distribution List

County: LOS //776/55
V4

Resources Agency Regional Water Quality Control

D Fish & Wildlife Region 4 n Native American Heritage D Caltrans, District 9

D Office of Historic
Preservation
Ron Parsons

| Dept of Parks & Recreation
Environmental Stewardship
Section

D S.F. Bay Conservation &
Dev’t. Comm.
Steve Goldbeck

. Dept. of Water
Resources
Resources Agency
Nadell Gayou

Fish and Wildlife

D Depart. of Fish & Wildlife
Scott Flint
Environmental Services
Division

D Fish & Wildlife Region 1
Curt Babcock

D Fish & Wildlife Region 1E
Laurie Harmmsberger

D Fish & Wildlife Region 2
Jeff Drongesen ‘

D Fish & Wildlife Region 3
Craig Weightman

D California Department of
Education
Lesley Taylor

D OES (Office of Emergency
Services)
Monique Wilber

; D Food & Agriculture

Sandra Schubert
Dept. of Food and
Agriculture

D Dept. of General Services
Cathy Buck )
Environmental Services
Section

D Housing & Comm. Dev.
CEQA Coordinator
Housing Policy Division

Independent
Commissions,Boards

D Delta Protection
Commission
Erik Vink

D Delta Stewardship
Council
Anthony Navasero

D California Energy
Commission
Eric Knight

Aeronautics
Philip Crimmins
D Caltrans — Planning .

HQ LD-IGR
Christian Bushong

) . California Highway Patrol

Suzann lkeuchi

Office of Special Projects

" Dept. of Transportation

D Caltrans, District 1
Rex Jackman

D Caltrans; District 2
Marcelino Gonzalez

D Caltrans, District 3
Susan Zanchi

D Caltrans, District 4
Patricia Maurice

D Caltrans, District 5
Larry Newland

D Caltrans, District 6
Michael Navarro

- Caltrans, District 7
Dianna Watson

D Caltrans, District 8
Mark Roberts

Mike Tollstrup

I:l California Department of
Resources, Recycling &
Recovery
Kevin Taylor/Jeff Esquivel

D State Water Resources Control
Board
Regional Programs Unit
Division of Financial Assistance

D State Water Resources Control
Board
Cindy Forbes — Asst Deputy
Division of Drinking Water

D State Water Resources Control
Board
Div. Drinking Water #

E] State Water Resources Control
Board ;
Student Intern, 401 Water Quality
Certification Unit
Division of Water Quality

D State Water Resouces Control
Board
Phil Crader
Division of Water Rights

D Dept. of Toxic Substances
Control Reg. #
CEQA Tracking Center

D Departmevnt of Pesticide
Regulation
CEQA Coordinator

. Resources Agency Julie Vance Comm. Gayle Rosander Board (BWQCB)
[ Debbi
Nadell Gayou B Fich & wildiite Region 5 Soble Treadway L caitrans, pistrict 10 a
D Dept. of Boating & Leslie Newton-Reed : . Public Utilities Tom Dumas RWQCB 1
Waterways Habitat Conservation Commission D L Cathleen Hudsor]
Denise Peterson Program Supervisor Caltrans, District 11 North Coast Region (1)
‘ D i . i D . . Jacob Armstrong D
California Coastal Fish & Wildlife Region 6 Santa Monica Bay D L. RWQCB 2
Commission Tiffany Ellis Restoration Caltrans, District 12 Environmental Document -
Allyson Hitt Habitat Conservation Guangyu Wang Maureen El Harake Coordlnatqr ‘
Program D San Francisco Bay Region (2)
D Colorado River Board State Lands Commission D
Elsa Contreras D Fish & Wildlife Region 6 /M Jennifer Deleong Cal EPA RWQCB 3
D ‘Heidi Calvert | D Tahoe Regional Planni - Central Coast Region (3)
Dept. of Conservation Inyo/Mono, Habitat ahoe regional Flanning Air Resources Board
Crina Chan Conservation Program Agency (TRPA) ources d RWQCB 4
Cherry Jacques D Airport & Freight Teresa Rodgers -
D Cal Fire D Dept. of Fish & Wildlife M ! ' Jack Wursten Los Angeles Region (4)
Dan Foster William Paznokas Cal State Transportation [ rwace ss
D Marine Region Agency CalSTA . Transportation Projects )
Central Valley Flood i - Nesamani Kalandiyur Central Valley Region (5)
Protection Board Caltrans - Division of
James Herota Other Departments U industrialiEnergy Projects O rwace s

