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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 PURPOSE AND SCOPE 

The City of Long Beach (City) is located in the southern portion of the County of Los Angeles. The 
Project site is located in the Belmont Shore Beach Park Area in southeast Long Beach. The Project 
site is bound by Olympic Plaza and Ocean Boulevard to the north; surface parking lot to the east; the 
Pacific Ocean and beach shoreline areas to the south; and a surface parking lot, Surf Terrance 
Apartments, and Termino Avenue to the west (refer to Figure 2.1, Project Location, in Chapter 2.0, 
Project Description).  

The Belmont Pool Revitalization Project (Approved Project) proposed the development of an 
approximately 125,500 square-foot (sf) pool complex that included indoor and outdoor pool 
components and an approximately 1,500 sf outdoor café. The Approved Project also included 
permanent indoor seating for approximately 1,250 spectators to view competitive events at the 50-
Meter Competition Pool and the Dive Pool. Temporary outdoor seating would be provided for larger 
events at the Outdoor 50-Meter Competition Pool with a maximum temporary seating capacity of 
up to 3,000 spectators. The Approved Project did not include any permanent outdoor seating 
designed for spectator viewing. The City, as Lead Agency, prepared an Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR) for the Approved Project in 2016. The EIR found that no significant unavoidable impacts would 
remain after implementation of the specific mitigation measures prescribed in the EIR. The City 
Council certified the EIR in August 2016, adopted the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP), and approved the project.  The EIR was challenged in court.  The court ruled that the EIR 
was fully compliant with CEQA. 

The currently proposed Modified Project is a less intense pool facility as compared to the previously 
Approved Project. Specifically, the Modified Project would remove the roof structure (i.e., the 
bubble structure) over the 50-Meter Competition Pool, eliminate the café, establish the existing 
temporary pool east of the Project site (the Myrtha Pool) as a permanent pool with the addition of 
restrooms and a shower facility in this area, relocate the proposed new pool facility further north 
(away from the shoreline on the site), reduce the size of the support building, increase permanent 
seating, and reduce temporary seating. Access to the site would continue to be provided by Ocean 
Boulevard via Termino Avenue and Bennett Avenue. Although the Modified Project is substantially 
smaller in scale than the Approved Project, due to the project changes, additional environmental 
analysis and review is required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

Pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, the City is the Lead Agency 
charged with the responsibility of deciding whether to approve the Modified Project, in 
consideration of the potential environmental effects that could result from construction and 
operation of the Modified Project.  

The City’s review of the changes made to the Approved Project, which comprise the Modified 
Project, is limited to examining environmental effects associated with differences between the 
Modified Project and the Approved Project reviewed in the 2016 Certified EIR. Pursuant to CEQA 
and the State CEQA Guidelines, the City has prepared this Addendum to provide decision-makers 
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with a factual basis for evaluating the specific environmental impacts associated with Modified 
Project and to determine whether there are changes in circumstances or new information of 
substantial importance that would require preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR.    

According to Section 21166 of CEQA and Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, a subsequent 
EIR is not required for the proposed changes unless the City determines on the basis of substantial 
evidence that one or more of the following conditions are met: 

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

2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is 
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative Declaration due to 
the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified significant effects; or 

3. New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as 
complete or the Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the following: 

a. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR; 

b. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the 
previous EIR; 

c. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be 
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but 
the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or 

d. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in 
the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the 
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or 
alternative. 

The Belmont Pool Revitalization Project EIR remains valid and is the certified CEQA document for 
future development on the site. As such, the certified EIR along with this Addendum, will be used to 
determine whether future development of the Modified Project falls within the size and type of uses 
analyzed in the certified EIR.  

This Addendum reviews changes to the project and to existing conditions that have occurred since 
the 2016 EIR was certified and compares environmental effects of the construction and operation of 
the Modified Project with those of the Approved Project previously disclosed. It also reviews new 
information of substantial importance that was not known and could not have been known with 
exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the 2016 EIR was certified and evaluates whether there 
are new or more severe significant environmental effects associated with changes in circumstances 
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under which project development is being undertaken. It further examines whether, as a result of 
any changes or any new information, a subsequent or supplemental EIR may be required. This 
examination includes an analysis of provisions of Section 21166 of CEQA and Section 15162 of the 
State CEQA Guidelines and their applicability to the project. 

Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines states that an Addendum to an EIR shall be prepared “if 
some changes or additions are necessary, but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 
calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred.” Thus, if none of the above conditions are 
met, the City may not require preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR. Rather, the City can 
decide that no further environmental documentation is necessary or can require that an Addendum 
be prepared.  

Based upon review of the facts as presented in the analysis contained in this document, the City 
finds that an Addendum to the previous 2016 Certified EIR is the appropriate documentation to 
comply with CEQA. The rationale and the facts for this finding are provided in the body of this 
Addendum. 

1.2 EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS  

1.2.1 Approved Project and 2016 Certified EIR 

Consistent with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines, an Initial Study was prepared for the 
Approved Project. The analysis contained in the Initial Study found that the Approved Project may 
have a significant effect on the environment unless mitigation is included to lessen or avoid the 
environmental effects of the project. The City staff determined that an EIR was the appropriate 
environmental document to be prepared for the Approved Project. The Initial Study was prepared 
and circulated, along with a Notice to Prepare (NOP) an EIR, for public review from April 18 to May 
17, 2013. Subsequent to issuance of the IS/NOP, changes were made to the site design that required 
the City to revise and reissue the IS. The revised Initial Study was recirculated for public review from 
April 9 to May 8, 2014. 

Following preparation and circulation of the revised IS, the City prepared and circulated the 2016 
EIR. The certified EIR found that the Approved Project would not result in any significant 
unavoidable impacts. The effects of the Approved Project are discussed briefly in Chapter 1.0 in the 
Impact Summary Table, of the 2016 Certified EIR, which was challenged in Court. The Court found 
that the EIR complied with CEQA and rejected the challenges.    

1.2.2 Modified Project and Addendum 

This Addendum compares anticipated environmental effects of the Modified Project, as revised, 
with those disclosed in the certified 2016 Certified EIR to review whether any conditions set forth in 
Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines requiring preparation of a subsequent or supplemental 
EIR are met. Potential environmental effects of the Modified Project are addressed for each of the 
following areas:  
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• Aesthetics 
• Air Quality 
• Biological Resources 
• Cultural Resources 
• Geology and Soils 
• Global Climate Change 
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
• Hydrology and Water Quality 
• Land Use and Planning 
• Noise 
• Recreation 
• Transportation/Traffic 
• Utilities and Service Systems 

The City had determined that the Approved Project required the preparation of an EIR. Following 
preparation and circulation of the revised IS, the City had determined the following issues would not 
be addressed: Agricultural Resources, Mineral Resources, Public Services, and Population and 
Housing. These impacts are discussed briefly in the Initial Study that was prepared for the Approved 
Project and is included as Appendix A to the certified EIR. The Modified Project does not necessitate 
a change in these determinations as the existing site conditions and nature of the project have not 
substantially changed from those identified for the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, these effects, 
which were found to have no impacts, are not addressed further in this Addendum.  

1.3 PREVIOUS PROJECT APPROVALS 

In May 2016, the City certified the Belmont Pool Revitalization EIR and approved the project, 
including the following actions: 

• Certification of the EIR 
• Adoption of an MMRP 
• Adoption of Findings of Fact 
• Site Plan Review Approval 
• Conditional Use Approval (Food and Beverage Concession) 
• Standards Variance Approval (Height) 

Additionally, the Approved Project required issuance of a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) by the 
California Coastal Commission and issuance of a Section 401 Permit Water Quality Certification 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit by the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board. 

1.4 FINDINGS OF THIS ADDENDUM 

The City is the Lead Agency for the Modified Project. The City has determined that analyses of 
project environmental effects are best provided through use of an Addendum and that none of the 
conditions set forth in Public Resources Code Section 21166 or Section 15162 of the State CEQA 
Guidelines requiring preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have been met. 
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1. There are no substantial changes to the project that would require major revisions of the 2016 
EIR due to new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in severity of impacts 
identified in the 2016 EIR;  

2. Substantial changes have not occurred in the circumstances under which the project is being 
undertaken that will require major revisions to the 2016 EIR to disclose new significant 
environmental effects or that would result in a substantial increase in severity of impacts 
identified in the 2016 EIR; and  

3. There is no new information of substantial importance that was not known at the time the 2016 
EIR was certified, indicating any of the following: 

• The project will have one or more new significant effects not discussed in the 2016 Certified 
EIR;  

• There are impacts determined to be significant in the 2016 EIR that would be substantially 
more severe;  

• There are additional mitigation measures or alternatives to the project that would 
substantially reduce one or more significant effects identified in the 2016 EIR; and  

• There are additional mitigation measures or alternatives rejected by the project proponent 
that are considerably different from those analyzed in the 2016 EIR that would substantially 
reduce a significant impact identified in that EIR. 

The complete evaluation of potential environmental effects of the project, including rationale and 
facts supporting the City’s findings, is contained in Chapter 3.0 of this Addendum. 

1.5 FORMAT OF ADDENDUM 

This Addendum has been organized into three chapters, as described in the sections below. 

1.5.1 Chapter 1.0: Introduction 

Chapter 1.0 includes a description of the purpose and scope of the Addendum, previous 
environmental documentation, project approvals, findings of the Addendum, and existing 
documents to be incorporated by reference. 

1.5.2 Chapter 2.0: Project Description 

Chapter 2.0 describes the location and setting of the site, the necessary City discretionary actions to 
implement the Modified Project, and an overview of the Modified Project. Modified Project 
components that have the potential to have a physical effect on the environment are addressed in 
Chapter 3.0 of this Addendum. 

1.5.3 Chapter 3.0: Comparative Evaluation of Environmental Impacts 

Chapter 3.0 contains the environmental analyses of the Modified Project’s impacts compared to the 
impacts of the Approved Project analyzed in the certified 2016 Certified EIR. This comparative 
analysis has been undertaken pursuant to the provisions of CEQA to provide the City of Long Beach 
decision-makers with a factual basis for determining whether the Modified Project, changes in 
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circumstances, or new information since the 2016 EIR was certified, require additional 
environmental review or preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR. Chapter 3.0 also 
contains findings for each environmental topic to determine whether conditions set forth in Public 
Resources Code Section 21166 or Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines requiring preparation 
of a subsequent or supplemental EIR have been met.  

1.6 EXISTING DOCUMENTS TO BE INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE 

As permitted in Section 15150 of the State CEQA Guidelines, this Addendum has referenced several 
technical studies, analyses, and reports. Information from the documents that have been 
incorporated by reference has been briefly summarized in the appropriate section(s) of this 
Addendum. Documents incorporated by reference are available for review at the City of Long Beach 
Public Works Department, located at 411 W. Ocean Boulevard, Long Beach, CA 90802. Contact 
Joshua Hickman, Program Manager, at (562) 570-5714 for additional information.  

Documents incorporated by reference include, but are not limited to, the following: 

• City of Long Beach; Final Environmental Impact Report, Belmont Pool Revitalization Project, 
August 2016. 

• City of Long Beach; General Plan, as amended. 

• The Court’s decision of July 2018 upholding the EIR. 

1.7 CONTACT PERSONS 

The Lead Agency for the Addendum for the Modified Project is the City of Long Beach. Questions 
regarding preparation of this Addendum, its assumptions, or its conclusions should be referred to 
the following: 

Joshua Hickman, Program Manager 
City of Long Beach, Public Works  
411 W. Ocean Boulevard 
Long Beach, CA 90802  
(562) 570-5714 
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2.1 BACKGROUND 

The City of Long Beach is proposing the replacement of the former Belmont Pool facility with a 
larger and more modern pool complex. The proposed pool facility would provide opportunities for 
public swimming, as well as a venue for swimming, diving and aquatic sports training, and 
competitive events. These activities are very similar to the activities that have occurred during the 
past 45 years at the former pool facility, and meet the spirit and intent of the site’s original 
acquisition and development, which was intended for public use. The former Belmont Pool facility 
was in operation from 1968 to 2013 and served over 200,000 visitors annually at its peak. In 
December 2014, the former Belmont Pool facility was demolished due to structural instability.  

The Belmont Pool Revitalization Project (Approved Project) proposed the development of a 
125,500 sf pool complex that included indoor and outdoor pool components and an approximately 
1,500 sf outdoor café. The Approved Project was proposed on parcels of land within the jurisdiction 
of the City and the California Coastal Commission, and therefore, proposed uses of the Approved 
Project were required to demonstrate consistency with the California Coastal Act (CCA) and required 
issuance of a Coastal Development Permit (CDP). An EIR was prepared for the Approved Project and 
was certified by the City in 2016. The EIR was challenged in Court. The Court found that the EIR was 
fully compliant with CEQA. A more detailed description of the Approved Project is provided, below.  

Following certification of the 2016 EIR, the City initiated changes to the Approved Project design in 
response to input from stakeholders in the aquatics community, as well as construction cost 
considerations and comments and direction received from the California Coastal Commission staff. 
The currently proposed Belmont Pool facility, which includes changes to the Approved Project 
design, is referred to throughout this Addendum as the Modified Project. Although pool facilities 
have been reduced and relocated inland further away from the shoreline, all components of the 
Modified Project are located on the same site as the Approved Project. In addition, the Modified 
Project would convert the temporary Myrtha Pool to a permanent pool and add a landscaped area. 
This would add approximately 1.6 acres to the Project site as compared to the Approved Project. It 
should be noted that this area is already currently in use as a public pool facility. The Modified 
Project characteristics are described in more detail below in Section 2.3, Modified Project. 

2.2 APPROVED PROJECT 

2.2.1 Project Site Location and Setting 

The City of Long Beach encompasses approximately 52 square miles of land within Los Angeles 
County. The City is bordered on the west by the Cities of Carson and Los Angeles (including 
Wilmington and the Port of Los Angeles); on the north by the Cities of Compton, Paramount, and 
Bellflower, and the unincorporated community of Rancho Dominguez; and on the east by the Cities 
of Lakewood, Hawaiian Gardens, Cypress, Los Alamitos, and Seal Beach, and the unincorporated 
community of Rossmoor. The Pacific Ocean borders the southern portion of the City of Long Beach, 
and as such, portions of the City are located within the California Coastal Zone. 
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The Project site is an approximate 5.8-acre undeveloped parcel located along the coastline of the 
City. As illustrated by Figure 2.1, Project Location, the Project site is bound by Olympic Plaza to the 
north; an existing temporary pool and surface parking lot to the east; the Pacific Ocean and beach 
shoreline areas to the south; and a surface parking lot, Surf Terrance Apartments, and Termino 
Avenue to the west. 

The temporary outdoor pool located immediately east of the Approved Project site in the western 
portion of the Beach Parking Lot was constructed in 2013 in order to provide aquatic services during 
the planning and construction of the permanent facilities. After construction of the Approved 
Project, the temporary pool was to be removed and the Beach Parking Lot resurfaced and restored 
as a part of a separate project, pursuant to the conditions set forth in Categorical Exemption CE 10-
13 prepared for the temporary pool.  

The environmental setting of the Approved Project as described in the 2016 Certified EIR has 
remained essentially unchanged since that time. Namely, the portion of the Project site that 
contained the former Belmont Pool facility remains as an undeveloped lot with sand, landscaping, 
and hardscaping located throughout the site. This backfilled sand area on the site is temporary and 
is the location where the proposed Belmont Pool facility (both previously proposed as part of the 
Approved Project and currently proposed as part of the Modified Project) will be constructed. 

2.2.2 Approved Project Characteristics  

The Approved Project, as analyzed in the 2016 Certified EIR, provided for the replacement of the 
former Belmont Pool facility with a revitalized and modern pool complex. The Approved Project 
proposed the construction and operation of an approximately 125,500 sf pool complex that included 
indoor and outdoor pool components and an approximately 1,500 sf outdoor café. The Approved 
Project also allowed for permanent indoor seating for approximately 1,250 spectators to view 
competitive events at the 50-Meter Competition Pool and the Dive Pool. Temporary outdoor seating 
was proposed for larger events at the Outdoor 50-Meter Competition Pool with a maximum outdoor 
seating capacity of up to 3,000 spectators. The following discussion provides a more detailed 
description of each of the project components of the Approved Project. 

The Approved Project included clearing and grading of the majority of the site, including the removal 
of the two existing outdoor pools during the construction phase. The Approved Project consisted of 
three main areas: the pool facility; the open space/park area; and the outdoor café area, including a 
public restroom facility. The pool facility consisted of the recreational and competitive aquatic 
components and was the main component of the Approved Project. The passive park area was 
situated along the western and northern portions of the Project site, and near the outdoor café on 
the east side, and was intended for general park uses, similar to the uses at the existing passive 
park. A pick-up and drop-off area was proposed along the eastern boundary, adjacent to the 
outdoor restaurant/café and restroom area at the southeastern corner of the Project site. As part of 
the Approved Project, East Olympic Plaza was proposed to be closed to vehicular traffic. 
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Under the Approved Project, the proposed Belmont Pool facility was designed to be a landmark 
structure showcasing a state-of-the-art facility intended to reflect the community’s commitment to 
recreational and competitive aquatics. Structural components of the Approved Project included the 
following:  

1. The Bubble: The Bubble was proposed as a translucent cover to serve as the main arena and to 
house the indoor pools and permanent indoor bleachers. The structure was proposed as an 
elliptical shaped dome, comprised of a web of structural steel, infilled with ethylene 
tetrafluoroethylene (ETFE) plastic, creating a continuous shell over the competition pool. The 
Bubble structure was proposed to have a maximum height of 71 feet (ft) above the adjacent 
grade. A height variance would have been required because the building was proposed in the 
portion of the Project site zoned as “Park,” which has a height limitation of 30 ft. The former 
Belmont Pool facility was approximately 60 ft above the adjacent grade on the same location.  

2. Level 1: The Plinth: The Plinth was proposed as the foundation of the entire structure, 
consisting of a concrete platform at the pool decks and  support functions for the indoor and 
outdoor pools, including lockers, offices, supply rooms, storage, stairs, and elevators. This level 
was to be raised approximately 7 ft above the surrounding beach and existing site based on the 
anticipated maximum ocean high-water mark to protect the pools, buildings, and structures 
from a high-water event. Below the pool deck level, utility spaces would house the pool 
equipment, water chambers, chemical storage, and other utilities required to operate the 
aquatic components. 

3. Level 1 Mezzanine: The Level 1 Mezzanine was proposed adjacent to the outdoor pool deck and 
would allow for additional outdoor patio space separate from the Plinth. The Level 1 Mezzanine 
was proposed to be used by visitors and summer swim programs and was to include public toilet 
facilities and mechanical rooms. The exterior patio space was proposed to total 6,000 sf. 

4. Level 2: This level was intended primarily for visitor spectating and would have included access 
to the indoor bleacher seating, concession area, and toilet facilities. This level was proposed to 
total 14,300 sf, including the bleacher seating. 

5. Level 2 Mezzanine: Located at the highest publicly accessible level of the facility, the Level 2 
Mezzanine included proposed indoor and outdoor spaces for flexible programming. This level 
was proposed to total 4,850 sf. 

6. Café: This element was proposed as a 1,500 sf building located at the southwest corner of the 
Project site and separate from the other structural components. The outdoor cafe would have 
been occupied by an independent tenant and would serve cafe food and beverages to the 
visitors of the pool facility, bicyclists, walkers, and beach-goers. A proposed visitor drop-off 
location in this area was intended to provide a safe and unobtrusive way for both passenger cars 
and buses to drop off visitors to the pool complex. A proposed gathering area adjacent to the 
cafe included bicycle parking and interactive pedestrian features such as sandboxes, outdoor 
seating, landscaping, and public art opportunities.    

7. Public Restrooms: A public restroom facility was proposed directly east of the café building 
totaled approximately 600 sf.   
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The Approved Project also included two outdoor pools with approximately 17,840 sf of water 
surface. Specifically, the outdoor pools included a 50-Meter Competition Pool (14,120 sf of surface 
area) and an Outdoor Recreation Pool (3,270 sf of surface area). These pools were proposed directly 
adjacent to the indoor pools for utilization of the common support facilities. Viewing of the outdoor 
competition pool was to take place from Level 1 of the Mezzanine or from the pool deck along the 
western side of the pool. The outdoor pool area did not include permanent spectator seating, but 
had the potential to provide a maximum temporary seating capacity for 3,000 spectators in 
bleachers. A public address system was also proposed during special events.  

Landscaping included as part of the Approved Project included a passive park area proposed along 
the western and northern portions of the Project site and landscaping throughout the site. In total, 
the Approved Project included approximately 127,085 sf of open space and 55,745 sf of landscaped 
areas.  

Chapter 4.0, Environmental Analysis, of the certified 2016 EIR found all potential impacts associated 
with the Approved Project to be less than significant with implementation of prescribed mitigation 
measures. Therefore, the certified 2016 EIR determined that there would be no significant and 
unavoidable adverse impacts associated with implementation of the Approved Project. Additionally, 
no significant growth-inducing impacts were identified as a result of implementation of the 
Approved Project. 

The 2016 Certified EIR remains the valid CEQA documentation for future development on the site 
(or any portion of the site), and is used to determine whether future development falls within the 
size and type of uses analyzed in the 2016 Certified EIR.   

2.3 MODIFIED PROJECT  

The City proposes to construct a new, state-of-the-art facility located on the same 5.8-acre Project 
site as the former Belmont Pool facility. The Project site is an undeveloped parcel, located along the 
City’s shoreline in the Belmont Shores area. The Modified Project would also incorporate the 
temporary Myrtha Pool, currently located to the east of the former Belmont Pool facility, converting 
it to a permanent pool. Including additional landscaping located adjacent to the Myrtha Pool, this 
would add approximately 1.6 acres to the Project site, although this area is currently already in use 
as a public pool facility. Access would be provided by Ocean Boulevard via Termino Avenue and 
Bennett Avenue. Figure 2.2, Conceptual Site Plan, depicts the proposed overview of the Project site. 
Although the Modified Project is substantially smaller in scale than the Approved Project, additional 
environmental analysis in the form of an Addendum is appropriate pursuant to Section 15164 of the 
State CEQA Guidelines. Therefore, the Modified Project is the subject of the analysis in this 
Addendum. Refer to Table 2.A, Comparison of Project Components, below, for a brief comparison 
between the former Belmont Pool Facility, the Approved Project, and the Modified Project.  
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Table 2.A: Comparison of Project Components  

Project Component Former Belmont 
Pool Facility 

Approved 
Project Modified Project 

Change from 
Approved Project 

to Modified 
Project 

Lot Size 5.8 acres 5.8 acres  7.4 acres  +1.6 acres 
Building Size 45,595 sf 125,500 sf  18,075 sf -107,425 sf 
Maximum Building Height from 
Plinth 

60 ft 71 ft Shade Structure:  
48 ft, 10 inches  

Support Columns: 60 ft 

-11 ft to -22 ft  

Indoor Pool Surface Area 14,010 sf 18,610 sf None proposed -18,610 sf 
Outdoor Pool Surface Area 4,400 sf 17,840 sf 40,314 sf +22,474 sf 

 
Open Space Area 118,790 sf 127,085 sf 141,558 sf +14,473 
Passive Park/Landscaped Area 45,160 sf 55,745 sf 88,876 sf +33,131 
Seating 2,500 seats 4,250 seats* 1,865 seats** -2,385 seats 
Outdoor Cafe 5,665 sf 1,500 sf None proposed -1,500 sf 
Public Restrooms 0 sf 600 sf 108 sf -492 sf 
Source: Belmont Beach Aquatics Center (Hastings and Chivetta, November 2019). 
* Permanent indoor seating = 1,250; Temporary outdoor seating = 3,000 
**Permanent seating = 1,555; Temporary outdoor seating = 310 
ft = foot/feet 
sf = square feet 

 
2.3.1 Project Characteristics 

Overall, the Modified Project represents a less intense development as compared to the Approved 
Project. The support building has been significantly reduced to now encompass the minimum area 
required for administrative, showering, and changing purposes. The height of the building has been 
reduced significantly by removing the roof structure from over the pools. The shade structure and 
support columns over the bleachers represent the tallest point of the facilities. The shade structure 
is 48 ft, 10 inches high, with the support columns being approximately 60 ft high from the Plinth 
level and 67 ft high above grade. The dive tower is the next tallest component at approximately 40 ft 
high above Plinth level and 47 ft high above grade, followed by the locker rooms and support areas 
at just under 30 ft above the Plinth level and just under 37 ft above grade. Unlike the former 
Belmont Pool facility and the Approved Project, the Modified Project does not include an enclosed 
pool facility and all pool surfaces are now located outdoors. A shade structure would cover the 
bleachers adjacent to the main pool complex. While a roof structure would cover the support 
building, the majority of the facility is not enclosed. The lack of an enclosed facility allows for more 
expansive views of the coastline from areas adjacent to the Project site. 

Open space and park areas have been preserved and increased by locating the facility further inland, 
away from the shoreline. The redesign allowed for an increase in permanent seating but, at the 
same time, a large reduction in temporary seating. The outdoor café has been removed from the 
project and the public restrooms have been relocated to the west side of the project adjacent to the 
Belmont Memorial Pier parking lot. Bicycle racks are provided at several locations throughout the 
Project site. 
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2.3.1.1 Demolition 

Implementation of the Modified Project would include demolition of two pools, as well as the 
removal of showers and bathrooms on the southeasternmost portion of the Project site. 
Additionally, wood piles remaining from the demolition of the former Belmont Pool facility would be 
removed. A trash enclosure along the bike path on the westernmost portion of the Project site 
would be demolished. Refer to Figure 2.3, Demolition Plan, for the proposed demolition plan.  

2.3.1.2 The Plinth 

The Plinth level is still proposed as the foundation of the main pool complex, consisting of a 
concrete platform at the pool decks. Below the pool deck level, utility spaces would house the pool 
equipment, water chambers, chemical storage, and other utilities required to operate the aquatic 
components. The Plinth would be raised approximately 7 ft above the surrounding ground surface 
and 10 ft above sea level to protect the pools, buildings, and structures from a high-water event. A 
10 ft high glass wall would be located on the Plinth level and extend around the main pool complex, 
separating the pool area from the landscaping and open space. 

2.3.1.3 The Pools and Seating 

Development proposed as part of the Modified Project includes approximately 40,314 sf of pool 
surface area, which would allow for recreational and competitive activities to occur simultaneously, 
if necessary. Specifically, new pool spaces proposed as part of the Modified Project include: a 50 
meter by 25 meter pool (14,459 sf) with a moveable floor; a recreation pool that would include play 
features and a zero entry design (4,560 sf), a teaching pool (1,500 sf); a spa (600 sf); and a dive well 
(5,660 sf) with two 1-meter springboards, three 3-meter springboards, and five dive platforms (1, 3, 
5, 7.5 and 10-meters). The Modified Project would also incorporate the temporary Myrtha Pool, 
currently located to the east of the former Belmont Pool facility, as part of the project, converting it 
to a permanent pool (13,535 sf). Features associated with the permanent Myrtha pool include a new 
ticket booth, restrooms, and showers. See Table 2.B for a summary of the Modified Pool 
characteristics. 

Table 2.B: Pool Characteristics of the Modified Project 

Project Component Dimensions Area Capacity of Pool  
Existing to Remain 
Myrtha Pool 82 ft x 170 ft 13,535 sf 592,000 gal  

Total Existing 13,535 sf 592,000 gal 
Proposed  
Main Pool 50 m x 25 m 14,459 sf 756,602 gal 
Recreation Pool varies 4,560 sf 48,000  gal 
Teaching Pool plus Spa varies 2,100 sf  

(1,500 sf + 600 sf) 
43,593 gal 

Dive Well 21 m x 25 m 5,660 sf 688,267 gal 
Total Proposed 26,779 sf 1,536,462 gal 

Source: Belmont Beach Aquatics Center (Hastings and Chivetta, November 2019). 
ft = foot/feet m = meter(s) 
gal = gallons sf = square feet 
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FIGURE 2.3

Demolition Plan

I:\CLB1904.06\G\Demolition Plan.cdr (11/26/2019)

Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project

SOURCE Hastings+Chivetta:
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The Modified Project would include 1,555 permanent prefabricated aluminum seats adjacent to the 
50-Meter Competition Pool and 310 temporary bleacher seats south of the Myrtha Pool. Figures 2.4 
and 2.5 show the proposed floor plan and bleacher plan, respectively. 

A lightweight translucent shade structure with a corrosion-resistant powder-coated steel support 
system is proposed over the adjacent permanent seating area, which would be the highest point of 
the proposed facility. The shade structure would be 48 ft, 10 inches high, with support columns 
approximately 60 ft high from the Plinth level. This represents a decrease of 11 to 22 ft compared to 
the Approved Project. Figure 2.6, Project Elevations, depicts the proposed north, south, east, and 
west elevation views of the Modified Project. 

2.3.1.4 The Support Building 

Proposed at the center of the pool facilities, the support building would include locker rooms, 
restrooms, storage for pool equipment, mechanical and electrical rooms, office space for staff, and a 
concession area. The support building would be approximately 18,075 sf. The roofing for the 
support building would be a steel structure with an insulated corrosion-resistant metal roof. 

2.3.2 Landscaping and Open Space 

The Modified Project would include the addition of trees, shrubs, groundcover, and ornamental 
vegetation throughout the Project site. The Modified Project would also include vegetated lawn 
areas near the entrance to the Project site and near the southernmost portion of the site adjacent 
to the site’s boundary with the shoreline. The Modified Project includes 141,558 sf of open space 
area and 92,297 sf of landscaped area. Figure 2.7 depicts the conceptual landscape plan.  

2.3.3 Lighting  

Figure 2.8, Lighting Plan, contains the lighting plan produced for the Modified Project. Twelve light 
poles would be installed throughout the Project site. Light poles would be installed around the 
perimeter of the Plinth level near the glass wall, as well as east and west of the support building.  

2.3.4 Parking 

Figure 2.9, Parking Plan, shows existing and proposed parking in the vicinity of the Project site. 
Existing parking is located at the Belmont Veteran’s Memorial Pier parking lot and Bennett Avenue 
public beach parking lots, along Olympic Plaza Drive, and along the eastbound lane of Ocean 
Boulevard. Currently, there are a total of 933 parking spaces that serve the Project site and 
surrounding uses including the Belmont Veteran’s Memorial Pier, the beach, and Olympic Plaza. 
Following implementation of the Modified Project, a total of 1,288 parking spaces would service the 
Project site, representing a net increase of 355 parking spaces. According to the Parking Plan, the 
Modified Project would require 539 parking spaces per the City’s Municipal Code. As such, 
implementation of the Modified Project would result in a surplus of 749 parking spaces to serve the 
Project site and surrounding vicinity, including the Belmont Memorial Pier, the beach areas, and the 
adjacent Olympic Plaza. 
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FIGURE 2.4

Conceptual Floor Plan

I:\CLB1904.06\G\Floor Plans.cdr (11/26/2019)

Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project

SOURCE Hastings+Chivetta:
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FIGURE 2.4

Conceptual Floor Plan
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Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
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FIGURE 2.5

Conceptual Bleacher Plan

I:\CLB1904.06\G\Bleacher Plan.cdr (11/26/2019)

Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project

SOURCE Hastings+Chivetta:
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FIGURE 2.6

Project Elevations

I:\CLB1904.06\G\Project Elevations.cdr (11/26/2019)

Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project

SOURCE Hastings+Chivetta:
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Project Elevations
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FIGURE 2.6

Project Elevations
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FIGURE 2.6

Project Elevations
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Project Elevations
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Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
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FIGURE 2.7

Conceptual Landscape Plan

I:\CLB1904.06\G\Landscape Plan.cdr (11/26/2019)

Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
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FIGURE 2.8

Conceptual Lighting Plan

I:\CLB1904.06\G\Lighting Plan.cdr (11/26/2019)

Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
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2.3.5 Site Preparation and Grading 

In its existing condition, the Project site is flat. As stated previously, site preparation for the 
Modified Project will require removal of wood piles remaining from the demolition of the former 
Belmont Pool facility. Additionally, two temporary pools and a trash enclosure would be 
demolished. Figure 2.9 shows the Conceptual Grading Plan. Implementation of the Modified Project 
would require approximately 8,500 cubic yards (cy) of export from the Project site, comprised of 
17,500 cy of cut and 9,000 cy of fill. The maximum cut and fill depths would be 10 ft and 7 ft, 
respectively.  

2.3.6 Construction Schedule  

Construction of the Modified Project is anticipated to occur from May 2021 to October 2022, with 
project opening scheduled in November 2022.  

2.3.7 General Plan, Zoning, and Local Coastal Program 

As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, the zoning classifications for the Project site are Park (P) and 
Belmont Pier Planned Development District (PD-2, Subarea 1), which also allow for recreational 
uses. As such, the Approved Project was deemed consistent with existing zoning classifications on 
the Project site. The Modified Project would include an amendment to the zoning standards to 
specifically reference the pool facility. As a result of the amendment to the zoning standards, and 
because the PD-2 zoning is an implementing ordinance of the Local Coastal Program (LCP), an LCP 
Amendment would be required as part of the Modified Project. 

The LCP Amendment would establish the Belmont Beach and Aquatics Center (Modified Project) as 
a new subarea – PD-2, Subarea 5. Subarea 5 would include the Modified Project complex on an 
expanded site that was the former location of the Belmont Olympic Plaza Pool; allow a height limit 
up to the 60 ft1 (the height of the former Belmont Pool building); and would exempt new, rebuilt, or 
remodeled public facilities from a requirement to provide additional parking, notwithstanding the 
requirements of Municipal Code Chapter 21.41. 

In December 2019, the City Council approved a new Land Use Element (LUE), which is intended to 
guide future development in the City through the year 2040. The new LUE introduces the concept of 
“PlaceTypes,” which replace the traditional land uses designations and zoning classifications utilized 
in the previous LUE. The LUE establishes 14 primary PlaceTypes that divide the City into distinct 
neighborhoods, allowing for greater flexibility and a mix of compatible land uses within these areas. 
The proposed 14 PlaceTypes are as follows: (1) Open Space, (2) Founding and Contemporary 
Neighborhood, (3) Multi-Family Residential—Low, (4) Multi-Family Residential—Moderate, (5) 
Neighborhood-Serving Centers and Corridors—Low, (6) Neighborhood-Serving Centers and 
Corridors—Moderate, (7) Transit-Oriented Development-Low, (8) Transit-Oriented Development- 
Moderate, (9) Community Commercial, (10) Industrial, (11) Neo-Industrial, (12) Regional-Serving  
Facility, (13) Downtown, and (14) Waterfront. Under the updated LUE, the Project site is designated 

                                                      
1  The shade structure support columns would be a maximum height of 60 ft above Plinth level and 67 ft 

above grade; the shade would be a maximum height of approximately 49 ft above Plinth level and 56 ft 
above grade. 
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as Waterfront, which encourages high-intensity, compact, and diverse uses. The Project site and 
surrounding vicinity is specifically targeted as an area with significant opportunities for 
improvements that would revitalize this area and improve recreational opportunities for residents 
and visitors to the City utilizing the proposed Belmont Pool facility.  

2.4 PROJECT OBJECTIVES 

The Modified Project would result in the construction and implementation of the Belmont Pool 
facility, which would be generally consistent with the goals and objectives established for the 
Approved Project. Some goals and objectives have changed slightly due to changes between the 
Approved Project and the Modified Project design.  

The primary goal of the Modified Project is to replace the former Belmont Pool facility with a state-
of-the-art aquatic facility that will continue to serve as a recreational and competitive venue for the 
community, City, region, and State. In addition, the design scope requires that the facility be 
designed to meet Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Gold certification 
standards. The specific objectives of the Modified Project are to:  

• Redevelop the City-owned site of the former Belmont Pool with similar aquatic recreational 
purposes, consistent with the original ballot measure;  

• Replace the former Belmont Pool with a more modern facility that better meets the needs of 
the local community, region, and State’s recreational and competitive swimmers, divers, aquatic 
sports participants, and additional pool users due to the tremendous demand for these services 
in the local community, region, and State;  

• Minimize the time period that the community is without a permanent recreation and 
competitive pool facility;  

• Provide a facility that supports recreation, training, and competitive events for up to 1,865 
spectators (1,555 permanent seats, and up to 310 temporary exterior seats);  

• Increase programmable water space for recreational swimming to minimize scheduling conflicts 
with team practices and events;  

• Provide a signature design in a new pool complex that is distinctive, yet appropriate for its 
seaside location;  

• Accommodate swimming, diving, and water polo national/international events by reflecting 
current competitive standards, in accordance with FINA regulations;  

• Operate a pool facility that would generate revenue to help offset the ongoing operations and 
maintenance costs;  

• Implement the land use goals of Planned Development PD-2;  
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• Provide a facility that maximizes sustainability and energy efficiency through the use of selected 
high performance materials;  

• Minimize view disruptions compared to the former Belmont Pool facility;  

• Maximize views to the ocean from the facility;  

• Locate the pool in an area that serves the users of the former Belmont Pool facility;  

• Design the passive open space with drought tolerant and/or native landscaping and include 
areas suitable for general community use; and  

• Maintain or increase the amount of open space compared to the former Belmont Pool facility.  

2.5 DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS  

Discretionary approvals required for the Modified Project include the following:  

1. Approval of this Addendum to the 2016 Belmont Pool Revitalization Project Certified EIR to 
address potential environmental effects as a result of changes made to the project since the 
original City Council approval and EIR certification in 2016.  

2. Site Plan Approval consisting of plans illustrating the Project site, as well as architecture and 
landscaping proposed as part of the project. 

3. Amendment to the zoning standards for PD-2. 

4. Local Coastal Program (LCP) Amendment to establish Subarea 5, Belmont Beach and Aquatics 
Center, in PD-2. 

5. Issuance of a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) by the California Coastal Commission to allow 
for the development and operation of the Modified Project along the City’s coastline. 

6. Issuance of a Section 401 Permit – Water Quality Certification National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) Permit by the Regional Water Quality Board.  
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3.0 COMPARATIVE EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

The following discussion contains an analysis of the potential impacts of the changes to the 
Approved Project in relation to the Modified Project. The potential impacts of the Modified Project 
are compared to impacts identified for the Approved Project analyzed in the 2016 Final EIR, which 
the City certified in August 2016. As explained in Chapter 1.0, this comparative analysis has been 
undertaken pursuant to CEQA and to provide City decision-makers with a factual basis for 
determining whether the proposed changes to the Approved Project, changes in circumstances, or 
new information since the certification of the 2016 Final EIR require additional environmental 
review. Potential impacts associated with the Modified Project are evaluated using the same 
thresholds applied in the 2016 Final EIR. The basis for each finding is explained in the analysis that 
follows. 

3.1 IMPACTS IDENTIFIED IN THE 2016 FINAL EIR 

As discussed in Chapter 2.0, Project Description, modifications to the project plans have been made 
in response to input from the California Coastal Commission staff as well as concerns regarding 
construction costs. Because of this, new analysis for impacts is provided in this Addendum. The 
environmental analysis provided in the 2016 Final EIR remains relevant and applicable to the 
Modified Project in areas unaffected by changes in existing conditions and changes in the Modified 
Project for the environmental topics as listed below. 

As required by State CEQA Guidelines Section 15128, an EIR must identify the effects of the 
proposed Project determined not to be significant. Per State CEQA Guidelines Section 15063, the 
City prepared an Initial Study (IS) to determine whether the Project could have a significant effect on 
the environment. The IS also identified effects determined not to be significant consistent with State 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15063(c)(3)(B). Impacts that were determined to be less than significant 
were discussed and evaluated in the Initial Study contained in Appendix A of the 2016 Final EIR. The 
analysis determined that the Approved Project would result in no impacts to agricultural resources, 
mineral resources, population and housing, or public services.  

• Agricultural Resources. The IS prepared for the 2016 Final EIR determined that there would be 
no impacts to agricultural resources. The Project site is not designated as Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance and is not in a Williamson Contract. The 
site has not been and is not currently used for agricultural purposes. The conditions of the 
Project site have not changed since certification of the 2016 Final EIR. Due to these conditions, 
the Modified Project would not result in any impacts to agricultural resources.  

• Mineral Resources. The 2016 Final EIR determined that no impacts would occur to mineral 
resources because the proposed Project site does not contain oil extraction operations and has 
no other known mineral resources. The proposed project was not anticipated to interfere with 
resource recovery from other sites that are identified in any general, specific, or land use plan. 
The conditions of the Project site have not changed since certification of the 2016 Final EIR, and 
the Modified Project would not have any impacts on mineral resources.  
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• Population and Housing. The 2016 Final EIR determined that no impacts would occur to 
population and housing because it would not provide new homes, new businesses, or generate 
a substantial number of new jobs. The project would not result in the removal of any existing 
housing or displace any existing housing units and, therefore, would not require the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere. The conditions of the Project site have not 
changed since certification of the 2016 Final EIR, and the Modified Project would not have any 
impacts on population and housing. 

• Public Services. The 2016 Final EIR determined that the proposed project would have less than 
significant or no impacts related to public services. The proposed project would not provide any 
residential uses and would not result in population growth that would generate an increased 
demand for police or fire services. Further, the proposed project would not result in population 
growth that would generate an increased demand for public school services or public facilities 
such as libraries. The conditions of the Project site have not changed since certification of the 
2016 Final EIR, and the Modified Project would not have any impacts on public services. 

A discussion of all topics not mentioned above will be further discussed in this Addendum to the 
certified 2016 Final EIR.  
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3.2 AESTHETICS 

3.2.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. There have been no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with 
respect to the regional visual character or light and glare since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. 
Refer to Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of the 2016 Certified EIR for an in-depth discussion of these 
features of the existing environmental setting and potential impacts with regard to aesthetics. The 
analysis contained in Section 4.1 is based on information compiled from aerial photographs and 
ground-level photographs of the site and surrounding areas.  

The Approved Project site in the 2016 Final EIR was an approximately 5.8-acre site; the Modified 
Project includes the temporary Myrtha Pool, which will be converted to a permanent pool, and 
associated landscaping. Therefore, the Project site has expanded to include an additional 1.6 acres 
for a total of 7.4 acres. The site formerly contained the Belmont Plaza Olympic Pool, which was 
operated by the City Department of Parks, Recreation and Marine. The Project site is characterized 
by a temporary pool, passive park space containing grassland, and sand placed on site to 
temporarily cover the location of the former pool facility. The Project site is located in a heavily 
urbanized coastal area, and is fully surrounded by residential, commercial, and recreational uses 
(such as public beaches and the Belmont Pier). 

