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8.0 EFFECTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT 
 
The City of Long Beach (City) conducted an Initial Study in April 2013 to determine the Project’s 
significant effects.  In the course of this evaluation, certain impacts of the Project were found to 
be less than significant due to the inability of a project of this scope to create such impacts or 
the absence of Project characteristics producing effects of this type.  The effects determined not 
to be significant are not required to be included in primary analysis sections of the Draft EIR.  In 
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15128, the following discussion provides a brief 
description of potential impacts found to be less than significant.  A copy of the Initial Study is 
included in Appendix A, Initial Study/Notice of Preparation and Comments. 

 
AESTHETICS.  Would the project: 
 
4.1.a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

 
No Impact.  According to the City’s General Plan, the City has multiple aesthetic visual assets, 
including vistas of the ocean, port facilities, oil islands, Bixby Park, Bluff Park, and other vantage 
points.  The Project site is located within the Bluff Park neighborhood, which is described by the 
General Plan as a scenic gateway to the City with ocean views that must be retained.  However, 
the Project site and surrounding residential uses are not afforded views of Bluff Park or the 
ocean due to intervening development.  These views are primarily available to residences 
fronting Ocean Boulevard.  Additionally, public views from a scenic vista toward the Project site 
are not available due to the interior location of the Project site and surrounding development.  
Thus, the Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.   

 
4.1.b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, 

rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 
 

No Impact.  The Project site is not located along a designated State scenic highway.1  
Therefore, the Project would not substantially damage scenic resources within a state scenic 
highway.   

4.1.c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Partial demolition of the existing residence, including the prior 
removal of the exterior walls, interior walls, and roof occurred in 2005, resulting in the exposure 
of bare framing and further physical deterioration of the remaining structure.  Current views of 
the site consist of a chain link fence with construction screening and partial views of the 
remaining structure.  The existing partially demolished structure would be reconstructed/ 
restored and the chain link fencing would be removed, improving the existing visual character 
and quality of the site.  The reconstructed/restored residence and garage must comply with the 
residential development standards specified in Municipal Code Table 31-21A, which regulate 
factors of compatibility and aesthetics such as minimum building setbacks, maximum building 
height and maximum number of dwelling units per lot, among other development factors.   
 

                                                
1 California Department of Transportation Website, http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/scenic_highways/, 

Accessed January 22, 2013. 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/scenic_highways/
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The Project site is located within the Bluff Park Historic District.  Municipal Code Chapter 2.63, 
Cultural Heritage Commission, was adopted to protect, enhance, and perpetuate areas, 
districts, buildings, and other structures, which provide significant examples of architectural 
styles of the past.  According to Section 2.63.040.B, the Cultural Heritage Commission would 
review the proposed restoration/reconstruction and issue or deny a Certificate of 
Appropriateness.  The Certificate would be issued only if it is determined that the proposed 
change: 
 

 Would not adversely affect any significant historical, cultural, architectural, or aesthetic 
feature of the concerned property or of the landmark district in which it is located and 
that issuance of the Certificate is consistent with the spirit and intent of Municipal Code 
Chapter 2.63;  
 

 Is consistent with or compatible with the architectural period of the building; and  
 

 Is compatible in architectural style with existing adjacent contributing structures in a 
historic landmark district. 

  
Compliance with the residential development standards, which would be verified through the 
City’s discretionary review process, and review by the Cultural Heritage Commission, would 
ensure compatibility with adjacent uses and the overall Bluff Park Historic District.  Therefore, 
Project implementation would not degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and 
its surroundings. 
 
4.1.d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect 

day or nighttime views in the area? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact.  There are two primary sources of light:  light emanating from 
building interiors that pass through windows and light from exterior sources (i.e., street lighting, 
parking lot lighting, building illumination, security lighting, and landscape lighting).  The existing 
residence has been unoccupied for several years, thus, is not a contributing source of light in 
the area.  Currently, light and glare in the Project vicinity is produced by vehicle headlights, 
street lighting, residential security lighting, and interior lighting associated with existing 
residential uses.  Project implementation would introduce new sources of lighting that currently 
do not exist.  However, the Project site has historically been developed with a single-family 
residential use that was a contributing source of light in the area.  Moreover, the lighting that 
would be created by the Project would not be dissimilar or substantially greater than the existing 
residential uses in the area.  Therefore, Project implementation would not create a new source 
of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.   
 
AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES.  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 
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carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the 
California Air Resources Board.  Would the Project: 
 
4.2.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? 
 

No Impact.  The Project area is void of any agricultural uses.  No areas of Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance would be affected by the Project or 
converted to a non-agricultural use. 
 
4.2.b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? 

 
No Impact.  The Project site is zoned Two-family Residential, Large Lot (R-2-L) District and not 
under Williamson Act Contract.  No agricultural zoning applies to the site.  Therefore, Project 
implementation would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act 
contract. 
 
4.2.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 section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as 
defined by Government Code section 51104(g))? 
 

No Impact.  The Project site is zoned Two-family Residential, Large Lot (R-2-L) District.  No 
zoning for forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production applies to the 
Project site.  In addition, the Project site does not contain any trees capable of supporting ten 
percent native tree cover of any species, including hardwoods, under natural conditions, or that 
allow for management of one or more forest resources, including timber, aesthetics, fish and 
wildlife, biodiversity, water quality, recreation, and other public benefits.  Therefore, Project 
implementation would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land, 
timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production. 

 
4.2.d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

 
No Impact.  Refer to Response 4.2.c. 

 
4.2.e. 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.  Refer to Responses 4.2.a through 4.2.c, above.  No other changes in the existing 
environment would occur that could result in conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use or 
forest land to non-forest use.   
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AIR QUALITY.  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: 
 
4.3.a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  On December 7, 2012, the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District’s (SCAQMD) Governing Board approved the 2012 Air Quality 
Management Plan (2012 AQMP), which outlines the its strategies for meeting the National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for PM2.5 and ozone.  The 2012 AQMP was then 
forwarded to the California Air Resources Board (CARB) for inclusion into the California State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) in January 2013.  Subsequently, the 2012 AQMP will be submitted to 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as the 24-hour PM2.5 SIP addressing the 2006 
PM2.5 NAAQS and as a limited update to the approved 8-hour ozone SIP.  The 1-hour ozone 
attainment demonstration and vehicle miles traveled (VMT) emissions offset demonstration will 
also be submitted through CARB to the EPA.  According to the SCAQMD’s 2012 AQMP, two 
main criteria must be addressed.  
 
Criterion 1:  
 
With respect to the first criterion, SCAQMD methodologies require that an air quality analysis for 
a project include forecasts of project emissions in relation to contributing to air quality violations 
and delay of attainment.   
 
a) Would the Project result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality 

violations? 
 
Since the consistency criteria identified under the first criterion pertain to pollutant 
concentrations, rather than to total regional emissions, an analysis of the Project’s pollutant 
emissions relative to localized pollutant concentrations is used as the basis for evaluating 
Project consistency.  As discussed in Response 4.3.d, below, localized concentrations of air 
pollutants would be less than significant.  Therefore, the Project would not result in an increase 
in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations.  Because reactive organic gases 
(ROGs) are not a criteria pollutant, there is no ambient standard or localized threshold for 
ROGs.  Due to the role ROG plays in ozone formation, it is classified as a precursor pollutant 
and only a regional emissions threshold has been established.   
 
b) Would the Project cause or contribute to new air quality violations? 
 
As discussed in Response 4.3.b, the Project would not be capable of exceeding the SCAQMD 
thresholds.  Therefore, the Project would not have the potential to cause or affect a violation of 
the ambient air quality standards. 
 
c) Would the Project delay timely attainment of air quality standards or the interim emissions 

reductions specified in the AQMP? 
 
The Project would result in less than significant impacts with regard to localized concentrations 
during Project construction and operations.  As such, the Project would not delay the timely 
attainment of air quality standards or 2012 AQMP emissions reductions.   
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Criterion 2:  
 
With respect to the second criterion for determining consistency with SCAQMD and Southern 
California Association of Governments (SCAG) air quality policies, it is important to recognize 
that air quality planning within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin) focuses on attainment of 
ambient air quality standards at the earliest feasible date.  Projections for achieving air quality 
goals are based on assumptions regarding population, housing, and growth trends.  Thus, the 
SCAQMD’s second criterion for determining Project consistency focuses on whether or not the 
Project exceeds the assumptions utilized in preparing the forecasts presented in the 2012 
AQMP.  Determining whether or not a project exceeds the assumptions reflected in the 2012 
AQMP involves the evaluation of the three criteria outlined below.  The following discussion 
provides an analysis of each of these criteria. 
 
a) Would the Project be consistent with the population, housing, and employment growth 

projections utilized in the preparation of the AQMP?  
 