Central Valley Region (5)
Fresno Branch Office

D RWQCB 5R
Central Valley Region (5)
Redding Branch Office

J rwace s
Lahontan Region (6)

D RWQCB 6V
Lahontan Region (6)
Victorville Branch Office

D RWQCB 7
Colorado River Basin Region (7)

D RWQCB 8
Santa Ana Region (8)

D RWQCB 9
San Diego Region (9)

D Other

@ Sin Cnddoviel
.Conservancy W
#s

Last Updated 5/22/18
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
Cultural and Environmental Department

1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100

West Sacramento, CA 95691 Phone: (916) 373-3710
Email: nahc@nahc.ca.gov

Website: http://www.nahc.ca.gov

November 1, 2019

Scott Kinsey

Long Beach, City of
411 West Ocean Blvd
Long Beach, CA 90802

RE: SCH# 2019100514, Spring Street Business Park Project, Los Angeles County
Dear Mr. Kinsey:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has received the Notice of Preparation (NOP), Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or Early Consultation for the project referenced above. The California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code §21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code
§21084.1, states that a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource, is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.1; Cal.
Code Regs., tit.14, §15064.5 (b) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5 (b)). If there is substantial evidence, in light of the
whole record before a lead agency, that a project may have a significant effect on the environment, an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) shall be prepared. (Pub. Resources Code §21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 5064
subd.(a)(1) (CEQA Guidelines §15064 (a)(1)). In order to determine whether a project will cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to determine whether there are
historical resources within the area of potential effect (APE).

CEQA was amended significantly in 2014. Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014) (AB 52) amended
CEQA to create a separate category of cultural resources, “tribal cultural resources” (Pub. Resources Code §21074)
and provides that a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code §21084.2).
Public agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code
§21084.3 (a)). AB 52 applies to any project for which a notice of preparation, a notice of negative declaration,
or a mitigated negative declaration is filed on or after July 1, 2015. If your project involves the adoption of or
amendment to a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or
after March 1, 2005, it may also be subject to Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) (SB 18). Both
SB 18 and AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements. If your project is also subject to the federal National
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal consultation requirements of Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (154 U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. §800 et seq.) may also apply.

The NAHC recommends consultation with California Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early as possible in order to avoid inadvertent
discoveries of Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resources. Below is a brief summary
of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as well as the NAHC’s recommendations for conducting cultural resources
assessments.

Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as compliance with any other
applicable laws.



AB 52

AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

1.

Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project: Within
fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public agency
to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or tribal
representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have requested
notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:
a. A brief description of the project.
_ b. The lead agency contact information.
c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)).
d. A ‘“California Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is on
the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).
(Pub. Resources Code §21073).

Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe’'s Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a
Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report: A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated
negative declaration or Environmental Impact Report. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1(b)). :

a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4

(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe: The following topics of consultation, if a tribe requests
to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:

a. Alternatives to the project.

b. Recommended mitigation measures.

c. Significant effects. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:

Type of environmental review necessary.

Significance of the tribal cultural resources..

Significance of the project’s impacts on tribal cultural resources.

if necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe may
recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

eooTH

Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process: With some
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural
resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency to
the public, consistent with Government Code §6254 (r) and §6254.10. Any information submitted by a California
Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a confidential
appendix to the environmental document uniess the tribe that provided the information consents, in writing, to the
disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (c)(1)).

Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document: If a project may have a

significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency’s environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:
a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed to
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact
on the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).



7. Conclusion of Consultation: Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the following
occurs:
a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on a
tribal cultural resource; or
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be
reached. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (b)).

8. Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document: Any
mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code §21080.3.2
shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation monitoring and
reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3,
subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (a)).