There are no locally designated scenic vistas on or surrounding the Project site, but expansive ocean 
views from public rights-of-way and from the Project site can generally be considered to have 
aesthetic value. Existing residential and commercial development along Termino Avenue and Ocean 
Boulevard is visible within the immediate vicinity of the Project site. Two commercial uses (Yankee 
Tavern Bar and retail space) on East Olympic Plaza were replaced with a new fitness club (Olympix 
Fitness Center) in 2017. However, the new use occupies the same space as the prior businesses in 
the existing commercial development and has a comparable mass, scale, and height as the former 
structure.   

In its existing condition, the Project site generates nighttime light via two streetlights along East 
Olympic Plaza, 18 pole-mounted lights along pathways in the passive park, and lighting for the 
outdoor pool. In its existing condition, the Project site does not contain any reflective surfaces which 
generate glare. Existing light sources in the immediate vicinity include streetlights, vehicle headlines, 
interior illumination from residential and commercial uses, business signage, and security lighting.  

3.2.2 2016 Certified EIR  

Please refer to Section 4.1 of the Certified EIR for analyses of the potential effects of the Approved 
Project related to aesthetics. The Certified EIR concluded that impacts related to aesthetics would 
be less than significant or less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

3.2.2.1 Scenic Vistas 

Less than Significant Impact. As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, there are no locally designated 
scenic vistas on or surrounding the Project site. However, expansive ocean views from public rights-
of-way can generally be considered to have aesthetic value. The proposed pool complex would have 
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been located generally on the same building footprint as the former Belmont Pool facility. The 
proposed placement and alignment of the building’s cover (the “Bubble”) would have allowed for 
increased views of the coastline that were previously blocked by the former Belmont Pool structure. 
Additionally, it was determined that the curved elliptical shape of the Bubble would reduce the 
structural scale and mass, when compared to a traditional rectangular building, by eliminating the 
corners of the building, allowing for an increase in viewable area. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that the change in the building alignment on the site, in combination with the reduced 
structural mass from the Bubble’s elliptical design, would result in less than significant impacts on 
scenic vistas. No mitigation was required. 

3.2.2.2 Scenic Resources within a State-designated Scenic Highway 

Less than Significant Impact. While Ocean Boulevard adjacent to the Project site is not a designated 
State Highway, the portion of Ocean Boulevard adjacent to the Project site was identified as a 
designated scenic route associated in the City’s General Plan Scenic Routes Element. While 
implementation of the Approved Project would have modified the views to and from the Project site 
by replacing the former Belmont Pool facility with a new pool complex, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that the Approved Project would not substantially alter the existing character of the 
surrounding area. Motorists along Ocean Boulevard would have also experienced increased views of 
the coastline following implementation of the Approved Project. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that potential impacts on the Recreational Scenic Route would be less than significant, 
and no mitigation was required. 

3.2.2.3 Visual Character 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Construction of the Approved Project 
would have involved on-site grading and construction activities that would be visible to travelers 
along Ocean Boulevard and other adjacent roadways. However, construction activities would have 
been short-term and temporary fencing would have been placed along the perimeter of the site to 
screen construction activities from the street level. Construction fencing could serve as a potential 
target for graffiti if not appropriately monitored. As such, the 2016 Certified EIR required 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.1.1, which itself required the maintenance of the Project 
site fencing to ensure that impacts associated with unwanted debris and graffiti would be less than 
significant.  

Operation of the Approved Project would have altered the existing visual character of the site 
because the design style of the previously proposed structure would have been dramatically 
different than the former Belmont Pool facility. However, the design of the Approved Project had a 
comparable mass, scale, and height to the former facility and was aligned to provide for increased 
coastal views. Additionally, the Approved Project would have replaced one large recreational pool 
complex with another recreational pool complex and although the design of the Approved Project 
would have been different, the visual character of the Project site would not have been substantially 
degraded with implementation of the Approved Project.  

With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.1.1, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the 
Approved Project’s impacts with respect to the visual character and quality of the site and 
surrounding area would be less than significant. 
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3.2.2.4 Light and Glare 

Less than Significant Impact. The 2016 Certified EIR determined that lighting required during 
construction of the Approved Project would generate light that may spillover in the vicinity of the 
Project site. However, construction activities would have occurred only during daylight hours, and 
construction-related illumination would have been used for safety and security purposes only (in 
compliance with Long Beach Municipal Code [LBMC] light intensity requirements), and would have 
occurred for the duration required for the temporary construction process. Minor glare from 
sunlight on construction equipment and vehicle windshields was not anticipated to impact visibility 
in the area because the construction site would have been fenced and shielded from pedestrian and 
passenger vehicle views. In addition, construction vehicles would not have been operating at night 
and thus would not have created nighttime sources of glare. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that construction of the Approved Project would not create a new source of substantial 
light or glare that would have adversely affected day or nighttime views in the area, and light 
impacts associated with construction would be less than significant. 

The Approved Project included the installation of new lighting for the pool, which would have 
replaced existing lighting for the outdoor pools, park, and associated streetlights. Nighttime lights 
were determined to be necessary for the safety and security of the visitors and employees on site 
and along the park pathways, but outdoor light fixtures would have been shielded and directed in 
compliance with the existing LBMC. Project signage would have been illuminated by light-emitting 
diode lights in conformance with the LBMC, and would have required Site Plan Review and approval. 
The Bubble cover would have been made from a low reflective material. While the Approved 
Project’s building accents may have included metal or other highly polished surfaces around building 
entrances, such accents would have been small relative to the size of the facade and would have 
been partially blocked by landscaping buffers. Additionally, daytime glare and nighttime glare would 
have been reduced from the proposed landscaping in the interior portions of the Project site. The 
nighttime glare produced by the signage, exterior lighting, and vehicular headlights would have 
been similar to existing nighttime glare produced by the surrounding residential and commercial 
uses and would not have resulted in enough glare to be considered substantial or affect nighttime 
views. In addition, the interior lighting of the Bubble was not considered a glare-producing light 
because the structure would have been illuminated from the inside, which would have produced a 
glow and not a direct light. Additionally, the lighting of the Bubble structure would have been 
limited and would have ended at 10:00 p.m., consistent with the operational hours of the facility, 
and would not have been lit throughout the night. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that 
impacts due to light and glare generation and interference with the performance of an off-site 
activity or adverse effects on views would be less than significant during operation of the Approved 
Project, and no mitigation was required. 

3.2.2.5 Cumulative Aesthetic Impacts  

Less than Significant Impact. The 2016 Certified EIR noted that the Approved Project was located in 
an urban area with a number of existing sources of light and glare. Additionally, because the 
Approved Project would have replaced the former Belmont Pool with a modernized pool complex, 
light and glare associated with the Approved Project would be consistent with both the prior and 
existing conditions in the area and would not have impacted views in the area. The potential 
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aesthetic impacts to scenic vistas, scenic resources, and existing visual character were evaluated and 
found to be less than significant. Therefore, the contribution of the Approved Project to potential 
cumulative visual/aesthetic impacts in the Project area were considered less than cumulatively 
considerable. No mitigation was required. 

3.2.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

3.2.3.1 Scenic Vistas 

The project changes included in the Modified Project would not result in changes to impacts to 
scenic vistas or scenic resources because the Project site is not within or in close proximity to a 
scenic vista. However, there are expansive ocean views from public rights-of-way, which can 
generally be considered to have aesthetic value. The Approved Project was a covered pool facility; 
other than the support building (which contains restrooms, changing rooms, and offices), all of the 
pools associated with the Modified Project are located outside. Therefore, the Modified Project 
would allow for increased views of the coastline as compared to the Approved Project as there is no 
large building mass to block potential views. Impacts would remain less than significant. 

3.2.3.2 Scenic Resources within a State-designated Scenic Highway 

The development proposed under the Modified Project would be located on the same portion of the 
Project site as the Approved Project but further northeast (inland), and would include the adjoining 
Myrtha pool site. There are no State-designated Scenic Highways in the vicinity of Project site. While 
Ocean Boulevard adjacent to the Project site is not a State-designated Scenic Highway, the portion 
of Ocean Boulevard adjacent to the Project site was identified as a designated scenic route 
associated in the City’s General Plan Scenic Routes Element. As compared to the Approved Project, 
motorists along Ocean Boulevard would have increased views of the coastline following 
implementation of the Modified Project as the project does not include the bubble roof. Further, the 
height of the proposed shade structure, which is the tallest point of the development under the 
Modified Project that could obstruct views, would be approximately 49 ft above Plinth level and 
56 ft above grade, which is 14 ft shorter than the bubble roof proposed under the Approved Project. 
It should be noted that the proposed shade structure support columns would be approximately 60 ft 
above the Plinth level and 67 ft above grade; however, the support columns do not have any 
significant mass and would not obstruct views. Therefore, the Modified Project would allow for 
increased views of the coastline as compared to the Approved Project. Impacts would remain less 
than significant. 

3.2.3.3 Visual Character 

Similar to the Approved project, the Modified Project would modify the views to and from the 
Project site by developing the site with a new pool complex. Similar to the Approved Project, 
construction activities would be visible to travelers along Ocean Boulevard and other adjacent 
roadways. However, construction activities would be short-term and temporary fencing would be 
placed along the perimeter of the site to screen construction activities from the street level. Because 
construction fencing could serve as a potential target for graffiti, similar to the Approved Project, 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.1.1, requiring the maintenance of the Project site fencing, 
would be required for the Modified Project to ensure that impacts associated with unwanted debris 
and graffiti would be less than significant.  
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Operation of the Modified Project, similar to the Approved Project, would alter the existing visual 
character of the site because the proposed pool complex would be constructed on the site of the 
former Belmont Pool facility. The Modified Project is largely uncovered and would have significantly 
less mass, scale, and height than the Approved Project. Refer to Figure 2.6, Project Elevations, in 
Section 2.0, Project Description, which illustrates the elevations and heights of the Approved Project 
as compared to the Modified Project. As shown, the Approved Project had a maximum building 
height of 71ft from the Plinth; the Modified Project has a maximum building height from the Plinth 
of just under 49 ft for the shade structure and 60 ft for the shade structure support columns. The 
support columns do not have any significant mass and do not obstruct views; therefore, the 
Modified Project has a significantly reduced height and mass as compared to the Approved Project. 

Visual simulations2 have been created to illustrate what the Modified Project would look like from 
public viewpoints as compared to the Approved Project. A photograph location key map (refer to 
Figure 3.2.1) indicates the vantage point from which each key view photograph was taken. Four of 
the view locations (Key Views 1 through 4) are the same view locations as included for the Approved 
Project in the 2016 Certified EIR. Three additional locations, one from Ocean Avenue (Key View 5), 
one from the public bike path on the beach (Key View 6), and one from the water of the Pacific 
Ocean (Key View 7), have been added at the request of the California Coastal Commission staff.  

Key View 1 from southbound Termino Avenue (Figure 3.2.2) shows views of the Approved Project 
and the Modified Project looking south at the intersection of Termino Avenue and Midway Street at 
the corner of the Jack in the Box parking lot. As illustrated, the only portion of the Modified Project 
that is visible from this location is the 10 ft high glass wall on the Plinth that extends around the 
main pool complex, separating the pool area from the landscaping and open space. The Bubble roof 
structure of the Approved Project is no longer present, and therefore views of the open sky are 
increased with the Modified Project. There is a substantial reduction in the mass of any structure 
obstructing views from this location. 

Key View 2, from westbound Ocean Boulevard at Bennett Avenue (Figure 3.2.3), shows views of the 
Approved Project and the Modified Project facing southwest from the intersection of Ocean 
Boulevard and Bennett Avenue. As illustrated, the glass wall, diving platforms, support building, and 
shade structure over the bleachers of the Modified Project are visible from this location. The Bubble 
roof structure associated with the Approved Project is no longer present, and the overall mass is 
reduced under the Modified Project. Due to the significant reduction in building height under the 
Modified Project, views of the open sky are increased as compared to the Approved Project. 

Key View 3, from westbound Ocean Boulevard at Prospect Avenue (Figure 3.2.4), shows views of the 
Approved Project and the Modified Project from west on Ocean Boulevard at the intersection with 
Prospect Avenue, approximately 450 ft from the eastern boundary of the Project site. The primary 
features of the Modified Project visible from this location are the support building and the shade 
structure. As compared to the Approved Project, there is a reduction in the overall mass and scale 
with the Modified Project.  

                                                      
2  Visual Simulations were prepared by RoTo Architects in November 2019. The visual simulations were 

prepared by importing computer-aided design (CAD) drawings of the Modified Project plans and 
overlaying them onto photographs. 



 

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A  

A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.2-6 

This page intentionally left blank 



SOURCE: Google Earth, 2019
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FIGURE 3.2.1

Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
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Approved Project View

Modified Project View
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Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project

FIGURE 3.2.2
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Key View 2
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FIGURE 3.2.3

Approved Project View

Modified Project View

Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
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Key View 3
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FIGURE 3.2.4

Approved Project View

Modified Project View

Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
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Key View 4, from Belmont Memorial Veteran’s Pier (Figure 3.2.5), shows views of the Approved 
Project and the Modified Project facing northeast from the midway point on the Pier. The primary 
features of the Modified Project visible from this location are the bleachers and shade structure. As 
compared to the Approved Project, there is a significant reduction in the visible mass, scale, and 
height with the Modified Project. The visual presence of the facility’s structure is significantly 
reduced under the Modified Project from this view location. 

Key View 5 (Figure 3.2.6) is a new visual simulation and shows existing views and views of the 
Modified Project looking south from Ocean Boulevard and Termino Avenue. The only features of the 
Modified Project visible from this location are small portions of the top of the diving platforms and 
shade structure, and a partial view of the glass wall on the northwest boundary of the site. Although 
this is a new view location, there is no significant visual presence of a large pool facility. Impacts to 
the visual character of the site and immediate vicinity would be less than significant from Key View 
location 5. 

Key View 6 (Figure 3.2.7) is a new visual simulation and shows existing views and views of the 
Modified Project looking northwest from the public bike path on the beach. The primary features of 
the Modified Project visible from this location are the diving platforms, support building, and shade 
structure. The presence of the Modified Project is apparent from this location; however, the 
structures do not block any views of the beach and are consistent with the scale of other 
development in the Project vicinity. The architecture and scale of the proposed Project would not 
degrade the visual character of the site and surrounding area. Impacts to the visual character of the 
site and immediate vicinity would be less than significant from Key View location 6. 

Key View 7 (Figure 3.2.8) is a new visual simulation and shows existing views and views of the 
Modified Project looking north from the waters of the Pacific Ocean. The primary features visible of 
the Modified Project from this location are the shade structure, bleachers, support building, and 
glass perimeter wall. The presence of the Modified Project is apparent from this location; however, 
the structures do not block any views and are consistent with the scale of other development in the 
Project vicinity. The architecture and scale of the proposed Project would not degrade the visual 
character of the site and surrounding area. Impacts to the visual character of the site and immediate 
vicinity would be less than significant from Key View location 7. 

As illustrated in the above figures and descriptions, the Modified Project has a significantly reduced 
mass, scale, and height as compared to the Approved Project. Although the Modified Project would 
introduce a new physical facility in the Project area, the visual quality of the site and surrounding 
would not be significantly impacted. Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would 
not degrade the visual character of the Project site, and visual impacts are considered reduced for 
the Modified Project. 

Overall, impacts to the visual character of the Project site and surrounding area are substantially 
reduced for the Modified Project as compared to the Approved Project. Similar to the Approved 
Project, with implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.1.1, the Modified Project’s impacts with 
respect to the visual character and quality of the site and surrounding area would be less than 
significant.  
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Key View 4
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FIGURE 3.2.5

Approved Project View

Modified Project View

Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project
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Existing View

Modified Project View

Key View 5
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Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project

FIGURE 3.2.6
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Existing View

Modified Project View

Key View 6
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Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project

FIGURE 3.2.7
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Existing View

Modified Project View

Key View 7
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Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project

FIGURE 3.2.8



 

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A  

A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.2-24 

This page intentionally left blank 



A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A   

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.2-25 

3.2.3.4 Light and Glare 

Similar to the Approved Project, lighting required during construction of the Modified Project would 
generate light that may spillover in the vicinity of the Project site. However, construction activities 
would occur only during daylight hours, and construction-related illumination would be used for 
safety and security purposes only (in compliance with LBMC light intensity requirements), and would 
only occur during the temporary construction process. Construction vehicles would not be operating 
at night and thus would not create nighttime sources of light and glare. Therefore, similar to the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would not create a new source of substantial light or glare 
that would have adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area, and light impacts associated 
with construction would be less than significant. 

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project includes the installation of new lighting for the 
pools, which would replace existing lighting for the park and associated streetlights. Similar to the 
Approved Project, nighttime lights would be necessary for the Modified Project for the safety and 
security of the visitors and employees on site and along the park pathways, but outdoor light 
fixtures would be shielded and directed downward in compliance with the existing LBMC. Similar to 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project signage would be illuminated by light-emitting diode 
lights in conformance with the LBMC, and would require Site Plan Review and approval.  

The interior lighting of the Bubble cover for the Approved Project was not considered a glare-
producing light because the structure would have been illuminated from the inside, which would 
have produced a glow and not a direct light. In contrast, the Modified Project would not require the 
lighting of a large pool building, and light for the outdoor pools and bleachers would be directed 
downward so as not to spill light and glare off site (similar to parking lot lighting in adjacent public 
parking lots). All pool and bleacher lighting would be turned off at 10 p.m., consistent with the 
operational hours for the pool facility for the Approved Project. While the lighting for the Modified 
Project’s outdoor pools would be similar to the adjacent parking lot lighting, it would be different 
from the illumination of the Approved Project’s Bubble structure. However, compliance with the 
regulations in the LBMC would ensure that the Modified Project’s lighting would have less than 
significant impacts, similar to the Approved Project’s lighting. 

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project’s exterior lighting and vehicular headlights 
would be similar to existing nighttime glare produced by the surrounding residential and commercial 
uses and would not result in enough glare to be considered substantial or affect nighttime views. 
Therefore, impacts due to light and glare generation and interference with the performance of an 
off-site activity or adverse effects on views would be less than significant during operation of the 
Modified Project, similar to the Approved Project, and no mitigation is required. 

3.2.3.5 Cumulative Aesthetic Impacts  

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would develop the Project site with a 
modernized pool complex that would contribute to the visual character of the Project area. 
However, the Modified Project has a significantly reduced mass, scale, and height as compared to 
the Approved Project and would therefore result in fewer changes to the visual character of the 
Project site and the Project area. 
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The Modified Project is located on the same site as the Approved Project in an urban area with a 
number of existing sources of light and glare. Similar to the Approved Project, light and glare 
associated with the Modified Project would be consistent with both the prior and existing conditions 
in the area. Similar to the Approved Project, the potential aesthetic impacts to scenic vistas, scenic 
resources, and existing visual character for the Modified Project were found to be less than 
significant. Because there are no other current or reasonably foreseeable future projects within the 
cumulative study area (the immediately adjacent area within view of the Project site), the Modified 
Project, like the Approved Project, would not contribute to cumulative aesthetic impacts. Further, 
the reduced scale, height, and mass of the Modified Project would result in less visual impacts as 
compared to the Approved Project. Therefore, the contribution of the Modified Project to potential 
cumulative visual/ aesthetic impacts in the Project area is considered comparable to, or less than,   
the Approved Project and is less than cumulatively considerable. No mitigation is required. 

3.2.4 Findings Related to Aesthetics 

3.2.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to aesthetics, and there would not be a substantial 
increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.2.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the record or 
otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances pertaining to 
aesthetics that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.2.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than the 2016 Certified EIR 

This Addendum has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact related to aesthetics requiring major revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.2.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

There is no new information, mitigation, or alternatives to the project that would substantially 
reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to aesthetics identified and considered in the 
2016 Certified EIR. 

3.2.5 Standard Conditions 

There are no standard conditions pertaining to aesthetics that are applicable to either the Approved 
Project or the Modified Project. 
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3.2.6 Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measure pertaining to aesthetics that was included in the 2016 Certified 
EIR is also applicable to the Modified Project. 

Mitigation Measure 4.1.1  Maintenance of Construction Barriers. Prior to issuance of any 
construction permits, the Development Services Director, or 
designee, shall verify that construction plans include the following 
note: During construction, the Construction Contractor shall ensure, 
through appropriate postings and daily visual inspections, that no 
unauthorized materials are posted on any temporary construction 
barriers or temporary pedestrian walkways, and that any such 
temporary barriers and walkways are maintained in a visually 
attractive manner. In the event that unauthorized materials or 
markings are discovered on any temporary construction barrier or 
temporary pedestrian walkway, the Construction Contractor shall 
remove such items within 48 hours. 
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3.3 AIR QUALITY  

3.3.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. There have been no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with 
respect to air quality. As such, refer to Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the 2016 Certified EIR for an in-
depth discussion of the existing environmental setting.  

The Project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin) and is under the jurisdiction of the 
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The SCAQMD has established an Air 
Quality Management Plan (AQMP) that contains policies and measures to achieve federal and State 
standards for improved air quality. 

The Project site is characterized by a temporary pool, passive park space containing grassland, and 
sand placed on site to temporarily cover the location of the former pool facility. 

3.3.2 2016 Certified EIR 

3.3.2.1 Conflicts with Air Quality Plans 

Less than Significant Impact. The 2016 Certified EIR determined that emissions associated with the 
Approved Project were not anticipated to exceed the General Plan projections or contribute to air 
quality deterioration beyond South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) thresholds. 
The Approved Project was also consistent with the site’s General Plan land use designation. 
Therefore, since the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) is based on local General Plans and the 
Approved Project was consistent with the General Plan, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the 
Approved Project would not conflict with the AQMP. However, the Approved Project was required 
to adhere to SCAQMD’s Standard Conditions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2, which included a variety of measures 
aimed at controlling dust during construction, consistent with the City’s General Plan Air Quality 
Element Policy 6.1. In addition, the Approved Project would have been built to meet Leadership in 
Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Gold (or higher) certification standards and would have 
implemented a variety of conservation and sustainability features aimed at reducing energy 
consumption, consistent with General Plan policies. Furthermore, the Approved Project would have 
been compliant with all Mandatory Measures outlined in the California Green Building Standards 
Code (CALGreen Code) aimed at the improvement of air quality. Therefore, because the Approved 
Project was consistent with the City’s General Plan Air Quality Element, the CALGreen Code, and the 
Final 2012 AQMP, the Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project would have a less than 
significant impact related to conflict with applicable goals and policies, and no mitigation would be 
required. 
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3.3.2.2 Violate or Contribute to an Air Quality Standard Violation 

Less than Significant Impact.  

Construction Emissions.  Construction activities produce combustion emissions from various 
sources (i.e., construction of pool area improvements and motor vehicle transport of the 
construction crew). Exhaust emissions from construction activities envisioned on site would vary 
daily as construction activity levels change. The 2016 Certified EIR determined that the use of 
construction equipment on the site would result in localized exhaust emissions. However, the 
Approved Project would have been required to adhere to SCAQMD’s measures aimed at 
controlling dust during construction (Standard Conditions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2). Therefore, with 
incorporation of these SCAQMD Rules and emission control measures, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that construction emissions would not exceed any of SCAQMD’s thresholds. 

Operation Emissions.  Long-term air pollutant emission impacts are those associated with 
stationary sources and mobile sources involving any project-related changes. The Approved 
Project would have resulted in net increases in both area and mobile-source emissions over 
existing conditions; however, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project’s 
emissions (from both stationary sources and vehicular sources) would not exceed SCAQMD daily 
emissions thresholds. Therefore, the long-term air quality impacts of the Approved Project were 
determined to be less than significant, and no mitigation was required. 

For the Approved Project, the appropriate Source Receptor Area (SRA) used to analyze Localized 
Significance Thresholds (LST) was South Coastal Los Angeles County. The sensitive land uses 
within the vicinity of the Approved Project included the existing Belmont Shores Children’s 
Center (Preschool/Child Care) facility located within 25 feet (ft) from the northern Project 
construction boundary, residences across East Ocean Boulevard to the northeast located 
approximately 100 ft from the northern Project construction boundary, and residences across 
Termino Avenue to the northwest located approximately 80 ft from the western Project 
construction boundary. LST emissions of criteria pollutants as a result of the Approved Project 
were determined to be below the emissions thresholds established for the region. No mitigation 
was required. 

3.3.2.3 Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant 

Less than Significant Impact. The Approved Project’s projected construction, operational, and LST 
emissions of criteria pollutants were projected to be below the emissions thresholds established for 
the region. Cumulative emissions are part of the emission inventory included in the AQMP for the 
Project area. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that there would be no cumulatively 
considerable net increase of the criteria pollutants that are in “nonattainment” status in the South 
Coast Air Basin, and impacts would have a less than significant impact; no mitigation was required. 
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3.3.2.4 Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations 

Less than Significant Impact. At the time the Certified EIR was prepared, sensitive land uses within 
the vicinity of the Project site included the existing Belmont Shores Children’s Center 
(Preschool/Child Care) facility to the north, and residences to the west and northeast of the Project 
site. Fugitive dust emissions would have occur during construction of the Approved Project; 
however, the Project was be required to comply with SCAQMD Standard Conditions and Rule 403, as 
specified in Standard Conditions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2. Therefore, with implementation of Standard 
Conditions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2, the Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project would not result 
in significant impacts to sensitive receptors related to fugitive dust during construction. The 
Certified EIR also determined that carbon monoxide (CO) and nitrogen oxides (NOX) emissions 
during construction would not exceed SCAQMD thresholds. Therefore, the construction of the 
Approved Project would result in less than significant air quality impacts related to CO and NOX 
emissions, and no mitigation was required. 

Long-term operational criteria pollutant emission impacts are those associated with stationary and 
mobile sources. The maximum emissions from operation of the Approved Project would not cause 
or contribute to an exceedance of applicable federal or State ambient air quality standards. 
Therefore, the Certified EIR determined that long-term operation of the Approved Project would 
result in less than significant air quality impacts related to CO, NOx, or other criteria pollutants and 
would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations, and no mitigation was 
required. 

Long-Term Microscale (CO Hot Spot) Analysis. Vehicular trips associated with the Approved Project 
would have contributed to traffic at intersections and along roadway segments in the vicinity of the 
Project site. Localized air quality impacts would have occurred when emissions from vehicular traffic 
increased as a result of the Approved Project. The primary mobile-source pollutant of local concern 
is CO, a direct function of vehicle idling time and, thus, of traffic flow conditions. 

The 2016 Certified EIR concluded that potential impacts related to localized mobile-source CO 
emissions would be less than significant based on the average daily trips anticipated at build out of 
the Approved Project, and because the intersections evaluated for the Approved Project had low 
background CO levels. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR found that potential impacts related to 
localized mobile-source CO emissions for the Approved Project would be less than significant, and 
no mitigation was required.  

3.3.2.5 Cumulative Air Quality Impacts 

Less than Significant Impact. The 2016 Certified EIR determined project-related construction 
activities, in combination with those from other projects in the area, would not substantially 
deteriorate local air quality with the implementation of Standard Conditions 4.2.1 through 4.2.2 and 
adherence to applicable SCAQMD rules and regulations. Additionally, project-related operational 
impacts would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in any criterial pollutant with 
the implementation of Standard Conditions 4.2.1 through 4.2.2 and adherence to applicable 
SCAQMD rules and regulations. Therefore, cumulative operational impacts associated with 
proposed operation of the Approved Project were determined to be less than significant; no 
mitigation was required.  
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3.3.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

As part of the Modified Project, revised air quality modeling has been completed. As such, the 
analysis of the Modified Project changes and the findings related to Air Quality are based on the 
Belmont Plaza Pool Revised Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Analysis (LSA, November 
2019) contained in Appendix A. To quantify air quality emissions, LSA utilized the California 
Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod, Version 2016.3.2)3 and compared the net change in air 
quality and GHG emissions between the Approved Project and the Modified Project. 

3.3.3.1 Conflicts with Air Quality Plans 

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project is consistent with the Waterfront (WF) 
PlaceType designation for the Project site and its surrounding area, which is designated by the City’s 
General Plan. The City’s General Plan is consistent with SCAG’s 2008 Regional Comprehensive Plan4 
guidelines and the SCAQMD’s 2016 AQMP. Pursuant to the methodology provided in Chapter 12 of 
SCAQMD’s 1993 CEQA Air Quality Handbook, consistency with the 2016 AQMP is affirmed when a 
project (1) does not increase the frequency or severity of an air quality standards violation or cause 
a new violation, and (2) is consistent with the growth assumptions in the AQMP.  

The Modified Project would result in short-term construction and long-term pollutant emissions that 
are less than the CEQA significance emissions thresholds established by SCAQMD, as demonstrated 
in the following threshold discussion (3.3.3.2); therefore, the Modified Project would not result in an 
increase in the frequency or severity of any air quality standards violation and will not cause a new 
air quality standard violation. Furthermore, because the Modified Project would not require an 
amendment to the City’s General Plan and does not meet the definition of a “significant project,” as 
defined in the CEQA Air Quality Handbook, the Modified Project would be consistent with the 
growth assumptions in the South Coast Air Basin 2016 AQMP.  

In addition, the Modified Project, similar to the Approved Project, would be built to meet LEED Gold 
(or higher) certification standards and would implement a variety of conservation and sustainability 
features aimed at reducing energy consumption, consistent with General Plan policies. Furthermore, 
the Modified Project would be compliant with all Mandatory Measures outlined in the CALGreen 
Code aimed at the improvement of air quality. Therefore, like the Approved Project, because the 
Modified Project is consistent with the City’s General Plan Air Quality Element, the CALGreen Code, 
and the Final 2012 AQMP, the Modified Project would have a less than significant impact related to 
conflict with applicable goals and policies, and no mitigation would be required. 

                                                      
3  South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). 2017. California Emissions Estimator Model, 

Version 2016.3.2. Developed for the California Air Pollution Officers Association (CAPCOA) in collaboration 
with the California Air Districts. November. Website:  https://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/
caleemod/01_user-39-s-guide2016-3-2_15november2017.pdf?sfvrsn=4 / (accessed November 2019). 

4  Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). 2008. Regional Comprehensive Plan. Website: 
http://www.scag.ca.gov/NewsAndMedia/Pages/RegionalComprehensivePlan.aspx (accessed November 
2019). 
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3.3.3.2 Violate or Contribute to an Air Quality Standard Violation 

Construction Emissions. Construction activities produce combustion emissions from various sources 
(i.e., construction of pool area improvements and motor vehicle transport of the construction crew). 
Exhaust emissions from construction activities envisioned on site would vary daily as construction 
activity levels change. A comparison of the short-term construction emissions associated with the 
Modified Project and the Approved Project is shown in Table 3.3.A, below. As shown in Table 3.3.A, 
the Modified Project’s regional construction emissions would be less than the Approved Project and 
less than SCAQMD thresholds. Therefore, the Modified Project, similar to the Approved Project, 
would not result in a cumulatively considerable increase in emissions due to construction-related 
emissions. No mitigation is required. 

Table 3.3.A: Short-Term Regional Construction Emissions 

Construction Phase 
Total Regional Pollutant Emissions (lbs/day) 

ROG NOX CO SOX Fugitive 
PM10 

Exhaust 
PM10 

Fugitive 
PM2.5 

Exhaust 
PM2.5 

Approved Project Peak 
Daily Emissions 41.0 52.0 40.0 0.1 12.0 6.4 

Modified Project 
Site Preparation 4.0 40.6 21.8 0.0 7.2 2.0 3.9 1.9 
Grading 2.8 38.4 19.4 0.1 3.7 1.2 1.6 1.1 
Building Construction 2.5 21.6 21.5 0.0 1.4 1.0 0.4 0.9 
Paving 1.2 11.2 15.1 0.0 0.2 0.6 0.0 0.5 
Architectural Coatings 10.4 1.5 2.5 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 
Modified Project Peak 
Daily Emissions 10.4 40.6 21.8 0.1 9.3 5.8 

SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0 55.0 
Exceed SCAQMD 
Thresholds? No No No No No No 

Source: Compiled by LSA (November 2019). 
CO = carbon monoxide 
lbs/day = pounds per day 
NOX = nitrogen oxides  
PM10 = particulate matter less than 10 microns in size 
PM2.5 = particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in size 

ROG = reactive organic gas 
SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management District 
SOX = sulfur oxides 
 

 
Dust generated during construction varies substantially on a project-by-project basis, depending on 
the level of activity, the specific operations, and weather conditions at the time of construction. 
Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project will be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 
403 to control fugitive dust (see Standard Conditions 4.2.1 through 4.2.2, below). Architectural 
coatings contain volatile organic compounds (ROGs) that are ozone (O3) precursors. Application of 
architectural coatings for the proposed peak construction day is estimated to result in a peak of 
10.4 lbs/day of ROGs, which is lower than the peak daily ROG emissions for the Approved Project. 
The ROG emissions associated with the Modified Project would not exceed the SCAQMD ROG 
threshold of 75.0 lbs/day. Therefore, the Modified Project would result in lower peak daily ROG 
emissions than the Approved Project, and it would not contribute to new significant construction-
related air quality impacts that were not identified in the 2016 EIR. 



 

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A  

A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.3-6 

Operation Emissions. The Modified Project would result in net increases in both area and mobile-
source emissions over existing conditions; however, based on trip generation factors as provided in 
the Belmont Plaza Pool Revised Traffic Analysis (Revised Traffic Analysis) (LSA, November 2019), the 
Modified Project would generate 900 peak-hour weekend trips, similar to the 900 peak-hour 
weekend trips identified for the Approved Project. A comparison of the long-term operational 
emissions associated with the Modified Project and the Approved Project is shown in Table 3.3.B. 

Table 3.3.B: Opening Year Regional Operational Emissions 

Source 
Pollutant Emissions (lbs/day) 

ROG NOX CO SOX PM10 PM2.5 
Total Approved Project Peak 
Daily Emissions 10.0 18.0 68.0 0.2 12.0 3.4 

Modified Project       
Area 0.4 <0.1 <0.1 0 <0.1 <0.1 
Energy <0.1 0.1 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 
Mobile 3.8 18.9 43.4 0.2 12.9 3.5 

Total Project Emissions 4.3 19.0 43.4 0.2 12.9 3.5 
SCAQMD Thresholds 55.0 55.0 550.0 150.0 150.0 55.0 
Exceed SCAQMD Thresholds? No No No No No No 
Source: Compiled by LSA (November 2019). 
CO = carbon monoxide 
lbs/day = pounds per day 
NOX = nitrogen oxides 
PM2.5 = particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in size 

ROG = reactive organic gas 
PM10 = particulate matter less than 10 microns in size  
SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management District 
SOX = sulfur oxides  
 

 

As shown in Table 3.3.B, project-related increases of all criteria pollutants would not exceed the 
corresponding SCAQMD daily emission thresholds for any criteria pollutants. The Modified Project 
would result in lower peak daily emissions of ROGs and CO than the Approved Project. The default 
vehicle fleet mix has changed in the newer version of CalEEMod model (v.2016.3.2) compared to the 
older version (v.2013.2.2) reported for the Approved Project in the 2016 Certified EIR. As a result, 
the NOX, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions would increase slightly (between 1 to 2 lbs/day) for the mobile 
sources associated with the Modified Project. However, emissions of NOX, PM10, and PM2.5 would 
still remain below SCAQMD daily emission thresholds and would not contribute to new significant 
operation-related air quality impacts that were not identified for the Approved Project. 

Similar to the Approved Project, the localized operational emissions from the Modified Project 
would not exceed the LSTs. As such, the Modified Project would not contribute to new significant 
construction-related air quality impacts that were not identified in the 2016 EIR. No mitigation is 
required. 

3.3.3.3 Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant 

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project’s projected construction, operational, and LST 
emissions of criteria pollutants are projected to be below the emissions thresholds established for 
the region (see threshold discussion in 3.3.3.2, above). Since certification of the 2016 EIR, no new 
projects have been proposed in the Project area that would combine with the Modified Project to 
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create a cumulatively considerable net increase of criteria pollutants. Further, cumulative emissions 
are part of the emission inventory included in the AQMP for the Project area. Therefore, the 
Modified Project would not contribute to a cumulatively considerable net increase of the criteria 
pollutants that are in “nonattainment” status in the South Coast Air Basin, and impacts would have a 
less than significant impact, similar to the Approved Project. No mitigation is required. 

3.3.3.4 Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations 

The sensitive land uses within the vicinity of the Modified Project include the existing Belmont 
Shores Children’s Center (Preschool/Child Care) facility located within 25 feet (ft) of the northern 
boundary of the Project site, residences approximately 80 ft to the west, and residences across East 
Ocean Boulevard approximately 100 ft to the northeast of the Project site. As shown on Table 3.3.C 
below, the localized construction emissions would not exceed the LSTs that apply to the closest 
receptor locations on the Project site. Therefore, the Modified Project would not contribute to new 
significant construction-related air quality impacts that were not identified in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

Table 3.3.C: Construction Localized Impacts Analysis 

Emissions Sources 
Pollutant Emissions (lbs/day) 

NOX CO PM10 PM2.5 
On-Site Emissions 40 21 9 6 
LST Thresholds 123 1,530 14 8 
Exceed LST Thresholds? No No No No 
Source: Compiled by LSA (November 2019). 
Note: Source Receptor Area – South Coastal Los Angeles County, 5 acres, receptors at 25 meters 
CO = carbon monoxide 
lbs/day = pounds per day 
LST = local significance threshold 

NOX = nitrogen oxides  
PM2.5 = particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in size 
PM10 = particulate matter less than 10 microns in size 

 
For a worst-case scenario assessment of operational localized impacts, the emissions shown in 
Table 3.3.D, below, include all on-site project-related area sources and the project-related regional 
mobile sources, which are estimated at 5 percent of the total project-related vehicle traffic that will 
occur for the Modified Project on-site.  

Table 3.3.D: Long-Term Operational Localized Impacts Analysis 

Emissions Sources 
Pollutant Emissions (lbs/day) 

NOX CO PM10 PM2.5 
On-Site Emissions 1 2 <1 <1 
LST Thresholds 123 1,530 4 2 
Exceed LST Thresholds? No No No No 
Source: Compiled by LSA (November 2019). 
Note: Source Receptor Area – South Coastal Los Angeles County, 5 acres, receptors at 25 meters, on-site traffic 
5 percent of total. 
CO = carbon monoxide 
lbs/day = pounds per day 
LST = localized significance thresholds 

NOX = nitrogen oxides  
PM2.5 = particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in size 
PM10 = particulate matter less than 10 microns in size 
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The 2016 EIR concluded that the localized emissions from operational activities would be less than 
significant. Table C shows that the localized operational emissions from the Modified Project would 
not exceed the LSTs; therefore, the existing Belmont Shores Children’s Center (Preschool/Child Care) 
facility, which is located approximately 25 ft (7.6 m) to the west of the Project site would not 
experience localized effects associated with the project. As such, the Modified Project would not 
contribute to new significant construction-related air quality impacts that were not identified in the 
2016 Certified EIR. 

CO Hot Spot Analysis. As shown in the Revised Traffic Analysis (LSA 2019), the Modified Project 
would result in 900 weekend peak-hour trips, similar to the Approved Project. Given the extremely 
low level of CO concentrations in the Project area, project-related vehicles are not expected to 
contribute significantly to CO concentrations exceeding the State or federal CO standards. Because 
no CO hot spot would occur, there would be no project-related impacts on CO concentrations 
associated with implementation of the Modified Project, similar to the conclusions for the Approved 
Project. No mitigation is required. 

3.3.3.5 Cumulative Air Quality Impacts 

As indicated in the discussion above, the Modified Project would not substantially deteriorate local 
air quality or result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in any criteria pollutant with 
implementation of Standard Conditions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2 requiring adherence to applicable SCAQMD 
rules and regulations. Since certification of the 2016 EIR, no new projects have been proposed in the 
Project area that would combine with the Modified Project to create a cumulatively considerable 
net increase of criteria pollutants. Therefore, similar to the Approved Project, cumulative 
operational impacts associated with proposed operation of the Modified Project are determined to 
be less than significant; no mitigation is required. 

3.3.4 Findings Related to Air Quality 

3.3.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to air quality, and there would not be a substantial 
increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.3.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the record or 
otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances pertaining to 
air quality that would require major changes. 

3.3.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than the 2016 Certified EIR 

This Addendum has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
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new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact related to air quality requiring major revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.3.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

There is no new information, mitigation, or alternatives to the project that would substantially 
reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to air quality identified and considered in the 
2016 Certified EIR. 

3.3.5 Standard Conditions 

The following standard conditions pertaining to air quality that were identified in the 2016 Certified 
EIR are applicable to the Modified Project.  

Standard Condition 4.2.1 Construction Emissions. The proposed Project is required to comply 
with regional rules that assist in reducing short-term air pollutant 
emissions. The South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) Rule 403 requires that fugitive dust be controlled with 
best available control measures so that the presence of such dust 
does not remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line 
of the emission source. In addition, SCAQMD Rule 402 requires 
implementation of dust suppression techniques to prevent fugitive 
dust from creating a nuisance off site. Applicable dust suppression 
techniques from Rules 403 and 402 are summarized below. 
Implementation of these dust suppression techniques can reduce 
the fugitive dust generation (and thus the particulate matter less 
than 10 microns in diameter [PM10] component). 

Standard Condition 4.2.2 Applicable Rules 403 and 402 Measures. The Project construction 
contractor shall develop and implement dust-control methods that 
shall achieve this control level in a SCAQMD Rule 403 dust control 
plan, designate personnel to monitor the dust control program, and 
order increased watering, as necessary, to ensure a 55 percent 
control level. Those duties shall include holiday and weekend 
periods when work may not be in progress. Additional control 
measures to reduce fugitive dust shall include, but are not limited 
to, the following: 

• Apply water twice daily, or nontoxic soil stabilizers according to 
manufacturers’ specifications, to all unpaved parking or staging 
areas or unpaved road surfaces or as needed to areas where soil 
is disturbed. 

• Use low-sulfur fuel for stationary construction equipment. This 
is required by SCAQMD Rules 431.1 and 431.2. 
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• During earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust 
emissions shall be controlled by regular watering or other dust-
preventive measures using the following procedures: 

○ All material excavated shall be sufficiently watered to 
prevent excessive amounts of dust. Watering, with 
complete coverage, shall occur at least twice daily, 
preferably in the late morning and after work is done for 
the day. 

○ All earthmoving or excavation activities shall cease during 
periods of high winds (i.e., winds greater than 20 miles per 
hour [mph] averaged over 1 hour). 

○ All material transported off site shall be either sufficiently 
watered or securely covered to prevent excessive amounts 
of dust. 

○ The area disturbed by earthmoving or excavation 
operations shall be minimized at all times. 