In the case of the 2012 AQMP, three sources of data form the basis for the projections of air 
pollutant emissions: the City of Long Beach General Plan, SCAG’s Growth Management 
Chapter of the Regional Comprehensive Plan (RCP), and SCAG’s 2012-2035 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP).  The RTP also provides 
socioeconomic forecast projections of regional population growth.  The Project site is located 
within a residential neighborhood and is designated Land Use District (LUD) 2, Mixed Style 
Homes District by the City’s General Plan.  The Project proposes to restore an existing single-
family residential structure; thus, it would not result in additional traffic trips not already 
considered in the General Plan, and would not result in additional growth in the City.  Thus, the 
Project is consistent with the types, intensity, and patterns of land use envisioned in the RCP for 
the site vicinity.  The population, housing, and employment forecasts, which are adopted by 
SCAG’s Regional Council are based on the local plans and policies applicable to the City; these 
are used by SCAG in all phases of implementation and review.  Additionally, as the SCAQMD 
has incorporated these same projections into the 2012 AQMP, it can be concluded that the 
Project would be consistent with the projections.   
 
b) Would the Project implement all feasible air quality mitigation measures?  
 
The Project would result in less than significant air quality impacts.  Compliance with emission 
reduction measures identified by the SCAQMD would be required.  As such, the Project meets 
this AQMP consistency criterion.   
 
c) Would the Project be consistent with the land use planning strategies set forth in the 

AQMP? 
 
The Project would serve to implement various City of Long Beach and SCAG policies.  The 
Project is located within a developed portion of the City, and is considered an infill development.   
 
In conclusion, the determination of 2012 AQMP consistency is primarily concerned with the 
long-term influence of a project on air quality in the Basin.  The Project would not result in a 
long-term impact on the region’s ability to meet State and Federal air quality standards.  Also, 
the Project would be consistent with the 2012 AQMP goals and policies for control of fugitive 
dust.  As discussed above, the Project’s long-term influence would also be consistent with the 
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SCAQMD and SCAG’s goals and policies and is, therefore, considered consistent with the 2012 
AQMP. 
 
4.3.b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 

projected air quality violation? 
  
Less Than Significant Impact.   
 
Short-Term Construction Emissions 
 
The Project proposes to restore an existing residential structure.  The Project would not require 
extensive construction activities as it plans to utilize over 90 percent of the existing on-site 
materials.  As described in Section 2.3, Project Characteristics, existing building features such 
as the foundation, driveway, walkways, garage, and front porch would be retained and reused, 
while features such as the roof, windows, utility lines, fencing, and doors would be repaired and 
reused.  The Project would not require earthwork activities or the use of heavy equipment 
capable of producing quantifiable fugitive dust or exhaust emissions.  Therefore, the Project 
would not be capable of exceeding SCAQMD significance thresholds.  Impacts in this regard 
are less than significant.   
 
Long-Term (Operational) Emissions 
 
Development projects generally result in long-term air quality impacts from mobile source 
emissions from project-related traffic and from area and energy source-related emissions.  As 
the Project proposes to restore an existing residential structure, the Project would not generate 
new vehicle trips or mobile source emissions.  Additionally, the Project would not result in an 
increased amount of area and energy source emissions.  As described in Section 2.3, Project 
Characteristics, the Project would be designed to create heating and cooling zones, and low 
energy lighting.  Therefore, long-term operational impacts would be less than significant. 
 
4.3.c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for 

which the Project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed 
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed previously, the Project would not result in short- 
or long-term air quality impacts.  Therefore, cumulative construction and operational impacts 
associated with Project implementation would be less than significant.  Also refer to Responses 
4.3.a and 4.3.b, above. 
 
4.3.d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed above, the Project would involve 
reconstruction/restoration of a single-family residence, and would not result in construction 
activities or operations capable of producing emissions in excess of the SCAQMD thresholds.  
Due to extensive termite damage and dry rot in the existing framing, the structure would require 
fumigation using Vikane Gas Fumigant.  During application, the building would be enclosed in a 
tight tent and filled with the gas for a period of time, usually at least 16 to 18 hours, sometimes 
as long as 72 hours.  The building would then be ventilated, generally for at least six hours, 
before occupants can enter.  Reentry to the home would be allowed when the concentration 



 City of Long Beach 
 2810 East 1st Street Project Environmental Impact Report 
 
 
 

  
 

Public Review Draft  May 2013 8-7 Effects Found Not To Be Significant 

level is at or below five (5) parts per million (ppm).  Therefore, the proposed fumigation activities 
would not expose receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.  Impacts in this regard would 
be less than significant. 
 
4.3.e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, land 
uses associated with odor complaints typically include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment 
plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and 
fiberglass molding.  The Project involves a residential use and does not include any uses 
identified by the SCAQMD as being associated with odors.  Construction activities associated 
with the Project would include the restoration of an existing structure which would not result in 
odor impacts.  Therefore, Project implementation would not create objectionable odors affecting 
a substantial number of people. 
 
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 
 
4.4.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 regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
 

No Impact.  The Project site is located within an urbanized residential area and does not 
contain candidate, sensitive, or special status species or habitat that would support such 
species.  The Project site is currently developed with partially demolished residential and garage 
structures.  Project implementation would not have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on any species identified as candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species. 
 
4.4.b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive 

natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or 
by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

 
No Impact.  The Project site is currently developed with partially demolished residential and 
garage structures.  No riparian habitats or sensitive natural communities are present on the 
Project site.  Project implementation would not have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community. 
 
4.4.c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined 

by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means? 
 

No Impact.  The Project site is currently developed with partially demolished residential and 
garage structures, and no federally protected wetlands are present; refer to Responses 4.4.a 
and 4.4.b, above.  Therefore, Project implementation would not have a substantial adverse 
effect on federally protected wetlands.  
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4.4.d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory 
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? 
 

No Impact.  Refer to Response 4.4(a) above.  The Project area does not contain habitat to 
support any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species.  The Project would not interfere 
with the movement of fish or wildlife.   
 
4.4.e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, 

such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? 
 

No Impact.  No sensitive biological resources are located on the Project site.  No policies or 
ordinances pertaining to biological resources are applicable to the Project other than Municipal 
Code Chapter 14.28, Trees and Shrubs.  Chapter 14.28 contains regulations on tree and shrub 
planting, removal, and maintenance, and the protection of trees located along a street, alley, 
court, or other public place during construction activities.  Project implementation would not 
disturb City trees or shrub planting within areas of public right-of-way.  Thus, Project 
implementation would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources. 
 
4.4.f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 

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

No Impact.  Project implementation would not conflict with any adopted Habitat Conservation 
Plans, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plans, since no such plans apply to the Project area. 
 
CULTURAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 
 
4.5.b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological 

resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15064.5? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  There are no known designated archaeological resources 
present on the Project site.  Additionally, the Project site has historically been developed with a 
single-family residence and is surrounded by urban/developed land that has been permanently 
altered due to the construction of below and aboveground improvements (i.e., buildings, parking 
lots, hardscapes, and utilities, etc.).  The Project site has already been subject to extensive 
disruption and may contain artificial fill materials.  Given the highly disturbed condition of the 
site, the potential for ground-disturbing activities to impact an as yet unidentified archeological 
resource is considered remote.  Therefore, Project implementation would result in a less than 
significant impact involving an adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource. 
 
4.5.c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 

unique geologic feature? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Refer to Response 4.5.b, above.  No unique geologic feature 
is present on the Project site.  Given the highly disturbed condition of the site, the potential for 
ground-disturbing activities to impact an as yet unidentified paleontological resource is 
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considered remote.  Therefore, Project implementation would result in a less than significant 
impact involving its potential to directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource. 
 