9. Required Consideration of Feasible Mitigation: If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead
agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no
agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if consultation does not occur, and if
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the
lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code §21084.3 (b). (Pub. Resources
Code §21082.3 (e)).

10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse
Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:

a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:

i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural context.
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally
appropriate protection and management criteria.

b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values and
meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:

I Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.
ii.  Protecting the traditional use of the resource.
iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.

c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places.

d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code §21084.3 (b)).

e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a non-federally recognized
California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect a California
prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold conservation
easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed. (Civ. Code §815.3 (c)).

f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave artifacts
shall be repatriated. (Pub. Resources Code §5097.991).

11. Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource: An Environmental
Impact Report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be adopted
unless one of the following occurs:

a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public
Resources Code §21080.3.1 and §21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code
§21080.3.2.

b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise failed
to engage in the consultation process.

c. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources Code
§21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. (Pub. Resources Code
§21082.3 (d)).

The NAHC'’s PowerPoint presentation titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52: Requirements and Best Practices”
may be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation CalEPAPDEF.pdf




SB 18

SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, and
consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of open
space. (Gov. Code §65352.3). Local governments should consult the Governor's Office of Planning and Research’s
“Tribal Consultation  Guidelines,” which can be found online at:

https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09 14 05 Updated Guidelines 922.pdf.

Some of SB 18'’s provisions include:

1. Tribal Consultation: If a local government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a specific
plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identified by the NAHC by
requesting a “Tribal Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government must
consult with the tribe on the plan proposal. A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification to
request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe. (Gov. Code §65352.3
(a)(2)).

2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation. There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal consultation.

3. Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and Research
pursuant to Gov. Code §65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information concerning
the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public Resources
Code §5097.9 and §5097.993 that are within the city’s or county’s jurisdiction. (Gov. Code §65352.3 (b)).

4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation: Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:

a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures for
preservation or mitigation; or

b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that
mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or mitigation.
(Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor's Office of Planning and Research (2005) at p. 18).

Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating tribal consultation with
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 and
SB 18. For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and “Sacred Lands
File” searches from the NAHC. The request forms can be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments

To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation
in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC recommends the
following actions:

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center
(http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1068) for an archaeological records search. The records search will
determine:

a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

b. If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

d. If asurvey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. Ifanarchaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing
the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

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

b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional CHRIS center.



3. Contact the NAHC for:
a. A Sacred Lands File search. Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the Sacred
Lands File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for consultation
with tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the project's APE.
b. A Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate tribes for consultation concerning the project
site and to assist in planning for avoidance, preservation in place, or, failing both, mitigation measures.

4. Remember that the lack of surface evidence of archaeological resources (including tribal cultural resources) does
not preclude their subsurface existence.

a. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plan provisions for the
identification and evaluation of inadvertently discovered archaeological resources per Cal. Code Regs.,
tit. 14, §15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(f)). In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a
certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with knowledge of cultural resources
should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

b. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for
the disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally
affiliated Native Americans.

c. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for
the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains. Health and
Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98, and Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §15064.5,
subdivisions (d) and (e) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5, subds. (d) and (e)) address the processes to be
followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of any Native American human remains and associated
grave goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email address:
Andrew.Green@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

M«r/g’im

Andrew Green
Staff Services Analyst

cc: State Clearinghouse
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F 510.836.4205

Via Email and U.S. Mail
October 30, 2019

Scott Kinsey, Planner
Development Services Department
City of Long Beach

411 W. Ocean Boulevard, 3rd Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802
scott.kinsey@longbeach.gov

Monigue De La Garza, CMC
City Clerk’s Office

City of Long Beach

City Hall, 333 W. Ocean Blvd.
Long Beach, CA 90802
cityclerk@longbeach.gov

1939 Harrison Street, Ste. 150 www.lozeaudrury.corr

Oakland, CA 94612 richard@lozeaudrury.com

Linda F. Tatum, Director
Development Services Department
City of Long Beach

333 W. Ocean Blvd., 5th Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802
linda.tatum@Iongbeach.gov

Re: CEQA and Land Use Notice Request for Spring Street Business Park Project

Dear Mr. Kinsey, Mr. Tatum, and Ms. De La Garza:

I am writing on behalf of Supporters Alliance For Environmental Responsibility (“SAFER”), regarding Spring Street
Business Park Project, including all actions related or referring to the proposed business park consisting of 160,673
square feet of floor area within three concrete tilt up buildings, located on 7.5 acres of land at 2851 Orange Avenue
(Assessor’s Parcel Number 7212-009-021) in the city of Long Beach (“Project”).