• After earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust 
emissions shall be controlled using the following measures: 

○ Portions of the construction area to remain inactive longer 
than a period of 3 months shall be revegetated and watered 
until cover is grown. 

○ All active portions of the construction site shall be watered 
to prevent excessive amounts of dust. 

• At all times, fugitive dust emissions shall be controlled using the 
following procedures: 

○ On-site vehicle speed shall be limited to 15 mph. 

○ Road improvements shall be paved as soon as feasible, 
watered periodically, or chemically stabilized. 

• At all times during the construction phase, ozone precursor 
emissions from mobile equipment shall be controlled using the 
following procedures: 

○ Equipment engines shall be maintained in good condition 
and in proper tune according to manufacturers’ 
specifications. 

○ On-site mobile equipment shall not be left idling for a 
period longer than 60 seconds. 
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• Outdoor storage piles of construction materials shall be kept 
covered, watered, or otherwise chemically stabilized with a 
chemical wetting agent to minimize fugitive dust emissions and 
wind erosion. 

3.3.6 Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures were required for air quality in the 2016 Certified EIR, and no mitigation is 
required for the Modified Project. 
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3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

3.4.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. There have been no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with 
respect to biological resources. Refer to Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the 2016 Certified EIR 
for an in-depth discussion of the existing environmental setting for biological resources.  

The site lacks significant topographic features, such as hillsides or slopes, and lacks native and 
critical habitat. Vegetation is limited to a few mature ornamental trees, a manicured lawn, and 
ornamental landscaping. The portion of the Project site that contained the former Belmont Pool 
facility remains as an undeveloped lot with a sand covering. This backfilled sand area is temporary 
and is the location where the proposed Belmont Pool facility will be constructed.  

The Project site is a previously developed property in a heavily urbanized coastal area, and is fully 
surrounded by residential, commercial, and recreational uses (such as public beaches and the 
Belmont Pier). Therefore, the Project site and surrounding areas are not subject to any Habitat 
Conservation Plan (HCP) or Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP). The Project site is located 
within the Coastal Zone.  

3.4.2 2016 Certified EIR  

Please refer to Section 4.3 of the Certified EIR for analysis of the potential impacts of the Approved 
Project related to biological resources. 

The Certified EIR concluded that the following biological impacts would be less than significant with 
the implementation of mitigation measures.  

3.4.2.1 Effects on Candidate, Sensitive, or Special-Status Species 

Less than Significant Impact. As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, no sensitive natural community 
or special-status plant species were identified on the Project site, and no designated critical habitat 
was identified in the Project site. On-site vegetation was identified as non-native vegetation utilized 
by bird species that would be able to relocate to other hunting and foraging habitats. The removal of 
on-site vegetation was not expected to have a significant adverse effect on candidate, sensitive, or 
special-status species, as defined by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) or the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that 
potential impacts to candidate, sensitive, or special-status species would be less than significant, 
and no mitigation was required. 

3.4.2.2 Interfere with Migratory Wildlife Corridors 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, 
the Project site was not determined to be a highly functioning movement corridor for wildlife 
species and no significant high-value nursery habitat sites were identified. However, because of the 
presence of several mature ornamental trees on the Project site, implementation of the Approved 
Project had the potential to interfere with native resident or migratory bird species. Under the 
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Approved Project, a total of 30 trees would have been removed or relocated. Twenty-four canopy 
trees would have been removed, along with five palms. Four to five of the canopy trees were being 
considered for relocation, to accommodate the expansion of pool facilities. The Biological Survey 
Memorandum and Preconstruction Nesting Bird and Bat Roost Surveys Memorandum prepared for 
the Approved Project identified ten nesting/roosting sites in total. The nesting bird and bat roost 
surveys conducted on August 18, 2014 for the Approved Project found no active bird nests but did 
identify evidence of recent roosting in two locations and one roosting black-crowned night heron. In 
addition, no bats were observed emerging from the former Belmont Pool building complex at any 
time during the emergence survey; no bats were observed flying or foraging in the vicinity; and no 
bats were detected with acoustic equipment. Therefore, based upon the daytime building 
inspection and the nighttime emergence survey, there was no evidence that bats were roosting on 
or around the Project site. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that no impacts to day-
roosting bats or bat colonies on the Project site or in the vicinity of the Project site are expect to 
occur. 

Construction activities associated with the Approved Project may have resulted in some temporary 
disruptions to the roosting activities of the bird species utilizing these locations. In addition, 
construction of the pool facilities and renovations to the passive park areas had the potential to 
cause a direct loss of nesting trees or the abandonment of nests in those trees. However, the bird 
species present in the Project area were coexisting with pool and park users, accustomed to human 
intrusion and noise, and anticipated to be able to reestablish to the relocated trees and adapt to the 
additional trees installed as a part of the Approved Project. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that long-term operation of the Approved Project would have less than significant 
impacts on nesting and/or roosting birds. 

The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.1, which would 
restrict the removal of trees and vegetation during the nesting season and require surveys, as 
necessary, prior to construction to ensure that potential construction impacts to migratory birds are 
reduced to a less than significant level.  

With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.1, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the 
potential impacts to native resident and migratory wildlife species and corridors would be less than 
significant.   

3.4.2.3 Conflict with any Local Policies or Ordinances Protecting Biological Resources 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, 
the Approved Project would have been constructed within an existing developed area that contains 
ornamental landscaping and non-native vegetation. The Approved Project would have complied 
with the Tidelands Area Tree Trimming policy by restricting tree trimming within 300 ft of any tree 
containing an active nest or nesting activity during the period from January 15 through September 1. 
The construction of the pool facilities would have resulted in removal or relocation of 30 trees. A 
total of 4–5 canopy trees were slated for relocation, to accommodate the expansion of pool 
facilities. In accordance with the City’s Municipal Code, Chapter 14.28, a ministerial permit from the 
Director of Public Works would be required before the removal of any trees on City-owned 
property. The City’s Tree Maintenance Policy requires a 1:1 replacement ratio and payment of a fee 
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that is equivalent to a City-approved 15-gallon tree. The 2016 Certified EIR required the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.2, which addresses this ordinance and outlines the 
requirement for the replacement of trees.  

With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.2, the Certified EIR determined that impacts related 
to the City’s tree protection ordinance would be reduced to a less than significant level. 

3.4.2.4 Cumulative Biological Resource Impacts  

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The Certified EIR analyzed a cumulative 
Project area of the immediate Project site and the Greater Belmont Shore area for cumulative 
impacts on biological resources. Although the Approved Project had a limited potential to result in a 
cumulative impact to nesting migratory bird species or biological resources, with the 
implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.3.1 and 4.3.2, potential impacts to migratory bird species 
would have been reduced to a less than significant level. Therefore, overall adverse impacts to 
nesting migratory bird species would not have been cumulatively significant. 

The Project site does not contain any native habitat, and is in an area with substantial urban 
development and limited native habitat. Therefore, loss of potential habitat on the Project site 
would not have been a substantial impact. As a result, when considered with the potential effects of 
other development on biological resources in this part of the City of Long Beach, the Approved 
Project would not have contributed appreciably to cumulative adverse impacts on biological 
resources. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the contribution of the Approved 
Project to cumulative adverse impacts on biological resources would not be cumulatively significant. 

3.4.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

As part of the Modified Project, revised biological resources reports have been completed. As such, 
the analysis of the Modified Project changes and the findings related to Biological Resources are 
based on the Biological Nest and Nesting Bird Survey for the Belmont Plaza Pool Revitalization 
Project (Nesting Bird Survey) (LSA, November 2019), and Results of Preconstruction Focused Bat 
Survey for the Belmont Plaza Pool Revitalization Project (Bat Survey) (LSA, November 2019), both of 
which are contained in Appendix B of this Addendum. 

3.4.3.1 Effects on Candidate, Sensitive, or Special-Status Species 

The development proposed under the Modified Project would be located on the same portion of the 
Project site as the Approved Project but further northeast (inland). Under the Approved Project, no 
sensitive natural community or special-status plant species were identified on the Project site, and 
no designated critical habitat was identified in the Project site. Since the Project site has remained 
substantially the same, it is reasonable to conclude that the Project site under the Modified Project 
would also not contain sensitive natural communities, special-status plant species, or designated 
critical habitat. 

On November 25, 2019, the CDFW’s California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) was queried for 
records and information of potentially occurring species and vegetation communities documented 
within a 1-mile radius of the Project site. The records search identified the following four non-
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sensitive animal species: bank swallow (Riparia riparia), sandy beach tiger beetle (Cicindela hirticollis 
gravida), Western beach tiger beetle (Cicindela latesignata latesignata), and California least tern 
(Sternula antillarum browni). The records search identified the Western tidal-flat tiger beetle 
(Cicindela gabbii) as a sensitive animal species within a 1-mile radius of the Project site. The 
following plant species were also identified within a 1-mile radius of the Project site: Coast woolly-
heads (Nemacaulis denudata var. denudata) and Estuary Seablite (Suaeda esteroa). There are no 
records for federally threatened species within a 1-mile radius of the Project site. However, the 
California least tern is considered endangered at the federal and State levels. Additionally, the Bank 
Swallow is considered threatened at the State level. Although these species were identified within 1-
mile of the Project site, none are known to be occurring within the site.  

Existing on-site vegetation is non-native and utilized by bird species that would be able to relocate 
to other hunting and foraging habitats. The removal of on-site vegetation is not expected to have a 
significant adverse effect on candidate, sensitive, or special-status species, as defined by the CDFW 
or the USFWS. Therefore, the Modified Project would have similar impacts to candidate, sensitive, 
or special-status species as the Approved Project. Impacts would remain less than significant, and no 
mitigation is required. 

3.4.3.2 Interfere with Migratory Wildlife Corridors 

The development proposed under the Modified Project would be located on the same portion of the 
Project site as the Approved Project but further northeast (inland). Under the Approved Project, the 
Project site was not determined to be a highly functioning movement corridor for wildlife species, 
and no significant high-value nursery habitat sites were identified. Since the Project site has 
remained substantially the same, it is reasonable to conclude that the Project site under the 
Modified Project would also not be recognized as a highly functioning movement corridor for 
wildlife species and would not contain significant high-value nursery habitat sites. However, because 
of the presence of several mature ornamental trees on the Project site, implementation of the 
Modified Project has the potential to interfere with native resident or migratory bird species. Under 
the Modified Project, a total of 27 trees would be removed, none of which would be relocated. 
Under the Approved Project, a total of 30 trees would have been removed or relocated. As such, this 
represents a decrease in the amount of trees that would have been removed or relocated as 
compared to the Approved Project. A total of 16 canopy trees and 11 palms would be removed, and 
none of the trees are being considered for relocation. As such, implementation of the Modified 
Project has the potential to interfere with native resident or migratory bird species. 

The Nesting Bird Survey (LSA 2019) prepared for the Modified Project identified 15 locations 
(1 structure and 14 trees) with evidence of nesting and/or roosting for the years 2013, 2014, 2015, 
and 2019. It should be noted that nests were not identified in each location in each year surveyed. 
In the most recent survey conducted on September 30, 2019, nests were identified in five locations, 
all of which were in trees along sidewalks within the Project site. Construction activities associated 
with the Modified Project may result in temporary disruptions to the roosting activities of the bird 
species utilizing these locations. In addition, construction of the pool facilities and renovations to 
the passive park areas would result in a direct loss of nesting trees or potentially the abandonment 
of nests in those trees. However, the bird species present in the Project area coexist with pool and 
park users, are accustomed to human intrusion and noise, and are anticipated to be able to 



A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A   

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.4-5 

reestablish to the relocated trees and adapt to the additional trees installed as a part of the 
Modified Project. Therefore, the Modified Project would have similar impacts on nesting and/or 
roosting birds as compared to the Approved Project.  

The Modified Project would require implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.1, which would 
restrict the removal of trees and vegetation during the nesting season and require surveys, as 
necessary, prior to construction to ensure that potential construction impacts to migratory birds 
remain at a less than significant level. While hummingbirds are not known to nest on the site, 
hummingbird species have the potential to nest during the non-breeding season. Therefore, 
Mitigation Measure 4.3.1, as included in the 2016 Certified EIR, has been expanded to require 
surveys during the non-breeding season, in order to avoid any possible impact to hummingbirds. 
With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.1, as expanded, the potential impacts to native 
resident and migratory wildlife species and corridors would remain less than significant, similar to 
the Approved Project.   

According to the Bat Survey conducted for the Modified Project, no bats were observed emerging 
from any of the trees, nor were any bats visually observed anywhere during the emergence period. 
However, two echolocation sequences identified as belonging to Mexican free-tailed bat (Tadarida 
brasiliensis mexicana) were recorded with the acoustical equipment. Because these two calls were 
detected less than 10 seconds apart on two acoustic detectors placed in the eastern portion of the 
Project area, it is likely that these calls belong to the same individual passing over the Project site. 
No other bat species were detected during the survey. Therefore, based upon the nighttime 
emergence survey, there is no evidence that bats were roosting on or around the Project site. 
Therefore, no impacts to bats on the Project site or in the vicinity of the Project site are expected to 
occur, and no mitigation is required.  

3.4.3.3 Conflict with any Local Policies or Ordinances Protecting Biological Resources 

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be constructed within an existing 
developed area that contains ornamental landscaping and non-native vegetation. The Modified 
Project would also comply with the Tidelands Area Tree Trimming policy by restricting tree trimming 
within 300 ft of any tree containing an active nest or nesting activity during the period from January 
15 through September 1. Implementation of the Modified Project would result in the removal of 27 
trees, representing a decrease in the amount of trees that would have been removed or relocated 
under the Approved Project. None of the trees are planned to be relocated.  

In accordance with the City’s Municipal Code, Chapter 14.28, a ministerial permit from the Director 
of Public Works would be required before the removal of any trees on City-owned property. The 
City’s Tree Maintenance Policy requires a 1:1 replacement ratio and payment of a fee that is 
equivalent to a City-approved 15-gallon tree. Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would require implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.2, which addresses this ordinance and 
outlines the requirement for the replacement of trees. With implementation of Mitigation Measure 
4.3.2, the potential impacts resulting from conflicts with local policies or plans protecting biological 
resources would remain less than significant.   
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As stated previously, the Nesting Bird Survey identified 15 locations with evidence of nesting and/or 
roosting for the years 2013, 2014, 2015, and 2019. Trees within the Project area that have been 
used for breeding and nesting or have a nest that has been used within the past 5 years are 
protected under an existing Coastal Development Permit (CDP 5-08-187) and in compliance with the 
existing requirements, shall not be removed or disturbed during the breeding and nesting season 
unless a health-and-safety danger exists. Pursuant to the existing requirement in CDP 5-08-187, the 
removal of any breeding and nesting tree requires replacement at a 1:1 ratio. Each tree to be 
replaced must specify the replacement tree location, tree type, tree size (no less than 36-inch box 
size), planting specifications, and include a five-year monitoring program inclusive of specific 
performance standards. Project compliance with the existing requirements of CDP 5-08-187 would 
ensure impacts would remain less than significant.   

3.4.3.4 Cumulative Biological Resource Impacts  

As indicated in the discussion above, the Modified Project is located on the same site as the 
Approved Project in an urban area with limited native habitat. The Modified Project has limited 
potential to result in a cumulative impact to nesting migratory bird species or biological resources. 
With the implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.3.1 and 4.3.2, as required for the Approved 
Project, potential impacts to migratory bird species would be reduced to a less than significant level 
for the Modified Project. Further, implementation of the Modified Project would result in the 
removal or relocation of fewer tress than proposed under the Approved Project. Therefore, the 
contribution of the Modified Project to potential cumulative impacts to nesting migratory bird 
species in the Project area is considered comparable to the Approved Project and is less than 
cumulatively considerable. No mitigation is required. 

3.4.4 Findings Related to Biological Resources 

3.4.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to biological resources, and there would not be a 
substantial increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.4.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the record or 
otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances pertaining to 
biological resources that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.4.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than the 2016 Certified EIR 

This Addendum has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
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analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact related to biological resources requiring major revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.4.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

There is no new information, mitigation, or alternatives to the project that would substantially 
reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to biological resources identified and considered 
in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.4.5 Standard Conditions 

There are no standard conditions pertaining to biological resources applicable to either the 
Approved Project or the Modified Project. 

3.4.6 Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measures pertaining to biological resources and included in the 2016 
Certified EIR are applicable to the Modified Project. Although hummingbirds are not known to nest 
on the site, Mitigation Measure 4.3.1 has been expanded to require surveys during the non-
breeding season, in order to avoid any possible impact to hummingbirds. Additions are indicated in 
redline text and deletions in strikeout. 

Mitigation Measure 4.3.1  Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Tree and vegetation removal shall be 
restricted to outside the likely active nesting season (January 15 
through September 1) for those bird species present or potentially 
occurring within the proposed Project area. That time period is 
inclusive of most other birds’ nesting periods, thus maximizing 
avoidance of impacts to any nesting birds. If construction is 
proposed between January 15 and September 1, a A qualified 
biologist familiar with local avian species and the requirements of 
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the California Fish and 
Game Code shall conduct a preconstruction survey for nesting birds 
during both the non-breeding and breeding seasons and no more 
than 3 days prior to construction. The survey shall include the entire 
area that will be disturbed. The results of the survey shall be 
recorded in a memorandum and submitted to the City of Long 
Beach (City) Parks, Recreation and Marine Director within 48 hours. 
If the survey is positive, and the nesting species are subject to the 
MBTA or the California Fish and Game Code, the memorandum shall 
be submitted to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
(CDFW) to determine appropriate action. If nesting birds are 
present, a qualified biologist shall be retained to monitor the site 
during initial vegetation clearing and grading, as well as during other 
activities that would have the potential to disrupt nesting behavior. 
The monitor shall be empowered by the City to halt construction 
work in the vicinity of the nesting birds if the monitor believes the 
nest is at risk of failure or the birds are excessively disturbed. 
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Mitigation Measure 4.3.2  Local Tree Removal Ordinances. Prior to the start of any demolition 
or construction activities, the City of Long Beach Parks, Recreation 
and Marine Director, or designee, shall obtain a tree removal permit 
from the City’s Director of Public Works. A City-approved 
Construction Plan shall be submitted with the permit to remove 
tree(s). The City-approved Plan shall show that the existing City 
(parkway) tree has a direct impact on the design and function of the 
proposed Project. The City shall incur all removal costs, including 
site cleanup, make any necessary repair of hardscape damage, and 
replace the tree. The removed tree shall be replaced with an 
approved 15-gallon tree and payment of a fee that is equivalent to a 
City-approved 15-gallon tree. 
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3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES 

3.5.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. There have been no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with 
respect to cultural resources. As such, refer to Section 4.4, Cultural Resources, of the 2016 Certified 
EIR for an in-depth discussion of the existing environmental setting for cultural resources and 
potential impacts to cultural resources.  

3.5.2 2016 Certified EIR 

Please refer to Section 4.4 of the 2016 Certified EIR for analysis of potential effects of the Approved 
Project related to cultural resources.  

3.5.2.1 Unique Paleontological Resource or Unique Geologic Feature  

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, 
the results of the locality search and field survey conducted for the Approved Project indicated that 
Artificial Fill, Very Young Beach Deposits, Very Young Estuarine Deposits, and Young Alluvial 
Floodplain Deposits have the potential for being encountered within the Project site. Artificial Fill, 
Very Young Beach Deposits, and Very Young Estuarine Deposits do not have significant potential to 
support paleontological resources. However, Young Alluvial Floodplain Deposits do have the 
potential to contain fossils of paleontological significance once a depth of 23 ft below the ground 
surface is reached. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that there would be the potential 
for significant fossil remains to be encountered during excavation activities at depths of 23 ft or 
greater. The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.4.1, which 
required a qualified paleontologist to be retained to monitor excavation activities once a depth of 
23 ft is reached. With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.4.1, impacts to paleontological 
resources would be less than significant for the Approved Project.  

3.5.2.2 Cumulative Cultural Resource Impacts 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed a 
cumulative Project area of the City of Long Beach, which is the geographical area covered by the 
City’s General Plan, including all goals and policies therein. The Approved Project, in conjunction 
with other developments in the City, had the potential to cumulatively impact archaeological and 
paleontological resources; however, each development proposal received by the City undergoes 
environmental review pursuant to CEQA. If there was a potential for significant impacts to occur to 
archaeological or paleontological resources, an investigation would be required to determine the 
nature and extent of the resources and to identify appropriate mitigation measures. If subsurface 
cultural resources are assessed and/or protected as they are discovered, impacts to these resources 
would be less than significant. In addition, applicable City ordinances and General Plan policies 
would have been implemented as appropriate to reduce the effects of additional development 
within the City. 

With the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.4.1, potential project impacts to cumulative 
resources would have been reduced by ensuring avoidance, evaluation, and, as applicable, scientific 
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recovery and study of any resources encountered. As such, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that 
with implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.4.1, the contribution of the Approved Project to the 
cumulative loss of known and unknown cultural resources throughout the City would be less than 
cumulatively significant. 

3.5.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

3.5.3.1 Unique Paleontological Resource or Unique Geologic Feature  

The Modified Project would be constructed on the same site as the Approved Project and the 
adjoining Myrtha pool site, and as such, all site-specific paleontological and geologic conditions 
would continue to apply. Although the temporary pool and associated landscaping is now included 
as a part of the project, no substantial construction or excavation is required to convert the pool to 
a permanent pool. However, similar to the Approved Project, during excavation and grading 
activities, there would be the potential for unknown fossil remains to be encountered during 
excavation activities at depths of 23 ft or greater. Therefore, the Modified Project would be required 
to implement Mitigation Measure 4.4.1 from the 2016 Certified EIR, which requires a qualified 
paleontologist to be retained to monitor excavation activities once a depth of 23 ft is reached. With 
the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.4.1, the Modified Project’s impacts related to impacts 
to paleontological resources would remain less than significant, similar to the Approved Project.  

3.5.3.2 Cumulative Cultural Resource Impacts 

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project, in conjunction with other developments in 
the City, has the potential to cumulatively impact archaeological and paleontological resources. 
However, each development proposal received by the City undergoes environmental review 
pursuant to CEQA. Therefore, if potential significant impacts to archaeological or paleontological 
resources are identified, an investigation would be required to determine the nature and extent of 
the resources and to identify appropriate mitigation measures for other developments within the 
City. Additionally, applicable City ordinances and General Plan policies would also be implemented 
as appropriate to reduce the effects of additional development within the City. As such, with the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.4.1 from the 2016 Certified EIR, the contribution of the 
Modified Project to the cumulative loss of known and unknown cultural resources throughout the 
City would remain less than cumulatively significant.   

3.5.4 Findings Related to Cultural Resources 

3.5.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to cultural resources, and there would not be a substantial 
increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.5.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the record or 



A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A   

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.5-3 

otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances pertaining to 
cultural resources that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.5.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than the 2016 Certified EIR 

This Addendum has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact related to cultural resources requiring major revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.5.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

There is no new information, mitigation, or alternatives to the project that would substantially 
reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to cultural resources identified and considered in 
the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.5.5 Standard Conditions 

There are no standard conditions pertaining to cultural resources applicable to either the Approved 
Project or the Modified Project. 

3.5.6 Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measure pertaining to cultural resources and included in the 2016 Certified 
EIR is applicable to the Modified Project. 

Mitigation Measure 4.4.1  Paleontological Resources Impact Mitigation Program. Prior to 
commencement of any grading or excavation activity on site, the 
City of Long Beach (City) Development Services Director, or 
designee, shall verify that a paleontologist has been retained on an 
on-call basis for all excavation from the surface to depths of 23 feet 
(ft) below the surface. Once a depth of 23 ft is reached, the 
paleontologist shall visit the site and determine if there is a 
potential for the sediments at this depth to contain paleontological 
resources. 

A paleontologist shall not be required on site if excavation is only 
occurring in depths of less than 23 ft, unless there are discoveries at 
shallower depths that warrant the presence of a paleontological 
monitor. In the event that there are any unanticipated discoveries, 
the on-call paleontologist shall be called to the site to assess the 
find for significance, and if necessary, prepare a Paleontological 
Resources Impact Mitigation Program (PRIMP) as outlined below. 

If excavation will extend deeper than 23 ft, exclusive of pile-driving 
and vibro-replacement soil stabilization techniques, the 
paleontologist shall prepare a PRIMP for the proposed Project. The 
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PRIMP should be consistent with the guidelines of the Society of 
Vertebrate Paleontologists (SVP, 1995 and 2010) and shall include 
but not be limited to the following: 

• Attendance at the pre-grade conference or weekly tailgate 
meeting if the PRIMP is initiated after the commencement of 
grading, in order to explain the mitigation measures associated 
with the Project. 

• During construction excavation, a qualified vertebrate 
paleontological monitor shall initially be present on a full-time 
basis whenever excavation shall occur within the sediments that 
have a high paleontological sensitivity rating. Based on the 
significance of any recovered specimens, the qualified 
paleontologist may set up conditions that shall allow for 
monitoring to be scaled back to part-time as the Project 
progresses. However, if significant fossils begin to be recovered 
after monitoring has been scaled back, conditions shall also be 
specified that would allow increased monitoring as necessary. 
The monitor shall be equipped to salvage fossils and/or matrix 
samples as they are unearthed in order to avoid construction 
delays. The monitor shall be empowered to temporarily halt or 
divert equipment in the area of the find in order to allow 
removal of abundant or large specimens. 

• The underlying sediments may contain abundant fossil remains 
that can only be recovered by a screening and picking matrix; 
therefore, these sediments shall occasionally be spot-screened 
through 1/8 to 1/20-inch mesh screens to determine whether 
microfossils exist. If microfossils are encountered, additional 
sediment samples (up to 6,000 pounds) shall be collected and 
processed through 1/20-inch mesh screens to recover 
additional fossils. Processing of large bulk samples is best 
accomplished at a designated location within the Project that 
shall be accessible throughout the Project duration but shall 
also be away from any proposed cut or fill areas. Processing is 
usually completed concurrently with construction, with the 
intent to have all processing completed before, or just after, 
Project completion. A small corner of a staging or equipment 
parking area is an ideal location. If water is not available, the 
location should be accessible for a water truck to occasionally 
fill containers with water. 

• Preparation of recovered specimens to a point of identification 
and permanent preservation. This includes the washing and 
picking of mass samples to recover small invertebrate and 
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vertebrate fossils and the removal of surplus sediment from 
around larger specimens to reduce the volume of storage for 
the repository and the storage cost. 

• Identification and curation of specimens into a museum 
repository with permanent retrievable storage, such as the 
Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County (LACM). 

• Preparation of a report of findings with an appended itemized 
inventory of specimens. When submitted to the City 
Development Services Director, or designee, the report and 
inventory would signify completion of the program to mitigate 
impacts to paleontological resources. 
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3.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

3.6.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. The temporary pool that is currently located on the Project site was erected in 
2013 and was included as part of the baseline conditions for the 2016 Certified EIR. There have been 
no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with respect to geology and soils. Refer 
to Section 4.5, Geology and Soils, of the 2016 Certified EIR, for an in-depth discussion of the existing 
environmental setting and potential impacts to geology and soils.  

The site lacks significant topographic features, and there are no significant elevation differences 
within the vicinity of the Project site.   

3.6.2 2016 Certified EIR 

Please see Section 4.5 of the Certified EIR for a detailed analysis of the potential effects of the 
Approved Project related to geology and soils. The 2016 Certified EIR concluded that the following 
impacts would be less than significant related to geology and soils with implementation of 
mitigation measures. The information and analyses provided in this section are summarized from 
the following reports prepared for the Approved Project: 

• Report of Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation for the Proposed Belmont Plaza Olympic Pool 
Revitalization Project (Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation), prepared by MACTEC (April 14, 
2009);  

• Geotechnical Investigation for the Temporary Myrtha Pool and Associated Improvements, 
Belmont Plaza Revitalization, prepared by GMU Geotechnical, Inc. (April 3, 2013);  

• Preliminary Geotechnical Report for the Belmont Plaza Pool Rebuild-Revitalization Project 
(Preliminary Geotechnical Report), prepared by AESCO (April 24, 2014); and 

• Soil Corrosivity Evaluation for the Belmont Plaza Pool Facility Rebuild/Revitalization Project, 
prepared by HDR Schiff (April 23, 2014). 

These reports are collectively referred to as the Geotechnical Evaluations and are included in 
Appendix E of the Certified EIR. 

3.6.2.1 Rupture of an Earthquake Fault 

Less than Significant Impact.  According to the Geotechnical Evaluations prepared for the Approved 
Project, there are no known active faults or fault traces crossing the Project site. Additionally, the 
Project site is not located within a designated Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, nor is it located 
within zones of either primary or secondary co-seismic surface deformation. As such, the 2016 
Certified EIR determined that the site was not expected to experience primary surface fault rupture 
or related ground deformation, and no mitigation was required. 
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3.6.2.2 Strong Seismic Ground Shaking 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, the 
closest mapped active faults to the Project site are the Newport-Inglewood and Palos Verdes Fault 
Zones. Since the Project site is located approximately 1.5 miles northeast of the Newport-Inglewood 
Structural Zone, significant ground shaking or secondary seismic ground deformation effects could 
occur at the site should a major seismic event occur along the Newport-Inglewood Structural Zone. 
The City demolished the pool building within the former Belmont Pool facility under an emergency 
permit (Statutory Exemption SE14-01) after it was determined to have a higher probability of 
collapse than acceptable standards. The Approved Project was intended to provide both the City 
and the public with a new seismically sound structure. 

Because the Project site lies within the seismically active region of Southern California, the 2016 
Certified EIR determined that with the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, which requires 
the City to comply with the recommendations of the Geotechnical Evaluations and the most current 
California Building Code (CBC), impacts associated with strong seismic ground shaking would be 
reduced to less than significant levels.  

3.6.2.3 Liquefaction 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  Refer to Section 3.6.2.5, below, for discussion 
on liquefaction and lateral spreading. The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, which requires compliance with the recommendations contained in the 
Geotechnical Evaluations and the Final Geotechnical Report to ensure that potential impacts related 
to lateral spreading are reduced to less than significant levels.  

3.6.2.4 Soil Erosion 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, 
construction of the Approved Project included excavation of soils to install the proposed pools, 
trenching for utilities, and finish grading and site preparation for the proposed structures and 
hardscaping, which could potentially result in erosion and loss of topsoil. However, the Approved 
Project was required to adhere to all applicable construction standards with regard to erosion 
control and the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) requirements for erosion and 
sedimentation control during construction. The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) to control runoff and erosion from any earthmoving activities 
such as excavation and compaction. Additionally, the 2016 Certified EIR required the 
implementation of Standard Condition 4.2.2 (refer to Section 3.3.2 of this Addendum) and 
Mitigation Measure 4.8.1 (refer to Section 3.9.2 of this Addendum) to reduce potential significant 
impacts related to soil erosion to levels considered less than significant by reducing the amount of 
fugitive dust and the transport of soil. The 2016 Certified EIR determined that with implementation 
of these measures, soil erosion potential related to construction activities would be reduced to less 
than significant levels. 
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3.6.2.5 Unstable Slopes Related to Landslides, Lateral Spreading, Subsidence, Liquefaction, and 
Collapse 

Landslides and Unstable Slopes. 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, 
because the site is located in a relatively flat area, landslides or other forms of natural slope 
instability do not represent a significant hazard to the Project site. In addition, the Project site is 
not within a State-designated hazard zone for earthquake-induced landsliding. Therefore, 
potential impacts related to landslides were determined to be less than significant, and no 
mitigation was required. 

Although no indications of landslide activity or slope instability were observed at the Project 
site, grading activities during construction would produce temporary construction slopes in 
some areas. Unstable cut-and-fill slopes could create significant short-term and long-term 
hazards, and proper shoring or bracings are needed for vertical or steeply sided trench 
excavations. As such, the 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 
4.5.1, which requires planned grading and shoring to adhere to the recommendations of the 
Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation, which contains specific recommendations for addressing 
potential slope instability during construction. With implementation of these recommendations 
in accordance with Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that potential 
impacts related to slope instability during construction would be reduced to a less than 
significant level. 

Lateral Spreading and Liquefaction. 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  As stated above, the Project site is located 
within a Liquefaction Hazard Zone as designated by the California Geological Survey (CGS). The 
Geotechnical Evaluations prepared for the 2016 Certified EIR concluded that the Approved 
Project would experience a high liquefaction or lateral spreading potential due to its location, 
historical high groundwater levels, and the presence of soil conditions common to liquefaction 
areas. As a result, the Project site and the development proposed for the Project site would be 
subject to impacts related to liquefaction of the on-site soils as a result of seismic shaking, and 
the implementation of mitigation was required. Mitigation Measure 4.5.1 was required the City 
to ensure compliance with the recommendations of the Geotechnical Evaluations prepared for 
the Approved Project, as well as the requirements of the City’s Municipal Code (Title 18) and the 
CBC applicable at the time of grading. Mitigation Measure 4.5.1 also required the City to review 
and approve a Final Geotechnical Report prior to the commencement of grading. The 2016 
Certified EIR determined that Project impacts related to liquefaction would be reduced to a less 
than significant level with the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1.  

The Geotechnical Evaluations prepared for the Approved Project determined that several feet of 
lateral spreading towards the Pacific Ocean could occur in the event of earthquake ground 
motions. The movement of the soils due to lateral spreading would not be expected to be 
uniform. Therefore, seismically induced differential lateral spreading of approximately 9 to 80 
inches should be expected to occur during an earthquake event. However, the Geotechnical 
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Evaluations concluded that the Approved Project is feasible with implementation of the final 
engineering design recommendations and compliance with the most current CBC. Therefore, 
the 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, which requires 
compliance with the recommendations contained in the Geotechnical Evaluations and the Final 
Geotechnical Report to ensure that potential impacts related to lateral spreading are reduced to 
less than significant levels.  

Subsidence. 

Less than Significant Impact.  Although subsidence has occurred in the City of Long Beach in the 
past, the area has been stabilized and, therefore, is not expected to result in subsidence on the 
Project site. As such, the 2016 Certified EIR determined subsidence-related impacts to be less 
than significant, and no mitigation was required. 

Corrosive Soils. 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, 
laboratory testing indicated that on-site soils contain a negligible concentration of sulfates and 
severe concentrations of chlorides. Thus, the on-site soils should be considered severely 
corrosive to ferrous metals. The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.5.2, which requires protection of ferrous metals and copper against corrosion. With 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.2, potential impacts related to corrosive soils were 
determined to be less than significant. 

3.6.2.6 Expansive Soil 

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in the 2016 Certified EIR, the on-site granular soil depths 
of at least 8 ft are non-expansive while the underlying clay can be classified as having a moderate 
expansion potential based on the assessment of the soil classifications and results of expansion 
index testing contained in the Geotechnical Evaluations. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that a non-expansive potential should be assumed for planning purposes of the 
proposed structures. As such, impacts related to expansive soils were determined to be less than 
significant, and no mitigation was required. 

3.6.2.7 Cumulative Geology and Soils Impacts 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed a cumulative 
study area of the Project site and the immediately adjacent properties that physically abut the 
Project site. The Project site is in a fully built out area in which new development is infrequent. Any 
new development projects would be required to meet applicable engineering standards to reduce 
their own potential geologic impacts to a less than significant level. Additionally, there were no 
other known activities or projects with activities that would affect the geology and soils at the 
Project site.  

As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, there were no geotechnical conditions on site that would 
prohibit construction and no activities associated with the Approved Project that would contribute 
to any cumulative geological effects such as risk of ground failure, slope failure, or settlement 
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problems in the Project vicinity. The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.5.1 and Mitigation Measure 4.5.2 to ensure that the Approved Project would have a less 
than significant impact on geology and soils. The 2016 Certified EIR determined that with 
implementation of these mitigation measures, the Approved Project’s geological impacts would 
have been less than cumulatively considerable. 

3.6.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

The Modified Project is located on the same site as the Approved Project. Therefore, the 
Geotechnical Evaluations prepared for the Approved Project’s site conditions are applicable to the 
Modified Project. In addition, as required in the Geotechnical Evaluation, a project-specific Final 
Geotechnical Report is required to be reviewed and approved by the City prior to commencement of 
grading. Therefore, the Final Geotechnical Report will evaluate and make recommendations based 
on the Modified Project’s specific design. 

3.6.3.1 Rupture of an Earthquake Fault 

The Modified Project would be located on the same site as the Approved Project but development 
would be located further northeast (inland). According to the Geotechnical Evaluations prepared for 
the Approved Project, there are no known active faults or fault traces crossing the Project site. 
Additionally, the Project site is not located within a designated Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, 
nor is it identified as being located within zones of either primary or secondary co-seismic surface 
deformation. Therefore, the Project site is not expected to experience primary surface fault rupture 
or related ground deformation. Impacts would remain less than significant for the Modified Project, 
and no mitigation is required. 

3.6.3.2 Strong Seismic Ground Shaking 

The Modified Project would be located on the same site as the Approved Project but development 
would be located further northeast (inland). The closest mapped active faults to the Project site are 
the Newport-Inglewood and Palos Verdes Fault Zones. Since the Project site is located 
approximately 1.5 miles northeast of the Newport-Inglewood Structural Zone, significant ground 
shaking or secondary seismic ground deformation effects could occur at the site should a major 
seismic event occur along the Newport-Inglewood Structural Zone.  

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would require implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.5.1, which would ensure compliance with the recommendations of the Geotechnical 
Evaluations and the most current CBC. Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1 would be 
required to reduce impacts associated with strong seismic ground shaking because the Project site 
lies within the seismically active region of Southern California. Therefore, with implementation of 
Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, impacts would remain less than significant. 

3.6.3.3 Liquefaction 

Refer to Section 3.6.3.5, below, for discussion on liquefaction and lateral spreading. Similar to the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would require implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, 
which would ensure compliance with the recommendations contained in the Geotechnical 
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Evaluations and the Final Geotechnical Report. Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1 would 
ensure that potential impacts related to lateral spreading would remain less than significant.  

3.6.3.4 Soil Erosion 

Construction of the Modified Project would include excavation of soils in order to install the 
proposed pools, trenching for utilities, and finish grading and site preparation for the proposed 
structures and hardscaping, which could potentially result in erosion and loss of topsoil. These are 
the same construction activities that would have occurred for the Approved Project on the same 
Project site. Therefore, the Modified Project, like the Approved Project, would be required to adhere 
to all applicable construction standards with regard to erosion control and the SWPPP requirements 
for erosion and sedimentation control during construction as specified in Mitigation Measure 4.8.1 
(refer to Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of this Addendum, below). Similar to the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would be required to comply with Construction BMPs to 
control runoff and erosion from any earthmoving activities such as excavation and compaction. 
Additionally, the Modified Project would be required to comply Standard Condition 4.2.2 (refer to 
Section 3.3, Air Quality), which would require implementation of dust control methods during 
construction. With the implementation of Standard Condition 4.2.2 and Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, 
impacts related to soil erosion potential during construction activities would remain less than 
significant for the Modified Project.  

3.6.3.5 Unstable Slopes Related to Landslides, Lateral Spreading, Subsidence, Liquefaction, and 
Collapse 

Landslides and Unstable Slopes.  The Modified Project would be located on the same site as the 
Approved Project but development would be located further northeast (inland). Since the Project 
site is located in a relatively flat area, landslides or other forms of natural slope instability do not 
represent a significant hazard to the site. In addition, the Project site is not within a State-
designated hazard zone for earthquake-induced landsliding. Similar to the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project’s impacts related to landslides would remain less than significant. No mitigation is 
required. 

During construction of the Modified Project, grading activities would produce temporary 
construction slopes in some areas. Unstable cut-and-fill slopes could create significant short-term 
and long-term hazards, and proper shoring or bracings are needed for vertical or steeply sided 
trench excavations. As such, like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be required to 
implement Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, which requires planned grading and shoring to conform to the 
recommendations of the Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation. Specifically, the Preliminary 
Geotechnical Investigation contains specific recommendations for addressing potential slope 
instability during construction. With implementation of these recommendations in accordance with 
Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, impacts related to slope instability during construction would remain less 
than significant. 

Lateral Spreading and Liquefaction.  The Modified Project would be located on the same site as the 
Approved Project but development would be located further northeast (inland). As stated above, 
the Project site is located within a Liquefaction Hazard Zone as designated by CGS. The Geotechnical 
Evaluations concluded that the Approved Project would experience a high liquefaction or lateral 



A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A   

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.6-7 

spreading potential due to its location, historical high groundwater levels, and the presence of soil 
conditions common to liquefaction areas. Since the Project site has remained substantially the 
same, it is reasonable to conclude that the Project site under the Modified Project would also 
experience a high liquefaction or lateral spreading potential. As a result, the Project site and the 
development proposed for the site have the potential to experience liquefaction of the on-site soils 
as a result of seismic shaking. Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be 
required to implement Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, which requires compliance with the 
recommendations of the Geotechnical Evaluations, as well as requirements of the City’s Municipal 
Code (Title 18) and the CBC applicable at the time of grading. Mitigation Measure 4.5.1 also requires 
the City to review and approve a Final Geotechnical Report prior to commencement of grading. With 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1, impacts related to liquefaction would remain less than 
significant. 

The Geotechnical Evaluations prepared for the Approved Project determined that several feet of 
lateral spreading towards the Pacific Ocean could occur in the event of earthquake ground motions. 
The movement of the soils due to lateral spreading would not be expected to be uniform. In 
addition, differential lateral spreading of approximately 9 to 80 inches was expected to occur in the 
building area during an earthquake event. However, the Geotechnical Evaluations concluded that 
the Approved Project was feasible with implementation of the final engineering design 
recommendations and compliance with the most current CBC. Since the Project site has remained 
substantially the same and the proposed development has been reduced in size, it is reasonable to 
conclude that the Project site under the Modified Project would also be considered feasible with 
implementation of the final engineering design recommendations and compliance with the most 
current CBC. Mitigation Measure 4.5.1 requires preparation of a project-specific Final Geotechnical 
Report prior to commencement of grading. Therefore, the Final Geotechnical Report will evaluate 
and make recommendations based on the Modified Project’s specific design. Therefore, 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.1 would ensure that potential impacts related to lateral 
spreading would remain less than significant.  

Subsidence.  The Modified Project would be located on the same site as the Approved Project but 
development would be located further northeast (inland). Although subsidence has occurred in the 
City of Long Beach in the past, the area has been stabilized and, therefore, is not expected to result 
in subsidence on the Project site. As such, subsidence-related impacts of the Modified Project, 
similar to the Approved Project, would remain less than significant, and no mitigation is required. 

