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If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.


	Print Form Button: 
	Text Field: 2022010064
	Project Title: North Paramount Gateway Specific Plan
	Lead Agency: City of Paramount
	Contact Name: John King
	Email: JKing@paramountcity.com
	Phone Number: (562)220-2049
	Project Location: City of Paramount                                                                   Los Angeles
	Project Description: The intent of the Project is to combine the Clearwater North Specific Plan and the Howe/Orizaba Specific Plan areas into a single specific plan, slightly expand the plan area to include additional parcels along Paramount Boulevard, and develop a plan that provides long-term reductions in GHG emissions and VMT, among other benefits. The NPGSP would revise the existing zoning designations and boundaries of Multiple-Family Residential (R-M); General Commercial (C-3); Commercial-Manufacturing (C-M); and PD-PS (Planned Development with Performance Standards) to proposed the NPGSP zoning designations of Multiple-Family Residential, Medium Density (R-M) (distinguished from R-M-HD); Multiple-Family Residential, High Density (R-M-HD) (a new zoning designation per the proposed NPGSP); Mixed-Use, Medium Density (MU-1); and Mixed-Use, High Density (MU-2).The maximum residential density would increase from 22 du/ac to 30 du/ac in the R-M and MU-1 zones, and to 40 du/ac in the R-M-HD and MU-2 zones, with maximum building height and FAR staying consistent. The projected maximum buildout of the proposed NPGSP zoning would result in  5,044 residential units and 31,171 square feet of retail and office space. 
	Project's Effects: The Project would result in significant and unavoidable impacts related to conflict with the AQMP and emissions of VOC, NOx, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 despite mitigation requiring dust control, tier 3 construction equipment, low VOC paints, electric and alternative fueled construction equipment, construction equipment maintenance, construction vehicle maintenance plan, and enhanced energy efficiency and water conservation. Localized air quality emissions would be less than significant with mitigation requiring localized emissions modeling and HRAs. Impacts related to historical resources would be less than significant with mitigation requiring evaluation of structures over 45 years old impacts related to cultural resources would be less than significant with mitigation requiring Phase I through Phase III Archaeological Assessments, archaeological monitoring, measures for incidental discoveries, and requiring an archaeological monitoring report. Impacts related to paleontological resources would be less than significant with mitigation requiring PRMPs for developments. The Project would result in significant and unavoidable impacts despite mitigation requiring tier 3 construction equipment, electric and alternative fueled construction equipment, enhanced energy efficiency, and enhanced water conservation. Impacts related to noise would be significant and unavoidable despite mitigation requiring construction equipment maintenance and staging, construction noise modeling and barriers, and noise modeling for residential uses and impacts related to vibration would be less than significant with prohibition of certain equipment within 100 feet of residences. Impacts related to tribal cultural resources would be less than significant with tribal monitoring. Impacts related to water use would be less than significant with mitigation requiring WSAs.
	Areas of Controversy: None
	List of Agencies: South Coast Air Quality Management DistrictCalifornia Regional Water Quality Control BoardState Water Resources Control BoardCalifornia Department of Transportation 