We hereby request that the City of Long Beach (“City”) send by electronic mail, if possible or U.S. Mail to our firm at
the address below notice of any and all actions or hearings related to activities undertaken, authorized, approved,
permitted, licensed, or certified by the City and any of its subdivisions, and/or supported, in whole or in part, through
contracts, grants, subsidies, loans or other forms of assistance from the City including, but not limited to the following:

¢ Notice of any public hearing in connection with the Project as required by California Planning and Zoning Law
pursuant to Government Code Section 65091.

e Any and all notices prepared for the Project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”),

including, but not limited to:

= Notices of any public hearing held pursuant to CEQA.

= Notices of determination that an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) is required for the Project,
prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.4.

= Notices of any addenda prepared to a previously certified or approved EIR.

= Notices of any scoping meeting held pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21083.9.

= Notices of preparation of an EIR or a negative declaration for the Project, prepared pursuant to Public

Resources Code Section 21092.
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= Notices of availability of an EIR or a negative declaration for the Project, prepared pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 21152 and Section 15087 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations.

= Notices of approval and/or determination to carry out the Project, prepared pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 21152 or any other provision of law.

= Notices of approval or certification of any EIR or negative declaration, prepared pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 21152 or any other provision of law.

= Notices of determination that the Project is exempt from CEQA, prepared pursuant to Public
Resources Code section 21152 or any other provision of law.

= Notice of any Final EIR prepared pursuant to CEQA.

= Notice of determination, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21108 or Section 21152.

Please note that we are requesting notices of CEQA actions and notices of any public hearings to be held under any
provision of Title 7 of the California Government Code governing California Planning and Zoning Law. This request
is filed pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 21092.2 and 21167(f), and Government Code Section 65092,
which requires agencies to mail such notices to any person who has filed a written request for them with the clerk of the
agency’s governing body.

Please send notice by electronic mail, if possible or U.S. Mail to:

Richard Drury

Stacey Oborne

Komalpreet Toor

Lozeau Drury LLP

1939 Harrison Street, Suite 150
Oakland, CA 94612

510 836-4200
richard@lozeaudrury.com
stacey@Ilozeaudrury.com
komal@lozeaudrury.com

Please call if you have any questions. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

5 ‘
|/ L/
Nl L/ \

// { /

.K%WF‘;;- v g

Komalpreet Toor
Legal Assistant
Lozeau | Drury LLP
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY Gavin Newsom, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRICT 7 - Office of Regional Planning
100 S. MAIN STREET, MS 16

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 AR
PHONE (213) 897-0475 a California Way of Life.
FAX (213) 897-1337

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

November 22, 2019

Mr. Scott Kinsey

City of Long Beach

411 West Ocean Boulevard
Long Beach, CA 90802

RE: Spring Street Business Park Project —
Notice of Preparation (NOP)
SCH # 2019100514
GTS # 07-LA-2019-02888
Vic. LA-405/PM: 5.447

Dear Mr. Scott Kinsey:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the environmental review
process for the above referenced NOP. The project is a proposed business park complex with off-site
street improvements along Spring Street and Orange Avenue, and park enhancements. The proposed
business park would consist of a total of 160,673 square-feet (SF) of floor area within three (3) concrete
"tilt-up" buildings. The anticipated mix of land uses includes manufacturing and warehousing. The project
is proposing to provide 162 standard surface lot parking stalls, 8 trailer spaces, and 18 loading docks.
Project improvements are consistent with the land use and development standards of its zoning district.
The City of Long Beach is considered the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA).