Corrosive Soils.  The Modified Project would be located on the same site as the Approved Project 
but development would be located further northeast (inland). According to the Geotechnical 
Evaluations, laboratory testing indicated that on-site soils contain a negligible concentration of 
sulfates and severe concentrations of chlorides. Thus, the on-site soils should be considered severely 
corrosive to ferrous metals. Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would require 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.2, which requires protection of ferrous metals and 
copper against corrosion. With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5.2, potential impacts 
related to corrosive soils would remain less than significant. 
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3.6.3.6 Expansive Soil 

The Modified Project would be located on the same site as the Approved Project but development 
would be located further northeast (inland). According to the Geotechnical Evaluations, the on-site 
granular soil depths of at least 8 ft are non-expansive, while the underlying clay can be classified as 
having a moderate expansion potential. As such, the Geotechnical Evaluations determined that a 
non-expansive soil potential should be assumed for planning purposes of the proposed structures 
on the Project site. Since the Project site has remained substantially the same, it is reasonable to 
conclude that, similar to the Approved Project, the expansive soils would not impact the Project site 
under the Modified Project. As such, impacts related to expansive soils would remain less than 
significant, and no mitigation is required.  

3.6.3.7 Cumulative Geology and Soils Impacts 

As indicated in the discussion above, the Modified Project is located on the same site as the 
Approved Project. The Project site is in a fully built out area in which new development is 
infrequent. Any new development projects would be required to meet applicable engineering 
standards to reduce their own potential geologic impacts to a less than significant level. 
Additionally, no other known activities or projects with activities that would affect geology and soils 
are currently occurring at or near the Project site.  

According to the Geotechnical Evaluations, there are no geotechnical conditions on the Project site 
that would prohibit construction and no activities that would contribute to any cumulative 
geological effects such as risk of ground failure, slope failure, or settlement problems in the Project 
vicinity. With implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.5.1 and 4.5.2, as required for the Approved 
Project, impacts to geology and soils for the Modified Project would remain less than significant. 
Therefore, the contribution of the Modified Project to potential cumulative impacts to geology and 
soils in the study area is considered comparable to the Approved Project and would be less than 
cumulatively considerable. 

3.6.4 Findings Related to Geology and Soils 

3.6.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to geology and soils, and there would not be a substantial 
increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.6.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the administrative 
record or otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances 
pertaining to geology and soils that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified EIR. 
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3.6.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than the 2016 Certified EIR 

This Addendum has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact related to geology and soils requiring major revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.6.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

There is no new information, new alternatives to the Project, or additional mitigation measures that 
would substantially reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to geology and soils identified 
and considered in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.6.5 Standard Conditions 

The following Standard Condition included in the 2016 Certified EIR pertaining to geology and soils is 
applicable to the Modified Project. 

Standard Condition 4.2.2 Applicable Rules 403 and 402 Measures. The Project construction 
contractor shall develop and implement dust-control methods that 
shall achieve this control level in a SCAQMD Rule 403 dust control 
plan, designate personnel to monitor the dust control program, and 
order increased watering, as necessary, to ensure a 55 percent 
control level. Those duties shall include holiday and weekend 
periods when work may not be in progress. Additional control 
measures to reduce fugitive dust shall include, but are not limited 
to, the following: 

• Apply water twice daily, or nontoxic soil stabilizers according to 
manufacturers’ specifications, to all unpaved parking or staging 
areas or unpaved road surfaces or as needed to areas where soil 
is disturbed. 

• Use low-sulfur fuel for stationary construction equipment. This 
is required by SCAQMD Rules 431.1 and 431.2. 

• During earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust 
emissions shall be controlled by regular watering or other dust-
preventive measures using the following procedures: 

○ All material excavated shall be sufficiently watered to 
prevent excessive amounts of dust. Watering, with 
complete coverage, shall occur at least twice daily, 
preferably in the late morning and after work is done for 
the day. 
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○ All earthmoving or excavation activities shall cease during 
periods of high winds (i.e., winds greater than 20 miles per 
hour [mph] averaged over 1 hour). 

○ All material transported off site shall be either sufficiently 
watered or securely covered to prevent excessive amounts 
of dust. 

○ The area disturbed by earthmoving or excavation 
operations shall be minimized at all times. 

• After earthmoving or excavation operations, fugitive dust 
emissions shall be controlled using the following measures: 

○ Portions of the construction area to remain inactive longer 
than a period of 3 months shall be revegetated and watered 
until cover is grown. 

○ All active portions of the construction site shall be watered 
to prevent excessive amounts of dust. 

• At all times, fugitive dust emissions shall be controlled using the 
following procedures: 

○ On-site vehicle speed shall be limited to 15 mph. 

○ Road improvements shall be paved as soon as feasible, 
watered periodically, or chemically stabilized. 

• At all times during the construction phase, ozone precursor 
emissions from mobile equipment shall be controlled using the 
following procedures: 

○ Equipment engines shall be maintained in good condition 
and in proper tune according to manufacturers’ 
specifications. 

○ On-site mobile equipment shall not be left idling for a 
period longer than 60 seconds. 

• Outdoor storage piles of construction materials shall be kept 
covered, watered, or otherwise chemically stabilized with a 
chemical wetting agent to minimize fugitive dust emissions and 
wind erosion. 

3.6.6 Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measures included in the 2016 Certified EIR pertaining to geology and soils 
are applicable to the Modified Project. 
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Mitigation Measure 4.5.1  Conformance with the Project Geotechnical Studies. All grading 
operations and construction shall be conducted in conformance 
with the recommendations included in the Report of Preliminary 
Geotechnical Investigation for the Proposed Belmont Plaza Olympic 
Pool Revitalization Project, prepared by MACTEC (April 14, 2009); 
the Geotechnical Investigation for the Temporary Myrtha Pool and 
Associated Improvements, Belmont Plaza Revitalization, prepared 
by GMU Geotechnical, Inc. (April 3, 2013); the Preliminary 
Geotechnical Report for the Belmont Plaza Pool Rebuild-
Revitalization prepared by AESCO (April 24, 2014); and the Soil 
Corrosivity Evaluation for the Belmont Plaza Pool Facility Rebuild/
Revitalization Project, prepared by HDR Schiff (April 23, 2014), 
which together are referred to as the Geotechnical Evaluations. 
Design, grading, and construction shall be performed in accordance 
with the requirements of the City of Long Beach (City) Municipal 
Code (Title 18) and the California Building Code (CBC) applicable at 
the time of grading, appropriate local grading regulations, and the 
requirements of the Project geotechnical consultant as summarized 
in a final written report, subject to review and approval by the 
Development Services Director, or designee, prior to 
commencement of grading activities. 

Specific requirements in the Final Geotechnical Report shall 
address: 

1. Seismic design considerations and requirements for structures 
and nonstructural components permanently attached to 
structures 

2. Foundations including ground improvements (deep soil mixing 
and stone columns) and shallow foundation design 

3. Earthwork, including site preparation for structural areas 
(building pad) and sidewalks, pavements, and other flatwork 
areas; fill material; temporary excavations; and trench backfill 

4. Liquefaction 

5. Site drainage 

6. Slabs-on-grade and pavements 

7. Retaining walls 

Additional site testing and final design evaluation shall be 
conducted by the Project geotechnical consultant to refine and 
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enhance these requirements, if necessary. The City shall require the 
Project geotechnical consultant to assess whether the requirements 
in that report need to be modified or refined to address any 
changes in the Project features that occur prior to the start of 
grading. If the Project geotechnical consultant identifies 
modifications or refinements to the requirements, the City shall 
require appropriate changes to the final Project design and 
specifications. 

Grading plan review shall also be conducted by the City’s 
Development Services Director, or designee, prior to the start of 
grading to verify that the requirements developed during the 
geotechnical design evaluation have been appropriately 
incorporated into the Project plans. Design, grading, and 
construction shall be conducted in accordance with the 
specifications of the Project geotechnical consultant as summarized 
in a final report based on the CBC applicable at the time of grading 
and building and the City Building Code. On-site inspection during 
grading shall be conducted by the Project geotechnical consultant 
and the City Building Official to ensure compliance with 
geotechnical specifications as incorporated into Project plans. 

Mitigation Measure 4.5.2 Corrosive Soils. Prior to issuance of any building permits, the City of 
Long Beach (City) Development Services Director, or designee, shall 
verify that structural design conforms to the requirements of the 
geotechnical study with regard to the protection of ferrous metals 
and copper that will come into contact with on-site soil. In addition, 
on-site inspections shall be conducted during construction by the 
Project geotechnical consultant and/or City Building Official to 
ensure compliance with geotechnical specifications as incorporated 
into Project plans. 

The measures specified in the geotechnical study for steel pipes, 
iron pipes, copper tubing, plastic and vitrified clay pipe, other pipes, 
concrete, post tensioning slabs, concrete piles, and steel piles shall 
be incorporated into the structural design and Project plans where 
ferrous metals (e.g., iron or steel) and/or copper may come into 
contact with on-site soils. 
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3.7 GLOBAL CLIMATE CHANGE 

3.7.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. The temporary pool that is currently located on the Project site was erected in 
2013 and was included as part of the baseline conditions for the 2016 Certified EIR. There have been 
no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with respect to global climate change. As 
such, refer to Section 4.6, Global Climate Change, of the 2016 Certified EIR for an in-depth 
discussion of the existing environmental setting.  

The Project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin) and is under the jurisdiction of the 
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The SCAQMD has established an Air 
Quality Management Plan (AQMP) that contains policies and measures to achieve federal and State 
standards for improved air quality. 

The Project site is characterized by a temporary pool, passive park space containing grassland, and 
sand placed on site to temporarily cover the location of the former pool facility. 

3.7.2 2016 Certified EIR 

Please see Section 4.6 of the Certified EIR for detailed analysis of potential effects of the Approved 
Project related to global climate change.  

3.7.2.1 Generate Greenhouse Gas Emissions  

Less than Significant Impact. The 2016 Certified EIR concluded that the Approved Project would 
result in 2,900 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MT of CO2e) per year during the 
operational phase not including the offset of existing emissions. In comparing the Approved Project 
to the SCAQMD’s tiered draft interim greenhouse gas (GHG) significance criteria, emissions would 
be below the screening threshold of 3,000 MT of CO2e per year for the Approved Project and would 
be considered to have a less than significant impact related to GHG emissions. No mitigation was 
required. 

3.7.2.2 Conflict with an Applicable GHG Reduction Plan, Policy, or Regulation  

Less than Significant Impact. The GHG emissions reduction goals in the California Air Resources 
Board’s (CARB) California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan5 are scoped to manage total 
statewide GHG emissions of approximately 496.95 million MT of CO2e per year. The Approved 
Project was estimated to produce approximately 2,900 MT of CO2e per year over existing conditions, 
representing approximately 0.001 MT of CO2e per year of the City’s reduction goals. Therefore, the 
Approved Project was not considered to result in GHG emission levels that would substantially 
conflict with implementation of the GHG reduction goals under the City’s Sustainable City Action 

                                                      
5  California Air Resources Board (CARB). 2017. California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan. November. 

Website:  https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scoping_plan_2017.pdf?_ga=2.83321494.1464349424. 
1513296974-446607795.1484971874 (accessed November 2019). 
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Plan6, CARB’s California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan, Assembly Bill (AB) 32, Senate Bill (SB) 
32, or other State regulations. Therefore, the Approved Project was determined to have a less than 
significant impact related to potential conflicts with regulations outlined in the City’s Sustainable 
City Action Plan and GHG emissions reduction goals. No mitigation was required. 

3.7.2.3 Sea Level Rise 

Less than Significant Impact. The Wave Uprush Study prepared for the Approved Project7 analyzed 
potential impacts at the Project site from sea level rise and a 100-year storm for a range of scenarios 
resulting from the potential changes to the Long Beach Breakwater. According to the Wave Uprush 
Study, wave run-up for the high 2060 and 2100 sea level rise scenarios (a 2.6 ft and 5.5 ft increase in 
sea level, respectively), would result in a run up elevation up to 8.2 ft and 10.4 ft (or greater) at the 
Project site. Without preventative measures, the upper 2100 sea level rise estimate would not only 
inundate much of the pool facility, but much of the Long Beach Peninsula and Belmont Shore as 
well. However, the 2016 Certified EIR noted that this 2100 condition is not a result of the Approved 
Project but rather the result of the projected worst-case sea level rise and erosion. The modeled 
scenarios did not account for shore protection measures, which are not required by, or a 
responsibility of, the Approved Project, as the Approved Project does not exacerbate these 
conditions. Additionally, under the Approved Project, the main pool deck would have been elevated 
17 ft above mean sea level (amsl) and the pool decks would have been set 8.8 ft and 6.6 ft above the 
projected high water levels in 2060 and 2100, respectively. Furthermore, additional GHG reduction 
strategies implemented at the State, national, and international levels could reduce sea-level rise 
between now and the year 2100. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved 
Project would not be adversely impacted by sea level rise due to climate change, and no mitigation 
was required. 

3.7.2.4 Cumulative Global Climate Change Impacts 

Less than Significant Impact. The 2016 Certified EIR noted that the project-specific analysis 
summarized above is essentially already a cumulative analysis because it takes into consideration 
statewide GHG reduction targets and demonstrates that the Approved Project would be consistent 
with those targets. As summarized above, the Approved Project emphasized energy efficiency and 
water conservation and would have been consistent with AB 32’s goals for 2020; would not have 
generated GHG emissions that exceed any applicable threshold of significance; and would not have 
conflicted with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 
emissions of GHGs. As a result, the Approved Project’s climate change impacts with regard to GHG 
emissions would not be considered cumulatively considerable because they would not contribute to 
GHG emissions that exceed AB 32’s statewide goals. 

                                                      
6  City of Long Beach. Sustainable Long Beach. Sustainable City Action Plan. Website: http://www.long

beach.gov/globalassets/sustainability/media-library/documents/nature-initiatives/action-plan/scap-final 
(accessed November 2019). 

7  Wave Uprush Study prepared by Moffatt & Nichols, October 2014, and included as Appendix B to the 
2016 Certified EIR. 
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3.7.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

As part of the Modified Project, revised technical work has been completed. As such, the analysis of 
Modified Project changes and the findings related to global climate change are based on the 
Belmont Plaza Pool Revised Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Analysis (LSA, November 
2019), included as Appendix A of this Addendum. Additionally, the analysis of Modified Project 
changes and the findings related to sea level rise as a result of GCC are based on the Belmont Beach 
and Aquatics Center Amendment to Wave Uprush and Sea Level Rise Study (Moffatt and Nichol, 
September 2019), included as Appendix A of this Addendum. 

3.7.3.1 Generate Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

During construction of the Modified Project, GHGs would be emitted through the operation of 
construction equipment and from worker and vendor vehicles, each of which typically uses fossil-
based fuels to operate. The combustion of fossil-based fuels creates GHGs such as carbon dioxide 
(CO2), methane (CH4), and nitrous oxide (N2O). Exhaust emissions from on-site construction activities 
would vary daily as construction activity levels change. Table 3.7.A lists the annual carbon dioxide 
equivalent (CO2e) emissions for each of the construction phases based on the results from the 
California Air Pollution Control Officers Association’s (CAPCOA) California Emissions Estimator Model 
(CalEEMod). Total construction emissions amortized over 30 years would be 25.7 MT of CO2e per 
year. 

Table 3.7.A: Modified Project Construction GHG Emissions 

Construction Phase 
Total Regional Pollutant Emissions (MT/yr) 

CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 

2021 
Site Preparation 17.6 <0.01 0 17.7 
Grading 67.1 0.0 0 67.4 
Building Construction 314.0 0.0 0 315.1 

2022 
Building Construction 342.9 0.1 0 344.2 
Paving 21.4 <0.01 0 21.6 
Architectural Coating 4.5 <0.01 0 4.5 

Total Construction Emissions 767.5 0.1 0 770.5 
Amortized over 30 years 25.6 <0.01 0 25.7 
Source: Compiled by LSA (November 2019). 
CH4 = methane 
CO2 = carbon dioxide 
CO2e = carbon dioxide equivalent 

GHG = greenhouse gas 
MT/yr = metric tons per year 
N2O = nitrous oxide 

 
Long-term operation of the Modified Project would generate GHG emissions from area and mobile 
sources and indirect emissions from stationary sources associated with energy consumption. The 
majority of energy consumption (and associated generation of GHG emissions) would occur during 
the Project’s operation (as opposed to during its construction). Typically, more than 80 percent of 
the total energy consumption takes place during the use of buildings and less than 20 percent of 
energy is consumed during construction.  

Based on trip generation factors provided in the Revised Traffic Analysis (LSA 2019) prepared for the 
Modified Project, the trip generation rate would not change for the Modified Project from that in 
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the Approved Project. The GHG modeling incorporated Project design features in accordance with 
the 2020 California Green Building Standards Codes such as the use of low-flow water fixtures and 
water-efficient irrigation systems. 

The GHG emission estimates presented in Table 3.7.B, below, show the emissions associated with 
the Modified Project at Project opening in comparison to the GHG emissions estimates for the 
Approved Project, as reported in the 2016 Certified EIR. Area sources include consumer products 
and landscaping. Energy sources include natural gas consumption for pool heating. As shown in 
Table 3.7.B, the Modified Project is estimated to result in GHG emissions of approximately 2,586.7 
MT of CO2e per year. 

Table 3.7.B: Operational GHG Emissions  

Source 
Pollutant Emissions (MT/yr) 

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 
Total Approved Project Emissions 2,900 
Modified Project Construction Emissions 
Construction emissions amortized over 
30 years 0 25.6 25.6 <0.1 0 25.7 

Modified Project Operational Emissions 
Area Sources 0 <0.1 <0.1 0 0 <0.1 
Energy Sources 0 56.2 56.2 <0.1 <0.1 56.4 
Mobile Sources 0 2,367.6 2,367.6 0.1 0 2,370.6 
Waste Sources 48.9 0 48.9 2.9 0 121.1 
Water Usage 0.6 10.1 10.7 0.1 <0.1 12.8 

Total Modified Project Emissions 49.5 2,459.4 2,508.9 3.1 0 2,586.7 
Source: Compiled by LSA (November 2019). 
Note: Numbers in table may not appear to add up correctly due to rounding of all numbers to two significant digits. 
Bio-CO2 = biologically generated CO2 
CH4 = methane 
CO2 = carbon dioxide 
CO2e = carbon dioxide equivalent 

GHG = greenhouse gas 
MT/yr = metric tons per year 
N2O = nitrous oxide 
NBio-CO2 = Non-biologically generated CO2 

 
By comparison, the 2016 Certified EIR estimated the GHG emissions associated with the Approved 
Project to be 2,900 MT of CO2e per year. Therefore, the Modified Project would generate fewer GHG 
emissions than the Approved Project and would not impede or interfere with achieving the State’s 
emission reduction objectives in CARB’s California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan and the 
City’s working draft Climate Action and Adaptation Plan (CAAP). The Modified Project’s impacts 
related to GHG emissions would remain less than significant, and no mitigation is required. 

3.7.3.2 Conflict with Applicable GHG Reduction Plans, Policies, or Regulations 

The City has released a working draft of the Climate Action and Adaptation Plan (CAAP) to manage 
total citywide GHG emissions of approximately 3.1 million MT of CO2e per year. Based on the City’s 
population growth estimates, the 2030 target emissions level is 2.1 million MT of CO2e per year, and 
will require GHG reductions of approximately 980,000 MT of CO2e to achieve this target. As 
indicated above, the Modified Project would generate fewer GHG emissions than the Approved 
Project and would not impede or interfere with achieving the State’s emission reduction objectives 
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in CARB’s California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan and the City’s working draft CAAP. 
Therefore, the Modified Project’s impacts related to conflicts with GHG reduction plans, policies, 
and regulations would remain less than significant, similar to the Approved Project, and no 
mitigation is required. 

3.7.3.3 Sea Level Rise 

Effects from GCC may arise from temperature increases, climate-sensitive diseases, extreme 
weather events, and air quality. Sea level rise as a result of GCC can be expected in California over 
the course of the next century. The 2016 Certified EIR noted that the 2100 sea level rise condition is 
not a result of the Approved Project but rather the result of the projected worst-case sea level rise 
and erosion. Similarly, neither the Approved Project nor the Modified Project would exacerbate 
these conditions.  

The main pool deck for the Modified Project will be elevated 17 ft amsl, the same as the Approved 
Project. However, the new pool complex for the Modified Project has been moved further northeast 
(away from the shoreline on the site) in order to further reduce potential impacts associated with 
sea level rise and storm surge.  

The Belmont Beach and Aquatics Center Amendment to Wave Uprush and Sea Level Rise Study was 
prepared to reflect the Modified Project and update the sea level rise projections and incorporate 
the findings and recommendations from the State of California Sea-Level Rise Guidance report (NRA 
and OPC, 2018)8 for assessment of the Modified Project. The updated sea level rise projections for 
year 2100 for the Los Angeles Area are 5.4 ft under a low GHG emissions scenario, and 6.7 ft under a 
high GHG emissions scenario. The Approved Project was not anticipated to alter natural rates of 
shoreline retreat. With the Modified Project, the shoreline setback of the main structure has 
increased by at least 40 ft, and up to 100 ft on the northwest end of the structure. Therefore, the 
Modified Project would have fewer impacts on the natural shoreline processes as compared to the 
Approved Project. Consequently, the need for adaptation to shoreline retreat is not expected 
throughout the design life of the Modified Project. Therefore, similar to the Approved Project, the 
effects of sea level rise on the Modified Project would be fewer than those identified for the 
Approved Project; the Modified Project would not be adversely impacted by sea level rise due to 
climate change, and no mitigation is required. 

3.7.3.4 Cumulative Global Climate Change Impacts 

Similar to air pollution, GHG emissions are inherently a cumulative type of impact measured across a 
region. The discussion above includes an analysis of the Modified Project’s contribution to 
cumulative GHG emissions. The Modified Project would be consistent with the statewide targets 
and applicable regional air quality standards of significance. In addition, the Modified Project’s 
estimated GHG emissions would be less than the GHG emissions estimated for the Approved 
Project. The Approved Project demonstrated compliance with the reductions target established by 
the CARB to satisfy compliance with the mandates of AB 32 and SB 32. The Modified Project would 

                                                      
8 California Natural Resources Agency and California Ocean Protection Council. 2018. State of California Sea-

Level Rise Guidance, 2018 Update. Website: http://www.opc.ca.gov/webmaster/ftp/pdf/agenda_items/ 
20180314/Item3_Exhibit-A_OPC_SLR_Guidance-rd3.pdf (accessed December 2019). 
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generate fewer GHG emissions; as such, the Modified Project would also be in compliance with 
CARB’s California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan and the City’s Sustainable City Action Plan. 
Because the Modified Project is consistent with the GHG emissions reduction target from CARB and 
the City, and because its impacts alone would not cause or significantly contribute to global climate 
change, project-related GHG emissions would not be considered cumulatively considerable. 
Therefore, the Modified Project would not result in a new or worsening GHG impact. Therefore, the 
Modified Project would not have a cumulatively considerable increase in emissions, and the 
Modified Project’s cumulative GHG emissions impacts would remain less than significant. No 
mitigation is required. 

3.7.4 Findings Related to Global Climate Change 

3.7.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to GHG emissions, and there would not be a substantial 
increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.7.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

The Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or altered since the 2016 
Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the administrative record or otherwise 
available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances pertaining to GHG 
emissions that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.7.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than in the 2016 Certified EIR 

This analysis has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact to GHG emissions requiring major revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.7.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified EIR 

There is no new information, new alternatives to the Project, or additional mitigation measures that 
would substantially reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to GHG emissions identified 
and considered in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.7.5 Standard Conditions 

There are no standard conditions pertaining to GHG emissions applicable to either the Approved 
Project or the Modified Project. 

3.7.6 Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures were required for global climate change in the 2016 Certified EIR, and no 
mitigation is required for the Modified Project. 
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3.8 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

3.8.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. The temporary pool that is currently located on the Project site was erected in 
2013 and was included as part of the baseline conditions for the 2016 Certified EIR. There have been 
no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with respect to hazards and hazardous 
materials. As such, refer to Section 4.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the 2016 Certified EIR 
for an in-depth discussion of the existing environmental setting and project-related impacts with 
regard to hazards and hazardous materials.  

As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, the Project site consisted of commercial properties from 1928 
until 1956. By 1968, the site appeared to be redeveloped with the Belmont Pool structure and 
outdoor pool area; the site remained relatively unchanged from 1968 through February 2015, when 
the demolition of the prior Belmont Pool structure was completed. The temporary pool and 
immediate area, which is now a part of the Modified Project site, was developed with the Beach 
Parking lot by 1956. No structures other than the surface parking lot had occupied this area until the 
temporary pool was constructed in 2013. 

Site surveys and a Phase I Hazardous Materials Assessment (HMA) (Ninyo and Moore, June 2013) 
were included as part of the 2016 Certified EIR to determine the potential for on-site Recognized 
Environmental Concerns (RECs) at the former Belmont Pool facility. The demolition of the former 
Belmont Pool facility was not a part of the analysis contained in the 2016 Certified EIR. The site 
reconnaissance did not identify or observe any RECs associated with any of the following: significant 
evidence of releases or spills; electrical transformers or polychlorinated biphenyl (PCBs); evidence of 
staining or release near storage containers; or chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs) or mercury-containing 
equipment. The HMA did identify the potential for asbestos-containing materials (ACMs) and lead to 
be present in some building products remaining on site. 

3.8.2 2016 Certified EIR 

Please see Section 4.7 of the 2016 Certified EIR, for detailed analysis of potential effects of the 
Approved Project related to hazards and hazardous materials.  

3.8.2.1 Routine Transport, Use, Disposal or Accidental Release of Hazardous Materials 

Construction: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  As discussed in the 2016 
Certified EIR, construction activities associated with the Approved Project would have involved the 
limited use and storage of hazardous materials during construction of the Approved Project. 
However, all potentially hazardous materials would have been contained, stored, and used in 
accordance with manufacturers’ instructions and handled in compliance with existing federal, State, 
and local regulations to ensure that the amounts of these materials present during construction 
would be limited and would not pose a significant adverse hazard to workers or the environment. 
The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, as prescribed in 
Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the 2016 Certified EIR, requiring the construction 
contractor to implement standard best management practices (BMPs) regarding hazardous 
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materials storage, handling, and disposal during construction in compliance with the State 
Construction General Permit to protect water quality. With the implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.8.1, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that potential impacts associated with the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of potentially hazardous materials during construction of the Approved 
Project would be less than significant. 

The Project site is located within the Wilmington Oil Field, and plugged and abandoned oil wells or 
dry holes are located in the site vicinity. Based on the distance to known oil wells in the vicinity of 
the Project site, the potential presence of methane at the Project site is low. However, the 2016 
Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.1, which required compliance 
with a Contingency Plan that addresses the potential to encounter unknown hazards or hazardous 
substances during construction activities that would be approved by City of Long Beach Fire 
Department (LBFD). With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.1, the Certified EIR determined 
that impacts related to the potential to encounter methane during construction would be less than 
significant. 

A site reconnaissance survey of the site conducted for the Approved Project revealed that ACMs 
may be present in subsurface building materials at the site. Several remnants of the prior Belmont 
Pool subsurface foundation structures, which may contain ACMs, are present on the site. The 2016 
Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.2, which required the 
preparation of predemolition surveys to identify the presence of ACMs in the existing on-site 
structures and outlines precautions to ensure the materials are properly removed. With the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.2, the Certified EIR determined that hazardous impacts 
associated with ACMs would be reduced to a less than significant level. 

The site reconnaissance survey prepared for the Approved Project also indicated that the tile liners 
of the two outdoor pools currently present on the site might contain lead. Because the Approved 
Project included the demolition of these existing pools, the Certified EIR required the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.2, which requires the preparation of predemolition 
surveys and appropriate procedures to be followed in the unlikely event that unknown hazardous 
materials are encountered in order to reduce potentially significant health hazards associated with 
potential lead on the Project site. With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.2, the Certified 
EIR determined that potential hazardous impacts associated with lead would be reduced to a less 
than significant level. 

Two gas stations (ARCO No. 163 and UNOCAL No. 5939) listed on the leaking underground storage 
tank (LUST) database were included in the Phase I HMA prepared for the Approved Project. 
However, the UNOCAL LUST has a case-closed status and the ARCO station was preparing a closure 
plan at the time of the preparation of the 2016 Certified EIR. Groundwater sampling conducted at 
the ARCO site in November 2014 did not detect a petroleum impact in the monitoring well closest to 
the Project site, and groundwater sampling conducted at the Project site in July 2014 did not report 
detectable constituents of gasoline. Compliance with the applicable National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit or the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board’s 
(RWQCB) Groundwater Discharge Permit would have addressed the potential to encounter 
dissolved metals levels in groundwater in excess of the allowable limits for discharge to the storm 
drain system. The potential for groundwater impacted by petroleum hydrocarbons beneath the site 
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was also determined to be low. The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.7.1, which addressed the low potential for encountering petroleum hydrocarbons in 
groundwater during excavation for the pool through compliance with a Contingency Plan that 
addresses the potential to encounter unknown hazards or hazardous substances during construction 
activities that would be approved by the LBFD. With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.1, 
the Certified EIR determined that impacts related to the potential to encounter petroleum 
hydrocarbons in groundwater during construction would be less than significant. 

Operation: Less than Significant Impact.  Operation of the Approved Project would not have 
included uses with the potential to generate large quantities of hazardous and/or toxic materials. 
Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project would have less than 
significant impacts related to the potential to result in serious accidents from hazardous materials 
and substances. Pool and building maintenance associated with the Approved Project may have 
included the use of chemicals that can be hazardous if not properly used, stored, or disposed. 
However, the use, storage, and handling of these pool maintenance hazardous materials is 
regulated by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the California Building Code 
(CBC), the County of Los Angeles Department of Environmental Health, the LBFD and the California 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (Cal/OSHA). The Certified EIR determined that 
compliance with applicable regulations would ensure that potential hazardous material impacts 
associated with the operation of the Approved Project would be less than significant. Therefore, no 
mitigation was required. 

3.8.2.2 Emit Hazardous Emissions or Handle Hazardous Materials within One-Quarter Mile of an 
Existing or Proposed School 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, the 
private school, Belmont Shore Children’s Center, is located within 0.25 mile of the Project site. There 
were no proposed schools within 0.25 mile of the Project site.  

Construction.  Construction activities for the Approved Project would have involved the use of 
small amounts of potentially hazardous materials, including vehicle fuels, oils, and transmission 
fluids. All potentially hazardous materials would have been contained, stored, and used in 
accordance with manufacturers’ instructions and handled in compliance with existing federal, 
State, and local regulations to ensure that the amounts of these materials present during 
construction would be limited and would not pose a significant adverse hazard to workers or the 
environment. Furthermore, the 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.8.1 (refer to Section 4.8, Hydrology ad Water Quality, of the 2016 Certified EIR), 
which required the construction contractor to implement standard BMPs regarding hazardous 
materials storage, handling, and disposal during construction in compliance with the State 
Construction General Permit to protect water quality. Additionally, the 2016 Certified EIR 
required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.2, which required the preparation of 
predemolition surveys to reduce potentially significant impacts associated with the presence of 
ACMs or lead on the site. With the implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8.1 and 4.7.2, the 
Approved Project’s limited use and storage of hazardous materials during construction would 
not have posed a significant hazard to the public or the environment, including the Belmont 
Shore Children’s Center.  
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Operation.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, proper routine use of chemicals associated 
with pool and building maintenance would not have resulted in a significant hazard to the 
school, residents, or workers in the vicinity of Approved Project. The Approved Project would 
not have produced any significant amounts of hazardous emissions, and any hazardous 
materials on site would have been handled in accordance with all applicable regulations, 
including containment, reporting, and remediation requirements, in the event of a spill or 
accidental release. Therefore, operation of the Approved Project would not have resulted in a 
significant impact associated with hazardous emissions or the handling of hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school, 
and no mitigation was required.  

3.8.2.3 Located on a Hazardous Materials Site as Identified in Government Code Section 65962.5  

Less than Significant Impact. The HMA prepared for the Approved Project determined that the 
Project site is not included on any hazardous materials sites pursuant to Government Code Section 
65962.5, including the Cortese List, and would not create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment. No mitigation was required. 

3.8.2.4 Cumulative Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The 2016 Certified EIR determined that 
combined hazardous materials effects from past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects 
within the City would not be significant. The Approved Project would have involved the use of 
potentially hazardous materials related to pool and building maintenance but these products would 
have been used in small amounts and any spills would have been cleaned up when they occurred, in 
compliance with applicable regulations. Proper and routine use of these products would not have 
resulted in a significant hazard to residents or workers in the vicinity of the Approved Project.  

The 2016 Certified EIR determined that impacts associated with encountering hazardous materials 
during construction and operation would be controlled through application of the procedures set 
forth in Mitigation Measures 4.7.1 and 4.7.2. No known projects were identified adjacent to or in 
the vicinity of the Project site that could be affected by on-site handling of hazardous materials or 
that could result in significant hazards or hazardous materials impacts on site. Accordingly, the 
Approved Project’s contribution to cumulative impacts related to hazardous materials was 
considered to be less than cumulatively significant with implementation of mitigation. 

3.8.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

3.8.3.1 The Routine Transport, Use, Disposal or Accidental Release of Hazardous Materials 

Construction. Although the Modified Project is smaller in scale and size than the Approved Project, 
construction activities associated with the Modified Project, similar to the Approved Project, would 
involve the limited use and storage of hazardous materials. However, all potentially hazardous 
materials would be contained, stored, and used in accordance with manufacturers’ instructions and 
handled in compliance with existing federal, State, and local regulations to ensure that the amounts 
of these materials present during construction would be limited and would not pose a significant 
adverse hazard to workers or the environment. Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, as prescribed in the 
Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the 2016 Certified EIR, requiring the construction 
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contractor to implement standard BMPs regarding hazardous materials storage, handling, and 
disposal during construction in compliance with the State Construction General Permit to protect 
water quality would be applicable to the Modified Project. With the implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.8.1, the potential impacts associated with the routine transport, use, or disposal of 
potentially hazardous materials during construction of the Modified Project would be less than 
significant, similar to the Approved Project. 

The Project site remains the same and is located within the Wilmington Oil Field. However, as 
determined in the 2016 Certified EIR, the potential presence of methane at the Project site is low. 
The implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.1, which required compliance with a Contingency 
Plan that addresses the potential to encounter unknown hazards or hazardous substances during 
construction activities to be approved by the LBFD, would still be applicable to the Modified Project. 
With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.1, impacts related to the potential to encounter 
methane during construction of the Modified Project would be less than significant, similar to the 
Approved Project. 

The Project site remains the same and remnants of the prior Belmont Pool subsurface foundation 
structures, which may contain ACMs, are still present on the site. Therefore, implementation of 
Mitigation Measure 4.7.2, which requires the preparation of predemolition surveys to identify the 
presence of ACMs in the existing on-site structures and outlines precautions to ensure the materials 
are properly removed, would still be applicable to the Modified Project. With the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure 4.7.2, hazardous impacts associated with ACMs for the Modified Project would 
be reduced to a less than significant level, similar to the Approved Project. 

Because the Modified Project still includes demolition of the two existing outdoor pools that may 
contain lead in the tile liners, Mitigation Measure 4.7.2, which requires the preparation of 
predemolition surveys and appropriate procedures to be followed in the unlikely event that 
unknown hazardous materials are encountered, is still required for the Modified Project. With 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.2, potential hazardous impacts associated with lead for 
the Modified Project would be reduced to a less than significant level, similar to the Approved 
Project. 

The potential for groundwater impacted by petroleum hydrocarbons beneath the site was 
determined to be low for the Approved Project and would remain the same for the Modified Project 
which is located on the same site. However, Mitigation Measure 4.7.1, which addresses the low 
potential for encountering petroleum hydrocarbons in groundwater during excavation through 
compliance with a Contingency Plan that addresses the potential to encounter unknown hazards or 
hazardous substances during construction activities, would still be applicable to the Modified 
Project. With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7.1, impacts related to the potential to 
encounter petroleum hydrocarbons in groundwater during construction of the Modified Project 
would be less than significant, similar to the Approved Project. Furthermore, like the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project would be required to comply with the applicable NPDES permit or the 
Los Angeles RWQCB’s Groundwater Discharge Permit, which would address the potential to 
encounter dissolved metals levels in groundwater in excess of the allowable limits for discharge to 
the storm drain system. Impacts resulting from hazardous materials in the groundwater would 
remain less than significant for the Modified Project, similar to the Approved Project. 
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Operation. Operation of the Modified Project, like the Approved Project, would not include uses 
with the potential to generate large quantities of hazardous and/or toxic materials. Therefore, the 
Modified Project would have less than significant impacts related to the potential to result in serious 
accidents from hazardous materials and substances. Similar to the Approved Project, the pool and 
building maintenance associated with the Modified Project may include the use of chemicals that 
can be hazardous if not properly used, stored, or disposed. However, the use, storage, and handling 
of these pool maintenance hazardous materials is regulated by the EPA, the CBC, the County of Los 
Angeles Department of Environmental Health, the LBFD and Cal/OSHA. Therefore, compliance with 
applicable regulations would ensure that potential hazardous material impacts associated with the 
operation of the Modified Project would be less than significant, similar to the Approved Project. No 
mitigation is required. 

3.8.3.2 Emit Hazardous Emissions or Handle Hazardous Materials within One-Quarter Mile of an 
Existing or Proposed School 

Less than Significant Impact Mitigation Incorporated. The Modified Project is located on the same 
site as the Approved Project and the private school, Belmont Shore Children’s Center, remains 
located within 0.25 mile of the Project site. There are no proposed schools within 0.25 mile of the 
Project site.  

Construction.  Similar to the Approved Project, construction activities for the Modified Project 
would include the use of small amounts of potentially hazardous materials, including vehicle 
fuels, oils, and transmission fluids. All potentially hazardous materials would be contained, 
stored, and used in accordance with manufacturers’ instructions and handled in compliance 
with existing federal, State, and local regulations to ensure that the amounts of these materials 
present during construction would be limited and would not pose a significant adverse hazard to 
workers or the environment. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure 4.8.1 (refer to Section 4.8, 
Hydrology ad Water Quality, of the 2016 Certified EIR), which requires the construction 
contractor to implement standard BMPs regarding hazardous materials storage, handling, and 
disposal during construction in compliance with the State Construction General Permit to 
protect water quality would still be applicable to the Modified Project. Because the Modified 
Project will remove the subsurface remnants of the former Belmont Pool building as well as two 
outdoor pools, Mitigation Measure 4.7.2, which requires the preparation of predemolition 
surveys for ACMs or lead would still be applicable to the Modified Project, similar to the 
Approved Project. With the implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8.1 and 4.7.2, the 
Modified Project’s limited use and storage of hazardous materials during construction would not 
pose a significant hazard to the public or the environment, including the Belmont Shore 
Children’s Center.  

Operation.  The proper routine use of chemicals associated with the Modified Project’s pool and 
building maintenance would not result in a significant hazard to the school, residents, or 
workers in the Project vicinity. Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not 
produce any significant amounts of hazardous emissions, and any hazardous materials on site 
would be handled in accordance with all applicable regulations in the event of a spill or 
accidental release. Therefore, operation of the Modified Project, like the Approved Project, 
would not result in a significant impact associated with hazardous emissions or the handling of 
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hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing 
or proposed school. No mitigation is required.  

3.8.3.3 Located on a Hazardous Materials Site as Identified in Government Code Section 65962.5  

Because the Project site for the Modified Project remains the same and because the Project site is 
not included on any hazardous materials sites pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, 
including the Cortese List, the Project site would not create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment. Similar to the Approved Project, impacts related to a hazardous materials site for the 
Modified Project would be considered less than significant, and no mitigation is required. 

3.8.3.4 Cumulative Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

The Modified Project is located on the same site as the Approved Project and as identified in the 
2016 Certified EIR, combined hazardous materials effects from past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable projects within the City would not be significant. Similar to the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project would involve the use of small amounts of potentially hazardous materials related 
to pool and building maintenance but any spills would be cleaned up when they occurred, in 
compliance with applicable regulations. Proper and routine use of these products would not result 
in a significant hazard to residents or workers in the vicinity of the Modified Project, which is located 
on the same site as the Approved Project.  

Construction activities for the Modified Project would be similar to, but smaller in scale than the 
Approved Project; therefore, impacts associated with encountering unknown hazardous materials 
during construction would still be controlled through application of the procedures set forth in 
Mitigation Measures 4.7.1 and 4.7.2. No known projects have been identified adjacent to or in the 
vicinity of the Project site, which remains the same, that could be affected by on-site handling of 
hazardous materials or that could result in significant hazards or hazardous materials impacts on the 
site. Accordingly, the Modified Project’s contribution to cumulative impacts related to hazardous 
materials would be considered less than cumulatively significant with implementation of mitigation, 
similar to the Approved Project. 

3.8.4 Findings Related to Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

3.8.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to hazards or hazardous materials, and there would not 
be a substantial increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.8.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the administrative 
record or otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances 
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pertaining to hazards or hazardous materials that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified 
EIR. 

3.8.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than in the 2016 Certified EIR 

This analysis has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact to hazards or hazardous materials requiring major revisions to the 2016 Certified 
EIR. 

3.8.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified EIR 

There is no new information, new alternatives to the Project, or additional mitigation measures that 
would substantially reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to hazards or hazardous 
materials identified and considered in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.8.5 Standard Conditions 

There are no standard conditions pertaining to hazards or hazardous materials applicable to either 
the Approved Project or the Modified Project. 

3.8.6 Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measures were required for hazards and hazardous materials in the 2016 
Certified EIR, and are required for the Modified Project. In addition, Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, as 
included in Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the 2016 Certified EIR, is also required for 
both the Approved Project and the Modified Project. 

Mitigation Measure 4.7.1  Contingency Plan. Prior to issuance of any excavation or grading 
permits or activities, the City of Long Beach (City) Fire Department 
(LBFD), or designee, shall review and approve a contingency plan 
that addresses the potential to encounter on-site unknown hazards 
or hazardous substances during construction activities. The plan 
shall require that if construction workers encounter underground 
tanks, gases, odors, uncontained spills, or other unidentified 
substances, the contractor shall stop work, cordon off the affected 
area, and notify the LBFD. The LBFD responder shall determine the 
next steps regarding possible site evacuation, sampling, and 
disposal of the substance consistent with local, State, and federal 
regulations.  