4.5.d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 

cemeteries? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Given the highly disturbed condition of the site, the potential 
for Project implementation to disturb any human remains is remote.  Additionally, no conditions 
exist that suggest human remains are likely to be found during Project construction activities.  
Nevertheless, if human remains were found, those remains would require proper treatment in 
accordance with applicable laws.  Public Resources Code Section 5097, et seq., and Health 
and Safety Code Sections 7050.5-7055 describe the general provisions regarding human 
remains, including the requirements if any human remains are accidentally discovered during 
excavation of a site.  The requirements and procedures set forth in Public Resources Code 
Section 5097.98 would be implemented if human remains are discovered, including notification 
of the County Coroner, notification of the Native American Heritage Commission, and 
consultation with the individual identified by the Native American Heritage Commission to be the 
“most likely descendant.”  If human remains are found during excavation, excavation must stop 
in the vicinity of the find and any area that is reasonably suspected to overly adjacent remains 
until the County coroner investigates and the remains have been investigated and appropriate 
recommendations have been made for the treatment and disposition of the remains.  
Compliance with applicable law regarding human remains, including those interred outside of 
formal cemeteries, would result in less than significant environmental impacts. 
 
GEOLOGY AND SOILS.  Would the project: 
 
4.6.a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 

the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 
 

4.6.a.1. 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.  Seismically induced ground rupture is defined as the physical displacement of 
surface deposits in response to an earthquake’s seismic waves.  Ground rupture is most likely 
along active faults, and typically occurs during earthquakes of magnitude five or higher.  Ground 
rupture only affects the area immediately adjacent to a fault.  
 
The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act was passed in 1972 to mitigate the hazard of 
surface faulting to structures for human occupancy.  The Act’s main purpose is to prevent the 
construction of buildings used for human occupancy on the surface trace of active faults.  The 
Act requires the State Geologist to establish regulatory zones, known as “Alquist Priolo (AP) 
Earthquake Fault Zones,” around the surface traces of active faults and to issue appropriate 
maps.  If an active fault is found, a structure for human occupancy cannot be placed over the 
trace of the fault and must be set back from the fault (typically 50 feet).  The Project site is not 
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affected by a State-designated AP Earthquake Fault Zone.2 Therefore, Project implementation 
would not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects involving rupture 
of a known earthquake fault. 
 
4.6.a.2. Strong seismic ground shaking? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  The City of Long Beach is located within a seismically active 
region that commonly experiences strong ground shaking from earthquakes along active faults.  
Regional faults that are significant to the City are outlined in the General Plan Seismic Safety 
Element, Table 3, Characteristics and Estimated Maximum Earthquakes for Faults Considered 
for City of Long Beach SSE, and illustrated in Plate 1, Earthquake Epicenter and Fault Map of 
Southern California.  As indicated on General Plan Table 3 and Plate 1, the most significant 
fault in the City is the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone, which includes the Cherry Hill Fault, the 
Northeast Flank Fault, and the Reservoir Hill Fault.  The Palos Verdes Fault is another 
significant fault near the City.  Thus, the Project site could experience strong seismic ground 
shaking from the Newport-Inglewood Fault, the Palos Verdes Fault or faults located elsewhere 
in the region.  The intensity of ground shaking at the Project site would depend upon the 
magnitude of the earthquake, distance to the epicenter and the geology of the area between the 
epicenter and the Project site.   

 
The City has adopted the 2007 Edition of the California Building, Mechanical, Plumbing, and 
Electric Codes into the Long Beach Building Codes contained in Municipal Code Title 18, 
Buildings and Construction.  Also adopted into Title 18 is Part 8 of the California Building 
Standards Code, which is commonly known as the State Historic Building Code.  Special 
regulations for qualified historic buildings that provide alternate methods are included in this 
Code, in order to ensure that historic buildings comply with the intent of the Code, while 
retaining those aspects of the building integral to its historic character.  The Project must adhere 
to standard engineering practices and design criteria relative to seismic and geologic hazards, 
in accordance with Municipal Code Title 18 and standard engineering practices.  Compliance 
with Municipal Code Title 18 would be verified through the City’s development review process, 
which would ensure that Project implementation would not expose people or structures to 
potential substantial adverse effects involving strong seismic ground shaking. 
 
4.6.a.3. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

 
No Impact.  Liquefaction is a seismically induced form of ground failure.  Liquefaction takes 
place when granular materials that are saturated by water loose strength and transform from a 
solid to a liquid state.  Liquefaction generally occurs during significant earthquake activity.  
Structures located on soils such as silt or sand may experience significant damage during an 
earthquake due to the instability of structural foundations and the moving earth.  General Plan 
Seismic Safety Element, Plate 7, Liquefaction Potential Areas, illustrates the four potential 
liquefaction hazard zones in the City.  As illustrated on Plate 7, the Project site is located within 
an area characterized as having a minimal potential for liquefaction.  Further, according to the 
State of California Department of Conservation, the Project site is not located within an area 
susceptible to liquefaction.3  Therefore, Project implementation would not expose people or 
                                                

2 State of California Website, Department of Conservation California Geological Survey, Regional Geologic 
& Hazards Mapping Program - Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, http://www.consrv.ca.gov/ 
cgs/rghm/ap/Pages/preliminary_maps.aspx, Accessed January 22, 2013.  

 
3 State of California Website, Department of Conservation California Geological Survey, State of California 

Seismic Hazard Zones, Long Beach Quadrangle, Official Map, Released March 25, 1999.   

http://www.consrv.ca.gov/
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structures to potential substantial adverse effects involving seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction. 
 
4.6.a.4. Landslides?   

 
No Impact.  Topography within the Project area is relatively flat and void of any features 
capable of producing a landslide.  According to the General Plan Seismic Safety Element, Plate 
9, Slope Stability Study Areas, the Project area is not located an area of relatively steep slopes.  
Since the Project area is relatively flat, the risk of landslides at the site is considered very low.  
Therefore, Project implementation would not expose people or structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects involving landslides.   
 
4.6.b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Due to the scope and nature of the Project and surrounding 
area, the Project would not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.  
Notwithstanding, as concluded in Response 4.9.a, the Project’s construction activities must 
comply with Municipal Code Chapter 18.74 requirements, which would further minimize soil 
erosion and loss of topsoil. 
 
4.6.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 an on-site or off-
site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 
 

No Impact.  Refer to Responses 4.6.a.3 and 4.6.a.4.  According to the General Plan, large 
scale subsidence, mostly related to petroleum production from the Wilmington Oil Field, has 
taken place in the Long Beach Harbor area.  The Project site is not located within an area 
identified as being susceptible to subsidence.  Lateral spreading involves the dislocation of the 
near surface soils generally along a near-surface liquefiable layer.  In many cases, this 
phenomenon of shallow landsliding occurs on relatively flat or gently sloping ground adjacent to 
a “free face,” such as a river embankment.  The Project site is not located within an area 
susceptible to lateral spreading.  Therefore, the Project would not be located on a geologic unit 
or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable. 
 
4.6.d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the California 

Building Code (2004), creating substantial risks to life or property? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Expansive soils are clay-rich soils that can undergo a 
significant increase in volume with increased water content and a significant decrease in volume 
with a decrease in water content.  Significant changes in moisture content within moderately to 
highly expansive soil can produce cracking differential heave, and other adverse impacts to 
structures constructed on such soils.  The City of Long Beach has been subdivided into four 
predominant soil profiles (General Plan Seismic Safety Element, Plate 3, Soil Profiles).  As 
indicated on Plate 3, the Project site is located in an area designated as Profile D, which is 
described as containing “predominantly cohesionless, granular non-marine terrace deposits 
overlying Pleistocene granular marine sediments at shallow depths; includes adjacent beach 
areas.”  Therefore, the Project would not be located on expansive soil or create substantial risks 
to life or property in this regard. 
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4.6.e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of waste water? 

 
No Impact.  Sewers are available for disposal of wastewater generated by the Project.  
Accordingly, septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems would not be required or 
permitted. 
 
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.  Would the project: 
 
4.7.a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may 

have a significant impact on the environment? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.   
 
Global Climate Change  
 
California is a substantial contributor of global greenhouse gases (GHGs), emitting over 400 
million tons of carbon dioxide (CO2) per year.4  Climate studies indicate that California is likely to 
see an increase of three to four degrees Fahrenheit (ºF) over the next century.  Methane is also 
an important GHG that potentially contributes to global climate change.  GHGs are global in 
their effect, which is to increase the earth’s ability to absorb heat in the atmosphere.  As primary 
GHGs have a long lifetime in the atmosphere, accumulate over time, and are generally well-
mixed, their impact on the atmosphere is mostly independent of the point of emission.   
 