The nearest State facilities to the proposed project are Interstate 405 (I-405), which is located
approximately 500 feet from the project, State Route 1 (SR-1), which is located approximately 1.5 miles
away from the project, and Interstate 710 (I-710), which is located approximately 2 miles from the project.

The City of Long Beach has determined that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required for the
proposed project. Caltrans looks forward to receiving the draft EIR for review and to provide further
comments, if warranted.

On November 12", 2019, the project consultants along with the City of Long Beach met with Caltrans staff
to discuss Caltrans’ preliminary recommendations on the project’s latest Transportation Impact Analysis
(TIA) report, which will be included in the forthcoming DEIR. Based on that meeting, Caltrans has the
following comments:

e The City of Long Beach has chosen to analyze the transportation impacts of this project in terms
of Level of Service (LOS). As a reminder, Senate Bill 743 (2013) mandates that VMT be used as
the primary metric in identifying transportation impacts of all future development projects under
CEQA, starting July 1, 2020. For information on determining transportation impacts in terms of
VMT on the State Highway System, see the Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation
Impacts in CEQA by the California Governor's Office of Planning and Research, dated December
2018: http://opr.ca.gov/docs/20190122-743 Technical Advisory.pdf.

¢ Based on the project’s size and proximity to the 1-405 and I-710, the following locations may need
to be included in the revised TIA. The locations/intersections to be studied should not be limited to

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California's economy and livability”
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those below.

o |-405 northbound and southbound ramps at Atlantic Avenue
[-405 southbound off-ramp at Cherry Avenue
1-405 northbound off-ramp at N. Temple Avenue
1-405 southbound on-ramp at Willow Street
Orange Avenue & SR-1 intersection
I-710 northbound off-ramp at eastbound Willow Street and |-710 southbound on-ramp at
westbound Willow Street
If the above-mentioned intersections are currently operating at forced or unstable traffic conditions,
1-49 trips generated by the project at the intersection may result in potential traffic conflicts; and
may need to be included in the study. Similarly, if the existing Caltrans facility is operating at less
than appropriate target LOS, the existing Measure of Effectiveness (MOE) should be maintained.
For intersections, any increase in delay is considered an impact if the existing LOS is E or F.
The Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) Sixth Edition method be used for conducting operational
and conflict analyses on State highway facilities. When the State highway facility has saturated
flows, it is encouraged that a micro-simulation model! be used for the analyses. This is especially
important for determining the impact of the proposed protected bike lane project on Orange
Avenue. :
Please include queueing analyses for left and right turn movements at any off-ramps included in
the TIA. Also, please provide weaving, merging, and turning analyses in your capacity analysis.
Caltrans recommends that the project limit construction and operational truck traffic to off-peak
periods to minimize the potential impact on State facilities.
Caltrans currently has no long-term plans to close the 1-405 NB Ramps at 32nd Street, as
described in the Alternative Analysis.

O C O 0O 0O

The following information is included for your consideration.

The mission of Caltrans is to provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to
enhance California’s economy and livability. Furthermore, Caltrans encourages the Lead Agency to
integrate transportation and land use in a way that reduces Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) and Greenhouse
Gas (GHG) emissions, as well as facilitates a high level of non-motorized travel and transit use. Thus,
Caltrans supports the Transportation Demand Management (TDM) strategies this project has
incorporated, such as providing new crosswalks at project site entrances and a new sidewalk on Orange
Avenue. The project also provides no more parking than required, which is another effective TDM
measure. Additional TDM strategies that the City of Long Beach may want to consider integrating into this
project include:

Complete the pedestrian sidewalk network and provide ADA curbs ramps on Orange Avenue from
32nd Street to Spring Street

Update sidewalks from the 1-405 & Orange Avenue over-crossing to the pedestrian island next to
the 1-405 on-ramp at Orange Avenue by making the width Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
compliant, providing stronger barriers and fencing, and offering pedestrian-level lighting

Create a high-visibility crosswalk and ADA curbs ramps to the pedestrian istand next to the