Mitigation Measure 4.7.2  Predemolition Surveys. Prior to commencement of demolition 
and/or construction activities, the City LBFD, or designee, shall 
verify that predemolition surveys for asbestos-containing materials 
(ACMs) and lead (including sampling and analysis of all suspected 
building materials) shall be performed. All inspections, surveys, and 
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analyses shall be performed by appropriately licensed and qualified 
individuals in accordance with applicable regulations (i.e., American 
Society for Testing and Materials E 1527-05, and 40 Code of Federal 
Regulations [CFR], Subchapter R, Toxic Substances Control Act 
[TSCA], Part 716). If the predemolition surveys do not find ACMs or 
lead-based pipes (LBPs), the inspectors shall provide documentation 
of the inspection and its results to the City LBFD, or designee, to 
confirm that no further abatement actions are required. 

If the predemolition surveys find evidence of ACMs or lead, all such 
materials shall be removed, handled, and properly disposed of by 
appropriately licensed contractors according to all applicable 
regulations during demolition of structures (40 CFR, Subchapter R, 
TSCA, Parts 745, 761, and 763). Air monitoring shall be completed 
by appropriately licensed and qualified individuals in accordance 
with applicable regulations both to ensure adherence to applicable 
regulations (e.g., South Coast Air Quality Management District 
[SCAQMD]) and to provide safety to workers. The City shall provide 
documentation (e.g., all required waste manifests, sampling, and air 
monitoring analytical results) to the LBFD showing that abatement 
of any ACMs or lead identified in these structures has been 
completed in full compliance with all applicable regulations and 
approved by the appropriate regulatory agencies (40 CFR, 
Subchapter R, TSCA, Parts 716, 745, 761, 763, and 795 and 
California Code of Regulations Title 8, Article 2.6). An Operating and 
Maintenance Plan shall be prepared for any ACM or lead to remain 
in place and shall be reviewed and approved by the LBFD. 

  



 

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A  

A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.8-10 

This page intentionally left blank 

 



A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A   

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.9-1 

3.9 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

3.9.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. The temporary pool that is currently located on the Project site was erected in 
2013 and was included as part of the baseline conditions for the 2016 Certified EIR. There have been 
no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with respect to hydrology and water 
quality. As such, refer to Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, in the 2016 Certified EIR, for an 
in-depth discussion of the existing environmental setting for hydrology and water quality. 

3.9.1.1 Regional Hydrology and Watershed 

The Project site is located within the Los Cerritos Channel and Alamitos Bay Water Management 
Area (WMA) of the San Gabriel River watershed. As designated by the Los Angeles RWQCB, the 
Project site is located within the Los Angeles-San Gabriel Hydrologic Unit (HU), which covers most of 
Los Angeles County and drains a 1,608-square-mile area.  

The Project site is within the vicinity of the two major drainage systems in the City of Long Beach: 
the San Gabriel River, located approximately 2 miles southeast of the Project site, and the Los 
Angeles River, located approximately 3.5 miles west of the Project site. The Project site does not 
contain any surface water bodies, and the nearest surface water body is the Pacific Ocean, which is 
located adjacent to the beach on the southern boundary of the Project site.  

3.9.1.2 On Site Drainage Pattern 

The majority of surface runoff from the Project site is generated on site, with almost no surface flow 
entering from other areas. The northern half of the Project site contains grassland that allows for 
rainfall to filter into the ground. The remaining stormwater runoff from the site flows over asphalt 
pavement and concrete gutters to curb opening inlets located at various points surrounding the 
property boundary, which convey the flow to the beach and to a storm drain outlet the empties 
onto the beach, immediately to the north of the Belmont Pier. The existing site contains 
approximately 2.1 acres of impervious surfaces with the pervious areas accounting for 
approximately 3.7 acres.  

3.9.1.3 Water Quality 

Surface water quality in the San Gabriel River Watershed has been affected in a way that is 
consistent with the high level of surrounding urban development. In urban areas during dry 
weather, runoff can occur as a result of landscape irrigation, the draining of swimming pools, car 
washing, and various commercial activities. Along the coast of Southern California, where summers 
are dry, dry-weather runoff is the most common cause of advisories issued due to elevated bacteria 
levels.9 

                                                      
9  California State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). 2018. California Beach Water Quality 

Background Information. Website: www.swrcb.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/beaches/beach_water_
quality/background.shtml (accessed October 21, 2019). 
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Currently, the City tests the ocean water quality at 15 various locations along the coast. The western 
sides of Belmont Pier and Prospect Street Beach are two sampling sites located near the Project site. 
In the 2018–2019 sampling year, the Belmont Pier earned a B and A grade in summer dry weather 
and winter dry weather, respectively. In the same sampling year, the Prospect Street Beach earned a 
C and an A grade in summer dry weather and winter dry weather, respectively. However, all 
locations in the City, including Belmont Pier, received F grades in wet weather.10 After substantial 
rainfall (0.10 inch or more), high levels of bacteria from storm drains, rivers, and polluted runoff 
enter the ocean, and the City issues an advisory for beach-goers to avoid all ocean water contact for 
at least 72 hours after rainfall, per Los Angeles County regulations for all beaches.  

3.9.1.4 Groundwater 

The Project site is located in the Coastal Plain of the Los Angeles Groundwater Basin and overlies the 
West Coast Subbasin (Basin No. 4-11.03).11 The West Coast Subbasin covers an area of 142 square 
miles and is bound by the Ballona Escarpment to the north, the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone to 
the east, and the Pacific Ocean and Palos Verdes Hills to the south and west. Groundwater recharge 
occurs primarily as a result of underflow from the Central Subbasin. Water spread in the Central 
Subbasin percolates into aquifers and eventually crosses through and over the Newport-Inglewood 
Fault Zone, supplementing the groundwater supply in the West Coast Subbasin. The general regional 
groundwater flow pattern is southward and westward from the Central Coastal Plain toward the 
Ocean.12 

According to the 2016 Certified EIR, groundwater was encountered in boring samples at depths of 6 
to 9 ft below the existing grade. However, fluctuations in groundwater levels may occur due to tidal 
fluctuations, variations in precipitation, ground surface topography, subsurface stratification, 
irrigation, and other factors. 

3.9.1.5 Groundwater Quality 

The West Coast Basin consists of recent alluvium that forms the semi-perched aquifer, the 
Bellflower aquitard, and the Gage aquifer. Regional groundwater beneath the Project site is believed 
to be affected by seawater intrusion. The uppermost aquifer beneath the site is the Gage Aquifer. 
The general quality of groundwater within the Los Angeles Coastal Plain has been substantially 
degraded from background levels. The groundwater in the surrounding area has experienced 
seawater intrusion, which is currently under control in most areas. Groundwater in the lower 
aquifers of this basin is generally of good quality. However, the quality of groundwater in parts of 
the upper aquifers is degraded by seawater intrusion and organic pollutants from a variety of 
sources, such as leaking tanks and leaking crude oil pipelines.  

                                                      
10 Heal the Bay, 2018-2019 Beach Report Card. Website: https://healthebay.org/wp-content/uploads/019/ 

06/BRC_2019_FINAL2.pdf (accessed October 21, 2019). 
11  California Department of Water Resources. 2004. Groundwater Bulletin 118, Coastal Plain of Los Angeles 

County Groundwater Basin, West Coast Subbasin. Website: https://water.ca.gov/LegacyFiles/ubs/round 
water/bulletin_118/basindescriptions/4-11.03.pdf (accessed October 21, 2019).  

12  Ibid. 
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3.9.1.6 Floodplains/Inundation Zones 

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Federal Insurance Rate Map 
(FIRM) No. 06037C1970F (September 26, 2008), the eastern portion of the Project site is located 
within Zone A, Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHAs) subject to inundation by the 1-percent annual 
chance flood. The western half of the Project site is located within Zone X, an area determined to be 
outside the 0.2-percent chance (500-year) floodplain. 

As identified in the 2016 Certified EIR, the Project site is located within a Tsunami Inundation Area. 
Damage from a tsunami wave generated from a large offshore earthquake also has the potential to 
occur in the Long Beach Harbor areas.  

3.9.2 2016 Certified EIR 

Please see Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the 2016 Certified EIR for detailed analyses 
of the potential effects of the Approved Project on both hydrology and water quality. 

3.9.2.1 Violate Water Quality Standards or Waste Discharge Requirements or Substantially 
Degrade Water Quality 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. 

Construction.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, pollutants of concern during construction 
include sediments, trash, petroleum products, concrete waste (dry and wet), sanitary waste, and 
chemicals. During construction activities, there would have been an increased potential for soil 
erosion from existing conditions due to grading and/or excavation activities resulting in exposed 
soil. In addition, chemicals, liquid products, petroleum products (such as paints, solvents, and 
fuels), and concrete-related waste may have been spilled or leaked and transported via storm 
runoff into downstream receiving waters. The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, which required the Approved Project to comply with the 
requirements of the Construction General Permit. Under the Construction General Permit, the 
Approved Project was required to prepare a SWPPP and implement Construction BMPs detailed 
in the SWPPP during construction activities to minimize erosion and prevent spills.  

The Approved Project required excavation of up to 13 ft below the existing grade during the 
removal of the existing wooden piles and construction of the pools. Groundwater depths ranged 
from approximately 6 to 9 ft below existing grades. Due to the anticipated depth of excavation 
and the depth of groundwater, it was anticipated that groundwater would be encountered 
during excavation, which would require groundwater dewatering. Because groundwater may 
contain high levels of total dissolved solids and other constituents that could be introduced to 
surface waters, the 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.2, 
which required any groundwater dewatering during excavation to be conducted in accordance 
with the Los Angeles RWQCB’s Groundwater Discharge Permit.  

With implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8.1 and 4.8.2, potential construction impacts 
related to violation of water quality standards or waste discharge requirements and degradation 
of water quality would be less than significant for the Approved Project.  
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Operation.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, pollutants of concern during operation of the 
proposed on-site uses potentially included pathogens, metals, nutrients, pesticides, organic 
compounds, sediment, trash and debris, oxygen-demanding substances, and oil and grease. The 
Approved Project would have resulted in a permanent decrease in impervious surface area of 
approximately 0.5 acre, which would have decreased the volume of runoff during a storm.  

The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.3, which requires the 
implementation of a Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP). The SUSMP would 
incorporate Site Design, Source Control, and Treatment BMPs into the design of the Project to treat 
pollutants of concern in stormwater runoff prior to discharge into the storm drain system. 
Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.3 would reduce potential operational impacts related to 
violation of water quality standards or waste discharge requirements and degradation of water 
quality to less than significant levels for the Approved Project. 

3.9.2.2 Substantially Deplete Groundwater Supplies or Interfere Substantially with Groundwater 
Recharge 

Less than Significant Impact.  

Construction.  Due to the depth of groundwater and the anticipated depth of excavation, the 
2016 Certified EIR anticipated that groundwater dewatering would be required during removal 
of the existing wooden piles and construction of the pools. However, groundwater dewatering 
activities would have been temporary, and the volume of groundwater removed would not have 
been substantial. Any reduction in infiltration due to compaction during construction would also 
be temporary and would not be substantial. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that 
construction of the Approved Project would not substantially deplete groundwater or interfere 
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a 
lowering of the local groundwater table level. Therefore, construction impacts related to 
groundwater supplies were determined to be less than significant, and no mitigation was 
required. 

Operation.  As discussed in the 2016 Certified EIR, operation of the Approved Project would not 
have required groundwater extraction. The Approved Project would have used water from the 
local municipal supply. Additionally, the Approved Project would have decreased impervious 
surface by 0.5 acre, which would increase infiltration. As a result, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that the Approved Project would not result in an interference with groundwater 
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local 
groundwater table level. Operational impacts related to groundwater supplies were determined 
to be less than significant, and no mitigation was required. 

3.9.2.3 Substantially Alter the Existing Drainage Pattern Resulting in Substantial Erosion, Siltation, 
or Flooding 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  

Construction.  Construction activities associated with the Approved Project had the potential to 
temporarily alter the drainage pattern on the Project site. As previously described, the Project 
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site would have been graded and excavated soil would be exposed, and there would be an 
increased potential for soil erosion and flooding compared to existing conditions. During a storm 
event, soil erosion and sedimentation could occur at an accelerated rate. In addition, grading 
and construction activities would compact soil, which could have increased runoff during 
construction. There are no on-site streams or rivers; therefore, the Approved Project would not 
have altered the course of a stream or river. 

The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, which required 
preparation of a SWPPP to identify Construction BMPs to be implemented as part of the Project 
to reduce impacts to water quality and drainage during construction, including those impacts 
associated with soil erosion, siltation, and increased runoff. With implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.8.1, potential construction impacts related to erosion, siltation, and flooding for the 
Approved Project would have been reduced to less than significant levels. 

Operation.  The Approved Project would have changed on-site drainage patterns by adding 
impervious surface areas and structures. However, flows from the Project site would have 
continued to discharge to the existing off-site storm drain system. There are no on-site streams 
or rivers; therefore, the Approved Project would not have altered the course of a stream or 
river. 

The Approved Project would have decreased the overall impervious area by 0.5 acre and 
increased the pervious area by 0.5 acre, resulting in an increase in filtration. The Approved 
Project would have also included a comprehensive drainage system to convey on-site storm 
flows, including on-site detention and infiltration BMPs. The 2016 Certified EIR required the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.4, which required the preparation of a detailed 
hydrology report to be prepared for the Approved Project to ensure that the on-site storm drain 
facilities are appropriately sized to prevent on-site or off-site flooding. Under the Approved 
Project, the impervious surface areas would not be prone to erosion or siltation. Additionally, 
the 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of treatment BMPs to convey storm water 
and minimize on-site erosion and siltation that could reach downstream receiving waters. With 
implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8.3 and 4.8.4, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that 
impacts related to increases in downstream erosion, siltation, or flooding would be less than 
significant for the Approved Project.  

3.9.2.4 Create Runoff that would Exceed the Capacity of Storm Water Systems or Provide 
Substantial Additional Sources of Polluted Runoff 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  

Construction.  As discussed above, construction of the Approved Project had the potential to 
introduce pollutants into the stormwater drainage system from erosion, siltation, and accidental 
spills. In addition, grading and construction activities would compact soil, which can increase 
runoff during construction. However, the 2016 Certified EIR required Mitigation Measure 4.8.1 
to reduce impacts to water quality, including those impacts associated with soil erosion, 
siltation, spills, and increased runoff. As discussed above, it was anticipated that groundwater 
dewatering would be required during the removal of the existing wooden piles and construction 
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of the pools. However, groundwater dewatering activities would have been temporary, and the 
volume of groundwater removed would not have been substantial. The 2016 Certified EIR 
required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.2, which required testing and treatment 
(as necessary) of groundwater encountered during groundwater dewatering prior to release to 
the storm drain system.  

With implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8.1 and 4.8.2, construction impacts related to 
exceeding the capacity of, and providing additional sources of polluted runoff to, stormwater 
drainage systems would be reduced to less than significant levels for the Approved Project. 

Operation.  As discussed above, the Approved Project would have decreased impervious surface 
area by 0.5 acre, decreasing the volume and velocity of runoff on the site. The Approved Project 
would have also included a comprehensive drainage system to convey on-site storm flows. The 
2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.4, which required a 
detailed hydrology report to be prepared to ensure that the on-site storm drain facilities are 
appropriately sized to prevent on-site flooding. The 2016 Certified EIR also required the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.3, which required the implementation of treatment 
BMPs, including biofiltration swales (bioswales), filtration strips, an underground detention 
basin, and a drywell to convey storm water and the reduction of potential pollutants and the 
volume of runoff reaching downstream receiving waters.  

With the implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8.3 and 4.8.4, impacts to stormwater 
drainage systems would be reduced to a less than significant level for the Approved Project.  

3.9.2.5 Place Structures within a 100-year Flood Hazard Area 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, the 
eastern half of the Project site is located within Zone A, a Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) subject 
to inundation by the 1-percent annual chance flood, and the western half of the Project site is 
located within Zone X, areas determined to be outside the 0.2-percent chance (500-year) floodplain. 
FEMA requires that all projects within Zone A enforce National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) 
floodplain management regulations and purchase mandatory flood insurance, and the regulations 
require that a project not increase the base flood elevation of a 100-year floodplain by more than 1 
ft. The 2016 Certified EIR included Mitigation Measure 4.8.5, which required a floodplain report to 
be prepared in order to reduce impacts to the floodplain. With implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.8.5, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project would not expose 
people or structures to the risk of flooding, create floodplains, or result in an increase in the base 
flood elevation. Therefore, impacts associated with flood hazard areas were determined to be less 
than significant with the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.5.  

3.9.2.6 Expose People or Structures to a Significant Risk Involving Flooding 

Less than Significant Impact. As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, three flood control dams lie 
upstream of the City: Sepulveda Basin, Hansen Basin, and Whittier Narrows Basin. Sepulveda and 
Hansen Basins lie more than 30 miles upstream from where the Los Angeles River passes through 
the City, which is north of the Project site. The Project site is not located within the dam inundation 
area of either of the Sepulveda and Hansen Dam Failure Inundation Maps. In addition, flood waters 
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from these dam failures are expected to dissipate before reaching the City, due to low and flat 
ground and their distances from the City. 

The 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Project site is located within the dam inundation area for 
the Whittier Narrows Dam. However, because the Project site’s location is at the furthest point 
away from the Whittier Narrows Dam within the inundation area, most of the flooding would 
dissipate by the time it reaches the site. In addition, the City would have ample time to notify on-site 
users to evacuate and on-site users would have ample time to evacuate before waters reached the 
Project site. Additionally, the Approved Project did not propose the development of habitable 
structures on site, thereby further minimizing the risk to life and property in the event of a dam 
failure. Furthermore, the United States Army Corps of Engineers has implemented Interim Risk 
Reduction Measures to reduce impacts to life and property in the event of dam failure, and the City 
has also developed emergency preparedness plans that would help the public be prepared for these 
types of emergency situations. In addition, the County of Los Angeles has regional catastrophic 
preparedness planning and regional evacuation routes. Therefore, because the City and County have 
implemented mitigation plans, emergency preparedness plans, and evacuation routes, impacts 
associated with the failure of a dam or levee were considered less than significant for the Approved 
Project, and no mitigation was required. 

3.9.2.7 Result in Inundation by Seiche, Tsunami, or Mudflow 

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is not located in the vicinity of any large enclosed 
bodies of water that could adversely affect the site in the event of earthquake-induced seiches. 
Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the risk associated with possible seiche waves is 
not considered a potential constraint or a potentially significant impact of the Approved Project, and 
no mitigation was required.  

The Project site is located adjacent to the beach and the Pacific Ocean and is within a Tsunami 
Inundation Zone. For the Approved Project, up to 900 patrons were anticipated over the course of 
the typical daily operation of the Belmont Pool. Although there could be an increase in visitors to 
the site during special events, the Approved Project will be replacing an existing use and would 
operate similarly. Additionally, the Approved Project would not have an increased risk of a tsunami 
occurring. Furthermore, as stated above, the City has implemented the 2017 Hazard Mitigation Plan 
for the purpose of protecting the lives, property, and facilities of citizens, employees, businesses, 
industry, infrastructure, and the environment from natural hazards. In addition, the County of Los 
Angeles has developed regional catastrophic preparedness planning and regional evacuation routes. 
Therefore, because the Approved Project was not introducing a new risk to tsunami exposure, and 
with the implementation of the City and County mitigation plans, emergency preparedness plans, 
and evacuation routes, risks associated with tsunamis were considered less than significant. No 
mitigation was required. 

Mudslides and mudflows are described as a shallower type of slope failure, usually affecting the 
upper soil mantle or weathered bedrock underlying natural slopes and triggered by surface or 
shallow subsurface saturation. A typical mudslide or mudflow is a failure of the upper 4 ft of 
saturated hillside material. The 2016 Certified EIR concluded that the Project site is relatively level, 
and the absence of nearby slopes precludes any slope stability hazards. Furthermore, the Project 
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site is not in a state of California Earthquake-Induced Landslide Hazard Zone. Therefore, the 
Approved Project would have resulted in less than significant impacts related to exposure of people 
or structures to risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding as a result of inundation by mudflow, 
and no mitigation was required. 

3.9.2.8 Cumulative Hydrology and Water Quality Impacts  

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed a cumulative 
study area of Los Cerritos Channel and Alamitos Bay WMA. This area is essentially built out; 
therefore, future development would involve redevelopment of existing properties. Although each 
of the cumulative projects could potentially increase the volume of stormwater runoff and 
contribute to pollutant loading in stormwater runoff reaching both the City’s storm drain system 
and the San Gabriel River, and ultimately the Pacific Ocean, each of the cumulative projects would 
be subject to NPDES and MS4 Permit requirements for both construction and operation. 
Additionally, each project would be required to develop both a SWPPP and an SUSMP that target 
site-specific pollutants of concern and that would be evaluated individually to determine 
appropriate BMPs to minimize impacts to surface water quality.  

Although there is the potential for cumulative projects, individually and cumulatively, to result in an 
encroachment into the 100-year flood zone, as with the Approved Project, each of the cumulative 
projects would be required to comply with City and FEMA regulations and prepare a Floodplain 
Report during final design to address any potential impacts to the floodplain, and if required, reduce 
those impacts. In addition, the City Development Services Director reviews all development projects 
on a case-by-case basis to ensure that sufficient local and regional drainage capacity is available. 
Thus, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project’s contribution to cumulative 
impacts to hydrology and water quality would be less than cumulatively significant.  

3.9.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

3.9.3.1 Violate Water Quality Standards or Waste Discharge Requirements or Substantially 
Degrade Water Quality 

Construction.  During construction, pollutants of concern include sediments, trash, petroleum 
products, concrete waste (dry and wet), sanitary waste, and chemicals. During construction of the 
Modified Project, there would be an increased potential for soil erosion from existing conditions due 
to grading and/or excavation activities resulting in exposed soil. In addition, chemicals, liquid 
products, petroleum products (such as paints, solvents, and fuels), and concrete-related waste have 
the potential to be spilled or leaked and transported via storm runoff into downstream receiving 
waters. Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would require the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, which requires Project compliance with the requirements of the 
Construction General Permit. Under the Construction General Permit, the Modified Project would 
be required to prepare a SWPPP and implement Construction BMPs detailed in the SWPPP during 
construction activities to minimize erosion and prevent spills.  

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would require excavation of up to 13 ft below 
the existing grade during the removal of the remaining wooden piles and construction of the pools. 
Groundwater depths range from approximately 6 to 9 ft below existing grades. Due to the 
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anticipated depth of excavation and the depth of groundwater, it is anticipated that groundwater 
would be encountered during excavation, which would require groundwater dewatering. Because 
groundwater may contain high levels of total dissolved solids and other constituents that could be 
introduced to surface waters, the Modified Project would require implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.8.2, which requires any groundwater dewatering during excavation to be conducted in 
accordance with the Los Angeles RWQCB’s Groundwater Discharge Permit.  

With implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8.1 and 4.8.2, potential construction impacts related 
to violation of water quality standards or waste discharge requirements and degradation of water 
quality would remain less than significant, similar to the Approved Project.  

Operation.  Pollutants of concern during operation of the proposed on-site uses would potentially 
include pathogens, metals, nutrients, pesticides, organic compounds, sediment, trash and debris, 
oxygen-demanding substances, and oil and grease. The Approved Project would have resulted in a 
permanent decrease in impervious surface area of approximately 0.5 acre, which would have 
decreased the volume of runoff during a storm. The Modified Project would involve an expanded 
Project site of approximately 1.6 acres due to the addition of the Myrtha Pool area as part of the 
site. Although a majority of the Myrtha Pool area is considered impervious area, this area does not 
represent a change in the existing conditions because the Myrtha Pool is an existing feature on the 
Project site. Further, compared to the Approved Project, implementation of the Modified Project 
would result in an increase of 33,131 sf of passive park and open space area (for a total passive park 
and landscaped area of 141,558 sf). With the increased park and open space area on the site, there 
is an increase in pervious area; therefore, it is reasonable to conclude that the Modified Project 
would result in the substantially the same, or even a decrease in, volume of runoff during a storm as 
compared to the Approved Project.  

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would require implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.8.3, which requires the implementation of a SUSMP. The SUSMP would include Site 
Design, Source Control, and Treatment BMPs to be incorporated into the design of the Project to 
treat pollutants of concern in stormwater runoff prior to discharge into the storm drain system. 
Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.3 would ensure that potential operational impacts 
related to violation of water quality standards or waste discharge requirements and degradation of 
water quality remain less than significant. 

3.9.3.2 Substantially Deplete Groundwater Supplies or Interfere Substantially with Groundwater 
Recharge 

Construction.  As stated previously, groundwater dewatering would be required during removal of 
the existing wooden piles and construction of the pools due to the depth of groundwater and the 
anticipated depth of excavation. However, groundwater dewatering activities would be temporary, 
and the volume of groundwater removed would not be substantial. Any reduction in infiltration due 
to compaction during construction would also be temporary and would not be substantial. 
Therefore, similar to the Approved Project, construction of the Modified Project would not 
substantially deplete groundwater or interfere with groundwater recharge such that there would be 
a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level. Therefore, 
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construction impacts related to groundwater supplies would remain less than significant, and no 
mitigation is required. 

Operation.  Operation of the Modified Project would not require groundwater extraction. Instead, 
the Modified Project would use water from the local municipal supply. Additionally, the Approved 
Project would have decreased impervious surface by 0.5 acre, which would increase infiltration. The 
Modified Project would involve an expanded Project site of approximately 1.6 acres due to the 
addition of the Myrtha Pool area as part of the site. Although a majority of the Myrtha Pool area is 
considered impervious area, this area does not represent a change in the existing conditions 
because the Myrtha Pool is an existing feature. Further, compared to the Approved Project, 
implementation of the Modified Project would result in an increase of 33,131 sf of passive park and 
open space area (for a total passive park and landscaped area of 141,558 sf). With the increased 
park and open space area on the site, there is an increase in pervious area; therefore, it is 
reasonable to conclude that the Modified Project would result in substantially the same, if not an 
increase in, infiltration as compared to the Approved Project. As a result, the Modified Project would 
not constitute interference with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in 
aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level. Operational impacts related to 
groundwater supplies would remain less than significant, and no mitigation is required. 

3.9.3.3 Substantially Alter the Existing Drainage Pattern Resulting in Substantial Erosion, Siltation, 
or Flooding 

Construction.  Construction of the Modified Project has the potential for the drainage pattern to be 
altered temporarily. As previously stated, the Project site would be graded and excavated soil would 
be exposed, and there would be an increased potential for soil erosion and flooding compared to 
existing conditions. During a storm event, soil erosion and sedimentation could occur at an 
accelerated rate. In addition, grading and construction activities would compact soil, which could 
have increased runoff during construction. There are no on-site streams or rivers; therefore, the 
Modified Project would not have altered the course of a stream or river. 

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would require the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, which requires preparation of a SWPPP to identify Construction BMPs to 
be implemented as part of the Project to reduce impacts to water quality and drainage during 
construction, including those impacts associated with soil erosion, siltation, and increased runoff. 
With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.1, potential construction impacts related to 
erosion, siltation, and flooding for the Modified Project would remain less than significant. 

Operation.  Operation of the Modified Project would change on-site drainage patterns by adding 
impervious surface areas and structures. However, flows from the Project site would continue to 
discharge to the existing off-site storm drain system. There are no on-site streams or rivers; 
therefore, the Modified Project would not alter the course of a stream or river. 

As stated previously, the 2016 Certified EIR concluded that implementation of the Approved Project 
would result in a decrease in the overall impervious area by 0.5 acre and increased the pervious area 
by 0.5 acre, resulting in an increase in infiltration. The Modified Project would involve an expanded 
Project site of approximately 1.6 acres due to the addition of the Myrtha Pool area as part of the 
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site. Although a majority of the Myrtha Pool area is considered impervious area, this area does not 
represent a change in the existing conditions because the Myrtha Pool is an existing feature. 
Further, compared to the Approved Project, implementation of the Modified Project would result in 
an increase in 33,131 sf of passive park and open space area (for a total passive park and landscaped 
area of 141,558 sf). With the increased park and open space area on the site, there is an increase in 
pervious area; therefore, it is reasonable to conclude that the Modified Project would result in 
substantially the same, if not an increase in, infiltration as compared to the Approved Project. The 
Modified Project would also include a comprehensive drainage system to convey on-site storm 
flows, including on-site detention and infiltration BMPs. Similar to the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project would require the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.4, which requires the 
preparation of a detailed hydrology report to be prepared to ensure that the on-site storm drain 
facilities are appropriately sized to prevent on-site or off-site flooding. Under the Modified Project, 
the impervious surface areas would not be prone to erosion or siltation. Additionally, as required by 
Mitigation Measure 4.8.3, treatment BMPs would be implemented to convey storm water and 
minimize on-site erosion and siltation that could reach downstream receiving waters. With the 
implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8.3 and 4.8.4, impacts related to increases in downstream 
erosion, siltation, or flooding would remain less than significant.  

3.9.3.4 Create Runoff that would Exceed the Capacity of Storm Water Systems or Provide 
Substantial Additional Sources of Polluted Runoff 

Construction.  Construction of the Modified Project has the potential to introduce pollutants into 
the stormwater drainage system from erosion, siltation, and accidental spills. In addition, grading 
and construction activities would compact soil, which could result in an increase in runoff during 
construction. However, similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would require 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.1 to reduce impacts to water quality, including those 
impacts associated with soil erosion, siltation, spills, and increased runoff. As discussed above, it is 
anticipated that groundwater dewatering would be required during the removal of the existing 
wooden piles and construction of the pools. However, groundwater dewatering activities would be 
temporary, and the volume of groundwater removed would not be substantial. The Modified 
Project would also require the testing and treatment (as necessary) of groundwater encountered 
during groundwater dewatering prior to release to the storm drain system (refer to Mitigation 
Measure 4.8.2).  

With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.1 and 4.8.2, construction impacts related to 
exceeding the capacity of, and providing additional sources of polluted runoff to, stormwater 
drainage systems would remain less than significant. 

Operation.  As discussed above, the Approved Project would have decreased impervious surface 
area by 0.5 acre, decreasing the volume and velocity of runoff on the site. The Modified Project 
would involve an expanded Project site of approximately 1.6 acres due to the addition of the Myrtha 
Pool area as part of the site. Although a majority of the Myrtha Pool area is considered impervious 
area, this area does not represent a change in the existing conditions because the Myrtha Pool is an 
existing feature. Further, compared to the Approved Project, implementation of the Modified 
Project would result in an increase in 33,131 sf of passive park and open space area (for a total 
passive park and landscaped area of 141,558 sf). With the increased park and open space area on 
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the site, there is an increase in pervious area; therefore, it is reasonable to conclude that the 
Modified Project would result in substantially the same, if not a further decrease in, volume and 
velocity of runoff on the site as compared to the Approved Project. The Modified Project would also 
include a comprehensive drainage system to convey on-site storm flows. Similar to the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project would require implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.4, which 
requires a detailed hydrology report to be prepared to ensure that the on-site storm drain facilities 
are appropriately sized to prevent on-site flooding. The Modified Project would also require the 
implementation of treatment BMPs, including biofiltration swales (bioswales), filtration strips, an 
underground detention basin, and a drywell to convey storm water and the reduction of potential 
pollutants and the volume of runoff reaching downstream receiving waters (refer to Mitigation 
Measure 4.8.3).  

With the implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8.3 and 4.8.4, impacts to stormwater drainage 
systems would remain less than significant.  

3.9.3.5 Place Structures within a 100-year Flood Hazard Area 

The eastern half of the Project site is located within Zone A, a Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) 
subject to inundation by the 1-percent annual chance flood, and the western half of the Project site 
is located within Zone X, which are areas determined to be outside the 0.2-percent chance (500-
year) floodplain. FEMA requires that all projects within Zone A enforce NFIP floodplain management 
regulations and purchase mandatory flood insurance and the regulations require that a project not 
increase the base flood elevation of a 100-year floodplain more than 1 ft. Similar to the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project would be required to implement Mitigation Measure 4.8.5, which 
requires a floodplain report to be prepared in order to reduce impacts to the floodplain. With the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.5, the Modified Project would not expose people or 
structures to the risk of flooding, create floodplains, or result in an increase in the base flood 
elevation. Therefore, impacts associated with flood hazard areas would remain less than significant.  

3.9.3.6 Expose People or Structures to a Significant Risk Involving Flooding 

Three flood control dams lie upstream of the City: Sepulveda Basin, Hansen Basin, and Whittier 
Narrows Basin. Sepulveda and Hansen Basins lie more than 30 miles upstream from where the Los 
Angeles River passes through the City, which is north of the Project site. The Project site for the 
Modified Project remains in the same location and is not located within the dam inundation areas of 
the Sepulveda and Hansen Dam Failure Inundation Maps. In addition, flood waters from these dam 
failures are expected to dissipate before reaching the City, due to low and flat ground and their 
distances from the City. 

The 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Project site is located within the dam inundation area for 
the Whittier Narrows Dam. However, because the Project site’s location is at the furthest point 
away from the Whittier Narrows Dam within the inundation area, most of the flooding would 
dissipate by the time it reaches the Project site. In addition, the City would have ample time to 
notify on-site users to evacuate, and on-site users would have ample time to evacuate before 
waters reached the Project site. The Modified Project, similar to the Approved Project, does not 
propose the development of any habitable structures on site, thereby further minimizing the risk to 
life and property in the event of a dam failure. Furthermore, the United States Army Corps of 
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Engineers has implemented Interim Risk Reduction Measures to reduce impacts to life and property 
in the event of dam failure, and the City has also developed emergency preparedness plans that 
would help the public be prepared for these types of emergency situations. The County of Los 
Angeles also has regional catastrophic preparedness planning and regional evacuation routes. 
Further, the Modified Project does not involve any changes in Project design as compared to the 
Approved Project that would increase exposure of people or structures to a significant risk involving 
flooding. Therefore, impacts would remain less than significant, and no mitigation is required. 

3.9.3.7 Result in Inundation by Seiche, Tsunami, or Mudflow 

As determined by the 2016 Certified EIR, the Project site is not located in the vicinity of any large 
enclosed bodies of water that could adversely affect the site in the event of earthquake-induced 
seiches. The Modified Project is located on the same site and does not involve any changes in 
Project design as compared to the Approved Project that would increase the likelihood of 
inundation by seiche. Therefore, impacts associated with the risk of possible seiche waves would 
remain less than significant, and no mitigation is required.  

The Project site is located adjacent to the beach and the Pacific Ocean and is within a Tsunami 
Inundation Zone. However, the Modified Project is expected to serve a similar number of daily 
patrons as the Approved Project during typical operations, and has a lower capacity than the 
Approved Project for special events, due to the reduction in seating capacity by 2,385 seats. 
Additionally, the Modified Project would not increase the risk of a tsunami occurring as compared to 
the Approved Project. Furthermore, as stated above, the City has implemented the 2015 Natural 
Hazards Mitigation Plan for the purpose of protecting the lives, property, and facilities of citizens, 
employees, businesses, industry, infrastructure, and the environment from natural hazards. In 
addition, the County of Los Angeles has developed regional catastrophic preparedness planning and 
regional evacuation routes. Therefore, because the Modified Project is not introducing a new risk to 
tsunami exposure, risks associated with tsunamis would remain less than significant, and no 
mitigation is required. 

The 2016 Certified EIR concluded that the Project site is relatively level, and the absence of nearby 
slopes precludes any slope stability hazards. The Modified Project does not involve any changes in 
Project design as compared to the Approved Project that would increase the likelihood of mudflows 
on the Project site. Therefore, impacts associated with the risk of possible mudflows would remain 
less than significant, and no mitigation is required. 

3.9.3.8 Cumulative Hydrology and Water Quality Impacts  

The Project site falls within the Los Cerritos Channel and Alamitos Bay WMA. This area is essentially 
built out; therefore, future development would involve redevelopment of existing properties. 
Although each of the cumulative projects could potentially increase the volume of stormwater 
runoff and contribute to pollutant loading in stormwater runoff reaching both the City’s storm drain 
system and the San Gabriel River, and ultimately the Pacific Ocean, each of the cumulative projects 
would be subject to NPDES and MS4 Permit requirements for both construction and operation. 
Additionally, each project would be required to develop both a SWPPP and an SUSMP that target 
site-specific pollutants of concern and that would be evaluated individually to determine 
appropriate BMPs to minimize impacts to surface water quality.  
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Although there is the potential for cumulative projects, individually and cumulatively, to result in an 
encroachment into the 100-year flood zone, as with the Modified Project, each of the cumulative 
projects would be required to comply with City and FEMA regulations and prepare a Floodplain 
Report during final design to address any potential impacts to the floodplain, and if required, reduce 
those impacts. In addition, the City Development Services Director reviews all development projects 
on a case-by-case basis to ensure that sufficient local and regional drainage capacity is available. 
Therefore, the contribution of the Modified Project to potential cumulative impacts to hydrology 
and water quality in the Project area is considered comparable to the Approved Project and would 
be less than cumulatively considerable. 

3.9.4 Findings Related to Hydrology and Water Quality 

3.9.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to hydrology and water quality, and there would not be a 
substantial increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.9.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the administrative 
record or otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances 
pertaining to hydrology and water quality that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified 
EIR. 

3.9.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than in the 2016 Certified EIR 

This analysis has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact to hydrology and water quality requiring major revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.9.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified EIR 

There is no new information, new alternatives to the Project, or additional mitigation measures that 
would substantially reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to hydrology and water 
quality identified and considered in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.9.5 Standard Conditions 

There are no standard conditions pertaining to hydrology and water quality applicable to either the 
Approved Project or the Modified Project. 
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3.9.6 Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measures were required for the Approved Project’s impacts to hydrology 
and water quality in the 2016 Certified EIR, and are required for the Modified Project. Portions of 
the following measures have been revised to reflect current permit numbers under the Construction 
General Permit and Groundwater Discharge Permit. Deletions are shown with strikethrough and 
additions are shown with underline.   

Mitigation Measure 4.8.1  Construction General Permit. Prior to issuance of a grading permit, 
the City of Long Beach (City) shall obtain coverage for the proposed 
Project under the State Water Resources Control Board National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System General Permit for Storm 
Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land 
Disturbance Activities (Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ R4-2014-0024, 
Permit No. CAS000002CAS004003), as amended by Order Nos. 
2010-0004-DWQ and 2012-0006-DWQR4-2014-0024-A01 
(Construction General Permit), or subsequent issuance. For projects 
with a disturbed area of 5 or more acres, a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) with construction Best Management Plans 
(BMPs) is required to be submitted to both the Los Angeles Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) and the City. 

The City shall provide the Waste Discharge Identification Numbers 
to the Development Services Director to demonstrate proof of 
coverage under the Construction General Permit. A SWPPP shall be 
prepared and implemented for the proposed Project in compliance 
with the requirements of the Construction General Permit. The 
SWPPP shall identify Construction BMPs to be implemented to 
ensure that the potential for soil erosion and sedimentation is 
minimized and to control the discharge of pollutants in stormwater 
runoff as a result of construction activities. 

Mitigation Measure 4.8.2  Dewatering During Construction Activities. During project 
construction, the City of Long Beach Development Services Director, 
or designee, shall ensure that any dewatering activities during 
construction shall comply with the requirements of the Waste 
Discharge Requirements for Discharges of Groundwater from 
Construction and Project Dewatering to Surface Waters in Coastal 
Watersheds of Los Angeles and Ventura Counties (Order No. R4-
2013-0095R4-2018-0125, Permit No. CAG994004CAG994004) 
(Groundwater Discharge Permit) or subsequent permit. This 
Groundwater Discharge Permit shall include submission of a Notice 
of Intent (NOI) for coverage under the permit to the Los Angeles 
RWQCB at least 45 days prior to the start of dewatering and 
compliance with all applicable provisions in the permit, including 
water sampling, analysis, and reporting of dewatering-related 
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discharges. If dewatered groundwater cannot meet the discharge 
limitations specified in the Groundwater Discharge Permit, a permit 
shall be obtained from the Los Angeles County Sanitation District 
(LACSD) to discharge groundwater to the sewer per LACSD’s 
Wastewater Ordinance. 

Mitigation Measure 4.8.3 Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan. Prior to issuance of 
grading permits, the City shall submit a Final Standard Urban 
Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) for the proposed Project to 
the Development Services Director for review and approval. Project-
specific site Design, Source Control, and Treatment Control BMPs 
contained in the Final SUSMP shall be incorporated into final design. 
The BMPs shall be consistent with the requirements of the Low 
Impact Development (LID) Best Management Practices (BMP) 
Design Manual. Additionally, the BMPS shall be designed and 
maintained to target pollutants of concern and reduce runoff from 
the Project site. The SUSMP shall include an operations and 
maintenance plan for the prescribed Treatment Control BMPs to 
ensure their long-term performance. 

Mitigation Measure 4.8.4  Hydrology Reports. Prior to issuance of grading permits, the City 
shall submit a final hydrology report for the proposed Project to the 
City Development Services Director, or designee, for review and 
approval. The hydrology report shall demonstrate, based on 
hydrologic calculations, that the proposed Project’s on-site storm 
conveyance and detention and infiltration facilities are designed in 
accordance with the requirement of the Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Works Hydrology Manual.  

Mitigation Measure 4.8.5 Floodplain Report. During final design, the Project engineer shall 
prepare and submit a floodplain/hydrology report to the City 
Development Services Director, or designee, to address any 
potential impacts to the floodplain and, if required, reduce those 
impacts. The report shall comply with City and Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) regulations and shall not increase the 
base flood elevation by more than 1 foot. Detailed analysis shall be 
conducted to ensure that the Project design specifically addresses 
floodplain issues so that the proposed Project complies with local 
and FEMA regulations on floodplains. 
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3.10 LAND USE  

3.10.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. The temporary pool that is currently located on the Project site was erected in 
2013 and was included as part of the baseline conditions for the 2016 Certified EIR. With the 
exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as previous 
commercial uses, there have been no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with 
respect to the existing land use. Refer to Section 4.9, Land Use, in the 2016 Certified EIR, for an in-
depth discussion of the existing environmental setting.  

The Project site is an approximately 7.4-acre site in the Belmont Shore Beach Park in the City of Long 
Beach (City). The site formerly contained the Belmont Plaza Olympic Pool, which was operated by 
the City Department of Parks, Recreation and Marine. In its existing setting, the Project site contains 
the temporary pool and passive park space, and a temporary sand covering in the location of the 
former Belmont Pool. The Project site is bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the south; the City’s Beach 
Maintenance Yard, a large parking lot that provides parking for beach visitors, the beach area, 
volleyball courts, Rosie’s Dog Beach, and a boat launch to the southeast; East Olympic Plaza and 
passive park space to the north; and the Belmont Veterans Memorial Pier parking lot and an 
apartment complex to the northwest.  