The impact of human activities on global climate change is apparent in the observational record.  
Air trapped by ice has been extracted from core samples taken from polar ice sheets to 
determine the global atmospheric variation of CO2, methane (CH4), and nitrous oxide (N2O) from 
before the start of industrialization (approximately 1750), to over 650,000 years ago.  For that 
period, it was found that CO2 concentrations ranged from 180 parts per million (ppm) to 300 
ppm.  For the period from approximately 1750 to the present, global CO2 concentrations 
increased from a pre-industrialization period concentration of 280 ppm to 379 ppm in 2005, with 
the 2005 value far exceeding the upper end of the pre-industrial period range. 
 
Regulations and Significance Criteria 
 
The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) constructed several emission 
trajectories of GHGs needed to stabilize global temperatures and climate change impacts.  It 
concluded that a stabilization of GHGs at 400 to 450 ppm carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2eq)5 
concentration is required to keep global mean warming below 2 degrees Celsius (ºC), which in 
turn is assumed to be necessary to avoid dangerous climate change. 
 
Executive Order S-3-05 was issued in June 2005, which established the following GHG 
emission reduction targets: 
 

                                                
4 California Energy Commission, Inventory of California Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks:  1990 to 

2004, 2006. 
 
5 Carbon Dioxide Equivalent (CO2eq) – A metric measure used to compare the emissions from various 

greenhouse gases based upon their global warming potential.   
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 2010: Reduce GHG emissions to 2000 levels; 
 2020: Reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels; and 
 2050: Reduce GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels. 

 
Assembly Bill (AB) 32 requires that the California Air Resources Board (CARB) determine what 
the statewide GHG emissions level was in 1990, and approve a statewide GHG emissions limit 
that is equivalent to that level, to be achieved by 2020.  CARB has approved a 2020 emissions 
limit of 427 million metric tons (MMT) of CO2eq.  
 
Due to the nature of global climate change, it is not anticipated that any single development 
project would have a substantial effect on global climate change.  In actuality, GHG emissions 
from the Project would combine with emissions emitted across California, the United States, and 
the world to cumulatively contribute to global climate change.  
 
In June 2008, the California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) published a 
Technical Advisory, which provides informal guidance for public agencies as they address the 
issue of climate change in CEQA documents.6  This is assessed by determining whether a 
proposed project is consistent with or obstructs the 39 Recommended Actions identified by 
CARB in its Climate Change Scoping Plan which includes nine Early Action Measures 
(qualitative approach).  The Attorney General’s Mitigation Measures identify areas were GHG 
emissions reductions can be achieved in order to achieve the goals of AB 32.  As set forth in the 
OPR Technical Advisory and in the proposed amendments to the CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.4, this analysis examines whether the Project’s GHG emissions are significant based on 
a qualitative and performance based standard (Proposed CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.4(a)(1) and (2)).   
 
It is noted that at this time, the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) does 
not have an adopted threshold of significance for residential projects or construction GHG 
emissions.   
 
Project-Related Sources of Greenhouse Gases   
 
Project-related GHG emissions generally include emissions from direct and indirect sources.  
Direct GHG emissions include emissions from construction activities and mobile sources, while 
indirect sources include emissions from electricity consumption, water demand, and solid waste 
generation.  
 
The Project proposes to restore an existing residential structure.  The Project would not require 
extensive construction activities as it plans to utilize over 90 percent of the existing on-site 
materials.  The Project would not require earthwork activities or the use of heavy equipment 
capable of producing quantifiable GHG emissions.  Additionally, the restoration Project would 
not result in additional operational vehicle trips or mobile source emissions or an increased 
amount of indirect emissions.  As described in Section 2.3, Project Characteristics, the Project 
would be designed to create heating and cooling zones, and low energy lighting, which would in 
turn reduce energy consumption and associated GHG emissions.  Therefore, the Project would 
not generate GHG emissions that could adversely affect the environment.  Impacts would be 
less than significant. 

                                                
6 Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, CEQA and Climate Change: Addressing Climate Change 

Through California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Review, 2008.  
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4.7.b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose 
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  No applicable plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the 
purpose of reducing GHG emissions apply to the Project area.  Therefore, the Project would not 
conflict with an adopted plan, policy, or regulation pertaining to GHGs.  Also, the Project would 
result not in substantial construction-related or operational GHG emissions.  The Project would 
not hinder the State’s GHG reduction goals established by AB 32; therefore, a less than 
significant impact would occur in this regard. 
 
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.  Would the project: 
 
4.8.a. 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 not involve the routine transport, use or 
disposal of hazardous materials.  Further, the Project would not involve handling hazardous 
materials or the generation of hazardous emissions.  Therefore, the Project would not create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment in this regard.     
 
4.8.b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 

reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project involves reconstruction of a residence that is 
entirely surrounded by other residential uses.  Given the historic and present uses of the site, as 
well as the surrounding land uses, Project implementation would not create a significant hazard 
to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions 
involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment.  Refer to Response 4.3.d for 
a discussion of potential impacts involving the use of Vikane Gas Fumigant. 
 
4.8.c. 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 Project involves reconstruction of a single-family residence, which would not 
emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or 
waste.  Moreover, the Project site is not located within one-quarter mile of a school.  The 
nearest school to the Project site is the Horace Mann Childhood Development Center and Mann 
Elementary School, located approximately 0.3-mile northeast of the Project site.  Therefore, no 
impact would occur as a result of Project implementation.   
 
4.8.d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites 

compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment? 

 
No Impact.  The Project site is not located on a list of hazardous materials sites and would not 
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment. 
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4.8.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.  In compliance with legislative requirements, the Los Angeles County Airport Land 
Use Commission (ALUC) prepared the Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP) 
(Revised December 1, 2004).  The ALUP provides for the orderly expansion of Los Angeles 
County’s public use airports and the areas surrounding them.  It is also intended to provide for 
the adoption of land use measures that will minimize the public’s exposure to excessive noise 
and safety hazards.  In formulating the ALUP, the Los Angeles County ALUC established 
provisions for safety, noise insulation, and the regulation of building height within areas adjacent 
to each of the County’s public airports. 
 
The ALUC adopted planning boundaries for each of the public use airports in Los Angeles 
County.  The planning boundaries delineate areas subject to noise impacts and safety hazards 
(height restriction areas and approach surface and runway protection zones [RPZ]).  Within 
these boundaries, certain proposed local actions must be submitted to the ALUC for review.  
The airport influence area maps illustrate the planning boundaries, RPZs, and 65 and 70 CNEL 
noise contours.  
 
The nearest public airport (Long Beach Municipal Airport) is located approximately 2.5-mile 
north of the Project area.  According to the Long Beach Airport - Airport Influence Area Map,7 
the Project site is situated outside of the Long Beach Airport Planning Area Boundary/Airport 
Influence Area.  Therefore, Project implementation would not result in an airport-related safety 
hazard for people residing or working at the Project site.  
 
4.8.f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the Project result in 

a safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project area? 
 
No Impact.  The Project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or related 
facilities.  Therefore, the Project would not result in an airstrip-related safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the Project area?   
 
4.8.g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 
 

No Impact.  The City’s Natural Hazards Mitigation Plan (October 2004) includes resources and 
information to assist residents and others interested in participating in planning for natural 
hazards.  The plan provides a list of activities that may assist the City in reducing risk and 
preventing loss from future natural hazard events.  The plan addresses multi-hazard issues, 
earthquakes, flooding, earth movement, windstorms, and tsunamis.  The Project is not 
anticipated to result in any roadway closures or interfere with emergency response or 
evacuation to and from the area.  Additionally, all proposed improvements would occur within 
the limits of the Project site.   

 

                                                
7 County of Los Angeles Website, Department of Regional Planning, Los Angeles County Airport Land Use 

Commission, Long Beach Airport - Airport Influence Area Map, http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/ 
upl/project/aluc_airport-long-beach.pdf, Accessed January 22, 2013. 

http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/
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4.8.h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized 
areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands? 
 

No Impact.  The Project site is located within an urban area and not adjacent to wildlands.  
Therefore, Project implementation would not expose people or structures to a significant risk 
involving wildland fires. 
 
HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.  Would the project: 
 
4.9.a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Impacts related to water quality range over three different 
periods:  
 

 During the earthwork and construction phase, when the potential for erosion, siltation, 
and sedimentation would be the greatest; 
 

 Following construction, before the establishment of ground cover, when the erosion 
potential may remain relatively high; and 

 
 Following completion of the Project, when impacts related to sedimentation would 

decrease markedly, but those associated with urban runoff would increase. 
 