[-405 on-ramp at Orange Avenue

Paint green bicycle paint on southbound Orange Avenue through the 1-405 on-ramp

entrance

Improve transit stops for Long Beach Transit Route 71 with shelters, arrival time signs, and lighting
Provide sufficient and secure bicycle parking for employees and visitors near building entrances

Please make every attempt to reduce VMT. For additional TDM options that can reduce VMT, please

"Provids a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient fransportation system
{o enhanece California’s economy and livabilify”
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refer to:

e The 2010 Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures report by the California Air
Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA), available at http://www.capcoa.org/wp-
content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf, or

e Integrating Demand Management into the Transportation Planning Process: A Desk Reference
(Chapter 8) by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), available at
https://ops.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/fhwahop12035/index.htm

Also, any transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or materials which requires use of
oversized-transport vehicles on State highways will need a Caltrans transportation permit. If construction
traffic is expected to cause delays on any State facilities, please submit a construction traffic management
plan detailing these delays for Caltrans’ review.

Finally, storm water run-off is a sensitive issue for Los Angeles county. Please be mindful that the project
needs to be designed to discharge clean run-off water.

If you have any questions about these comments, please contact Emily Gibson, the project coordinator,
at Emily.Gibson@dot.ca.gov, and refer to GTS# 07-LA-2019-02888.

Sincerely,

45 Z

MIYA E’%SON

IGR/CEQA Branch Chief
cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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generated during the construction and operation of the Project would negatively impact
the community, which is already disproportionally impacted by air pollution from existing
freight facilities.

Through its authority under Health and Safety Code, section 39711, the California
Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) is charged with the duty to identify
disadvantaged communities. CalEPA bases its identification of these communities on
geographic, socioeconomic, public health, and environmental hazard criteria

(Health and Safety Code, section 39711, subsection (a)). In this capacity, CalEPA
currently defines a disadvantaged community, from an environmental hazard and
socioeconomic standpoint, as a community that scores within the top 25 percent of the
census tracts, as analyzed by the California Communities Environmental Health
Screening Tool Version 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen). CalEnviroScreen uses a screening
methodology to help identify California communities currently disproportionately
burdened by multiple sources of pollution. Communities that score within the top

25 percent of the census tracts are exposed to higher concentrations of air pollutants
and have a higher Pollution Burden.! According to CalEnviroScreen, communities near
the Project score within the top 15 percent of the census tracts. Therefore, CARB urges
the City to ensure that the Project does not adversely impact neighboring
disadvantaged communities.

The NOP does not state whether the industrial uses proposed under the Project would
include cold storage warehouses. The operation of cold storage warehouses would
include trucks with transport refrigeration units (TRU) that emit significantly higher levels
of toxic diesel emissions, oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and greenhouse gases than trucks
without TRUs. Since it is unclear whether the Project would include cold storage
warehouse space, any modeling done in support of the air quality analysis of the DEIR
and associated health risk assessment (HRA) should assume that a conservative
percentage of the truck and trailer fleet that would be serving the Project site are
equipped with TRUs.

In addition to the health risk associated with operations, construction health risks should
be included in the air quality section of the DEIR and the Project's HRA. Construction of
the Project would result in short-term diesel emissions from the use of both on-road and
off-road diesel equipment. The Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment'’s
(OEHHA) guidance recommends assessing cancer risks for construction projects

lasting longer than two months. Since construction would very likely occur over a period
lasting longer than two months, the HRA prepared for the Project should include health
risks for existing residences near the Project site during construction.

The HRA prepared in support of the Project should be based on the latest OEHHA
guidance (2015 Air Toxics Hot Spots Program Guidance Manual for Preparation of

' Pollution Burden represents the potential exposures to pollutants and the adverse environmental conditions caused by pollution.
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Health Risk Assessments),? and the South Coast Air Quality Management District's
CEQA Air Quality Handbook.> The HRA should evaluate and present the existing
baseline (current conditions), future baseline (full build-out year, without the Project),
and future year with the Project. The health risks modeled under both the existing and
the future baselines should reflect all applicable federal, state, and local rules and
regulations. By evaluating health risks using both baselines, the public and City
planners will have a complete understanding of the potential health impacts that would
result from the Project.