At the time of the preparation of the 2016 Certified EIR, the 1998 General Plan Land Use Element 
designated the Project site as Open Space/Parks and Mixed Uses. The areas immediately south and 
southeast of the Project site were designated as Open Space/Parks, and the areas northeast of the 
Project site were designated as Moderate Density Residential and Mixed Style Homes Districts. The 
areas north and west of the Project site were designated as Mixed Uses. These designations are 
consistent with existing land uses; the area surrounding the Project site contains beach uses to the 
south and southeast, residential uses to the north and the east, and commercial uses to the north 
and west.  

3.10.2 2016 Certified EIR 

Please refer to Section 4.9 of the 2016 Certified EIR for a detailed analysis of potential effects of the 
Approved Project related to land use and planning. The 2016 Certified EIR concluded that the 
following impacts would be less than significant related to land use and would require no mitigation. 

3.10.2.1 Conflict with any Land Use Plan, Policy, or Regulation  

Less than Significant Impact.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, the Project site is under the 
land use planning and regulatory jurisdiction of both the City and the California Coastal Commission 
(CCC). The existing Project site is owned and operated by the City, which has the primary authority 
for development, maintenance, and operation of uses on the Project site. The City’s Department of 
Parks, Recreation and Marine is responsible for the daily operations at the existing and future pool 
facilities. The proposed replacement of the Belmont Pool facilities was intended to enhance the 
public’s access and recreational opportunities and was a continuation of existing/previous land uses, 
consistent with existing land use plans, policies, and regulations in place at the time the 2016 
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Certified EIR was prepared. The 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project would be 
consistent with these applicable City and CCC land use plans and policies.  

The 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project is not a project of regional significance, 
and therefore, the Approved Project would not have resulted in impacts related to regional planning 
issues. Additionally, because the Approved Project was a replacement/expansion of previous 
recreational facilities and would not alter the previous land uses on the Project site, the Southern 
California Association of Governments (SCAG) Regional Comprehensive Plan (RCP) strategies were 
not applicable to the Approved Project.  

The Approved Project was also determined to be consistent with applicable General Plan Land Use 
Element (1993) goals and policies and with land use designations on the Project site. At the time of 
the preparation of the 2016 Certified EIR, the City was in the process of updating its General Plan 
Land Use Element. As discussed in the 2016 Certified EIR, under the new Land Use Element, the 
Project site would be in an area designated for waterfront uses, which among other things, would 
allow for redevelopment of the Belmont Pier and Pool Complex. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that the Approved Project would not result in significant land use compatibility issues 
with the City’s updated General Plan Land Use Element (although it should be noted that the 
updated Land Use Element was not approved at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified). 
Furthermore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project would be consistent 
with, and would further the intent of, the policies within the General Plan Open Space and 
Recreation Element (2002). Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that impacts would be less 
than significant, and no significant conflict with the General Plan would occur.  

Although the Approved Project was consistent with the zoning designation of the Project site, as 
established by the City’s Zoning Code, the maximum allowable height of building structures within 
the Park zoning district is 30 ft. As such, the Approved Project required the approval of a variance to 
allow for the proposed maximum height of 71 ft. The Approved Project would have also required a 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to allow food and beverage sales at the proposed café on the Project 
site. Therefore, following approval of the requested height variance and CUP, no impacts related to 
consistency with zoning standards were expected to occur with implementation of the Approved 
Project.  

The City-certified Local Coastal Program (LCP) that governs land uses within the City was adopted by 
the City Council on February 12, 1980, and certified by the Coastal Commission on July 22, 1980. 
After the Coastal Commission has certified an LCP, the primary responsibility for issuing Coastal 
Development Permits (CDPs) is transferred from the Coastal Commission to the local government 
for all nonshore/nonwater projects in the Coastal Zone. A portion of the site per the Approved 
Project was within the City’s jurisdiction to issue a CDP, while the tidelands and shoreline areas of 
the site were under the CDP jurisdiction of the Coastal Commission. The 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that the Approved Project was consistent with applicable California Coastal Act policies, 
as well as with the policies and guidelines contained in the City-certified LCP. The Approved Project 
was determined to be consistent with applicable Coastal Act policies, and impacts were considered 
less than significant.  
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Overall, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project would not conflict with any 
applicable planning documents following City-approval of the height variance and CUP for food and 
beverage sales proposed under the Approved Project. Impacts associated with conflicts with 
applicable City and CCC land use plans, policies, and regulations were determined to be less than 
significant. No mitigation was required.  

3.10.2.2 Cumulative Land Use Impact 

Less than Significant Impact.  The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed a cumulative study area of the City of 
Long Beach. As discussed in the 2016 Certified EIR, development of the Approved Project would 
have been consistent with the existing General Plan Land Use designations. The Approved Project 
involved the replacement of a former pool facility and would have been compatible with 
development in the immediate area surrounding the Project site. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that the construction of the Approved Project would not have resulted in a potential 
inconsistency with the City General Plan or other land planning documents, nor would the Approved 
Project result in significant land use compatibility issues. Therefore, the implementation of the 
Approved Project would not have resulted in, or contributed to, a cumulatively significant land use 
impact. No mitigation was required.  

3.10.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

3.10.3.1 Conflict with any Land Use Plan, Policy, or Regulation  

The Modified Project’s proposed replacement of the previous pool facilities is intended to enhance 
the public’s access and recreational opportunities and is a continuation of existing/previous land 
uses, like the Approved Project.  

While the Modified Project would be consistent with the General Plan Land Use Element (1993) 
goals and policies and with land use designations on the Project site regulating land use at the time 
the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared,. the City adopted an updated Land Use Element, the 2040 
General Plan LUE (October 2019), in December 2019. The updated LUE identifies the Project site’s 
PlaceType as Waterfront (WF). The Waterfront PlaceType applies to three major waterfront activity 
areas in the City, including the Project site (Belmont Pier and Pool Complex), the Downtown 
Shoreline, and the Alamitos Bay Marina. As described in the updated LUE, the Waterfront PlaceType 
explicitly allows for redevelopment of the Belmont Pier and Pool Complex. Therefore, similar to the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would implement the City’s General Plan and would not 
result in significant land use compatibility issues with the City’s General Plan. Furthermore, similar to 
the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be consistent with, and would further the intent 
of, the policies within the General Plan Open Space and Recreation Element (2002). Therefore, 
impacts would remain less than significant, and no significant conflict with the General Plan would 
occur. 

The Modified Project includes an amendment to the zoning standards (PD-2 zone) to specifically 
allow for the pool facility. Due to a reduction in the scale and height of the Modified Project’s 
design, including a maximum height of 60 ft and the removal of the cafe, the Modified Project would 
not require a height variance or a CUP. With approval of the zoning amendment, the Modified 
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Project would be consistent with the site’s zoning regulations and impacts would be less than 
significant, similar to the Approved Project. 

As a result of the requested amendment to the zoning standards, and because the PD-2 zoning is an 
implementing ordinance of the Local Coastal Program (LCP), an LCP Amendment would also be 
required as part of the Modified Project. The LCP Amendment would establish the Belmont Beach 
and Aquatics Center (Modified Project) as a new subarea – PD-2, Subarea 5. Subarea 5 would 
include the Modified Project complex on an expanded site that was the former location of the 
Belmont Olympic Plaza Pool; allow a height limit up to the 60 ft (the height of the former Belmont 
Pool building); and would exempt new, rebuilt, or remodeled public facilities from a requirement to 
provide additional parking, notwithstanding the requirements of Municipal Code Chapter 21.41. 
Approval of the LCP Amendment would ensure that the Modified Project is consistent with the 
policies and guidelines in the City’s LCP. The CCC would also be required to approve the LCP 
Amendment. With Coastal Commission’s approval of the LCP Amendment, the Modified Project 
would be consistent with the LCP. 

The 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project was consistent with applicable Coastal 
Act policies, as well as with the policies and guidelines contained in the City-certified Local Coastal 
Program (LCP). The Modified Project has been relocated further inland on the same Project site, 
thus further reducing any possible impact from sea level rise, and the overall scale of the facility has 
been reduced. However, the Project site has remained substantially the same, and because the 
Modified Project also proposes the same recreational uses (a replacement pool complex), it is 
reasonable to conclude that the Modified Project would also be considered consistent with Coastal 
Act policies and the policies and guidelines contained in the LCP.  

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project is not a project of regional significance, and 
therefore, would not result in impacts related to regional planning issues.  

Overall, the Modified Project would not conflict with any applicable planning documents following 
City-approval of the amendments to the Zoning Code and LCP, and CCC approval of the LCP 
Amendment. Impacts associated with conflicts with applicable land use plans, policies, and 
regulations would remain less than significant. No mitigation is required.   

3.10.3.2 Cumulative Land Use Impact 

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project involves the replacement of a former pool facility 
and would be compatible with development in the immediate area surrounding the Project site. 
Similar to the Approved Project, development of the Modified Project would be consistent with the 
existing General Plan Land Use designations under the updated LUE. With approval of the zoning 
and LCP amendments, the Modified Project would also be consistent with the zoning and Coastal 
Act policies and regulations. Therefore, similar to the Approved Project, construction of the 
Modified Project would not result in a potential inconsistency with the City’s General Plan or other 
land planning documents, nor would the Modified Project result in significant land use compatibility 
issues. The previous land uses of a recreational pool facility would be continued with the 
implementation of the Modified Project. Therefore, the contribution of the Modified Project to 
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potential cumulative land use impacts in the Project area is considered comparable to the Approved 
Project and is less than cumulatively considerable. No mitigation is required. 

3.10.4 Findings Related to Land Use and Planning 

3.10.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to land use and planning, and there would not be a 
substantial increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.10.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified 
EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the administrative 
record or otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances 
pertaining to land use and planning that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.10.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than the 2016 Certified EIR 

This Addendum has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact related to land use and planning requiring major revisions to the 2016 Certified 
EIR.  

3.10.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified 
EIR 

There is no new information, mitigation, or alternatives to the Project that would substantially 
reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to land use and planning identified and 
considered in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.10.5 Standard Conditions 

There are no standard conditions pertaining to land use and planning that are applicable to either 
the Approved Project or the Modified Project. 

3.10.6 Mitigation Measures 

There are no mitigation measures pertaining to land use and planning that are applicable to either 
the Approved Project or the Modified Project. 
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3.11 NOISE 

3.11.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. The temporary pool that is currently located on the Project site was erected in 
2013 and was included as part of the baseline conditions for the 2016 Certified EIR. There have been 
no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with respect to noise. As such, refer to 
Section 4.10, Noise, in the 2016 Certified EIR for an in-depth discussion of the existing 
environmental setting for noise.  

At the time the Notice of Preparation (NOP) was issued, the Project site contained both the Belmont 
Pool facilities and the outdoor temporary pool (opened in December 2013 to provide swimming 
facilities while the permanent facility was under construction). Although the site contained the 
former Belmont Pool building at the time of the NOP, the facility was subsequently demolished in 
February 2015 to alleviate an imminent public safety threat due to the seismically unsafe condition 
of the building. The temporary outdoor pool is currently used by clubs, local high schools, and the 
general public, and creates noise associated with spectators, whistles, and recreational activities. 
The activities associated with the temporary outdoor pool therefore represent aan accurate 
portrayal of the existing noise conditions for the site. The temporary outdoor pool is part of the 
baseline condition because it was opened prior to the release of the NOP issued the Approved 
Project. 

3.11.1.1 Sensitive Receptors in the Project Vicinity 

The sensitive land uses within the vicinity of the Project site include the Belmont Shores Children’s 
Center, which is located approximately 25 ft from the northern Project boundary and residences to 
the north, east, and west of the Project site across East Ocean Boulevard and Termino Avenue.  

3.11.1.2 Overview of the Existing Noise Environment 

The primary existing noise sources in the Project area are from vehicle traffic on adjacent roadways, 
and noise associated with the use of the temporary outdoor pool. Other existing noise sources in 
the Project area include activity associated with the temporary outdoor pool, which is used by clubs, 
local high schools, and the general public. 

3.11.2 2016 Certified EIR 

Please see Section 4.10 of the Certified EIR for detailed analyses of the potential effects of the 
Approved Project regarding noise. To remain conservative, any impacts related to interior noise 
standards assume a windows and doors open condition. When windows and door remain closed, 
the impacts discussed further below would be reduced. 

3.11.2.1 Exposure of Persons to or Generation of Noise Levels in Excess of Applicable Standards  

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  

Traffic Noise.  The 2016 Certified EIR utilized the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
highway traffic noise prediction model (FHWA RD-77-108) to evaluate traffic-related noise 
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conditions in the vicinity of the Project site. As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, project-
related traffic noise levels were estimated to increase by up to 2.4 A-weighted decibels (dBA), 
except along Bennett Avenue south of Ocean Boulevard. Although traffic noise levels along 
Bennett Avenue south of Ocean Boulevard were estimated to increase by up to 7.2 dBA, this 
roadway segment is the entrance to the Approved Project, and there were no off-site noise-
sensitive land uses adjacent to this segment of the road. The traffic noise increases of up to 2.4 
dBA along other roadway segments in the vicinity of the Approved Project were less than the 3 
dBA threshold normally perceptible by the human ear in an outdoor environment. Therefore, 
the 2016 Certified EIR determined that no significant traffic noise impacts would occur on off-
site noise-sensitive land uses. No mitigation was required.  

Long-Term Operation.  Without a substantial number of spectators or without the use of a 
public address sound system, noise levels generated from the outdoor pool under normal 
operations were expected to be less than 50 dBA equivalent continuous sound level (Leq) at the 
perimeter of the facility. Therefore, noise generated from the outdoor pool during practices and 
regular events would not have had the potential to impact nearby noise-sensitive uses under 
the Approved Project. However, noise levels generated from the outdoor pool during special 
events had the potential to impact nearby noise-sensitive uses because these events would 
involve a substantial number of spectators, whistles from officiating water polo games, starting 
horns, and the use of a public address sound system. Noise levels generated from the indoor 
pool would not have impacted the closest residences at the Belmont Shore Condominiums, 
which was located approximately 180 ft from the building edge of the Approved Project, 
because the combination of building attenuation and distance attenuation would have resulted 
in exterior noise levels of 46 dBA. Therefore, the Certified EIR determined that long-term 
operation noise impacts would be less than significant. No mitigation was required.  

Crowd/Spectator Noise. 

Exterior Noise.  The Approved Project’s outdoor seating was located approximately 190 ft from 
the Belmont Shores Children’s Center to the north, 325 ft from the existing residences to the 
northeast (across from Ocean Boulevard), and 320 ft from existing residences to the northwest 
(across from Termino Avenue). Proposed building structures on the west side of the Approved 
Project provided partial shielding for the Belmont Shores Children’s Center in addition to an 
existing block wall surrounding the Children’s Center outdoor uses. Existing buildings to the 
north and proposed structures on the west side of the Approved Project also provided partial 
shielding for the two residential locations. The playground associated with the Belmont Shores 
Children’s Center, the residences to the northeast, and the residences to the northwest were 
subject to exterior noise levels from crowd noise reaching 48.9, 47.3, and 47.4 dBA Leq (1-hour), 
respectively. Spectator noise levels from the outdoor seating would not have exceed any of the 
City’s daytime exterior L50, L25, L8, L2, and Lmax standards of 50, 55, 60, 65, and 70 dBA, 
respectively, at the Belmont Shores Children’s Center or the closest residences. Therefore, 
spectator noise impacts on exterior uses were determined to be less than significant. No 
Mitigation was required.  

Interior Noise.  According to the 2016 Certified EIR, classrooms associated with the Belmont 
Shores Children’s Center, the residences to the northeast, and the residences to the northwest 
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were subject to interior noise levels from crowd noise reaching up to 36.9 dBA Leq, 35.3 dBA Leq, 
and 35.4 dBA Leq (1 hour), respectively, assuming that windows and doors would remain open. 
Spectator noise levels at the outdoor seating areas would not have exceed any of the City’s 
daytime interior L8, L2, and Lmax standards of 45 dBA, 50 dBA, and 55 dBA, respectively, at either 
the Belmont Shores Children’s Center or the two residential locations. Since the Approved 
Project was not expected to be used after 10:00 p.m. and no nighttime operational noise would 
occur, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that no violation of the City’s nighttime noise 
standards would occur. Impacts were determined to be less than significant and no mitigation 
was required.  

Public Address System Noise.  The outdoor pool proposed under the Approved Project had four 
different outdoor speaker locations with a total of thirteen speakers, seven of which would have 
been permanently installed and six of which would be installed during special events.  

Exterior Noise. The playground associated with the Belmont Shores Children’s Center, outdoor 
living areas associated with residences to the northeast (across from Ocean Boulevard), and 
residences to the northwest (across from Termino Avenue) were potentially subject to exterior 
noise levels from speaker noise reaching up to 54.2, 54.5, and 54.3 dBA Leq (1-hour), 
respectively. Therefore, under the Approved Project, speaker noise levels would have 
potentially exceed the City’s daytime exterior L50 standard of 50 dBA at the playground of the 
Belmont Shores Children’s Center, at the outdoor living areas of the residences to the northeast 
(across from Ocean Boulevard) and the residences to the northwest (across from Termino 
Avenue). Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 
4.10.1 to ensure impacts were less than significant. 

Interior Noise. Classrooms associated with the Belmont Shores Children’s Center, the residences 
to the northeast, and the residences to the northwest were subject to interior noise levels from 
crowd noise reaching up to 42.2, 42.5, and 42.3 dBA Leq (1 hour), respectively, with windows and 
doors open. Therefore, speaker noise levels would not have exceed the City’s daytime interior 
noise standard at Belmont Shores Children’s Center and the two residential locations. Since the 
Approved Project was not expected to be used after 10:00 p.m., no nighttime operational noise 
would have occurred and, therefore, no violation of the City’s nighttime noise standards would 
have occurred. 

Combined Noise Levels. 

Exterior Noise.  The combined noise levels from the crowd and speaker noise were expected to 
result in an exterior noise level of 55.3 dBA Leq (1-hour) at the playground associated with the 
Belmont Shores Children’s Center, 55.3 dBA Leq (1-hour) at the outdoor living areas of the 
residences to the northeast (across from Ocean Boulevard), and 55.1 dBA Leq (1-hour) at the 
outdoor living areas of the residences to the northwest (across from Termino Avenue). The 
combined noise levels at the Belmont Shores Children’s Center and the two residential locations 
could have potentially exceeded the City’s daytime exterior L50 and L25 standard of 50 and 55 
dBA, respectively. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.10.1, which requires measures to reduce noise levels from the speakers, would 



 

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A  

A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.11-4 

reduce the combined noise level to less than the City’s exterior noise standards. Therefore, this 
impact was determined to be less than significant after mitigation. 

Interior Noise.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, combined interior noise levels with 
windows and doors open were expected to be 43.3 dBA Leq (1 hour) in the classroom at the 
Belmont Shores Children’s Center, 43.3 dBA Leq (1 hour) at the residences to the northeast 
(across from Ocean Boulevard), and 43.1 dBA Leq (1 hour) at the residences to the northwest 
(across from Termino Avenue). The combined noise levels at the Belmont Shores Children’s 
Center and the two residential locations would not have exceeded the City’s daytime interior 
standard. Since the Approved Project was not expected to be used after 10:00 p.m., no 
nighttime operational noise would occur, and no violation of the City’s nighttime noise 
standards would occur. Therefore, impacts were determined to be less than significant, and no 
mitigation was required.  

3.11.2.2 Expose Persons to or Generate Excessive Groundborne Vibration or Groundborne Noise 
Levels 

Less than Significant Impact.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, the estimated vibration level at 
the closest residence to the northeast and northwest of the Project site were 0.049 inch/sec and 
0.097 inch/sec, respectively. The estimated vibration levels at the Belmont Shores Children’s Center 
and other commercial buildings were 0.101 inch/sec. These construction vibration levels are below 
the damage threshold of 0.3 inch/sec for older residential buildings and 0.5 inch/sec for modern 
industrial commercial buildings. Therefore, the Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project 
would result in a less than significant impact related to this issue, and no mitigation was required. 

3.11.2.3 Permanent Increase in Ambient Noise Levels 

Less than Significant Impact.  The Approved Project’s traffic noise levels would have had a traffic 
noise increase of up to 2.4 dBA, except for Bennett Avenue south of Ocean Boulevard. Although 
traffic noise levels along Bennett Avenue south of Ocean Boulevard would have increased by up to 
7.2 dBA, this roadway segment was the entrance to the Approved Project and there were no off-site 
noise-sensitive land uses adjacent to it. The traffic noise increases of up to 2.4 dBA along other 
roadway segments in the Project area were less than the 3 dBA threshold normally perceptible by 
the human ear in an outdoor environment. Therefore, no significant traffic noise impacts or 
permanent increase in ambient noise levels would have occurred in the Project vicinity or to off-site 
noise-sensitive land uses. No mitigation measures were required. 

3.11.2.4 Temporary or Periodic Increase in Ambient Noise Levels 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  The Approved Project was expected to 
generate short-term construction noise from construction crew commutes and the transport of 
construction equipment and materials to the Project site. A high single-event noise exposure 
potential at a maximum level of 84 dBA Lmax from trucks passing at 50 ft was expected. However, the 
projected construction traffic would have been minimal when compared to existing traffic volumes 
on Ocean Boulevard and other affected streets, and its associated long-term noise level change 
would not have been perceptible. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that short-term 
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construction-related worker commutes and equipment transport noise impacts would be less than 
significant.  

Short-term noise impacts were also expected from noise generated by heavy construction 
equipment operating at the Project site. Typical construction equipment noise levels (Lmax) 
recommended for noise impact assessments, based on a distance of 50 ft between the equipment 
and a noise receiver, were utilized to analyze the Approved Project. Noise associated with the use of 
construction equipment was estimated to be between 75 and 85 dBA Lmax at a distance of 50 ft from 
the active construction area for the grading phase. The 2016 Certified EIR estimated the worst-case 
composite noise level at the nearest residence during this phase of construction to be 87 dBA Lmax 

(at a distance of 50 ft from an active construction area). In addition to standard construction 
equipment, the Approved Project was anticipated to utilize hydraulic hammer pile drivers. If pile 
driving was conducted concurrently with site preparation, the construction site could have 
potentially generated noise levels of 96 dBA Lmax at a distance of 50 ft. 

The closest residences to the northeast and northwest are located approximately 100 ft and 80 ft 
from the construction boundary and could have been subjected to short-term noise reaching 90 and 
92 dBA Lmax, respectively, generated by the Approved Project construction activities. 

The Belmont Shores Children’s Center is located approximately 25 ft from the construction 
boundary and could have been subjected to short-term noise reaching 102 dBA Lmax or higher 
generated by the Approved Project’s construction activities. 

Under the Approved Project, the closest existing sensitive receptors would be subject to short-term 
noise levels that would be higher than existing ambient noise levels in the Project area but would no 
longer occur once construction of the Approved Project is completed. In addition, noise generated 
from construction activities would be intermittent and temporary. Section 8.80.202 of the City’s 
Municipal Code allows elevated construction-related noise levels as long as the construction 
activities are limited to the hours specified. The 2016 Certified EIR determined that, with adherence 
to the City’s noise regulations and implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.10.2 and 4.10.3, 
temporary increases in ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity associated with Project 
construction would be reduced to less than significant levels. 

3.11.2.5 Cumulative Noise Impacts 

Less than Significant Impact.  

Construction.  The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed a cumulative study area of the Project site and 
properties immediately adjacent to construction activities. At the time of the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR, there were no proposed or approved projects within the cumulative noise 
study area for the Approved Project. Cumulative construction activities at other Project sites 
along with the Approved Project would not have resulted in a noticeable increase in noise to 
sensitive receptors adjacent to the proposed Project site. Furthermore, all related projects 
would be required to comply with the City Noise Control Ordinance. Therefore, the 2016 
Certified EIR determined cumulative construction impacts to be less than significant. No 
mitigation was required. 
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Operation.  Operational activities associated with the Approved Project were not anticipated to 
lead to a substantial increase in the number of visitors and vehicles to the Project site. 
Therefore, the long-term ambient noise levels associated with increased traffic were not 
anticipated to be significant as a result of the Approved Project, would not have contributed 
substantially to cumulative roadway noise impacts, and would have had a less than cumulatively 
considerable impact. In addition, since no cumulative projects were identified for the cumulative 
noise study area, the Approved Project would not have contributed to off-site cumulative noise 
impacts from on-site activities. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved 
Project would have a less than cumulatively considerable impact. No mitigation was required. 

3.11.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

As part of the Modified Project, revised noise modeling and calculations have been completed. The 
analysis of the Modified Project changes and the findings related to noise are based on the Noise 
and Vibration Impact Analysis: Modified Belmont Pool Revitalization Project (LSA, December 2019, 
included as Appendix C to this Addendum. 

3.11.3.1 Exposure of Persons to or Generation of Noise Levels in Excess of Applicable Standards  

Traffic Noise.  Like the analysis in the 2016 Certified EIR, the noise analysis for the Modified Project 
utilized the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) highway traffic noise prediction model (FHWA 
RD-77-108) to evaluate traffic-related noise conditions in the vicinity of the Project site. Existing 
traffic volumes in the updated Belmont Plaza Pool Revised Traffic Analysis (LSA 2019) prepared for 
the Modified Project were used to assess traffic noise impacts. 

Traffic noise levels for the Modified Project would have a traffic noise increase of up to 2.6 dBA, 
except for Bennett Avenue south of Ocean Boulevard. The traffic noise increases of up to 2.6 dBA 
along roadway segments in the Project area are only slightly greater than the traffic noise levels of 
up to 2.4 dBA projected for the Approved Project, but are less than the 3 dBA threshold normally 
perceptible by the human ear in an outdoor environment and are therefore considered less than 
significant, similar to the Approved Project. The small increase in noise along these roadway 
segments is due to new existing baseline traffic counts which show some decreased traffic volumes 
on some study area segments. Because the trips associated with the Modified Project are the same 
as those presented in the 2016 Certified EIR, the overall Project-related trips represent larger 
percentage of overall trips; the 0.2 dBA increase is still far below the 3.0 dBA threshold of 
perceptible noise and remains less than significant. Although traffic noise levels along Bennett 
Avenue south of Ocean Boulevard would increase by up to 7.0 dBA, this roadway segment is the 
entrance to the proposed project, and there are no off-site noise-sensitive land uses adjacent to this 
segment of the road. The increase for the Modified Project of 7.0 dBA along Bennett Avenue south 
of Ocean Boulevard is slightly less than the projected increase to 7.2 dBA at this location under the 
Approved Project Because no significant traffic noise impacts would occur on off-site noise-sensitive 
land uses adjacent to this location, impacts would be considered less than significant for the 
Modified Project, similar to the Approved Project. No mitigation measures for off-site uses would be 
required.   

Crowd/Spectator Noise.  The 2016 Certified EIR provided an assessment of the operational impacts 
associated with daily operations of the Approved Project including crowd and spectator noise as 
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well as the public address system. For purposes of the updated noise analysis, the same reference 
noise levels13 were utilized to calculate the potential impacts associated with the Modified Project 
operations. Each loudspeaker was estimated to generate an hourly equivalent (Leq) noise level of 
71.3 dBA at a distance of 50 ft. Crowd noise was measured to be 65 dBA Leq at 75 ft. 

While the Modified Project has a larger footprint than the Approved Project due to the conversion 
of the existing temporary pool to a permanent pool under the Modified Project, the improvements 
in the expanded footprint would not add any new noise sources in the Project area. This is because 
the current activities that occur at the temporary pool would continue and be the same once the 
pool is made permanent. Further, as stated above, the temporary pool was part of the baseline 
conditions in the 2016 Certified EIR and noise associated with activities at that pool were occurring 
at that time. Therefore, the conversion of this temporary pool to a permanent facility would not 
change the noise environment.  

The primary design change for the Modified Project is removal of a roof structure, thereby resulting 
in all pools and seating being located outside. While this may increase noise levels on the western 
side of the project site, the source of noise associated with outside activities is based on the same 
reference noise levels used in the 2016 Certified EIR to estimate crowd noise at maximum capacity. 
The Approved Project proposed to have 3,000 outdoor seats, along with 1,250 indoor seats, 
whereas the Modified Project proposes to have 1,865 outdoor seats. Since the number of outdoor 
seats is reduced (nearly by 50 percent) for the Modified Project, noise levels will likely decrease as 
compared to the Approved Project. However, to remain conservative, noise levels are projected to 
remain the same as identified within the 2016 Certified EIR. Therefore, similar to the Approved 
Project, Mitigation Measure 4.10.1 would be required for the Modified Project and would mandate 
measures to reduce noise from outdoor sound systems, such as speakers. 

Finally, operational noise will be further reduced due to the 10 ft high glass wall to be placed around 
the aquatic center containing the new pools and associated ancillary uses. Like the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project would not operate past 10:00 p.m.; therefore, consistent with the 
findings in the 2016 Certified EIR, the Modified Project would not violate the City’s nighttime noise 
standards.  

The combined noise levels from the crowd and speaker noise could, similar to the Approved Project, 
potentially exceed the City’s daytime exterior at the Belmont Shores Children’s Center and the two 
nearest residential locations. However, the substantial reduction in the number of spectator seats 
would result in a reduction of exterior noise levels. With implementation of Mitigation Measure 
4.10.1, which requires measures to reduce noise levels from the speakers, the exterior noise levels 
would be reduced to below the City’s exterior noise standards. Therefore, this impact would be less 
than significant after mitigation, similar to the Approved Project. 

The combined noise levels at the Belmont Shores Children’s Center and the two residential locations 
would not have exceeded the City’s daytime interior standards under the Approved Project. 

                                                      
13  Reference noise levels from a public address sound system were obtained from a noise level 

measurement conducted by RECON Environmental, Inc., at a high school championship football game 
(RECON 2003).  
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Therefore, the Modified project, which would have a significantly lower maximum crowd capacity, 
including fewer total outdoor spectator seats, would not exceed these interior standards. Similarly, 
because the Modified Project would not be operated after 10:00 p.m., no nighttime operational 
noise would occur, and no violation of the City’s nighttime noise standards would occur. Therefore, 
interior noise impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

With the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.10.1 from the certified 2016 EIR, the Modified 
Project would result in a less than significant impact, and the potential impacts would likely be less 
than those identified for the Approved Project. 

3.11.3.2 Expose Persons to or Generate Excessive Groundborne Vibration or Groundborne Noise 
Levels 

Bulldozers and trucks used for construction of the Modified Project would generate the highest 
ground-borne vibration levels, similar to the Approved Project. The Modified Project’s estimated 
vibration levels at the closest residence to the northeast and northwest of the Project site would be 
0.049 inch/sec and 0.097 inch/sec, respectively; the same levels as identified for the Approved 
Project. The Modified Project’s estimated vibration levels at the Belmont Shores Children’s Center 
and other commercial buildings are 0.101 inch/sec, also the same as for the Approved Project. These 
construction vibration levels are all below the damage threshold of 0.3 inch/sec for older residential 
buildings and 0.5 inch/sec for modern industrial commercial buildings. Therefore, the Modified 
Project, like the Approved Project, would result in a less than significant impact related to this issue, 
and no mitigation is required.  

3.11.3.3 Permanent Increase in Ambient Noise Levels 

As described above, traffic noise levels for the Modified Project would have a traffic noise increase 
of up to 2.6 dBA, except for Bennett Avenue south of Ocean Boulevard. The traffic noise increases of 
up to 2.6 dBA along roadway segments in the Project area are only slightly greater than the traffic 
noise levels of up to 2.4 dBA projected for the Approved Project, but are less than the 3 dBA 
threshold normally perceptible by the human ear in an outdoor environment and are therefore 
considered less than significant, similar to the Approved Project. Although traffic noise levels along 
Bennett Avenue south of Ocean Boulevard would increase by up to 7.0 dBA, this roadway segment 
is the entrance to the proposed project, and there are no off-site noise-sensitive land uses adjacent 
to this segment of the road. The increase for the Modified Project of 7.0 dBA along Bennett Avenue 
south of Ocean Boulevard is slightly less than the projected increase to 7.2 dBA at this location 
under the Approved Project, and is due to a reduced Project size. Because no significant traffic noise 
impacts would occur on off-site noise-sensitive land uses adjacent to this location, impacts would be 
considered less than significant for the Modified Project, similar to the Approved Project. No 
mitigation is required.   

3.11.3.4 Temporary or Periodic Increase in Ambient Noise Levels 

The Modified Project, similar to the Approved Project, would generate short-term construction 
noise from construction crew commutes and the transport of construction equipment and materials 
to the Project site. The Modified Project’s single-event noise from equipment trucks passing at a 
distance of 50 ft from a sensitive noise receptor would reach a maximum level of 84 dBA Lmax which 
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is the same level estimated for the Approved Project. Heavy equipment for grading and construction 
activities would be moved on site just one time and would remain on site for the duration of each 
construction phase. This one-time trip, when heavy construction equipment is moved on and off 
site, would not add to the daily traffic noise in the Project vicinity. The total number of daily vehicle 
trips would be minimal when compared to existing traffic volumes on the affected streets, and the 
long-term noise level change associated with these trips would not be perceptible. Therefore, 
equipment transport noise and construction-related worker commute impacts associated with the 
Modified Project would be short term and would not result in a significant off-site noise impact, 
similar to the Approved Project. No mitigation is required. 

Short-term noise impacts are also expected from noise generated by heavy construction equipment 
operating at the Project site. Although the Modified Project would require less construction due to 
the reduction of the buildings to be constructed (no large roof as all pools are now located 
outdoors), construction equipment required would be similar to the Approved Project and is 
expected to include the use of graders, bulldozers, water trucks, and pickup trucks. Noise associated 
with the use of construction equipment is estimated to be between 75 and 85 dBA Lmax at a distance 
of 50 ft from the active construction area for the grading phase. Each doubling of the sound source 
(more than one piece of construction equipment) with equal strength increases the noise level by 3 
dBA. Each piece of construction equipment operates as an individual point source.  

In addition to standard construction equipment, the Modified Project, like the Approved Project, 
anticipates the use of hydraulic hammer pile drivers. Noise generated by a hydraulic hammer pile 
driver was evaluated to be similar to a typical pile driver, which generates noise levels of 
approximately 95 dBA Lmax at 50 ft. If pile driving is conducted concurrently with site preparation, 
the construction site could potentially generate noise levels of 96 dBA Lmax at a distance of 50 ft. This 
is the same maximum construction noise level as projected for the Approved Project. 

The closest residences to the northeast and northwest are located approximately 100 ft and 80 ft 
from the construction boundary and may be subjected to short-term noise reaching 90 and 92 dBA 
Lmax, respectively, generated by the Modified Project’s construction activities. The Belmont Shores 
Children’s Center is located approximately 25 ft from the construction boundary and may be 
subjected to short-term noise reaching 102 dBA Lmax or higher generated by the Modified Project’s 
construction activities. 

The closest existing sensitive receptors would be subject to short-term noise levels that would be 
higher than existing ambient noise levels in the Project area but would no longer occur once 
construction of the Project is completed. In addition, noise generated from construction activities 
would be intermittent and temporary. Section 8.80.202 of the City’s Municipal Code allows elevated 
construction-related noise levels as long as the construction activities are limited to the hours 
specified. These impacts for the Modified Project are the same as the impacts identified in the 2016 
Certified EIR for the Approved Project; thus, no additional impacts would occur. 

Adherence to the City’s noise regulations and implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.10.2 and 
4.10.3 from the 2016 Certified EIR, which require standard conditions for construction and a 
preconstruction community meeting, would reduce construction noise impacts to sensitive 
receptors to a less than significant level. Therefore, temporary increases in ambient noise levels in 
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the proposed Project vicinity associated with the Modified Project would be the same as for the 
Approved Project.  

3.11.3.5 Cumulative Noise Impacts 

Construction.  The cumulative study area for construction noise of the Modified Project is the 
Project site and properties immediately adjacent to construction activities. Similar to conditions at 
the time the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared, there no proposed or approved projects within the 
cumulative construction noise study area for the Modified Project. Therefore, cumulative 
construction activities at other project sites along with the Modified Project would not result in a 
noticeable increase in noise to sensitive receptors adjacent to the proposed Project site. 
Furthermore, all related projects would be required to comply with the City Noise Control 
Ordinance. Therefore, construction impacts for the Modified Project would be less than 
cumulatively significant, like the Approved Project. No mitigation is required. 

Operation.  Operational activities associated with the Modified Project are not anticipated to lead to 
a substantial increase in the number of visitors and vehicles to the Project site, the same as for the 
Approved Project. Therefore, the long-term ambient noise levels associated with increased traffic 
are not anticipated to be significant as a result of the Modified Project, would not contribute 
substantially to cumulative roadway noise impacts, and would have a less than cumulatively 
considerable impact, similar to the Approved Project. In addition, since no cumulative projects were 
identified for the cumulative noise study area, the Modified Project would not contribute to off-site 
cumulative noise impacts from on-site activities. Therefore, the Modified Project would have a less 
than cumulatively considerable impact, like the Approved Project. No mitigation is required. 

3.11.4 Findings Related to Noise  

3.11.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to noise, and there would not be a substantial increase in 
the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.11.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified 
EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the administrative 
record or otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances 
pertaining to noise that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.11.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than the 2016 Certified EIR 

This Addendum has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
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analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact related to noise requiring major revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.11.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified 
EIR 

There is no new information, mitigation, or alternatives to the Project that would substantially 
reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to noise identified and considered in the 2016 
Certified EIR. 

3.11.5 Standard Conditions 

There are no standard conditions pertaining to noise that are applicable to either the Approved 
Project or the Modified Project. 

3.11.6 Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measures pertaining to noise that were included in the 2016 Certified EIR 
are also applicable to the Modified Project. A minor editorial revision has been made to Mitigation 
Measure 4.10.3, below. Deletions are shown with strikethrough and additions are shown with 
underline.   

Mitigation Measure 4.10.1  Prior to issuance of the occupancy permit, the City of Long Beach’s 
(City) Development Services Director, or designee, shall verify that a 
sound engineer has designed the permanent and temporary sound 
systems such that the City’s exterior noise standards (daytime 
exterior noise level of 50 dBA L50) are not exceeded at the 
surrounding sensitive land uses. Measures capable of reducing the 
noise levels include, but are not limited to: 

• Reducing the source levels; 

• Reducing the speaker elevations; 

• Directing the speakers away from adjacent noise-sensitive land 
uses; and 

• Using highly directional speakers. 

Mitigation Measure 4.10.2  Prior to issuance of demolition or grading permits, the City of Long 
Beach’s (City) Development Services Director, or designee, shall 
verify that construction and grading plans include the following 
conditions to reduce potential construction noise impacts on nearby 
sensitive receptors: 

• During all site excavation and grading, the construction 
contractors shall equip all construction equipment, fixed or 
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mobile, with properly operating and maintained mufflers 
consistent with manufacturers’ standards; 

• The construction contractor shall place all stationary 
construction equipment so that emitted noise is directed away 
from sensitive receptors nearest the Project site; 

• The construction contractor shall locate equipment staging to 
create the greatest distance between construction-related noise 
sources and noise-sensitive receptors nearest the Project site 
during all Project construction; 

• The construction contractor shall ensure that engine idling from 
construction equipment (i.e., bulldozers and haul trucks) is 
limited to a maximum of 5 minutes at any given time; and 

• The construction contractor shall ensure that all construction 
activities are scheduled to avoid operating several pieces of 
heavy equipment simultaneously. 

• Construction, drilling, repair, remodeling, alteration, or 
demolition work shall be limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 
7:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, and 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on 
Saturday. In accordance with City standards, no construction 
activities are permitted outside of these hours. 

Mitigation Measure 4.10.3  Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the City of Long Beach 
Tidelands Capital Improvement Division shall hold a community 
preconstruction meeting in concert with the construction contractor 
to provide information to the public regarding the construction 
schedule. The construction schedule information shall include the 
duration of each construction activity and the specific location, 
days, frequency, and duration of the pile driving that will occur 
during each phase of the Project construction. Public notification of 
this meeting shall be undertaken in the same manner as the Notice 
of Availability mailings for this the 2016 Draft Environmental Impact 
Report. 
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3.12 RECREATION 

3.12.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. The temporary pool that is currently located on the Project site was erected in 
2013 was included as part of the baseline conditions for the 2016 Certified EIR. There have been no 
major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with respect to recreation. As such, refer to 
Section 4.11, Recreation, of the 2016 Certified EIR for an in-depth discussion of the existing 
environmental setting and potential impacts to recreational resources.  

The Project site is a City-owned beach-front parcel, which currently contains the passive park, 
temporary pool, and a sandy area temporarily covering the location of the former Belmont Pool 
structure. Both the passive park and the temporary pool remain open to the public and are operated 
by the City’s Department of Parks, Recreation and Marine (Department). The Department operates 
three other public pool facilities within the City: Martin Luther King Jr. Pool, located at 1910 Lemon 
Avenue; Silverado Park pool, located at 1540 West 32nd Street; and Will J. Reid Scout Pool, located 
at 4747 Daisy Avenue. The pools at Millikan High School and Jordan High School are utilized during 
the summer months to meet demand for aquatic recreational resources. Additionally, Long Beach 
City College and California State University at Long Beach contain a total of three additional public-
use pools.  

3.12.2 2016 Certified EIR 

Please see Section 4.11 of the 2016 Certified EIR for detailed analysis of the potential effects of the 
Approved Project regarding recreational resources.  

3.12.2.1 Physical Deterioration of Park Facilities 

As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, the Approved Project included the construction and 
operation of an aquatics facility that would replace the former Belmont Pool Facility with a new, 
modern pool complex. The Approved Project included approximately 36,450 sf of pool surface area, 
thereby increasing the surface water area of the 18,410 sf former Belmont Pool by 18,040 sf, which 
would allow for recreational and competitive activities to occur simultaneously, if necessary.  

The Approved Project would not have altered or impeded access to the beaches, and would not 
have increased the population or use of off-site recreational facilities. The Approved Project was not 
expected to substantially affect any of the existing off-site, adjacent recreational uses such as the 
surrounding beach area, dog park, and associated pedestrian and bicycle paths surrounding the 
Project site.  

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. 

Construction (Short-Term) Impacts. Under the Approved Project, construction was anticipated 
to be completed in approximately 18 months. Access to the Belmont Veteran’s Memorial Pier, 
parking lots, beach areas, and the pedestrian/bicycle path were subject to disruption during the 
construction of the Approved Project. As such, the 2016 Certified EIR required the 
Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12.2, which required that a Construction Traffic 
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Management Plan be implemented to ensure that construction activities do not prevent access 
to the Belmont Veteran’s Memorial Pier, beach access, and nearby pedestrian/bicycle path 
facilities in the Project vicinity. With the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12.2, short-
term construction-related impacts on recreational resources were determined to be less than 
significant for the Approved Project.  

