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Responses to Comments on the Draft IS-MND 

This section includes comments received during the circulation of the Draft Initial Study-Mitigated 
Negative Declaration (IS-MND) prepared for the East Broadway Complete Streets Improvement 
Project (Project).  

The Draft IS-MND was circulated for a 32-day public review period that began on December 12, 
2017 and ended on January 12, 2018. The City of Long Beach received three comment letters on the 
Draft IS-MND. The commenters and letter number are listed below.  

Letter No. and Commenter 

1 Michael Takeshita, Prevention Services Bureau Forestry Division Acting Chief, County of Los Angeles Fire 
Department 

2 Miya Edmonson, Acting IGR/CEQA Branch Chief, California Department of Transportation, District 7 – Office of 
Regional Planning 

3 Gayle Totton, Associate Governmental Project Analyst, Native American Heritage Commission, Environmental 
and Cultural Department 

The comment letters and responses follow. The comment letters have been numbered sequentially 
and each separate issue raised by the commenter, if more than one, has been assigned a number. 
The responses to each comment identify first the number of the comment letter, and then the 
number assigned to each issue (Response 1.1, for example, indicates that the response is for the 
first issue raised in comment Letter 1).  

Any changes made to the text of the Draft IS-MND correcting information, data or intent, other than 
minor typographical corrections or minor working changes, are noted in the Final IS-MND as 
changes from the Draft IS-MND. 
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Letter 1 
COMMENTER: Michael Takeshita, Prevention Services Bureau Forestry Division Acting Chief, 

County of Los Angeles Fire Department 

DATE: January 4, 2018 

The commenter states that the project site is located entirely within the City of Long Beach and, 
therefore, falls outside the jurisdiction of the Planning Division, Land Development Unit, and Health 
Hazardous Materials Division of the Los Angeles County Fire Department (LACFD). The commenter 
further notes that, consistent with the statutory responsibilities of the LACFD’s Forestry Division, 
potential impacts associated with erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered 
species, vegetation, fuel modification for Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, 
archaeological and cultural resources, and the County Oak Tree Ordinance should be addressed.  

Potential project impacts related to erosion and biological resources are discussed in Section VI, 
Geology and Soils, and Section IV, Biological Resources, of the IS-MND. The project involves 
modification to and resurfacing of an existing road in an urban area and would not impact 
watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegetation, fuel modification, archaeological 
and cultural resources, or oak trees.   
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3

lsarquilla
Oval



4



Responses to Comments on the Draft IS-MND 

Final Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration 
SCH#2017121046 

Letter 2 
COMMENTER: Miya Edmonson, Acting IGR/CEQA Branch Chief, California Department of 

Transportation 

DATE: January 8, 2018 

The commenter states that they do not expect the proposed project to adversely impact nearby 
State facilities. The commenter also supports implementation of complete streets because they are 
integral in assisting the state achieve climate change and transportation safety related policy goals 
and initiatives. No response is warranted. 
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City of Long Beach 
East Broadway Complete Streets Improvement Project 

Letter 3 
COMMENTER: Gayle Totton, Associate Governmental Project Analyst, Native American Heritage 

Commission  

DATE: January 12, 2018 

The commenter states that the Draft IS-MND does not include documentation of government-to-
government consultation by the lead agency with Native American tribes under AB 52. The 
commenter also states that the Draft IS-MND is incorrect in stating “that consultation has not been 
requested by California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project 
area" and states that tribes have requested information for projects in the City. 

The Final IS-MND has been revised to include the following clarification on Page 2 under “California 
Native American Tribe Consultation”:  

The City sent AB 52 consultation letters to six Native American tribes that have requested 
project information under AB 52. To date, no requests for consultation on this project have 
been received from Consultation has not been requested by California Native American 
tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area.   
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