To reduce the exposure of toxic diesel emissions in disadvantaged communities already
disproportionally impacted by air pollution, the final design of the Project should include
all existing and emerging zero-emission technologies to minimize diesel and NOx
emission exposure to all neighboring communities, as well as the greenhouse gases
that contribute to climate change. CARB encourages the City and applicant to
implement the measures listed in Attachment A of this comment letter to reduce the
Project’s construction and operational air pollution emissions.

CARSB staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the NOP for the Project and can
provide assistance on zero-emission technologies and emission reduction strategies, as
needed. Please include CARB on your State Clearinghouse list of selected State
agencies that will receive the DEIR as part of the comment period. If you have
questions, please contact Stanlev Armstrona. Air Pollution Specialist, at (916) 440-8242
or via email af

Sincerelv.

Richard Boyd, Chief

Risk Reduction Branch
Transportation and Toxics Division

Attachment

cc.  See next page.

2. Ofﬁce Of Environmenta[ Heanh Hazard Assescmnrﬂ (NEFHHAN Air TAavire Hat Qnnate Dranram Ruidanca AManual fAr Dranaratinn qf
Health Risk Assessments. February 2015. Acci
% SCAQMD’s 1993 Handbook can be found at:



http://www.aqmd.gov/home/rules-compliance/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook
https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/crnr/201
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CcC:

State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, California 95812

Cynthia Babich, Director

Del Amo Action Committee
P.O. Box 549

Rosamond, California 93560

Morgan Capilla

NEPA Reviewer

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Air Division, Region 9

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, California 94105

Carlo De La Cruz

Sierra Club

714 West Olympic Boulevard, Suite 1000
Los Angeles, California 90015

Jo Kay Gosh

Health Effects Officer

South Coast Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, California 91765

Lijin Sun

Program Supervisor - CEQA

South Coast Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, California 91765

Andrea Vidaurre

Center for Community Action and Environmental Justice
P.O. Box 33124

Riverside, California 92519

Stanley Armstrong

Air Pollution Specialist

Exposure Reduction Section
Transportation and Toxics Division



ATTACHMENT A

Recommended Air Pollution Emission Reduction Measures
for Warehouses and Distribution Centers

California Air Resources Board (CARB) staff recommends developers and government
planners use all existing and emerging zero to near-zero emission technologies during
project construction and operation to minimize public exposure to air pollution. Below
are some measures, currently recommend by CARB staff, specific to warehouse and
distribution center projects. These recommendations are subject to change as new
zero-emission technologies become available.

Recommended Construction Measures

1.

Ensure the cleanest possible construction practices and equipment are used.
This includes eliminating the idling of diesel-powered equipment and providing
the necessary infrastructure (e.g., electrical hookups) to support zero and
near-zero equipment and tools.

Implement, and plan accordingly for, the necessary infrastructure to support the
zero and near-zero emission technology vehicles and equipment that will be
operating on site. Necessary infrastructure may include the physical

(e.g., needed footprint), energy, and fueling infrastructure for construction
equipment, on-site vehicles and equipment, and medium-heavy and heavy-heavy
duty trucks.

In construction contracts, include language that requires all off-road
diesel-powered equipment used during construction to be equipped with Tier 4 or
cleaner engines, except for specialized construction equipment in which Tier 4
engines are not available. In place of Tier 4 engines, off-road equipment can
incorporate retrofits such that emission reductions achieved equal or exceed that
of a Tier 4 engine.

In construction contracts, include language that requires all off-road equipment
with a power rating below 19 kilowatts (e.g., plate compactors, pressure
washers) used during project construction be battery powered.

. In construction contracts, include language that requires all heavy-duty trucks

entering the construction site, during the grading and building construction
phases be model year 2014 or later. All heavy-duty haul trucks should also meet
CARB's lowest optional low-NOx standard starting in the year 2022."