Less than Significant Impact. 

Operational (Long-Term) Impacts.  The Approved Project would have replaced the previous 
facility with a more modern pool complex to better meet the needs of recreational and 
competitive swimmers, divers, and recreational pool users. The Approved Project would have 
also redesigned the existing passive park and open space areas to be situated along the western 
and northern portions of the Project site. The Approved Project proposed to increase the 
passive park and open space areas from approximately 118,790 sf and 45,160 sf of the site to 
approximately 127,085 sf and 55,745 sf respectively. The passive park and open space areas 
were intended for general park uses, similar to the uses at the existing passive park. The passive 
park and open space areas would have also provided for linkages from the beach to East 
Olympic Plaza area and other surrounding pathways, including the rerouted bicycle and 
pedestrian path. The modifications to the passive park and open space areas would have 
maintained the site’s open space and recreational benefits while accommodating the Approved 
Project. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined no long-term significant recreational 
impacts related to the operation of the Approved Project were anticipated, and no mitigation 
was required. 

California Coastal Act Policies.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, the Approved Project was 
required to be approved as part of a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) issued by the Coastal 
Commission prior to Project construction. An application for a CDP would have been submitted 
following certification of the EIR and approval of the Approved Project by the City. As described 
in the 2016 Certified EIR, several policies included in the Coastal Act within Coastal Act Article 2, 
Public Access, and Coastal Act Article 3, Recreation, were applicable to the Approved Project. 
The applicable policies within the Coastal Act were intended to ensure adequate public access to 
recreational resources and to provide protection for suitable oceanfront lands to be used for 
water-oriented and recreational purposes. The Approved Project was consistent with these 
policies. As such, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project was consistent 
with applicable Coastal Act policies related to recreation. Therefore, impacts were considered to 
be less than significant and no mitigation was required.  

City of Long Beach General Plan, Open Space and Recreation Element.  The 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that the Approved Project was consistent with the Element’s objectives and policies 
because the Approved Project would have enhanced the existing recreation and open space 
uses within the Project site. Specifically, the Approved Project would have replaced the previous 
pool and recreational facilities in in order to continue meeting the recreational needs of existing 
and future residents. The Approved Project was also consistent with making recreational 
resources “environmentally friendly” and sustainable because the Approved Project was 
designed to meet Gold Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) certification 
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standards. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that no adverse impacts would result, 
and no mitigation was required. 

The City Department of Parks, Recreation and Marine Strategic Plan.  The 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that the Approved Project was consistent with the Plan’s strategies because the 
Approved Project would ensure the continuation of the previous recreational uses within the 
Project site. The Approved Project would not have disrupted any existing recreational facilities 
or recreational activities currently available in the vicinity of the Project site. The Approved 
Project would have also redesigned the existing passive park to maintain the same park uses, 
and it would have rerouted the bicycle and pedestrian path to East Olympic Plaza and would 
have included bicycle and pedestrian enhancements. The Approved Project proposed the 
construction of a modern pool complex and supporting infrastructure to improve the level of 
safety and access at the facility, and would have ensured the continued operation of a pool 
facility on the site, pursuant to the needs of the aquatics community. Therefore, the 2016 
Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project was consistent with the City’s Department 
of Parks, Recreation and Marine Strategic Plan Strategies and impacts were considered less than 
significant. No mitigation was required. 

3.12.2.2 Cumulative Recreation Impact 

Less than Significant Impact.  As the replacement of a recreational facility, the Approved Project, in 
conjunction with the cumulative projects in the City, would have contributed to the recreational 
opportunities in the City. The Approved Project was not anticipated to significantly increase the use 
or need for additional City park facilities. Compliance with City and Coastal Commission policies 
demonstrated that the Approved Project would have no cumulatively considerable impacts on parks 
and recreational facilities.  

In addition, the Approved Project did not include any residential housing or a substantial increase in 
long-term employment opportunities that would increase the population in the City. Therefore, the 
2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project would not, with any other planned or 
proposed projects, cumulatively contribute to the increased use of or need for additional or 
expanded recreational facilities in the City. Based on these factors, the Approved Project would not 
contribute to adverse cumulative impacts related to recreation when combined with other 
foreseeable projects that are planned or expected to occur in Long Beach or the region. Therefore, 
the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the implementation of the Approved Project was considered 
to have less than cumulatively significant impacts related to recreational resources. No mitigation 
was required. 

3.12.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

3.12.3.1 Physical Deterioration of Park Facilities 

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project includes the construction and operation of an 
aquatics facility that would replace the former Belmont Pool Facility with a new, modern pool 
complex. Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not alter or impede access to 
the beaches, nor would it increase the population or use of off-site recreational facilities.  
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Construction (Short-Term) Impacts.  Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project is 
anticipated to be completed in approximately 18 months, during which access to Belmont Veteran’s 
Memorial Pier, the Shoreline Beach Bike Path, and the beach are subject to temporary disruption 
due to construction activities. As such, the Modified Project would also be required to implement 
Mitigation Measure 4.12.2 as identified in the 2016 Certified EIR. With the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure 4.12.2, which requires that a Construction Traffic Management Plan be 
implemented to ensure that construction activities do not prevent access to the Belmont Veteran’s 
Memorial Pier, beach access, and nearby pedestrian/bicycle path facilities in the Project vicinity, 
short term construction-related impacts on recreation resources would remain less than significant, 
similar to the Approved Project.  

Operational (Long-Term) Impacts.  Compared to the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
includes an overall increase in pool surface of 3,864 sf, an increase in open space area of 14,473 sf, 
and an increase in passive park/landscaped area of 33,131 sf. The passive park and open space areas 
are intended for general park uses, similar to the uses at the existing passive park. The passive park 
and open space areas would provide for linkages from the beach to East Olympic Plaza area and 
other surrounding pathways. Modifications to the passive park and open space areas proposed 
under the Modified Project would accommodate the proposed Belmont Pool facilities while 
maintaining the site’s open space and recreational benefits. Therefore, long-term impacts to 
recreational resources would remain less than significant, and no mitigation is required.  

California Coastal Act Policies.  Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be 
required to be approved as part of a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) issued by the Coastal 
Commission prior to Project construction. An application for a CDP would be submitted following 
certification of the EIR and approval of the Modified Project by the City. Similar to the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project would also be consistent with the applicable policies of the Coastal 
Act. Therefore, the Modified Project would be consistent with the California Coastal Act and impacts 
would remain less than significant. No mitigation is required.  

City of Long Beach General Plan, Open Space and Recreation Element.  Similar to the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project is also consistent with the Element’s objectives and policies because 
the Modified Project would also enhance the existing recreation and open space uses within the 
Project site. The Modified Project would also replace the previous pool and recreational facilities in 
in order to continue meeting the recreational needs of existing and future residents. The Modified 
Project is also consistent with making recreational resources “environmentally friendly” and 
sustainable because the design scope of the Modified Project requires the facility to be designed to 
Gold LEED certification standards. Therefore, impacts would remain less than significant. No 
mitigation is required.  

The City Department of Parks, Recreation, and Marine Strategic Plan.  Similar to the Approved 
Project, the Modified Project is consistent with the Strategic Plan’s strategies because the Modified 
Project would also ensure the continuation of the previous recreational uses within the Project site. 
The Modified Project would not disrupt existing recreational facility or recreational activities 
currently available in the vicinity of the Project site. Additionally, the Modified Project would 
redesign the existing passive park to maintain the same park uses. Similar to the Approved Project, 
the Modified Project would construct a modern pool complex and supporting infrastructure to 
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improve the level of safety and access at the facility, and would ensure the continued operation of a 
pool facility on the site, pursuant to the needs of the aquatics community. Therefore, the Modified 
Project is consistent with the City’s Department of Parks, Recreation, and Marine Strategic Plan 
Strategies, and impacts remain less than significant. No mitigation is required.  

3.12.3.2 Cumulative Recreation Impact 

As the replacement of a recreational facility, the Modified Project, in conjunction with the 
cumulative projects in the City, would contribute to and expand the recreational opportunities in 
the City. Compliance with City and Coastal Commission policies demonstrates that the Modified 
Project would have no potential cumulatively considerable impacts on parks and recreational 
facilities.  

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project does not include any residential housing or 
create a substantial increase in long-term employment opportunities that would increase the 
population in the City. Therefore, the Modified Project would not, with any other planned or 
proposed projects, cumulatively contribute to the increased use of or need for additional or 
expanded recreational facilities in the City. Based on these factors, the Modified Project would not 
contribute to adverse cumulative impacts related to recreation when combined with other 
foreseeable projects that are planned or expected to occur in Long Beach or the region. Impacts 
related to recreational resources would remain less than cumulatively significant. No mitigation is 
required.  

3.12.4 Findings Related to Recreation 

3.12.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to recreation, and there would not be a substantial 
increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.12.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified 
EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the administrative 
record or otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances 
pertaining to recreation that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.12.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than the 2016 Certified EIR 

This Addendum has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact related to recreation requiring major revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR.  
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3.12.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified 
EIR 

There is no new information, mitigation, or alternatives to the Project that would substantially 
reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to recreation identified and considered in the 
2016 Certified EIR. 

3.12.5 Standard Conditions 

There are no standard conditions pertaining to recreation that would be applicable to either the 
Approved Project or the Modified Project. 

3.12.6 Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure 4.12.2, as included in the Transportation and Traffic section of the 2016 
Certified EIR was required for recreation impacts associated with the Approved Project and is 
required for the Modified Project. Refer to Mitigation Measure 4.12.2 in Section 3.13.5 
(Transportation and Traffic) of this Addendum. 
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3.13 TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC 

3.13.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. The temporary pool that is currently located on the Project site was erected in 
2013 and was included as part of the baseline conditions for the 2016 Certified EIR. There have been 
no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with respect to transportation and traffic. 
As such, refer to Section 4.12, Transportation and Traffic, of the 2016 Certified EIR for an in-depth 
discussion of the existing environmental setting.  

The Belmont Pool Plaza is located in the Belmont neighborhood in the southeastern portion of the 
City of Long Beach. The Project site is generally bounded by Olympic Plaza to the north; an existing 
temporary pool and surface parking lot to the east; the Pacific Ocean and beach shoreline areas to 
the south; and a surface parking lot, Surf Terrance Apartments, and Termino Avenue to the west. 
Regional access to the Project site is provided by State Route 1 (SR-1, Pacific Coast Highway [PCH]), 
which is located approximately 1.7 miles northeast of the Project site, State Route 22 (SR-22), 
located approximately 1.8 miles northeast of the Project site, and Interstate 710 (I-710), located 
approximately 3.5 miles west of the Project site.  

The former Belmont Pool was located near the intersection of Ocean Boulevard and Livingston 
Drive. A temporary outdoor pool (opened in December 2013) is located south of the previous pool 
facilities in the Beach Parking Lot14. Access to and parking for the temporary pool is provided from 
Ocean Boulevard via Termino Avenue and Bennett Avenue. Public transportation in the vicinity of 
the Project is provided by Long Beach Transit. Long Beach Transit Routes 121 and 131 stop near the 
intersection of Termino Avenue/Ocean Boulevard. The Shoreline Beach Bike Path provides a Class I 
off-street bike path from the Los Angeles River to 54th Place and provides access to the Belmont 
Pool for bicycles.  

As part of the Modified Project, revised traffic modeling and calculations have been completed. The 
analysis of the Modified Project changes and the findings related to Transportation and Traffic is 
based on the Belmont Plaza Pool Revised Traffic Analysis (Traffic Analysis) (LSA, December 2019). 

3.13.2 2016 Certified EIR 

Please refer to Section 4.12 of the 2016 Certified EIR for detailed analysis of the potential effects of 
the Approved Project related to transportation and circulation.  

At the time the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the 2016 Certified EIR was issued, the Project site 
contained the Belmont Pool facilities. However, the former Belmont Pool facility was subsequently 
demolished in February 2015 to alleviate an imminent public safety threat due to the seismically 
unsafe condition of the building. The former pool facility was included in the baseline in the 
assessment of traffic impacts because the former facility was present on the site for approximately 
45 years and represented the historic uses and historic traffic conditions for the site.  

                                                      
14  The temporary pool will be converted to a permanent pool as part of the Modified Project. 
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3.13.2.1 Conflict with an Applicable Plan, Ordinance, or Policy Establishing Measures of 
Effectiveness for the Performance of the Transportation System 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. 

Construction Traffic.  As discussed in the 2016 Certified EIR, construction traffic was not 
anticipated to exceed the 100 inbound and 200 outbound trips already analyzed in the a.m. 
peak hour or the 200 inbound and 130 outbound trips already analyzed in the p.m. peak hour 
expected with operation of the completed pool facility. Therefore, intersection operations were 
expected to remain at an acceptable Level of Service (LOS) during construction. Therefore, the 
Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project would not result in a significant impact 
related to construction traffic, and no mitigation was required. 

Operational Traffic.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, all study area intersections were 
anticipated to operate at an LOS that is considered acceptable by the City of Long Beach (LOS D 
or better) in the future with implementation of the Approved Project. Therefore, the Approved 
Project was not anticipated to conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system. Because the Approved 
Project would not conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing measures of 
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, the 2016 Certified EIR determined it 
would have a less than significant impact relative to this threshold, and no mitigation was 
required. 

Special Event Traffic.  The Approved Project has the potential to result in significant traffic 
congestion and parking impacts during large special events (defined as more than 450 
spectators). Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR included Mitigation Measure 4.12.1, which 
required the City to prepare and implement an Event Traffic Management Plan that includes 
traffic control measures for special events to be reviewed and approved by the City of Long 
Beach Traffic Engineer. With the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12.1, the 2016 
Certified EIR determined traffic impacts to the surrounding residences and businesses would be 
reduced to less than significant levels. 

3.13.2.2 Conflict with a Congestion Management Program (CMP) 

Less than Significant Impact.  As discussed in the Certified EIR, none of the arterial monitoring 
stations identified the 2010 CMP for Los Angeles County are located near the Project site, and the 
Approved Project was not anticipated to conflict with standards established for designated roads or 
highways. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project would have a less 
than significant impact relative to the adopted CMP and no mitigation was required. 

3.13.2.3 Result in Inadequate Emergency Access 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. 

Construction.  During construction of the Approved Project, temporary lane closures had the 
potential to restrict access for emergency vehicles. The 2016 Certified EIR required the 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12.2, which required that a Construction Traffic 
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Management Plan be prepared for the Approved Project, which would ensure that emergency 
vehicles would be able to navigate through streets adjacent to the Project site that may 
experience congestion due to construction activities. With implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.12.2, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that potential impacts related to emergency 
access during construction would be less than significant.  

Operation.  The emergency access to/from the site was required to meet all applicable City 
Codes and standards and was subject to review by the City Fire and Police Departments for 
compliance with fire and emergency access standards and requirements. As part of the site plan 
review process, the redesign of Olympic Plaza was also required to meet fire access lane 
standards. The final site plan would be subject to Site Plan Review by all relevant City 
Departments, and Site Plan Review approval by the Planning Commission. Therefore, the 2016 
Certified EIR determined that operational impacts of the Approved Project to emergency access 
were considered less than significant, and no mitigation was required. 

3.13.2.4 Conflict with Adopted Policies, Plans, or Programs Regarding Public Transit, Bicycle, or 
Pedestrian Facilities 

Less than Significant Impact.  The Approved Project proposed to reconstruct the previous Belmont 
Pool facilities at the existing location, which is near a public transit stop and a Class I bike path. 
Existing pathways through the passive park would have been rerouted to East Olympic Plaza to 
allow for utilization of the proposed pedestrian and bicycle enhancements. The facility would have 
continued to be accessible for users of transit, bicycle, and pedestrian modes of travel because the 
site design allows for pedestrian linkages. The Approved Project would have continued to be 
accessed via Long Beach Transit bus service (Routes 121 and 131) as well as sidewalks and the 
Shoreline Beach Bike Path (Class I off-street bike path). Therefore, the Approved Project did not 
conflict with adopted plans supporting alternative transportation. The 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that the Approved Project would have less than significant impacts relative to public 
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, and no mitigation was required. 

3.13.2.5 Cumulative Traffic and Transportation Impacts 

Less than Significant Impact.  At the time the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared, one project was 
identified within the cumulative project study area for the Approved Project: the Leeway Sailing 
Center Pier Replacement. The City of Long Beach proposed to demolish and rebuild the existing 
Leeway Sailing Pier, Dock, and Gondola Shed Structure in its general same location and footprint. 
This project was proposing to reconstruct the existing pier without expanding the size of the existing 
operation. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that this project would not contribute new 
traffic to any of the study area intersections. Because no additional traffic from the cumulative 
project was anticipated at the study area intersections, no additional cumulative operational traffic 
impacts would have occurred. No mitigation was required. 

3.13.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

As part of the Modified Project, revised traffic modeling and calculations have been completed. The 
analysis of the Modified Project changes and the findings related to Transportation and Traffic is 
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based on the Belmont Plaza Pool Revised Traffic Analysis (Traffic Analysis) (LSA, December 2019) as 
contained in Appendix D. 

3.13.3.1 Methodology 

The impacts of the added vehicle trips generated by the Modified Project were evaluated in 
comparison to the existing traffic conditions. The study intersection LOS analysis was conducted for 
the weekday a.m. peak hour, the weekday p.m. peak hour, and the Saturday midday peak hour. The 
study area was expanded for the Modified Project and includes the following 12 intersections: 

1. Redondo Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 
2. Loma Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 
3. Ocean Boulevard/Livingston Drive 
4. Termino Avenue/Livingston Drive 
5. Bennett Avenue/Livingston Drive (stop-controlled intersection) 
6. Ximeno Avenue/Livingston Drive 
7. 2nd Street/Livingston Drive 
8. Termino Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 
9. Bennett Avenue/Ocean Boulevard (stop-controlled intersection) 
10. Granada Avenue/Ocean Boulevard (stop-controlled intersection) 
11. Pacific Coast Highway/2nd Street 
12. Studebaker Road/2nd Street 

The Pacific Coast Highway/2nd Street and Studebaker Road/2nd Street intersections were not 
included in the certified 2016 EIR, because project trips at these intersections were below the 
threshold for inclusion in the study area (i.e., 50 or more trips in the peak hour).  While that remains 
true, they were added as part of the expanded study area in an effort to provide as much 
information about the Modified Project as possible.  

Existing Level of Service.  Traffic volumes were collected in February 2016 and analyzed to 
determine the existing LOS at the 10 study intersections included in the Final EIR during the 
weekday a.m. peak hour, the weekday p.m. peak hour, and the weekend midday peak hour. The 
previously disclosed existing (2016) LOS is shown in Table 3.13.A. Updated traffic volumes were 
collected in October 2019 for the same 10 study intersections. Due to ongoing construction in the 
vicinity of the additional two intersections, previously collected traffic volumes were used, and an 
ambient growth rate of 3 percent was added to approximate existing conditions. The existing (2019) 
LOS is shown in Table 3.13.B. Table 3.13.B shows that the intersection of Studebaker Road/2nd 
Street operates worse than the City’s performance standard during the p.m. peak hour. A 
comparison of Tables 3.13.A and 3.13.B shows that all intersections previously operating at a 
satisfactory LOS continue to operate within the City’s acceptable standards. 
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Table 3.13.A: Existing (2016) Intersection Level of Service 

Intersection 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Weekend Midday 

Peak Hour 
ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS 

1. Redondo Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.70 C 0.72 C 0.59 A 
2. Loma Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.61 B 0.65 B 0.46 A 
3. Ocean Boulevard/Livingston Drive 0.49 A 0.58 A 0.45 A 
4. Termino Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.40 A 0.63 B 0.47 A 
5. Bennett Avenue/Livingston Drive 8.4 sec A 8.4 sec A 8.4 sec A 
6. Ximeno Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.14 A 0.19 A 0.17 A 
7. 2nd Street/Livingston Drive 0.69 B 0.62 B 0.65 B 
8. Termino Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.30 A 0.40 A 0.34 A 
9. Bennett Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 9.6 sec A 11.2 sec B 10.8 sec B 
10. Granada Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 8.6 sec A 9.6 sec A 9.5 sec B 
Source: Traffic Analysis, Table D1 (LSA, December 2019), 
ICU = intersection capacity utilization 
LOS = level of service 
sec  = seconds 

 
Table 3.13.B: Existing (2019) Intersection Level of Service 

Intersection 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Weekend Midday 

Peak Hour 
ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS 

1. Redondo Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.67 B 0.70 B 0.52 A 
2. Loma Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.55 A 0.65 B 0.40 A 
3. Ocean Boulevard/Livingston Drive 0.49 A 0.60 B 0.48 A 
4. Termino Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.42 A 0.63 B 0.51 A 
5. Bennett Avenue/Livingston Drive 8.3 sec A 8.4 sec A 8.4 sec A 
6. Ximeno Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.49 A 0.46 A 0.40 A 
7. 2nd Street/Livingston Drive 0.54 A 0.60 A 0.62 B 
8. Termino Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.40 A 0.50 A 0.45 A 
9. Bennett Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 10.9 sec B 14.9 sec B 12.2 sec B 
10. Granada Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 9.8 sec A 12.3 sec B 10.9 sec B 
11. Pacific Coast Highway/2nd Street 0.86 D 0.87 D 0.78 C 
12. Studebaker Road/2nd Street 0.87 D 0.98 E 0.77 C 
Source: Traffic Analysis, Table D2 (LSA, December 2019), 
Note: Shaded cells indicate unsatisfactory LOS. 
ICU = intersection capacity utilization 
LOS = level of service 
sec = seconds 

 

Existing Trip Generation.  As described above, the inclusion of the former pool facility in the 
assessment of traffic impacts is appropriate because the former facility was present on the site for 
approximately 45 years and represents the historic uses and historic traffic conditions for the site.  
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On weekends, the former Belmont Pool facility was open for recreation and fitness of the general 
public during the midday peak hour. During the weekend midday peak hour between 12:00 p.m. and 
2:00 p.m. it is estimated that up to 300 patrons could have arrived at the facility and 150 patrons 
could have departed from the facility. Families arriving for recreational swimming typically travel in 
one car. Patrons swimming laps for fitness could have arrived at the pool by bicycle on weekends. 
Again, to be consistent with the conservative methodology used to calculate traffic in the 2016 
Certified EIR, each patron was analyzed as traveling in a single-occupant vehicle. The resulting 
historic trip generation is displayed in Table 3.13.C. 

Table 3.13.C: Belmont Pool Project Trip Generation 

 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Weekend Midday 

Peak Hour 
In Out Total In Out Total In Out Total 

Existing Belmont Pool 50 100 150 100 65 165 300 150 450 
Source: Traffic Analysis, Table E (LSA, December 2019), 

 
3.13.3.2 Conflict with an Applicable Plan, Ordinance, or Policy Establishing Measures of 

Effectiveness for the Performance of the Transportation System 

Construction Traffic.  Construction of the Modified Project is anticipated to commence in 2021 at 
the earliest and be completed within approximately 18 months. Similar to the Approved Project, 
construction traffic is not anticipated to exceed the 100 inbound and 200 outbound trips anticipated 
in the a.m. peak hour or the 200 inbound and 130 outbound trips anticipated in the p.m. peak hour 
that would be expected with operation of the completed pool facility. Also similar to the Approved 
Project, intersection operation is expected to remain at an acceptable LOS during construction. 
Therefore, impacts related to construction traffic would remain less than significant, and no 
mitigation is required. 

Operational Traffic.  Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project involves the construction 
of a new pool facility. When compared to the Approved Project, the Modified Project includes a 
small increase in water surface area but a decrease in overall building area. The Modified Project no 
longer includes a stand-alone 1,500 sf cafe, but instead includes a concession stand within the locker 
room/ restroom building. As with the Approved Project, multiple user groups could be programmed 
concurrently throughout the day. In addition, one of the pools could remain open to the general 
public while a special event is being held. However, because events are scheduled throughout the 
day, increased concurrent programming would not necessarily affect traffic during the peak hours. 

Two full-size outdoor pools could serve twice as many users as currently patronize the pool in the 
a.m. peak hour, the p.m. peak hour, and the weekend midday peak hour. To analyze this scenario, 
the operational traffic discussed above (refer to Table 3.13.C) was doubled. Travel to Belmont Pool 
is possible by public transit, bicycle, and carpool but each patron was analyzed as traveling by single-
occupant vehicle to present a conservative (“worst-case”) scenario. The resulting trip generation—
identical to that analyzed under the Approved Project —is shown in Table 3.13.D.  
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Table 3.13.D: Future with Project Trip Generation 

 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Weekend Midday 

Peak Hour 
In Out Total In Out Total In Out Total 

Modified Project 100 200 300 200 130 330 600 300 900 
Source: Traffic Analysis, Table G (LSA, December 2019). 

 
Table 3.13.E shows the previously disclosed Existing (2016) Plus Project LOS, and Table 3.13.F shows 
the updated Existing (2019) Plus Project LOS. A comparison of Tables 3.13.E and 3.13.F reveals that 
all intersections previously operating at a satisfactory LOS continue to operate within the City’s 
acceptable standards, similar to the Approved Project. 

Table 3.13.E: Existing (2016) Plus Project Intersection Level of Service 

Intersection 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Weekend Midday 

Peak Hour 
ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS 

1. Redondo Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.73 C 0.75 C 0.68 B 
2. Loma Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.65 B 0.69 B 0.56 A 
3. Ocean Boulevard/Livingston Drive 0.52 A 0.61 B 0.50 A 
4. Termino Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.41 A 0.65 B 0.52 A 
5. Bennett Avenue/Livingston Drive 8.4 sec A 8.4 sec A 8.4 sec A 
6. Ximeno Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.15 A 0.19 A 0.17 A 
7. 2nd Street/Livingston Drive 0.69 B 0.62 B 0.66 B 
8. Termino Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.34 A 0.44 A 0.48 A 
9. Bennett Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 10.7 sec A 12.3 sec B 16.4 sec C 
10. Granada Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 8.8 sec A 10.1 sec A 11.0 sec B 
Source: Traffic Analysis, Table G1 (LSA, December 2019). 
ICU = intersection capacity utilization 
LOS = level of service 
sec = seconds 

 



 

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A  

A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.13-8 

Table 3.13.F: Existing (2019) Plus Project Intersection Level of Service 

Intersection 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Weekend Midday 

Peak Hour 
ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS 

1. Redondo Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.71 C 0.74 C 0.60 B 
2. Loma Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.59 A 0.69 B 0.52 A 
3. Ocean Boulevard/Livingston Drive 0.53 A 0.63 A 0.53 A 
4. Termino Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.44 A 0.66 B 0.58 A 
5. Bennett Avenue/Livingston Drive 8.3 sec A 8.4 sec A 8.4 sec A 
6. Ximeno Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.49 A 0.47 A 0.42 A 
7. 2nd Street/Livingston Drive 0.58 A 0.61 B 0.65 B 
8. Termino Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.47 A 0.56 A 0.63 B 
9. Bennett Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 12.9 sec B 18.1 sec C 21.1 sec C 
10. Granada Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 10.4 sec B 13.6 sec B 14.8 sec B 
11. Pacific Coast Highway/2nd Street 0.86 D 0.87 D 0.79 C 
12. Studebaker Road/2nd Street 0.87 D 0.98 E 0.78 C 
Source: Traffic Analysis, Table G2 (LSA, December 2019). 
Note: Shaded cells indicate unsatisfactory LOS. 
ICU = intersection capacity utilization 
LOS = level of service 
sec = seconds 

 

As Table 3.13.F shows, all study intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS D or better in the 
Existing Plus Project condition except for the intersection of Studebaker Road/2nd Street, which 
already operates at unsatisfactory LOS E in existing conditions. The Modified Project would increase 
the volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio at this intersection by less than 0.02. According to the City’s 
Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines, the Modified Project’s impact would therefore be less than 
significant. Thus, impacts would remain less than significant, and no mitigation is required. 

Special Event Traffic.  Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project has the potential to 
result in significant traffic congestion and parking impacts during large special events (defined as 
more than 450 spectators). The Modified Project, like the Approved Project, would require 
Mitigation Measure 4.12.1, which requires the City to implement an Event Traffic Management Plan 
with traffic control measures for special events to be reviewed and approved by the City of Long 
Beach Traffic Engineer. With the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12.1, traffic impacts to 
the surrounding residences and businesses during special events would remain less than significant 
for the Modified Project. 

3.13.3.3 Conflict with a Congestion Management Program 

Similar to the Approved Project, none of the arterial monitoring stations identified in Appendix A of 
the 2010 CMP for Los Angeles County are located near the Project site, and the Modified Project is 
not anticipated to conflict with standards established for designated roads or highways. Therefore, 
impacts would remain less than significant, and the Modified Project would not conflict with the 
adopted CMP. No mitigation is required. 
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3.13.3.4 Result in Inadequate Emergency Access 

Construction.  During construction of the Modified Project, temporary lane closures would have the 
potential to restrict access for emergency vehicles. Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would require the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12.2, which requires that a 
Construction Traffic Management Plan be prepared. Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12.2 
would ensure that emergency vehicles be able to navigate through streets adjacent to the Project 
site that may experience congestion due to construction activities. With implementation of 
Mitigation Measure 4.12.2, impacts related to emergency access during construction would remain 
less than significant.  

Operation.  Similar to the Approved Project, emergency access to/from the site under the Modified 
Project would be required to meet all applicable City Codes and standards and would be subject to 
review by the City Fire and Police Departments for compliance with fire and emergency access 
standards and requirements. The Modified Project would also be required to meet fire access lane 
standards due to the reconfiguration of Olympic Plaza. The final site plan would be subject to Site 
Plan Review by all relevant City Departments, and Site Plan Review approval by the City’s decision 
making body. Therefore, operational impacts related to emergency access would remain less than 
significant, and no mitigation is required. 

3.13.3.5 Conflict with Adopted Policies, Plans, or Programs Regarding Public Transit, Bicycle, or 
Pedestrian Facilities 

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project proposes to reconstruct the Belmont Pool at 
the existing Project site, which is near a public transit stop and a Class I bike path. Following 
implementation of the Modified Project, existing pathways through the passive park would be 
rerouted to East Olympic Plaza to allow for utilization of the proposed pedestrian and bicycle 
enhancements. Additionally, the facility will continue to be accessible for users of transit, bicycle, 
and pedestrian modes of travel because the Project site design includes pedestrian linkages. Similar 
to the Approved Project, the Modified Project will continue to be accessible via Long Beach Transit 
bus service (Routes 121 and 131), as well as sidewalks and the Shoreline Beach Bike Path (Class I off-
street bike path). Therefore, impacts would remain less than significant and the Modified Project 
would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation. 
No mitigation is required. 

3.13.3.6 Cumulative Traffic and Transportation Impacts 

According to the City, three additional projects were identified within the Modified Project’s 
cumulative Project study area: a new condominium and hotel use at 2010 Ocean Boulevard, a 
commercial development at 6398 Pacific Coast Highway, and the 2nd and PCH commercial 
development at 6400 Pacific Coast Highway.15  

                                                      
15  The Approved Project included the Leeway Sailing Center Pier Replacement as a cumulative project. This 

Project has been completed and is reflected in the 2019 traffic volume data. 
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LSA identified the traffic volumes for the 2nd and PCH project from that project’s traffic study (2nd 
and PCH Project Traffic Impact Analysis, April 2017). LSA manually generated and distributed 
potential traffic volumes for the other two cumulative projects using trip generation rates published 
in Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual, Tenth Edition. The cumulative 
traffic volumes were added to existing conditions to produce the cumulative baseline conditions. 
Table 3.13.G shows the intersection LOS conditions in the cumulative baseline condition. 

Table 3.13.G: Project Buildout Year (2022) Plus Cumulative Projects Intersection 
Level of Service 

Intersection 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Weekend Midday 

Peak Hour 
ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS 

1. Redondo Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.67 B 0.71 C 0.52 A 
2. Loma Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.56 A 0.65 B 0.40 A 
3. Ocean Boulevard/Livingston Drive 0.48 A 0.60 B 0.46 A 
4. Termino Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.42 A 0.64 B 0.51 A 
5. Bennett Avenue/Livingston Drive 8.4 sec A 8.4 sec A 8.4 sec A 
6. Ximeno Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.49 A 0.47 A 0.41 A 
7. 2nd Street/Livingston Drive 0.57 A 0.65 B 0.59 A 
8. Termino Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.40 A 0.52 A 0.48 A 
9. Bennett Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 10.9 sec B 14.9 sec B 12.2 sec B 
10. Granada Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 9.8 sec A 12.3 sec B 10.9 sec B 
11. Pacific Coast Highway/2nd Street 0.90 E 0.97 E 0.96 E 
12. Studebaker Road/2nd Street 0.90 E 1.00 F 0.90 E 
Source: Traffic Analysis, Table F (LSA, December 2019). 
Note: Shaded cells indicate unsatisfactory LOS 
ICU = intersection capacity utilization 
LOS = level of service 
sec = seconds 

 
As Table 3.13.G shows, the 10 intersections closest to the Project site that were originally included 
in the study area for the Approved Project are anticipated to operate at LOS D or better. However, 
cumulative Project traffic volume is anticipated to degrade the LOS at Pacific Coast Highway/2nd 
Street and Studebaker Road/2nd Street without the Modified Project. 

Project traffic volumes were added to the cumulative baseline conditions and analyzed to determine 
the Modified Project’s potential impacts in the Project Buildout Year Plus Cumulative Projects Plus 
Project conditions, as shown in Table 3.13.H. 
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Table 3.13.H: Project Buildout Year (2022) Plus Cumulative Projects Plus 
Project Intersection Level of Service 

Intersection 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Weekend Midday 

Peak Hour 
ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS ICU/Delay LOS 

1. Redondo Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.71 C 0.74 C 0.61 B 
2. Loma Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.59 A 0.69 B 0.53 A 
3. Ocean Boulevard/Livingston Drive 0.52 A 0.62 A 0.51 A 
4. Termino Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.44 A 0.66 B 0.58 A 
5. Bennett Avenue/Livingston Drive 8.4 sec A 8.4 sec A 8.4 sec A 
6. Ximeno Avenue/Livingston Drive 0.50 A 0.47 A 0.43 A 
7. 2nd Street/Livingston Drive 0.57 A 0.65 B 0.61 B 
8. Termino Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 0.48 A 0.59 A 0.63 B 
9. Bennett Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 12.9 sec B 18.1 sec C 21.1 sec C 
10. Granada Avenue/Ocean Boulevard 10.3 sec A 13.6 sec B 14.8 sec B 
11. Pacific Coast Highway/2nd Street 0.90 E 0.97 E 0.97 E 
12. Studebaker Road/2nd Street 0.90 E 1.00 E 0.91 E 
Source: Traffic Analysis, Table H (LSA, December 2019). 
Note: Shaded cells indicate unsatisfactory LOS. 
ICU = intersection capacity utilization 
LOS = level of service 
sec = seconds 

 

As shown in Table 3.13.H, all study intersections are anticipated to operate at LOS D or better in the 
Project Buildout Year Plus Cumulative Projects Plus Project condition except for the intersections of 
Pacific Coast Highway/2nd Street and Studebaker Road/2nd Street, which operate at unsatisfactory 
LOS in the cumulative baseline condition (without the Modified Project). The Modified Project 
would increase the v/c ratio at these intersections by less than 0.02.16 According to the City’s Traffic 
Impact Analysis Guidelines, the Modified Project’s cumulative impact would be less than significant. 
Therefore, the contribution of the Modified Project to potential cumulative transportation and 
traffic impacts in the Project area is considered comparable to the Approved Project and is less than 
cumulatively considerable. No mitigation is required. 

3.13.4 Findings Related to Transportation and Traffic 

3.13.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to transportation and traffic, and there would not be a 
substantial increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

                                                      
16 While these intersections were not analyzed in the 2016 EIR, the Approved Project would have had 

exactly the same effect on these intersections since the Modified Project is expected to generate the 
same amount of traffic as the Approved Project. 
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3.13.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified 
EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the administrative 
record or otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances 
pertaining to transportation and traffic that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.13.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than the 2016 Certified EIR 

This Addendum has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact related to transportation and traffic requiring major revisions to the 2016 
Certified EIR.  

3.13.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified 
EIR 

There is no new information, new alternatives to the Project, or additional mitigation measures that 
would substantially reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to transportation and traffic 
identified and considered in the 2016 Certified EIR. 

3.13.5 Standard Conditions 

There are no standard conditions pertaining to transportation and traffic that are applicable to 
either the Approved Project or the Modified Project. 

3.13.6 Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measures pertaining to transportation and traffic that were included in the 
2016 Certified EIR are also applicable to the Modified Project. 

Mitigation Measure 4.12.1 Event Traffic Management Plan. In the event that a large special 
event (defined as more than 450 spectators) is held at Belmont 
Pool, the City of Long Beach (City) Parks and Recreation Director, or 
designee, shall develop an Event Traffic Management Plan for 
review and approval by the City Traffic Engineer. The plan shall be 
designed by a registered Traffic Engineer and shall address potential 
impacts to traffic circulation and the steps necessary to minimize 
potential impacts (e.g., active traffic management and/or off-site 
parking and shuttles) during the large special event. 

 

Mitigation Measure 4.12.2 Construction Traffic Management Plan. Prior to the issuance of any 
demolition permits, the City of Long Beach (City) Parks and 
Recreation Director, or designee, shall develop a Construction 
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Traffic Management Plan for review and approval by the City Traffic 
Engineer. The plan shall be designed by a registered Traffic Engineer 
and shall address traffic control for any street closure, detour, or 
other disruption to traffic circulation and public transit routes and 
shall ensure that emergency vehicle access is maintained. The plan 
shall identify the routes that construction vehicles shall use to 
access the site, the hours of construction traffic, traffic controls and 
detours, and off-site staging areas. The plan shall also require that a 
minimum of one travel lane in each direction on Ocean Boulevard 
be kept open during construction activities. Access to Belmont 
Veterans’ Memorial Pier, the Shoreline Beach Bike Path, and the 
beach shall be maintained at all times. The Construction Traffic 
Management Plan shall also require that access to the pier, the bike 
path, and the beach be kept open during construction activities. The 
plan shall also require the City to keep all haul routes clean and free 
of debris including, but not limited to, gravel and dirt. 
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3.14 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

3.14.1 Existing Environmental Setting 

No significant changes to the Belmont Pool Project site have occurred since the preparation of the 
2016 Certified EIR. The temporary pool that is currently located on the Project site was erected in 
2013 and was included as part of the baseline conditions for the 2016 Certified EIR. There have been 
no major changes to the existing setting of the Project site with respect to utilities and service 
systems. As such, refer to Section 4.13, Utilities and Service Systems, of the 2016 Certified EIR for an 
in-depth discussion of the existing environmental setting for utilities and service systems.  

3.14.1.1 Electricity 

Southern California Edison (SCE) provides electrical service throughout the City of Long Beach, 
including the Project site.  

In February 2018, the California Energy Commission (CEC) published the Final Forecast for California 
Energy Demand for the years 2018 through 2030. According to the CEC, the electricity consumption 
in the SCE service area was estimated to be 109,000 GWH (gigawatt-hours) in the low-demand 
scenario and 111,000 GWH in the high-demand scenario in 2017. 17 According to the CEC, electricity 
consumption in the SCE service area is projected to reach between 119,000 GWH in the low-demand 
scenario and 125,000 GWH in the high-demand scenario in 2024.18 

3.14.1.2 Natural Gas 

Natural gas is provided to the Project site by Long Beach Gas and Oil (LGBO), a natural gas provider 
for the Cities of Long Beach and Signal Hill through over 1,800 miles of LGBO pipelines. According to 
the 2018 California Gas Report, Long Beach’s customer load profile is 53 percent residential and 47 
percent commercial/industrial. The City’s gas usage is expected to decline slightly, from 9 billion 
cubic feet (bcf) in 2017 to 8 bcf by 2035.19 

3.14.1.3 Water 

The Long Beach Water Department (LBWD) provides water service to the entire City, including the 
Project site, through a system of underground pipelines. Over 900 miles of water mains are 
maintained within LBWD’s service area. LBWD’s potable water lines are located in the streets 
surrounding the Project site.  According to the City’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan, the 
major sources of water from the LBWD include groundwater from the LBWD Central Basin and 
imported water from the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWDSC).  

                                                      
17  California Energy Commission (CEC). February 2018. California Energy Demand 2018-2030 Revised 

Forecast.  
18  Ibid.  
19  Southern California Gas and Electric Utilities. 2018 California Gas Report. Website: https://www.

socalgas.com/regulatory/documents/cgr/2018_California_Gas_Report.pdf (accessed October 15, 
2019). 
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3.14.1.4 Wastewater  

The LBWD operates and maintains nearly 765 miles of sanitary sewer lines and delivers over 40 
million gallons per day (mgd) of wastewater to Los Angeles County Sanitation District (LACSD) 
facilities located on the north and south sides of the City. Currently, a majority of the City’s 
wastewater is delivered to the Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP) of LACSD. The remaining 
portion of the City’s wastewater is delivered to the Long Beach Water Reclamation Plant of LACSD.  

3.14.1.5 Storm Water 

Storm water runoff from the Project site currently drains to a 12-inch reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) 
that runs under Olympic Plaza Drive, and then connects to an 18-inch RCP that transitions to a 24-
inch RCP in Bennett Drive flowing northeast. The majority of the Project site sheet flows into 
Olympic Plaza Drive or one of the adjacent parking lots to the west or east of the Project site.  

3.14.1.6 Solid Waste 

The City is a member of the LACSD. Within the City and at the Project site, solid waste collection 
services are provided by the City’s Environmental Services Bureau. The Southeast Resource 
Recovery Facility (SERRF) is the closest active solid waste facility operated by LACSD that could be 
used to dispose of waste generated at the Project site. Solid waste from the existing Project site is 
collected and trucked to the SERRF where it is processed through one of three boilers. In addition, 
the SERRF performs “front-end” and “back-end” recycling by recovering items such as white goods 
prior to incineration and collecting metals removed from the boilers after incineration. 

3.14.2 2016 Certified EIR 

3.14.2.1 Exceed Waste Water Treatment Requirements 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  

Construction.  As discussed in the 2016 Certified EIR, there is a potential for the groundwater 
table to be encountered during excavation, and groundwater dewatering may be required. As 
such, the 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.2 (refer to 
Section 3.9.6 of this Addendum) which requires any groundwater dewatering during excavation 
to be conducted in accordance with the Los Angeles RWQCB’s Groundwater Discharge Permit. If 
groundwater used during construction of the Approved Project could not meet discharge 
limitations specified in the Ground Water Discharge Permit, a permit was required to be 
obtained from LACSD to dispose of the groundwater to the sewer system. The groundwater 
would have to meet LACSD discharge limitations prior to discharge to the sewer system and the 
LACSD would have ensured they have adequate capacity to accommodate the discharged 
groundwater prior to issuing a permit. Therefore, since the capacity and discharge limitations of 
the treatment facility that serve the Approved Project would not be exceeded, the 2016 
Certified EIR determined impacts regarding the ability of the treatment facility to treat and 
dispose of wastewater would be less than significant with implementation of mitigation. 