A reduction of permeable surfaces would be considered a water quality impact, as permeable 
surfaces allow for rain and runoff to infiltrate into the ground.  Infiltration both reduces the 
amount of flow that is capable of washing off additional pollutants and filter water removing 
potential pollutants.  These changes have the potential to affect long-term water quality.  
 
The Project proposes to reconstruct a single-family residence and garage.  The Project involves 
land-disturbing activity on an already developed site that results in the replacement of 
approximately 5,156 square feet of impervious surface area, which would have a footprint 
identical to that of previous lot improvements.  Project implementation would not result in a 
reduction of permeable surfaces, since the proposed conditions would be similar to existing 
conditions.  Thus, the water quality issues of concern would involve stormwater and nuisance 
water runoff associated with construction and operation of the single-family residence.   
 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
 
As part of Clean Water Act § 402, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
promulgated regulations under the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
program to control direct storm water discharges for construction activities disturbing one acre 
or more of land.  In California, the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) administers 
the NPDES permitting program and is responsible for developing NPDES permitting 
requirements.  The NPDES program regulates industrial pollutant discharges, which include 
construction activities.  The SWRCB works in coordination with the Regional Water Quality 
Control Boards (RWQCB) to preserve, protect, enhance, and restore water quality.  The City is 
within the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles RWQCB (LARWQCB). 
 



 City of Long Beach 
 2810 East 1st Street Project Environmental Impact Report 
 
 
 

  
 

Public Review Draft  May 2013 8-17 Effects Found Not To Be Significant 

Short-Term Construction 
 
NPDES.  Dischargers whose projects disturb one or more acres of soil or whose projects disturb 
less than one acre but are part of a larger common plan of development that in total disturbs 
one or more acres, are required to obtain coverage under the General Permit for Discharges of 
Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity Construction General Permit Order 2009-
0009-DWQ.8  The Project would disturb less than projects disturb one acre of soil, thus, is not 
subject to compliance with the General Construction Permit requirements.   
 
Municipal Code Requirements.  The purpose of Municipal Code Chapter 18.61, NPDES and 
SUSMP Regulations, is to provide regulations and give legal effect to certain requirements of 
the NPDES permit issued to the City of Long Beach, and the subsequent requirements of the 
Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP), mandated by the LARWQCB.  The 
intent of these regulations is to effectively prohibit nonstorm water discharges into the storm 
drain systems or watercourses and to require controls to reduce the discharge of pollutants into 
the storm water to the maximum extent practicable.  
 
According to Municipal Code Section 18.61.050, Development Construction, prior to issuance of 
any building or grading permit for any project, the construction plans shall include features 
meeting the construction activities BMPs (CA-10 through CA-12, CA-20, CA-21 and CA-23, and 
CA-30 through CA-32) and the applicable provisions of the erosion and sediment control BMPs 
(ESC-1 through ESC-56) published in the “California Storm Water Best Management Practice 
Handbooks (Construction Activity) (1993),” and BMP (CD-4(2)) of the “Caltrans Storm Water 
Quality Handbooks, Construction Contractor’s Guide and Specifications (1997),” to ensure that 
every construction site meets the requirement of these regulations during the time of 
construction.  The project’s construction activities must comply with Municipal Code Chapter 
18.74 requirements, which would reduce the Project’s construction-related impacts to water 
quality to less than significant. 
 
Long-Term Operations 
 
NPDES.  The Municipal Storm Water Permitting Program regulates storm water discharges 
from municipal separate storm sewer (drain) systems (MS4s).  These permits are issued to a 
group of co-permittees encompassing an entire metropolitan area or to a single permittee (such 
as the City of Long Beach).  The MS4 permits require the discharger to develop and implement 
a Storm Water Management Plan/Program with the goal of reducing the discharge of pollutants 
to the maximum extent practicable (MEP).  MEP is the performance standard specified in Clean 
Water Act Section 402(p).  The management programs specify what BMPs must be used to 
address certain program areas.  The program areas include public education and outreach; illicit 
discharge detection and elimination; construction and post-construction; and good 
housekeeping for municipal operations.  
 
The City of Long Beach (or Permittee) discharges or contributes to discharges of storm water 
and urban runoff from municipal separate storm sewer systems (MS4s), also called storm drain 
systems, into receiving waters of the Los Angeles Basin.  On March 22, 1999, the Permittee 
submitted a Report of Waste Discharge (ROWD) as an application for issuance of waste 
discharge requirements and a NPDES Permit.  Municipal storm water discharges from the 

                                                
8 State of California Water Quality Control Board Website, http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/ 

programs/stormwater/construction.shtml, Accessed January 22, 2013. 

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/
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Permittee’s storm drain systems are regulated under waste discharge requirements contained in 
Order No. 99-0609 (NPDES Permit No. CAS004003 (CI 8052), Waste Discharge Requirements 
for Municipal Storm Water and Urban Runoff Discharges Within City of Long Beach), which was 
adopted June 30, 1999.  The MS4 Permit Order provides the waste discharge requirements for 
MS4 discharges within the City’s watershed.  
 
The ROWD includes the Long Beach Storm Water Management Program (LBSWMP) (among 
other components).  The LBSWMP consists of several distinct elements, including the Program 
Management element and Development Planning/Construction Program element, among 
others.  The MS4 Permit Order requires that the LBSWMP be implemented to reduce the 
discharges of pollutants in storm water to the MEP.  The MS4 Permit Order also specifies that 
the Permittee (City) must require that Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plans (SUSMP) 
be prepared for various types of projects including home subdivisions of 10 to 99 units or 
greater.  The Project involves one residential unit, thus, would not require preparation of a 
SUSMP.  
 
Municipal Code Requirements.  The Project is subject to compliance with Municipal Code 
Chapter 18.74, Low Impact Development Standards, which addresses water quality by requiring 
the use of low impact development (LID) standards in the planning and construction of 
development projects.  LID standards improve the quality of receiving waters, protect the Los 
Angeles and San Gabriel River watersheds, maintain natural drainage paths, and protect 
potable water supplies within the City.  The LID objective of controlling and maintaining flow rate 
is addressed through land development and storm water management techniques that imitate 
the natural hydrology (or movement of water) found on the site.  Using site design and best 
management practices that allow for storage and retention, infiltration, filtering, and flowrate 
adjustments achieve the goals of LID, advances sustainability and reduces the overall cost of 
storm water management.  The use of engineered systems, structural devices, and vegetated 
natural designs distributes storm water and urban runoff across a development site maximizing 
the effectiveness of LID.  
 
The provisions of Municipal Code Section 18.74.030, LID Requirements and Applicability, set 
forth the requirements for and apply to all new Development and Redevelopment projects in the 
City.  Section 18.74.030.B, LID Requirements for New Development or Redevelopment 
Projects, specifies the following regarding residential developments of four units or less: 
 

For new development less than 1 acre, or if redevelopment alters at least fifty percent 
(50%) or more of the impervious surfaces of an existing developed site, comply with the 
standards and requirements of this Chapter and implement at least two (2) adequately 
sized LID BMP alternatives from the LID Best Management Practices Manual.  

 
Compliance with the LID standards of Municipal Code Chapter 18.74 shall be demonstrated 
through a LID plan review.  The Permit Applicant is required to submit an LID plan for review to 
the Department of Development Services.  The LID plan shall demonstrate how the Project will 
meet the standards and requirements of Chapter 18.74 and of the LID Best Management 
Practices Manual; refer to Municipal Code Section 18.74.040, LID Plan Review. 
 

                                                
9 City of Long Beach Website, http://www.longbeach.gov/civica/filebank/blobdload.asp?BlobID=27766, 

Accessed January 23, 2013.  

http://www.longbeach.gov/civica/filebank/blobdload.asp?BlobID=27766
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Low Impact Development (LID) Best Management Practices (BMP) Design Manual.10  
According to the LID BMP Design Manual, small scale residential development projects (4 units 
and less) include all projects that add or replace impervious area by 500 square feet or more.  
The majority of these projects are not required to complete formal hydrologic analysis.  
According to the Design Manual, redevelopment less than 1.0 acre is required to implement 
adequately-sized LID BMP alternatives.  The following LID BMPs have been established as 
prescriptive LID improvement features to be employed on a qualifying small‐scale project.  
Applicants may choose from two or more of the prescriptive BMPs to comply with the ordinance.  
Any remaining runoff that cannot feasibly be managed onsite must be mitigated by paying an 
offsite runoff mitigation fee in the manner and amount set forth in the schedule of fees and 
charges established by City Council resolution pursuant to Municipal Code Section 18.74.050.B.  
The prescriptive small scale BMPs are:  
 

1. Rain Barrels & Small Cisterns; 
2. Permeable Pavements (or Porous Pavement Systems);  
3. Planter Boxes;  
4. Rain Gardens;  
5. Dry Wells; and  
6. Tree Planting. 