- In 2013, CARB adopted optional low-NO, emission standards for on-road heavy-duty engines. CARB staff encourages engine
manufacturers to introduce new technologies to reduce NO, emissions below the current mandatory on-road heavy-duty diesel
annina amiceinn etandarde far madal uaare 2N1N and latar  CADRB’ gptional low-NO, emission standard is available at:

Attachment - 1


https://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/onroad/optionnox/optionnox.htm

6. In construction contracts, include language that requires all construction
equipment and fleets to be in compliance with all current air quality regulations.
CARSB staff is available to assist in implementing this recommendation.

Recommended Operation Measures

1. Include contractual language in tenant leas agreen 1ts that | " ants to
use the cleanest technologies available, and to provic the ne:
infrastructure to support zero-emission vehicles ar equipment that will be
operating on site.

2. Include contractual language in tenant lease agreements that requires all
loading/unloading docks and trailer spaces be equipped with electrical hookups
for trucks with transport refrigeration uni° (TRU) or auxi 'y power units. This
requirement will substantially decrease the amount of time that a TRU powered
by a fossil-fueled internal combustion engine can opera at the project site. Use
of zero-emission all-electric plug-in TRUs, hydrogen fuel cell transport
refrigeration, and cryogenic transport refrigeration are encou jed and can also
be included lease agreements.?

3. Include contractual language in tenant lease agreements that requires all TRUs
entering the project site be plug-in capable.

4. Include contractual language in tenant lease agreements that requires future
tenants to exclusively use zero-emission light and medium-duty deliv y trucks
and vans.

5. Include contractual language in tenant lease agreements requiring all
TRUSs, trucks, and cars entering the Project site be zero-emission.

6. Include contractual language in tenant ! 1se agreements that requii  all service
equipment (e.g., yard hostlers, yard equipment, forklifts, and pallet jacks) used
within the project site to be zero-emission. This equipment is widely available.

7. Include contractual language in tenant lease agreements that juires all
heavy-duty trucks entering or on the project site to be model year 2014 or later
today, expedite a transition to zero-emission vehicles, and be fully zero-emission
beginning in 2030.

2 CARB's Technology Assessment for Transport Refrigerators provides information on the current and projected development of
TRlle inclidina rurrant and anticinatad ancte  Tha accacemant ie gyaijlable at:
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https://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/tech/techreport/tru_07292015.pdf

8. Include contractual language in tenant lease agreements that requires the tenant
be in, and monitor compliance with, all current air quality regulations for on-road
trucks including CARB’s Heavy-Duty (Tractor-Trailer) Greenhouse Gas
Regulation,3 Periodic Smoke Inspection Program (PSIP),* and the Statewide
Truck and Bus Regulation.’

9. Include contractual language in tenant lease agreements restricting trucks and
support equipment from idling longer than five minutes while on site.

10.Include contractual language in tenant lease agreements that limits on-site TRU
diesel engine runtime to no longer than 15 minutes. If no cold storage operations
are planned, include contractual language and permit conditions that prohibit cold
storage operations unless a health risk assessment is conducted and the health
impacts fully mitigated.

11. Include rooftop solar panels for each proposed warehouse to the extent feasible,
with a capacity that matches the maximum allowed for distributed solar
connections to the grid.

* In December 2008, CARB adopted a regulation to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by improving the fuel efficiency of
heavy-duty tractors that pull 53-foot or longer box-type trailers. The regulation applies primarily to owners of 53-foot or longer
box-type trailers, including both dry-van and refrigerated-van trailers, and owners of the heavy-duty tractors that pull them on
Califarnia hinkhiaus AADDIS Li~o. - D MT-gotor-Trailer) Greenhouse Gas Regulation is available at:

o pluglant isyunes wial uicsT! alu wuSs fleet owners conduct annual smoke opacity inspections of their vehicles and repair
thaeawith avaaceiun cmala cminaises +~ ~~sure compliance. CARB’s PSIP program is available at:

Lne reywauun isyunss nower ncavier uuunS and buses must meet particulate matter filter requirements beginning

January 1, 2012. Lighter and older heavier trucks replaced starting January 1, 2015. By January 1, 2023, nearly all trucks and
hueae will naad ta hava ANAN meadalnas ~o~inas == ==jvalent. CARB’s Statewide Truck and Bus Regulation is available at:
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