Operation.  As discussed in the 2016 Certified EIR, wastewater from the Project site would be 
treated at LACSD’s JWPCP. The Approved Project would have complied with all applicable 



A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A   

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.14-3 

sections of Title 15, Public Utilities, of the LBMC, and as such, would have generated wastewater 
flows typical of similar uses in the City. In addition, the Project site was previously developed 
with a recreational pool facility for approximately 45 years and provided wastewater service 
during that time. Although the Approved Project proposed to expand the size of the existing 
pool structure, the Approved Project would not have produced wastewater atypical of flows 
received at the LACSD’s JWPCP previously received from the Project site. Since the capacity of 
the treatment facility that serves the Project site would not have been exceeded with Project 
implementation, the 2016 Certified EIR determined impacts related to exceeding wastewater 
treatment requirements of the applicable RWQCB to be less than significant, and no mitigation 
was required. 

3.14.2.2 Water Supplies 

Less than Significant Impact.  No new off-site water mains or laterals were required to serve the 
Approved Project. However, Project development would have resulted in both short-term and long-
term increases in water demand. 

Construction.  A short-term demand for water would have occurred during construction 
associated with excavation, grading, and other construction-related activities on the Project site. 
However, construction activities would have occurred in phases and would have been 
temporary in nature. Overall, the Approved Project’s demolition and construction activities were 
not expected to have any adverse impacts on the existing water system or availability of water 
supplies. Therefore, impacts associated with short-term construction activities were determined 
to be less than significant, and no mitigation was required. 

Operation.  Based on water use estimates obtained from the California Emissions Estimator 
Model (CalEEMod), operation of the Approved Project was anticipated to result in a water 
demand of 38.23 acre-feet per year (af/yr), which was an increase of 18.62 af/yr compared to 
the previous Belmont Pool Facilities. The increase in water demand associated with the 
Approved Project represented approximately 0.027 percent of the LBWD water supply in 2015. 
Given that the Approved Project did not propose a change in land use on the Project site and 
the relatively small increase in expected water demand, it was anticipated that the increase in 
water demand attributable to the Approved Project would fall within the available and 
projected water supplies of the 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP). Therefore, the 
Approved Project would not have necessitated new or expanded water entitlements or 
infrastructure as significant increases in water demands would not result from the Approved 
Project. In addition, like all new development in California, the Approved Project was required to 
comply with California State law regarding water conservation measures, including pertinent 
provisions of Title 24 of the California Government Code (Title 24) regarding the use of water-
efficient appliances. Furthermore, the Approved Project was designed to meet standards 
associated with the LEED Gold rating, which includes features that would greatly enhance water 
conservation. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that impacts associated with the 
long-term operation of the Approved Project would be less than significant, and no mitigation 
was required. 
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Fire Flow.  In order to comply with the requirements of the Long Beach Fire Department (LBFD), 
the Approved Project was required to implement the minimum requirements for fire flow. Prior 
to the issuance of building permits, the approval of final building design, including all fire 
prevention and suppression systems, by the LBFD was required. Approval of the final building 
design would have ensured that the Approved Project was constructed pursuant to California 
Fire Code (CFC) requirements. With the payment of fees pursuant to Chapter 18.23 of the Fire 
Code and the implementation of applicable building code requirements in accordance with the 
CFC, including fire flow requirements, applicable performance ratios and fire flow requirements 
for the LBFD would have been maintained without the construction of a new fire protection 
facility or expansion to the existing fire protection facility. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that potential impacts related to fire flow would be less than significant, and no 
mitigation was required. 

3.14.2.3 Wastewater Treatment Capacity 

Less than Significant Impact. Wastewater collection for the Project site would have been provided 
by LBWD, and the JWPCP would have provided treatment of wastewater generated by the Approved 
Project. The Approved Project would have utilized the existing connections to the sewer main, and 
no new off-site sewer lines or laterals were required to serve the Approved Project. 

Construction.  No significant increase in wastewater flows was anticipated as a result of 
construction activities on the Project site. Sanitary services during construction were likely to be 
provided by portable toilet facilities, which transport waste off site for treatment and disposal. 
As discussed previously, if dewatered groundwater could not have been disposed of in the 
storm drain system, a permit would have been obtained from LACSD to dispose of the 
groundwater to the sewer system. Groundwater dewatering activities would have been 
temporary, and the volume of groundwater removed would not have been substantial. 
Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that during construction, potential impacts to 
wastewater treatment and wastewater conveyance infrastructure would be less than significant, 
and no mitigation was required. 

Operation.  The 2016 Certified EIR determined that the previous uses on the Project site 
generated approximately 30,756 gallons per day (gpd) of wastewater. The Approved Project 
facilities were expected to generate approximately 77,160 gpd of wastewater.  

Wastewater Conveyance.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, sanitary sewer lines along the 
perimeter of the Project site included two 6-inch vitrified clay pipes (VCP) along the east and 
west sides of the former building. There were six connections to the 8-inch VCP sewer main 
located under East Olympic Plaza. No new off-site sewer lines or laterals were required to serve 
the Approved Project. 

As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, wastewater originating at the Project site is conveyed by 
City sewer lines to either the LACSD’s Anaheim Street Trunk Sewer or the LACSD’s Joint Outfall C 
Unit Trunk Sewer. The anticipated increase in daily wastewater flow from the Approved Project 
was anticipated to require approximately 0.33 percent of the existing available design capacity 
of the Anaheim Street Trunk Sewer and 0.27 percent of the existing available design capacity 
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Joint Outfall C Unit Trunk Sewer. Both trunk sewers had sufficient capacity to accommodate 
anticipated wastewater flows from the Approved Project. As such, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that the Approved Project would not cause a substantial increase in wastewater 
flows where a sewer’s capacity is already constrained, or that would cause a sewer’s capacity to 
become constrained. Impacts upon the local wastewater infrastructure system were determined 
to be less than significant, and no mitigation was required. 

Wastewater Treatment.  It was anticipated that wastewater from the Project site would be 
treated at the JWPCP located in the City of Carson, which has a design capacity of 400 mgd and 
that treated on average a wastewater flow of 280 mgd at the time of preparation of the 2016 
Certified EIR. The anticipated increase in daily wastewater flow that would result from Project 
implementation represented .06 percent of the anticipated available daily capacity of the 
JWPCP. Therefore, the anticipated increase in daily wastewater flow from the Approved Project 
was expected to be accommodated within the existing design capacity of the JWPCP. The 
Approved Project would not have substantially or incrementally exceeded the current or future 
scheduled capacity of the JWPCP by generating flows greater than those anticipated. 

In addition, the projected wastewater flow calculations for the Approved Project did not 
account for the implementation of water conservation measures proposed by the City, which 
would further reduce wastewater flows beyond the projections. Therefore, the 2016 Certified 
EIR determined that potential impacts related to wastewater treatment would be less than 
significant and no mitigation was required. 

3.14.2.4 Construction or Expansion of Storm Water Drainage Facilities 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, the 
Approved Project would have resulted in a permanent decrease in impervious surface area and 
would have therefore decreased the volume of runoff during a storm. The Approved Project would 
have also included a comprehensive drainage system to convey on-site storm flows, including on-
site detention and infiltration systems. The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure 4.8.4 (refer to Section 3.9.6 of this Addendum), which requires a detailed 
hydrology report to be prepared to ensure that the on-site storm drain facilities are designed in 
accordance with the requirements of the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works Hydrology 
Manual (2006) and that runoff from the Project site does not exceed existing conditions. With 
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.4, runoff from the Project site would not have exceeded 
the capacity of the existing storm water drainage system and the Approved Project would not have 
required or resulted in the construction of new stormwater drainage facilities or the expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. Therefore, 
the 2016 Certified EIR determined that impacts related to new or expanded stormwater facilities 
would be less than significant with implementation of mitigation. 

3.14.2.5 Landfill Capacity/Solid Waste Regulation 

Less than Significant Impact.  The 2016 Certified EIR assumed construction and operational solid 
waste would be disposed of at the SERRF because it was the closest active solid waste facility to the 
Project site. Any solid waste considered unprocessable by the SERRF would have been taken to 
landfills in Orange, San Bernardino, and Riverside Counties. 
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Construction.  Construction of the Approved Project would have generated construction and 
demolition (C&D) waste. However, the Project was required to comply with the City’s 2007 
Ordinance requiring that at least 60 percent of construction and demolition waste be recycled. 
In order to comply with the City’s Ordinance, the City would have implemented a project-
specific C & D Debris Recycling Program. In accordance with the C&D Debris Recycling program, 
a Waste Management Plan (WMP) would have been completed for the Approved Project 
detailing how the Approved Project would meet the requirement to divert 60 percent of 
construction and demolition waste through recycling, salvage, or deconstruction.  

At the time the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared, the SERRF was accepting approximately 1,320 
tons per day with a permit authorizing the disposal of a maximum of 2,240 tons per day. It was 
expected that the SERRF would continue to operate at the permitted daily capacity during the 
planning period of 2012 through 2027. Construction of the Approved Project was anticipated to 
commence in 2017 and be completed within approximately 18 months. Therefore, solid waste 
generated by construction of the Approved Project would have been served by SERRF, which 
had sufficient permitted capacity. Solid waste generated during construction of the Approved 
Project would not have resulted in significant impacts related to landfill capacity or have 
prevented compliance with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste. Therefore, the Certified EIR determined impacts related to short-term construction and 
demolition waste would be less than significant and no mitigation was required. 

Operation.  Based on the CalEEMod outputs prepared for the Approved Project, it was 
determined that the former Belmont Pool facilities generated approximately 1 ton of solid waste 
per day and the total solid waste that would be generated during operation of the Approved 
Project was estimated to be 2.01 tons per day, which represented an increase of 1.01 tons per 
day. The anticipated increase in solid waste disposal attributable to the Approved Project would 
have required 0.11 percent of the available daily disposal capacity at SERRF. The Mesquite 
Landfill was authorized to accept approximately 20,000 tons of waste per day. The anticipated 
increase in solid waste disposal attributable to the Approved Project would have required 0.005 
percent of the daily disposal capacity at the Mesquite Landfill. Therefore, both SERFF and the 
Mesquite Landfill had adequate capacity to serve the Approved Project, and impacts related to 
operational solid waste were determined to be less than significant. No mitigation was required. 

Compliance with Federal, State, and Local Statutes and Regulations related to Solid Waste.  
Waste diversion for the Approved Project was anticipated to be consistent with other similar 
development within the City and would divert a high percentage of trash from landfills based on 
compliance with standard City practices and regulations. Additionally, the Approved Project 
included on-site recycling containers and adequate storage area for such containers. All 
containers and storage areas on the Project site would be sized in accordance with the 
applicable provisions in the LBMC. Therefore, the Approved Project would have complied with 
applicable regulations related to solid waste. Impacts were determined to be less than 
significant and no mitigation was required.  
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3.14.2.6 Storm Water Treatment 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  As discussed in the 2016 Certified EIR, BMPs for 
the Approved Project were anticipated to include biofiltration swales (bioswales), filtration strips, an 
underground detention basin, and a drywell. The BMPs were required to be designed in accordance 
with the Low Impact Development (LID) Best Management Practices (BMP) Design Manual 
requirements. The 2016 Certified EIR required the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.3 
(refer to Section 3.9.6 of this Addendum), which required a Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation 
Plan (SUSMP) to be prepared. The SUSMP would include an operations and maintenance plan for 
the bioswales, drywell, filtration strips, and underground detention basin to ensure their long-term 
performance and to prevent odor and vector issues from developing. Because the BMPs would have 
been designed, inspected, and maintained as specified in Mitigation Measure 4.8.3 to prevent 
vectors and odors, impacts related to operation of stormwater BMPs were determined to be 
significant with the implementation of mitigation. 

3.14.2.7 Energy Transmission Facilities 

Less than Significant Impact. 

Electricity.  The Approved Project would have resulted in an increased building area and would 
have created an increase in long-term demand for electricity compared to the previous Belmont 
Pool facility. However, because the Project site is served by all utilities and has operated with 
the same land use for almost 45 years, no new off-site service lines or substations were required 
to serve the Approved Project. In addition to the requirements of Title 24, the Approved Project 
incorporated additional energy conservation measures. The Approved Project was expected to 
result in an increase in capacity and usage of 895,215 kilowatt-hours per year (kWh/yr), which is 
473,871 kWh/yr greater than the electricity usage of previous pool facilities on the Project site.  

Based on CEC projections for the SCE service area in 2024, the anticipated increase in project-
related annual electricity consumption represented approximately 0.0004 percent of the 
forecasted net energy load. Based on these estimates, sufficient transmission and distribution 
capacity existed, and off-site improvements were not necessary.  

The supply and distribution of electricity to the Approved Project would not have disrupted 
power to the surrounding area or adversely affected service levels because the Approved 
Project involved the continuation of a previous land use. Therefore, impacts related to the 
provision of electricity services to the Approved Project were determined to be less than 
significant. Similarly, no significant impacts to local or regional supplies of electricity were 
determined as a result of the Approved Project, and no mitigation was required.  

Natural Gas.  Because the Approved Project proposed a larger building area than the previous 
pool complex, an increase in long-term demand for natural gas was expected. Connections for 
natural gas would have been located in a joint trench in order to connect to the existing service 
connections located in the northeastern portion of the Project site. No new off-site service lines 
or substations were required to serve the Approved Project. The Approved Project was expected 
to generate an annual natural gas demand of 0.00229 bcf per year, which is an increase of 
0.00133 bcf per year compared to the previous Belmont Pool facility. According to the 2014 
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California Gas Report, the City’s gas use was expected to remain relatively constant, increasing 
from 9.0 bcf in 2014 to 9.6 bcf by 2035. Therefore, the increase in annual natural gas demand 
associated with the Approved Project was a negligible percent of the estimated available 
capacity of the LBGO in 2035. Furthermore, the Approved Project would have reduced natural 
gas consumption through the installation of high-efficiency direct fire heating, and pool 
blankets. Therefore, impacts related to the provision of natural gas services to the Approved 
Project were determined to be less than significant, and the Approved Project would not require 
new or physically altered transmission facilities. Similarly, no significant impacts to local or 
regional supplies of natural gas would have occurred as a result of the Approved Project, and no 
mitigation was required. 

3.14.2.8 Consistency with Appendix F of the State CEQA Guidelines  

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  As discussed previously, the Approved Project 
would have complied with Title 24 requirements which would preclude the inefficient, wasteful, and 
unnecessary consumption of energy. Additionally, as indicated previously, the Approved Project’s 
green features and LEED Gold design standards would have resulted in the Approved Project 
exceeding the requirements of the California Building Energy Efficient Standards contained in Title 
24. Because the Approved Project incorporated a variety of energy conservation measures and 
sufficient regional energy supplies existed to serve the Project area, related impacts were 
determined to be less than significant. Additionally, because the Approved Project was located in an 
urban area served by public transportation and a coastal bike trail, potential transportation energy 
use requirements were determined to be less than significant with the implementation of mitigation 
identified in Section 3.13.2 of the 2016 Certified EIR (refer to Section 3.13.6 of this Addendum). 
Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project would not result in the 
wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption of energy; would not cause the need for 
additional electrical energy or natural gas production facilities; and, therefore, would not create a 
significant impact on energy resources. 

3.14.2.9 Cumulative Utilities Impacts 

Electricity.  The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed a cumulative study area for analysis of impacts to the 
provision of electricity of the service territory of SCE. The CEC estimated that both the net peak 
demand and the net energy load within SCE’s service territory will continue to grow annually by 1.4 
percent and 1.2 percent, respectively. Although the Approved Project had the potential to increase 
electrical demand in the area, SCE has identified adequate capacity to handle increases in electrical 
demand. Compliance with Title 24 of the California Administrative Code regulates energy 
consumption in new construction and regulates building energy consumption for the Approved 
Project and all future projects. In addition, the Approved Project was designed to meet LEED Gold 
standards, including a number of energy-efficient measures. Therefore, in relation to the cumulative 
study area, the 2016 Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project’s incremental contribution 
to increased demand for electricity would not be cumulatively considerable, and no mitigation was 
required. 

Natural Gas.  The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed a cumulative study area for impacts to the provision of 
natural gas of the service territory for the LBGO. According to the 2014 California Gas Report, the 
City’s gas use was expected to remain relatively constant, increasing from 9.0 bcf in 2014 to 9.6 bcf 
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by 2035 and the City’s locally supplied deliveries are expected to decline from 0.4 bcf in 2014 to 0.1 
bcf by 2035. Therefore, sufficient gas supplies and infrastructure capacity were available, or have 
already been planned to serve past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects. Further, all future 
projects were subject to Title 24 requirements and would be evaluated on a case-by-case basis to 
determine the need for specific distribution infrastructure improvements. Therefore, the 2016 
Certified EIR determined that the Approved Project’s contribution to natural gas impacts would be 
considered less than cumulatively significant and no mitigation was required. 

Solid Waste.  The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed a cumulative study area for impacts to solid waste 
disposal capacity of the County of Los Angeles. The Approved Project in combination with other 
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects within the County would have created an 
increased demand on landfills and solid waste services for the County. The construction and 
operation of the Approved Project would have been served by the SERRF, a refuse-to-energy waste 
facility with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the Approved Project’s solid waste 
disposal needs. It was expected that the SERRF will continue to operate at current permitted daily 
capacity during the planning period from 2012 through 2027. The SERRF did not exceed its daily 
maximum permitted disposal capacity. Solid waste that SERRF is not able to process would be taken 
to landfills in Orange, San Bernardino, and Riverside Counties. 

Therefore, the Approved Project would not have had a significant project-specific or cumulative 
impact on waste disposal capacity at County transformation facilities and landfills. Therefore, 
impacts were considered less than cumulatively significant, and no mitigation was required.  

Wastewater.  The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed a cumulative study area for wastewater treatment of 
the City and the LACSD service territory. Because LACSD anticipates that their existing and planned 
wastewater treatment capacity would be sufficient to accommodate the growth within its service 
area, development that is generally consistent with growth forecasts can be adequately served by 
LACSD facilities. The Approved Project proposed to replace and improve the previous Belmont Pool 
Facilities and no change in land use was proposed. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR determined 
that the Approved Project would not significantly contribute to or cause cumulative impacts to 
wastewater services, and no mitigation was required. 

Water.  The 2016 Certified EIR analyzed a cumulative study area for impacts to water services of the 
service territory of the City. According to the City’s UWMP, the MWDSC’s future water supplies were 
fairly reliable as documented in its 2010 Regional UWMP; the MWDSC current allocation plan 
guaranteed an amount of water close to the LBWD’s need for water, and the LBWD had a 
preferential right to the MWDSC supplies in excess of its need for that water. In addition, LBWD, 
which provides the groundwater supply to the City, projected that there are sufficient groundwater 
supplies to meet any future demand requirements in the City. Therefore, existing water systems 
were expected to have sufficient capacity to meet the additional maximum day and peak-hour 
domestic water demand and fire flow demand from the Approved Project and other proposed 
projects within the City’s service territory through 2020. Therefore, the 2016 Certified EIR 
determined that potential cumulative impacts from past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 
projects related to water supply within the City would be less than significant. No mitigation was 
required.  
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3.14.3 Analysis of the Modified Project 

3.14.3.1 Exceed Waste Water Treatment Requirements 

Construction.  Similar to the Approved Project, wastewater from the Modified Project would be 
treated at LACSD’s JWPCP. Due to the depth to groundwater and the anticipated depth of 
excavation, there is a potential for the groundwater table to be encountered during excavation, 
which may require groundwater dewatering. As such, the Modified Project would also implement 
Mitigation Measure 4.8.2 (refer to section 3.9.2 of this Addendum) from the 2016 Certified EIR, 
which requires any groundwater dewatering during excavation to be conducted in accordance with 
the Los Angeles RWQCB’s Groundwater Discharge Permit. If groundwater used during construction 
of the Modified Project cannot meet discharge limitations specified in the Ground Water Discharge 
Permit, a permit would be obtained from LACSD to dispose of the groundwater to the sewer system, 
similar to the requirements for the Approved Project. The groundwater would have to meet LACSD 
discharge limitations prior to discharge to the sewer system and the LACSD would ensure they have 
adequate capacity to accommodate the discharged groundwater prior to issuing a permit. 
Therefore, since the capacity and discharge limitations of the treatment facility that serve the 
Modified Project would not be exceeded, impacts regarding the ability of the treatment facility to 
treat and dispose of wastewater remain less than significant with the incorporation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.8.2. 

Operation.  Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be required to comply with 
all applicable sections of Title 15, Public Utilities, of the LBMC. In addition, the Project site was 
previously developed with a recreational pool facility for approximately 45 years and was provided 
wastewater service during that time. The Modified Project significantly reduces the overall building 
size and eliminates the café; therefore, the Modified Project is anticipated to produce wastewater 
flows similar to, or less than, the Approved Project. Since the capacity of the treatment facility that 
serves the Project site would not be exceeded with implementation of the Modified Project, Project 
impacts related to exceeding wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable RWQCB would 
remain less than significant. No mitigation is required.   

3.14.3.2 Water Supplies 

The Modified Project is located on the same site as the Approved Project and similar to the 
Approved Project, no new off-site water mains or laterals would be required to serve Modified 
Project.   

Construction.  Short-term demand for water would occur during construction associated with 
excavation, grading, and other construction-related activities on the Project site. However, similar to 
the Approved Project, construction activities for the Modified Project would occur in phases and 
would be temporary in nature. Overall, the Modified Project’s demolition and construction activities 
are not expected to have any adverse impacts on the existing water system or availability of water 
supplies. Therefore, impacts associated with short-term construction activities would remain less 
than significant and no mitigation is required.  

Operation.  Based on water use estimated from CalEEMod outputs, operation of the Modified 
Project is anticipated to result in a water demand of 14.40 af/yr without conservation measures, 
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which is a reduction of 23.83 af/yr compared to the Approved Project (38.23 af/yr without 
conservation measures). With the implementation of water conservation measures (low-flow 
bathroom faucets, low-flow kitchen faucet, low-flow toilets, low-flow showers, and water-efficient 
irrigation system), the Modified Project is anticipated to result in an even lower water demand of 
12.28 af/yr. With the implementation of water conservation measures, the increase in water 
demand associated with the Modified Project represents approximately 0.016 percent of the 
LBWD’s projected water supply in 2020. Given that the Modified Project would not propose a 
change in land use on the Project site and the relatively small increase in expected water demand, it 
is anticipated that the increase in water demand attributable to the Modified Project would fall 
within the available and projected water supplies of the 2015 UWMP. Further, the Modified Project 
is projected to have a lower water demand than the Approved Project. Therefore, similar to the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project would not necessitate new or expanded water entitlements 
or infrastructure as significant increases in water demands would not result from the Modified 
Project. Furthermore, similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would be required to 
comply with pertinent provisions of Title 24 of the California Government Code (Title 24) regarding 
the use of water-efficient appliances and would be designed to meet standards associated with the 
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Gold rating, which may result in further 
reductions in water use and would ensure impacts related to water use would remain less than 
significant. No mitigation is required.  

Fire Flow.  Similar to the Approved Project, in order to comply with the requirements of the LBFD, 
the Modified Project is required to implement the minimum requirements for fire flow. As part of 
the site plan review process, the LBFD would review and approve final building design, including all 
fire prevention and suppression systems. Approval of the final building design as required for both 
the Approved Project and the Modified Project, would ensure that the Modified Project is 
constructed pursuant to California Fire Code (CFC) requirements. With the payment of fees pursuant 
to Chapter 18.23 of the Fire Code and the implementation of applicable building code requirements 
in accordance with the CFC, including fire flow requirements, the LBFD would be able to maintain 
acceptable performance ratios and fire flow requirements without the construction of a new fire 
protection facility or expansion to the existing fire protection facility. Therefore, the potential 
impacts related to fire flow would remain less than significant, similar to the Approved Project, and 
no mitigation is required. 

3.14.3.3 Wastewater Treatment Capacity 

Similar to the Approved Project, wastewater collection for the Modified Project would be provided 
by LBWD, and the JWPCP would provide treatment of wastewater generated by the Modified 
Project. The Modified Project is located on the same site as the Approved Project and would utilize 
the existing connections to the sewer main, and no new off-site sewer lines or laterals were 
required to serve the Modified Project. 

Construction.  Similar to the Approved Project, no significant increases in wastewater flows are 
anticipated as a result of construction activities on the Project site for the Modified Project. In 
addition, the Modified Project involves less construction activity than the Approved Project due to 
the reduction in the size of the buildings. Similar to the Approved Project, sanitary services during 
construction are likely to be provided by portable toilet facilities, which transport waste off site for 
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treatment and disposal. As discussed previously, if dewatered groundwater cannot be disposed of in 
the storm drain system, a permit would be obtained from LACSD to dispose of the groundwater to 
the sewer system. Groundwater dewatering activities would be temporary, and the volume of 
groundwater removed would not be substantial. Therefore, potential impacts to wastewater 
treatment and wastewater conveyance infrastructure during construction would remain less than 
significant for the Modified Project, and no mitigation is required. 

Operation.  The proposed facilities under the Modified Project would include approximately 
18,18320 sf of building space. Utilizing the LACSD wastewater generation factor of 600 gpd per 1,000 
sf for a gymnasium with shower/locker room and public restroom facilities, the Modified Project is 
expected to generate approximately 10,910 gpd of wastewater, which is a reduction of 66,250 gpd 
compared to the Approved Project. The Approved Project was located within a much larger building 
structure and was therefore estimated to generate substantially more wastewater because 
generation factors are based on building area. The large reduction is primarily due to the reduction 
in building size and removal of the separate cafe use.  

Wastewater Conveyance.  Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would utilize 
existing sanitary sewer lines along the perimeter of the Project site. No new off-site sewer lines or 
laterals are required to serve the Modified Project as it is located on the same site as the Approved 
Project. Similar to the Approved Project, wastewater originating from the Modified Project would be 
conveyed to either the LACSD’s Anaheim Street Trunk Sewer or the LACSD’s Joint Outfall C Unit 
Trunk Sewer. The anticipated increase in daily wastewater flow from the Modified Project would 
require approximately 0.06 percent of the available design capacity of the Anaheim Street Trunk 
Sewer and 0.04 percent of the available design capacity of the Joint Outfall C Unit Trunk Sewer 
based on design capacities last measured in 2012 and provided by the LACSD in May, 2014. This 
represents a reduction compared to the available design capacities required for the Approved 
Project (0.33 percent of the Anaheim Street Trunk Sewer and 0.27 percent of the Joint Outfall C Unit 
Trunk Sewer). Therefore, impacts upon the local wastewater infrastructure system would remain 
less than significant, and no mitigation is required. 

Wastewater Treatment.  Similar to the Approved Project, wastewater from the Modified Project 
would be treated at the JWPCP located in the City of Carson, which has a design capacity of 400 mgd 
and currently treats on average, a wastewater flow of 260 mgd.21 The anticipated increase in daily 
wastewater flow that would result from implementation of the Modified Project would represent 
.007 percent of the anticipated available daily capacity of the JWPCP. Therefore, the anticipated 
increase in daily wastewater flow from the Modified Project is less than that of the Approved Project 
and is expected to be accommodated within the existing design capacity of the JWPCP. The 
Modified Project would not substantially or incrementally exceed the current or future scheduled 
capacity of the JWPCP by generating flows greater than those anticipated. Therefore, potential 
impacts related to wastewater treatment remain less than significant and no mitigation is required.  

                                                      
20  The proposed facilities include 18,075 sf in building space + 108 sf in public restroom space.  
21  Los Angeles County Sanitation District. Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP) Webpage. Available at: 

https://www.lacsd.org/services/wastewater/wwfacilities/wwtreatmentplant/jwpcp/default.asp (accessed 
12/26/2019) 



A D D E N D U M  T O  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  R E P O R T  
D E C E M B E R  2 0 1 9  

B E L M O N T  P O O L  R E V I T A L I Z A T I O N  P R O J E C T  
C I T Y  O F  L O N G  B E A C H ,  C A L I F O R N I A   

 

P:\CLB1904.06-Belmont Pool Addendum\CEQA\Belmont Pool EIR Addendum.docx (12/13/19) 3.14-13 

3.14.3.4 Construction or Expansion of Storm Water Drainage Facilities 

As described in the 2016 Certified EIR, existing storm water drainage exists on the Project site. As 
discussed in Section 3.9.3 of this Addendum, as compared to the Approved Project, the Modified 
Project would result in an increase of 33,131 sf of passive park and open space area (for a total 
passive park and landscaped area of 141,558 sf). With the increased park and open space area on 
the site, there is an increase in pervious area; therefore, it is reasonable to conclude that the 
Modified Project would result in substantially the same, or even a decrease in, volume of runoff 
during a storm as compared to the Approved Project. 

The Modified Project would also include a comprehensive drainage system to convey on-site storm 
flows, including on-site detention and infiltration systems. Similar to the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project would implement Mitigation Measure 4.8.4 (refer to Section 3.9.6) from the 2016 
Certified EIR, which requires a detailed hydrology report to be prepared to ensure that the on-site 
storm drain facilities are designed in accordance with the requirement of the Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Works Hydrology Manual (2006) and that runoff from the Project site does not 
exceed existing conditions. With implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.8.4, runoff from the 
Project site would not exceeded the capacity of the existing storm water drainage system and the 
Modified Project would not require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage 
facilities or the expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects. Therefore, impacts would remain less than significant with the 
implementation of mitigation. 

3.14.3.5 Landfill Capacity/Solid Waste Regulation 

Similar to the Approved Project, under the Modified Project, construction and operational solid 
waste would be disposed of at the SERRF and any solid waste that SERRF is not able to process 
would be taken to landfills in Orange, San Bernardino, and Riverside Counties. 

Construction.  Similar to the Approved Project, construction of the Modified Project would generate 
C&D waste. The Modified Project is also required to comply with the City’s 2017 Ordinance requiring 
that at least 65 percent of construction and demolition waste be recycled. In order to comply with 
the City’s Ordinance, the City would implement a C&D Debris Recycling Program. In accordance with 
the C&D Debris Recycling program, a Waste Management Plan (WMP) would be completed detailing 
how the Modified Project would meet the requirement to divert 65 percent of construction and 
demolition waste through recycling, salvage, or deconstruction. As described above, the SERRF is 
accepting approximately 1,127 tons per day with a permit to accept a maximum of 2,240 tons per 
day. It is expected that the SERRF would continue to operate at its current average daily rate during 
the planning period of 2017 through 2032.22 Construction of the Modified Project is anticipated to 
commence in 2021 and be completed within approximately 18 months. Therefore, solid waste 
generated by construction of the Modified Project would be served by the SERRF, which currently 
has sufficient permitted capacity. Solid waste generated during construction of the Modified Project, 
like the Approved Project would not result in significant impacts related to landfill capacity or 
prevent compliance with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste. 
                                                      
22  County of Los Angeles. Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan. 2017. Website: https://pw.la

county.gov/epd/swims/ShowDoc.aspx?id=6530&hp=yes&type=PDF (accessed 11/26/2019). 
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Therefore, short-term construction and demolition waste would remain less than significant and no 
mitigation would be required.  

Operation.  Based on the CalEEMod outputs, total solid waste that would be generated during 
operation of the Modified Project is estimated to be approximately 0.66 tons per day, which 
represents a decrease of approximately 0.35 tons per day compared to the Approved Project. The 
anticipated increase in solid waste disposal resulting from operation of the Modified Project 
requires 0.06 percent of the available daily disposal capacity at SERRF. The Mesquite Landfill was 
authorized to accept approximately 20,000 tons of waste per day and the anticipated increase in 
solid waste disposal attributable to the Modified Project would require 0.003 percent of the daily 
disposal capacity at the Mesquite Landfill. Therefore, both SERFF and the Mesquite Landfill have 
adequate capacity to serve the Modified Project, and impacts related to operational solid waste 
would remain less than significant. No mitigation is required. 

Compliance with Federal, State, and Local Statutes and Regulations related to Solid Waste.  Similar 
to the Approved Project, waste diversion for the Modified Project would be consistent with other 
similar development within the City and would divert a high percentage of trash from landfills based 
on compliance with standard City practices and regulations. Additionally, the Modified Project 
would include on-site recycling containers and adequate storage area for such containers. All 
containers and storage areas on the Project site would be sized in accordance with the applicable 
provisions in the LBMC. Based on these considerations, the Modified Project would also be 
consistent with the State of California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991. 
Therefore, the Modified Project would comply with applicable regulations related to solid waste, 
similar to the Approved Project. Impacts would remain less than significant, and no mitigation is 
required.  

3.14.3.6 Storm Water Treatment 

Similar to the Approved Project, BMPs for the Modified Project are required to be designed in 
accordance with the Low Impact Development (LID) Best Management Practices (BMP) Design 
Manual requirements. The Modified Project also requires the implementation of Mitigation 
Measure 4.8.3 (refer to section 3.9.6 of this Addendum), which requires a SUSMP to be prepared. 
The SUSMP would include an operations and maintenance plan for the operational BMPs to ensure 
their long-term performance and prevent odor and vector issues from developing. Because the 
BMPs would be designed, inspected, and maintained as specified in Mitigation Measure 4.8.3, 
similar to the Approved Project, impacts related to operation of storm water BMPs would remain 
less than significant.  

3.14.3.7 Energy Transmission Facilities 

Electricity.  Because the Project site is served by all utilities and has operated with the same land use 
as proposed in the past, no new off-site service lines or substations are required to serve the 
Modified Project. In addition, the Modified Project is smaller in scale than the Approved Project and 
will comply with Title 24 related to energy conservation measures. The Modified Project is expected 
to result in the usage of 171,828 kWh/yr, which is a decrease of 723,387 kWh/yr compared to 
expected electricity usage under the Approved Project.  
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Based on CEC projections for the SCE service area in 2024, the anticipated increase in project-related 
annual electricity consumption represents approximately 0.0002 percent of the forecasted net 
energy load. Based on these estimates, sufficient transmission and distribution capacity exists, and 
off-site improvements are not necessary.  

The supply and distribution of electricity to the Modified Project would not disrupt power to the 
surrounding area or adversely affect service levels because, similar to the Approved Project, the 
Modified Project involves the continuation of a previous land use. Therefore, impacts related to the 
provision of electricity services to the Modified Project and impacts to local and regional supplies of 
electricity would remain less than significant. No mitigation is required.   

Natural Gas.  Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would connect to the existing 
service connections located in the northeastern portion of the Project site. No new off-site service 
lines or substations are required to serve the Modified Project. The Modified Project is expected to 
generate an annual natural gas demand of 0.00029 bcf per year, which represents a decrease of 
0.0020 bcf per year compared to the Approved Project. The Approved Project was located within a 
much larger building structure and was therefore estimated to generate substantially more natural 
gas demand because calculations are partially based on building area.  Moreover, while the City’s 
overall gas use was projected to increase over time at the time the 2016 EIR was prepared, 
according to the 2018 California Gas Report, the City’s gas use is expected to decline slightly from 9 
bcf in 2017 to 8 bcf by 2035. The natural gas demand associated with the Modified Project is a 
negligible percent of the estimated available withdrawal capacity of the LBGO in 2035. Furthermore, 
the Modified Project would reduce natural gas consumption through the installation of high-
efficiency direct fire heating, and pool blankets. Therefore, impacts related to the provision of 
natural gas services to the Modified Project would remain less than significant, similar to the 
Approved Project, and the Modified Project would not require new or physically altered 
transmission facilities. Similarly, no significant impacts to local or regional supplies of natural gas 
would occur as a result of the Modified Project, and no mitigation is required. 

3.14.3.8 Consistency with Appendix F of the State CEQA Guidelines 

As discussed previously, the Modified Project would comply with Title 24 requirements which 
ensure that projects would preclude the inefficient, wasteful, and unnecessary consumption of 
energy. Additionally, as indicated previously, the Modified Project’s green features and LEED Gold 
design standards would result in the Modified Project exceeding the requirements of the California 
Building Energy Efficient Standards contained in Title 24. Similar to the Approved Project, because 
the Modified Project incorporates a variety of energy conservation measures and sufficient regional 
energy supplies exists to serve the Project area, related impacts were determined to be less than 
significant. Additionally, similar to the Approved Project, because the Modified Project is located in 
an urban area currently served by public transportation and a coastal bike trail, potential 
transportation energy use requirements would remain less than significant with the implementation 
of mitigation measures identified in Section 3.13.2 of the Certified EIR (refer to Section 3.13.6 of the 
Addendum). Therefore, the Modified Project, like the Approved Project, would not result in the 
wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption of energy; would not cause the need for 
additional electrical energy or natural gas production facilities; and, therefore, would not create a 
significant impact on energy resources.  
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3.14.3.9 Cumulative Utilities Impacts 

Wastewater.  Similar to the Approved Project, the cumulative study area for wastewater treatment 
for the Modified Project is the City and the LACSD service territory. Because LACSD projects that its 
existing and planned wastewater treatment capacity would be sufficient to accommodate the 
growth forecasted by the United States Census Bureau within its service area, development that is 
generally consistent with this forecast can be adequately served by LACSD facilities. Similar to the 
Approved Project, the Modified Project proposes to replace and improve the previous Belmont Pool 
Facilities and no change in land use is proposed. Therefore, the Modified Project would not 
significantly contribute to or cause cumulative impacts to wastewater services. Therefore, impacts 
would remain less than cumulatively significant, and no mitigation is required. 

Water.  Similar to the Approved Project, the cumulative study area for impacts to water services for 
the Modified Project is the service territory of the City. According to the City’s UWMP, the MWDSC’s 
current water supply allocation plan guarantees an amount of water close to the LBWD’s need for 
water, and LBWD has a preferential right to the MWDSC supplies in excess of its need for that water. 
Therefore, existing water supplies and systems are expected to have sufficient capacity to meet the 
additional maximum day and peak-hour domestic water demand and fire flow demand from the 
Modified Project and other proposed projects within the City’s service territory. Therefore, potential 
cumulative impacts from past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects related to water supply 
within the City would remain less than significant, similar to the Approved Project. No mitigation is 
required.  

Solid Waste.  Similar to the Approved Project, the cumulative study area for impacts to solid waste 
disposal capacity for the Modified Project is the County of Los Angeles. The Modified Project, in 
combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects within the County would 
create an increased demand on landfills and solid waste services for the County. The Modified 
Project would generate less solid waste than the Approved Project. Similar to the Approved Project, 
the construction and operation of the Modified Project would be served by the SERRF, a refuse-to-
energy waste facility with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the Modified Project’s solid 
waste disposal needs. The SERRF does not currently exceed its daily maximum permitted disposal 
capacity. Therefore, similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project would not have a 
significant project-specific or cumulative impact on waste disposal capacity at County 
transformation facilities and landfills. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to solid waste would be 
less than cumulatively significant, and no mitigation is required. 

Electricity.  Similar to the Approved Project, the cumulative study area for analysis of impacts to the 
provision of electricity for the Modified Project is the service territory of SCE. Although the Modified 
Project has the potential to increase electrical demand in the area, SCE has identified adequate 
capacity to handle increases in electrical demand. Compliance with Title 24 of the California 
Administrative Code regulates energy consumption in new construction and regulates building 
energy consumption for the Modified Project, the Approved Project, and all future projects. In 
addition, the projected electrical demand is reduced under the Modified Project as compared to the 
Approved Project. Therefore, in relation to the cumulative study area, the Modified Project’s 
incremental contribution to increased demand for electricity would not be cumulatively 
considerable, and no mitigation is required. 
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Natural Gas.  Similar to the Approved Project, the cumulative study area for impacts to the provision 
of natural gas for the Modified Project is the service territory for the LBGO. According to the 2018 
California Gas Report, the City’s gas use was expected to decline slightly from 9 bcf in 2017 to 8 bcf 
by 2035. Therefore, sufficient gas supplies and infrastructure capacity are available, or have already 
been planned to serve past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects. Further, all future 
projects would be subject to Title 24 requirements and would be evaluated on a case-by-case basis 
to determine the need for specific distribution infrastructure improvements. The projected natural 
gas demand is reduced under the Modified Project as compared to the Approved Project. Therefore, 
the Modified Project’s contribution to cumulative natural gas impacts would remain less than 
cumulatively significant, and no mitigation is required. 

3.14.4 Findings Related to Utilities and Service Systems  

3.14.4.1 No New Significant Effects Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified EIR 

Based on the foregoing analysis and information, there is no evidence that the Modified Project 
requires a major change to the 2016 Certified EIR. The Modified Project would not result in new 
significant environmental impacts related to utilities and service systems, and there would not be a 
substantial increase in the severity of impacts described in the 2016 Certified EIR.  

3.14.4.2 No Substantial Change in Circumstances Requiring Major Revisions to the 2016 Certified 
EIR 

With the exception of the new fitness club on East Olympic Plaza that occupies the same location as 
previous commercial uses, the Project site and surrounding area have not been further developed or 
altered since the 2016 Certified EIR was prepared. There is no information in the administrative 
record or otherwise available that indicates that there are substantial changes in circumstances 
pertaining to utilities and service systems that would require major changes to the 2016 Certified 
EIR. 

3.14.4.3 No New Information Showing Greater Significant Effects than the 2016 Certified EIR 

This Addendum has analyzed all available relevant information to determine whether there is new 
information that was not available at the time the 2016 Certified EIR was certified, indicating that a 
new significant effect not reported in that document may occur. Based on the information and 
analyses above, there is no substantial new information indicating that there would be a new 
significant impact related to utilities and service systems requiring major revisions to the 2016 
Certified EIR.  

3.14.4.4 No New Information Showing Ability to Reduce Significant Effects in the 2016 Certified 
EIR 

There is no new information, mitigation, or alternatives to the Project that would substantially 
reduce one or more significant impacts pertaining to utilities and service systems identified and 
considered in the 2016 Certified EIR. 
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3.14.5 Standard Conditions 

There are no standard conditions pertaining to utilities and service systems that are applicable to 
either the Approved Project or the Modified Project. 

3.14.6 Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measures 4.8.2, 4.8.3, and 4.8.4, as included in the Hydrology and Water section of the 
2016 Certified EIR were required for reducing impacts to utilities and service systems associated 
with the Approved Project and are required for the Modified Project. Refer to Mitigation Measures 
4.8.2, 4.8.3, and 4.8.4 in Section 3.9.6 (Hydrology and Water Quality) of this Addendum. 
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