 
Overall, the Project must meet the requirements of the MS4 Permit Order issued by the 
LARWQCB for the City of Long Beach, LBSWMP, and Municipal Code Chapter 18.74, which 
includes the LID BMP Design Manual requirements.  Compliance with this established 
regulatory framework would reduce the Project’s long-term impacts to water quality to less than 
significant levels. 
 
4.9.b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 

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

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  As concluded in Response 4.17.b, Project implementation 
would generate a nominal increase in water demand.  Therefore, Project implementation would 
not substantially deplete groundwater supplies.  Additionally, the Project would not interfere with 
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of 
the local groundwater table level, since it is not located within a groundwater recharge area.  
Project implementation would result in a less than significant impact involving groundwater 
supplies. 
 
4.9.c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 

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

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Project implementation would not reduce the onsite permeable 
surfaces, since the proposed conditions would be similar to existing conditions.  Additionally, 
compliance with Municipal Code Chapter 18.74 requirements that specify BMPs, would 

                                                
10 City of Long Beach Website, Low Impact Development (LID) Best Management Practices (BMP) Design 

Manual, http://www.lbds.info/civica/filebank/blobdload.asp?BlobID=3855, Accessed March 20, 2013. 

http://www.lbds.info/civica/filebank/blobdload.asp?BlobID=3855
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minimize erosion/siltation and ensure less than significant impacts to water quality; refer also to 
Response 4.9.a above.  Therefore, Project implementation would not substantially alter the 
site’s drainage pattern, or the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in 
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site.  
 
4.9.d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 

through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result 
in flooding on- or off-site? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  The City’s storm water collection system includes catch 
basins, drainage basins, pumping stations, and force mains.  The drainage areas where the 
Project site is located are collected by the City’s drainage systems that connect to local pump 
stations. 
 
As concluded in Response 4.9.a above, Project implementation would not reduce the 
permeable surfaces, since the proposed conditions would be similar to existing conditions.  
Moreover, the Project site has historically been developed with a single-family residential use 
that was a contributing source of storm water in the area.  Thus, Project implementation would 
not create or contribute runoff water which would result in flooding on- or off-site or exceed the 
capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems.  
 
4.9.e. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing 

or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Refer to Responses 4.9.a and 4.9.d. 
 
4.9.f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Refer to Response 4.9.a. 
 
4.9.g. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal 

Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map? 

 
No Impact.  Flood hazard areas identified on the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) are 
identified as a Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA).  A Special Flood Hazard Area is defined as 
the area that will be inundated by the flood event having a one (1) percent chance of being 
equaled or exceeded in any given year.  The one-percent annual chance flood is also referred 
to as the base flood or 100-year flood.  
 
The Project site is located in Zone X (unshaded), according to the City of Long Beach Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Zones Map (September 26, 2008).11 Zone X 
(unshaded) is an area of minimal flood hazard.  It includes the areas located outside the Special 
Flood Hazard Area and higher than the elevation of the 0.2-percent-annual-chance (or 500-
year) flood.  The Project site is not located within a Special Flood Hazard Area.  Therefore, 

                                                
11 City of Long Beach Website, http://www.longbeach.gov/civica/filebank/blobdload.asp?BlobID=23152, 

Accessed January 23, 2013. 

http://www.longbeach.gov/civica/filebank/blobdload.asp?BlobID=23152
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Project implementation would not place housing or other structures within a Special Flood 
Hazard Area.  
 
4.9.h. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or 

redirect flood flows? 
 
No Impact.  Refer to Response 4.9.g.  
 
4.9.i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 

involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or 
dam? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project site is not located within the inundation area of a 
levee or dam, or the City’s coastal areas that are subject to coastal storm surges.  Therefore, 
Project implementation would not expose people or structures to a significant risk involving 
flooding associated with the failure of a levee or dam. 
 
LAND USE AND PLANNING.  Would the project: 
 
4.10.a. Physically divide an established community? 

 
No Impact.  Due to the built-out nature of the surrounding area, and since all proposed 
improvements would occur within the property limits, Project implementation would not 
physically divide an established community. 
 
4.10.b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency 

with jurisdiction over the Project (including, but not limited to the general plan, 
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact. 
 
Long Beach General Plan 
 
The Project site is designated Land Use District (LUD) 2, Mixed Style Homes District.  The 
General Plan Land Use Element (April 1997) describes this district at follows: 
 

This land use district recognizes that there are large areas of the City with a mixture of 
low density housing types, such as single-family homes, duplexes…..  
 
The purpose of this district, then, is to maintain the present situation, not to attempt to 
convert the areas to a single-family density, or to permit the areas to advance in density 
to that of the densest housing prevalent in the districts….. 

 
The Project proposes restoration/reconstruction of the partially demolished single-family 
residence that exists on the property.  The Project would “maintain the present situation” and 
existing density, thus, would comply with the General Plan’s intended use for the LUD 2, Mixed 
Style Homes District.   
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The Project site is also located within the Bluff Park Neighborhood, which is defined largely by 
the Historic District it encompasses (Bluff Park Historic District).  The relevant neighborhood 
policies are summarized below. 
 

 Land Use:  This distinct Historic District should retain its single-family home profile. 
 

 Design Controls/Architectural Compatibility:  Architectural controls are necessary and 
must be retained.  This will be assured by the Cultural Heritage Commission, which has 
design approval authority in this district. 
 

The Project proposes restoration/reconstruction of the partially demolished single-family 
residence that exists on the property, thereby retaining the District’s single-family home profile.  
Additionally, as discussed in the Municipal Code Chapter 2.63, Cultural Heritage Commission 
Ordinance Section, which follows, the Cultural Heritage Commission would review the design of 
the proposed restoration/reconstruction.  Review by the Cultural Heritage Commission would 
ensure for architectural compatibility with the District.  Therefore, the Project would not conflict 
with the relevant Bluff Park Neighborhood policies and a less than significant impact would 
occur in this regard. 
 
Long Beach Municipal Code  
 
Municipal Code Chapter 2.63, Cultural Heritage Commission Ordinance.  The Cultural Heritage 
Commission Ordinance is the primary tool used to protect historic resources in Long Beach.  
The Ordinance was adopted to protect, enhance, and perpetuate areas, districts, buildings, and 
other structures, which provide significant examples of architectural styles of the past.  In 
general, the Cultural Heritage Ordinance provides for the establishment of a Cultural Heritage 
Commission and establishes procedures for reviewing proposed work on designated landmarks 
or properties within landmark districts (Certificate of Appropriateness).   
 
The Project site is located within the Bluff Park Historic District, one of Long Beach’s 17 
designated historic districts.  According to Municipal Code Section 2.63.070, no person owning, 
renting or occupying property which is situated in a designated landmark district, shall make any 
environmental change to such property unless a certificate of appropriateness has been issued 
authorizing such environmental change.  The Cultural Heritage Commission is responsible for 
considering and issuing the Certificates of Appropriateness.  The Cultural Heritage Commission 
would review the proposed restoration/reconstruction and issue or deny a Certificate of 
Appropriateness.  The Certificate would be issued only if it is determined that the proposed 
change (Municipal Code Section 2.63.040.B): 
 

 Will not adversely affect any significant historical, cultural, architectural or aesthetic 
feature of the concerned property or of the landmark district in which it is located and 
that issuance of the Certificate is consistent with the spirit and intent of Chapter 2.63;  
 

 The proposed change is consistent with or compatible with the architectural period of the 
building; and  
 

 The proposed change is compatible in architectural style with existing adjacent 
contributing structures in a historic landmark district. 
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Municipal Code Chapter 21.31, Residential Districts.  The Project site is zoned Two-family 
Residential, Large Lot (R-2-L) District.  According to Municipal Code Section 21.31.020.J, the R-
2-L District is a two-family residential district with large lots.  Municipal Code Table 31-1 
indicates all uses permitted within the R-2-L District and indicates the proposed single-family 
residence is a permitted use.  Additionally, Municipal Code Table 31-2A outlines the R-2-L 
District residential development standards, which regulate land use compatibility factors 
pertaining to the following: 
 

 Units Per Lot;  
 Lot Area Per Unit;  
 Minimum Lot Area; 
 Minimum Lot Width; 
 Minimum Yard Setbacks;  
 Maximum Height; 
 Maximum Lot Coverage; and  
 Minimum Usable Open Space. 

 
The Project must comply with the development standards established for the R-2-L District and 
any other relevant standards for residential uses.  
 
Municipal Code Chapter 16.52, Public Facilities and Historic Landmarks.  The City’s designated 
historic landmarks are listed in this Chapter; the residence that exists on the Project site, and 
the Bluff Park Historic District where the site is located, are not designated landmarks.   
 
Compliance with the residential development standards, which will be verified through the City’s 
discretionary review process, and review by the Cultural Heritage Commission, would ensure 
compatibility with adjacent uses and the overall Bluff Park Historic District.  Therefore, the 
Project would not conflict with the Municipal Code and a less than significant impact would 
occur in this regard. 
 
4.10.c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 

conservation plan? 
 

No Impact.  The Project site is not located within the jurisdiction of a habitat conservation plan 
or natural community conservation plan; refer also to Response 4.4.f.  Therefore, Project 
implementation would not conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural 
community conservation plan. 
 
4.9.j. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 
 
No Impact.  A seiche is an earthquake or slide-induced wave that can be generated in an 
enclosed body of water of any size from swimming pool, to a harbor, or lake.  There is no 
enclosed body of water that is located in the vicinity of the Project site.  
 
A tsunami is a sea wave generated by an earthquake, landslide, volcanic eruption, or even by a 
large meteor hitting the ocean.  An event such as an earthquake creates a large displacement 
of water resulting in a rise or mounding at the ocean surface that moves away from this center 
as a sea wave.  Tsunamis generally affect coastal communities and low-lying (low-elevation) 
river valleys in the vicinity of the coast.  Buildings closest to the ocean and near sea level are 
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most at jeopardy.  According to the California Geological Survey Los Angeles County Tsunami 
Inundation Maps,12 the Project site is not located within a tsunami inundation area.  
 
Potential risk from mudflow (i.e., mudslide, debris flow) does not exist within the Project area, as 
steep slopes are not located on or in proximity to the Project site.  
 
Therefore, Project implementation would not expose people or structures to potential hazards 
from inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. 
 
MINERAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 
 
4.11.a. 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.  No known mineral resources occur in the Project area.  According to the City’s 
General Plan, although oil extraction operations occur in the City, no such facilities exist near 
the Project area.  Therefore, Project implementation would not result in the loss of availability of 
a known mineral resource of value.  
 
4.11.b. 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.  Refer to Response 4.11.a. 
 
NOISE.  Would the project: 
 
4.12.a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards 

established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact.   
 
Short-Term Noise Impacts 
 
The Project proposes restoration/reconstruction of the existing residential structure.  The Project 
would not require extensive construction activities as it plans to utilize over 90 percent of the 
existing on-site materials.  As described in Section 2.3, Project Characteristics, existing building 
features such as the foundation, driveway, walkways, garage, and front porch would be retained 
and reused, while features such as the roof, windows, utility lines, fencing, and doors would be 
repaired and reused.  The proposed restoration/reconstruction would take place during daytime 
hours, and would not require earthwork activities or the use of heavy equipment capable of 
producing excessive noise.  Therefore, Project construction would not exceed the City’s noise 
standards as established in Municipal Code Chapter 8.80.  Impacts in this regard would be less 
than significant.   

 

                                                
12 State of California, Department of Conservation, Los Angeles County Tsunami Inundation Maps, 

http://www.quake.ca.gov/gmaps/tsunami/tsunami_maps.htm, Accessed January 23, 2013. 

http://www.quake.ca.gov/gmaps/tsunami/tsunami_maps.htm
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Long-Term Stationary Noise Impacts 
 

The Project would not involve any sources of substantial mobile or stationary noise (i.e., pumps, 
generators, etc.), as the Project would restore an existing residential structure.  Upon Project 
completion, noise in the Project area would be similar to existing conditions.  Impacts in this 
regard are less than significant.   

 
4.12.b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 

groundborne noise levels? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Construction can generate varying degrees of groundborne 
vibration, depending on the construction procedure and the construction equipment used.  The 
Project would not require the use of heavy equipment capable of producing groundborne 
vibration.  A less than significant impact would occur in this regard. 
 
4.12.c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity 

above levels existing without the Project? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Refer to Response 4.12.a. 
 
4.12.d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the 

Project vicinity above levels existing without the Project? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Refer to Response 4.12.a. 
 
4.12.e.  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has 

not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, 
would the Project expose people residing or working in the Project area to 
excessive noise levels? 

 
No Impact.  As concluded in Response 4.8.e, Long Beach Municipal Airport is located 
approximately 2.5-mile north of the Project area.  According to the Long Beach Airport - Airport 
Influence Area Map, the Project site is situated outside of the Long Beach Airport Planning Area 
Boundary/Airport Influence Area.  Therefore, Project implementation would not expose people 
residing or working in the Project area to excessive airport-related noise levels. 
 
4.12.f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the Project expose 

people residing or working in the Project area to excessive noise levels? 
 
No Impact.  The Project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or related 
facilities.  Therefore, the Project would not expose people residing or working in the Project area 
to excessive airstrip-related noise levels. 
 
POPULATION AND HOUSING.  Would the project: 
 
4.13.a. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, 

by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 
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Less Than Significant Impact.  A project could induce population growth in an area, either 
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and/or businesses) or indirectly (for example, 
through extension of roads or other infrastructure).  The Project involves reconstruction of one 
single-family residence.  Based on an average household size of 2.786,13 Project 
implementation could result in a population increase of approximately three (3) persons.  The 
potential population growth would be nominal, representing less than one-tenth of one percent 
increase over the City’s existing 2012 population of 464,662 persons.14  Therefore, Project 
implementation would not induce substantial population growth in the City. 
 
4.13.b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the 

construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 
 

No Impact.  The Project involves reconstruction of one partially demolished single-family 
residence.  The Project would not displace existing housing, thus, would not necessitate the 
construction of replacement housing. 
 
4.13.c. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of 

replacement housing elsewhere? 
 
No Impact.  The existing residence is partially demolished, thus, is vacant.  Therefore, the 
Project would not displace persons or necessitate the construction of replacement housing. 
 
PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the project: 
 
4.14.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: 

 
4.14.a.1. Fire protection? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  The Long Beach Fire Department (LBFD) provides fire 
protection and emergency medical services to the City.  The nearest fire station to the Project 
site is Fire Station 2 located at 1645 East 3rd Street, approximately one mile northwest of the 
Project site. 
 
The Project does not propose new or physically altered fire protection facilities.  The Project 
proposes reconstruction of a single-family residence, which would result in a nominal increase 
in the demand for fire protection services.  Additionally, because the Project proposes infill 
redevelopment that is similar to the existing uses, the Project would not increase LBFD 
response times to the Project site or surroundings, or require construction of new or physically 
altered fire protection facilities.  The Project’s design must comply with Municipal Code Chapter 
18.48, Fire Code, which would further minimize potential impacts involving fire protection.  The 
Project would result in a less than significant impact involving fire protection services.  It is 
                                                

13 State of California, Department of Finance, E-5 Population and Housing Estimates for Cities, Counties, 
and the State, 2011 and 2012, with 2010 Benchmark. Sacramento, California, May 2012. 

 
14 Ibid. 
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noted, alterations or expansion of an existing residential building where no additional dwelling 
units are created and where the use is not changed, such as are proposed by the Project, are 
exempted from payment of the City’s Fire Facilities Impact Fee; refer to Municipal Code Section 
18.23.110. 
 
4.14.a.2. Police protection? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  The Long Beach Police Department (LBPD) provides police 
protection services to the City from their headquarters located at 400 West Broadway, 
approximately three miles west of the Project site.  The Project does not propose new or 
physically altered police protection facilities.  The Project proposes reconstruction of a single-
family residence, which would result in a nominal increase in the demand for police protection 
services.  Additionally, because the Project proposes infill redevelopment that is similar to the 
existing uses, the Project would not increase LBPD response times to the Project site or 
surroundings, or require construction of new or physically altered police protection facilities.  
The Project would result in a less than significant impact involving fire protection services.  It is 
noted, alterations or expansion of an existing residential building where no additional dwelling 
units are created and where the use is not changed, such as are proposed by the Project, are 
exempted from payment of the City’s Police Facilities Impact Fee; refer to Municipal Code 
Section 18.22.110. 
 
4.14.a.3. Schools? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project site is situated within the Long Beach Unified 
School District (LBUSD) (grades K thru 12).  The Project site is located in the Mann Elementary 
School, Jefferson Middle School, and Wilson High School service areas.15   
 
The Project does not propose new or physically altered school facilities.  The Project proposes 
reconstruction of a single-family residence, which would result in a nominal increase in LBUSD’s 
student population.  As a result, it is anticipated that the LBUSD schools would have the 
capacity to accommodate these students and construction of new or physically altered school 
facilities would not be required.   
 
Assembly Bill 2926 (AB 2926) passed in 1986 allows school districts to collect impact fees from 
developers of new residential and commercial/industrial building space.  Senate Bill 50 (SB 50) 
and Proposition 1A, both of which passed in 1998, provided a comprehensive school facilities 
financing and reform program.  The provisions of SB 50 prohibit local agencies from denying 
either legislative or adjudicative land use approvals on the basis that school facilities are 
inadequate, and reinstates the school facility fee cap for legislative actions (e.g., General Plan 
amendments, specific plan adoption, zoning plan amendments).  According to Government 
Code Section 65996, the development fees authorized by SB 50 are deemed to be “full and 
complete school facilities mitigation.”   
 
The LBUSD collects from developers $3.20 per square foot of residential additions 500 square 
feet or greater.16  However, the Project proposes reconstruction/renovation of a single-family 

                                                
15 Long Beach Unified School District Website, School Locator, http://www2.lbusd.k12.ca.us/scripts/ 

streets.idc, Accessed January 25, 2013. 
 
16 Long Beach Unified School District Website, Business Services, http://www.lbschools.net/Main_Offices/ 

Business_Services/facility_developer_fees.cfm, Accessed January 25, 2013. 

http://www2.lbusd.k12.ca.us/scripts/
http://www.lbschools.net/Main_Offices/


 City of Long Beach 
 2810 East 1st Street Project Environmental Impact Report 
 
 
 

  
 

Public Review Draft  May 2013 8-28 Effects Found Not To Be Significant 

residence, thus, would be exempt from payment of this development fee.  Therefore, Project 
implementation would result in a less than significant impact to LBUSD school facilities.  
 
4.14.a.4. Parks? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project does not propose new or physically altered park or 
recreational facilities.  The Project proposes reconstruction of a single-family residence, which 
would result in a nominal increase in the demand for parkland and usage of existing parks and 
recreational facilities.  Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur regarding parkland 
demand, and usage of existing parks and recreational facilities. 
 
It is noted, replacement of an existing legal dwelling unit on the same lot, such as is proposed 
by the Project, is exempt from payment of the City’s Park and Recreation Facilities Fee; refer to 
Municipal Code Section 18.18.120. 
 
4.14.a.5. Other public facilities? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project does not propose new or physically altered public 
facilities.  The Project proposes reconstruction of a single-family residence, which would result 
in a nominal increase in the demand for the City’s public facilities. 
 
RECREATION.  Would the project: 
 
4.15.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.  Refer to Response 4.14.a.4. 
 
4.15.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.  Refer to Response 4.14.a.4. 
 
TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC.  Would the project: 
 
4.16.a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of 

effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into 
account all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized 
travel and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not 
limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and 
bicycle paths, and mass transit? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project proposes reconstruction of a single-family 
residence, which would result in nominal increases in traffic volumes and usage of alternative 
modes of transportation (mass transit, bicycle, and pedestrian).  Therefore, the Project would 
not conflict with the City’s General Plan regarding the circulation system and a less than 
significant impact would occur in this regard. 
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4.16.b. Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but 
not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Los Angeles County Congestion Management Program 
(CMP) requires evaluation of projects generating 50 or more AM or PM weekday peak hour trips 
at a CMP-monitored intersection.  The Project proposes reconstruction of a single-family 
residence, which would result in a nominal increase in traffic volumes, thus, would not add 50 or 
more trips, during either the AM or PM peak hour, at any CMP-monitored intersection. 
Therefore, no further CMP traffic analysis is warranted and a less than significant impact would 
occur in this regard. 
 
4.16.c. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic 

levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks? 
 

No Impact.  The Project proposes reconstruction of a single-family residence, which due to its 
nature and scope, would not Result in a change in air traffic patterns. 
 
4.16.d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 

dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 
 

No Impact.  No roadway or intersection improvements are proposed.  The Project proposes to 
reconstruct a partially demolished single-family residence within a fully developed residential 
neighborhood.  Therefore, Project implementation would not increase hazards due to a design 
feature or incompatible use. 
 
4.16.e. Result in inadequate emergency access? 

 
No Impact.  Refer to Response 4.8.g. 

 
4.16.f. Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, 

bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facilities? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Refer to Response 4.16.a. 
 
UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.  Would the project: 
 
4.17.a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water 

Quality Control Board? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  As concluded in Response 4.17.b below, the Project would 
nominally increase the site’s wastewater generation, with a resultant increase in the demand for 
wastewater treatment.  The Project is consistent with the site’s General Plan land use 
designation.  General Plans are used by the RWQCB when issuing NPDES permits.  Therefore, 
it is not anticipated that Project implementation would cause an exeedance of the wastewater 
treatment requirements.  
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4.17.b. Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental effects? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  
 
Water 
 
Water Demand.  The Project proposes reconstruction of a single-family residence, which would 
result in a nominal increase in water demand.  The increase in water demand is not considered 
substantial, since the Project is consistent with the site’s General Plan land use designation and 
City General Plans form the basis for evaluating a service area’s future water demands.   
Water Treatment.  As concluded above, the Project would result in a negligible increase in water 
demand, thus, resulting in a negligible impact on the existing water treatment facilities.  
Therefore, Project implementation would not require or result in the construction of new water 
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities. 
 
Water Conveyance.  The Project would result in a negligible increase in water demand, thus, 
resulting in a negligible impact on the existing water conveyance facilities.  The Applicant would 
be responsible for construction of all water conveyance facilities pursuant to current Uniform 
Codes, City Ordinances, and Public Works standards.  Therefore, the Project would not require 
the construction of new water conveyance facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental effects.  A less than significant 
impact would occur in this regard.   
 
Wastewater 
 
Wastewater Generation.  Project implementation would result in a negligible increase in 
wastewater generation, which would place an incremental increase in the demand for 
wastewater conveyance and treatment facilities.  The Project is consistent with the site’s 
General Plan land use designation and City General Plans form the basis for issuance of the 
County Sanitation’s NPDES wastewater discharge permits; refer also to the Wastewater 
Treatment Section below.   
 
Wastewater Conveyance.  The Project would result in a negligible increase in wastewater 
generation, thus, resulting in a negligible impact on the existing wastewater conveyance 
facilities.  The Applicant would be responsible for construction of all wastewater conveyance 
facilities pursuant to current Uniform Codes, City Ordinances, and Public Works standards.  
Therefore, the Project would not require the construction of new wastewater conveyance 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects.  A less than significant impact would occur in this regard.   
 
Wastewater Treatment.  The Project’s increase in wastewater generation is not considered 
substantial, since the Project is consistent with the site’s General Plan land use designation and 
City General Plans form the basis for issuance of the NPDES wastewater discharge permits.  
Project implementation would not cause the treatment plant’s operating capacities to be 
exceeded.  Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur in this regard. 
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4.17.c. Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Refer to Responses 4.9.c and 4.9.e. 

 

4.17.d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the Project from existing 
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project does not satisfy the criteria pursuant to Senate 
Bills 610 or 221 for preparation of a Water Supply Assessment.  Moreover, as concluded above, 
the Project would result in a negligible increase in the demand for water, as concluded in 
Response 4.17.b above.  Therefore, sufficient water supplies are available to serve the Project 
from existing entitlements and resources, and new or expanded entitlements are not needed. 
 
4.17.e. 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.  Refer to Response 4.17.b. 
 
4.17.f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the 

Project’s solid waste disposal needs? 
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  The Project would result in a negligible increase in solid waste 
generation, thus, resulting in a negligible impact on landfills’ capacity.  The Project’s solid waste 
disposal needs would be accommodated within permitted capacities.   
 
4.17.g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid 

waste?  
 
Less Than Significant Impact.  Participation in the City’s recycling programs would ensure that 
the Project would not conflict with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to 
solid waste.  A less than significant impact would occur in this regard.  Refer also to Response 
4.17.f. 
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