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14.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
14.1 CEQA REQUIREMENTS
Before approving a project, the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires
the Lead Agency to prepare and certify a Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR).
In accordance with Sections 15120 through 15132, and Section 15161 of the CEQA
Guidelines, the City of Long Beach has prepared a Supplemental EIR (SEIR) for the
Shoreline Gateway Project (SCH #2005121066). The Response to Comments
section, combined with the Draft SEIR, comprise the Final SEIR.
The following is an excerpt from the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15132, Contents of
Final Environmental Impact Report:
The Final EIR shall consist of:
(a) The draft EIR or a version of the draft.
(b) Comments and recommendations received on the draft EIR either
verbatim or in summary.
(c) A list of persons, organizations and public agencies commenting on
the draft EIR.
(d) The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points
raised in the review and consultation process.
(e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency.
This Comments and Responses section includes all of the above-required
components and shall be attached to the Final SEIR. As noted above, the Final
SEIR will be a revised document that incorporates all of the changes made to the
Draft SEIR following the public review period.

14.2 PUBLIC REVIEW PROCESS – SEIR PROCESS
The Draft SEIR was circulated for review and comment to the public, agencies, and
organizations. The Draft SEIR was also circulated to State agencies for review
through the State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research. The 45-day
public review period ran from July 23, 2007 to September 5, 2007. Comments
received during the 45-day public review period have been incorporated into this
section.
During the public review period, the public and local and State agencies submitted
comments on the Draft SEIR. During the public review period, 16 written comment
letters on the Draft SEIR were received.
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14.3 FINAL SEIR
The Final SEIR allows the public and Lead Agency an opportunity to review revisions
to the Draft SEIR, the responses to comments, and other components of the SEIR,
such as the Mitigation Monitoring Program, prior to approval of the project. The Final
SEIR serves as the environmental document to support a decision on the proposed
project.
After completing the Final SEIR, and before approving the project, the Lead Agency
must make the following three certifications as required by Section 15090 of the
CEQA Guidelines:


The Final EIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA;



The Final EIR was presented to the decision-making body of the lead
agency, and that the decision-making body reviewed and considered the
information contained in the final EIR prior to approving the project; and



That the final EIR reflects the lead agency’s independent judgment and
analysis.

Additionally, pursuant to Section 15093(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, when a Lead
Agency approves a project that would result in significant, unavoidable impacts that
are disclosed in the Final SEIR, the agency must submit in writing its reasons for
supporting the approved action. This Statement of Overriding Considerations is
supported by substantial information in the record, which includes the Final SEIR.
Since the proposed project would result in significant, unavoidable impacts, the Lead
Agency would be required to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations if it
approves the proposed project.
These certifications, the Findings of Fact, and the Statement of Overriding
Considerations are included in a separate Findings document. Both the Final SEIR
and the Findings will be submitted to the Lead Agency for consideration of the
proposed project.

14.4 WRITTEN COMMENT LETTERS AND RESPONSES
Written comments on the Draft SEIR were received from the following:
A. Citizens
A1. Janice Anderson
A2. Ana Maria McGuan and Martin Eli Weil
A3. Kristen Autry
A4. Shaoky Taraman
A5. Robert J. G. Jackson, Sr.
A6. Tim Tran
A7. David Oliver
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A8.
A9.
A10.
A11.
A12.
A13.
A14.
A15.

Wayne Parenteau
Elizabeth J. Stepan and Sandra M. Stepan
Jeff Rossignol
Reggie Lagio
Mollie Rice
John Vasiliki Apollon Artemis Argeris
Jackie and Jim Lockington
Beth Bruske

B. Public Agencies
B1.
B2.
B3.
B4.

Department of Transportation – Division of Aeronautics
Department of Transportation – District 7
Native American Heritage Commission
Department of Toxic Substances Control

All correspondence from those citizens and agencies commenting on the Draft SEIR
is reproduced on the following pages. The individual comments on each letter have
been consecutively numbered for ease of reference. Following each comment letter
are responses to each numbered comment. A response is provided for each
comment raising significant environmental issues. It should be noted that some
comments provide information that does not directly challenge the Draft SEIR or
provide new environmental information. Additionally, some comments may include
opinions regarding approval or disapproval of the project, which are not within the
purview of the SEIR. The comments are noted and will be forwarded to decision
makers for their review and consideration.
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A1.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM JANICE ANDERSON, DATED
JULY 25, 2007.

A1.1

It is assumed that the comment is in response to a notice mailed by the
Redevelopment Bureau announcing the July 30, 2007 meeting. In response the
commenter was sent an email (attached) with information regarding the Draft
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR).
Additionally, it should be noted that in accordance with Section 15087 of the CEQA
Guidelines, the City of Long Beach provided public notice of the availability of the
Draft SEIR at the time the Notice of Completion was sent to the Office of Planning
and Research and was made available on the City’s website. The notice included a
description of the project, starting and ending dates for the review period, the date,
time and location of the community meeting and the document’s availability. The
Draft SEIR document was made available for review and comment for 45 days in
accordance with Section 15105 of the CEQA Guidelines.

Final  October 2007

14-5

Response to Comments

City of Long Beach
Shoreline Gateway Project
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report

A2.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM ANA MARIA MCGUAN AND
MARTIN ELI WEIL, DATED JULY 29, 2007.

A2.1

Comment noted. The commenter provides recommendations for the design and
placement of the structures and does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (SEIR). City of Long Beach decision makers will consider all
comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.
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A3.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM KRISTEN AUTRY, DATED JULY
30, 2007.

A3.1

The comment letter, which was received during the 45-day public review period of
the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR), summarizes and
responds to email communication between the RDA Projects Officer and Kristen
Autry. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or directly
challenge information provided in the Draft SEIR. City of Long Beach decision
makers will consider all comments on the proposed project.
It should be noted that the commenter correctly stated that her e-mailed comment
letter submitted for the 2006 Public Review Draft EIR was mistakenly not forwarded
to the EIR consultant for a response and therefore was not included in the
publication of the September 2006 Shoreline Gateway Project Final EIR. Although
the comment letter and prepared responses were not included in the Responses to
Comments prepared for the Final EIR, the comment letter was forwarded to the EIR
consultant at a later date. Responses were prepared and provided to the commenter
on November 2, 2006. The comment letter and the prepared responses are also
reproduced in this document on the following pages.
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A4.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM SHAOKY TARAMAN, DATED
JULY 30, 2007.

A4.1

Section 5.1, Aesthetics/Light and Glare of the Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (SEIR), addresses the revised project’s impact on the visual character
or quality of the site and surrounding area as well as light or glare and shade and
shadow. As indicated in the Draft SEIR, the revised project would be consistent with
the historically acceptable forms of high-rise urban development occurring within
downtown Long Beach. However, the increase in building height would represent an
increase in significance in comparison of the shade and shadow impacts of the
September 2006 project. With the revised project, shadow impacts would be
expanded to include uses not previously identified in the September 2006 Final EIR.
The revised project would result in significant and unavoidable shade and shadow
impacts.

A4.2

Comment noted. The comment identifies needed improvements to the blocks
between downtown and Signal Hill and does not raise new environmental information
or directly challenge information provided in the Draft SEIR. No further response is
necessary.

A4.3

Comment noted. The comment addresses the breakwater study and does not raise
new environmental information or directly challenge information provided in the Draft
SEIR. No further response is necessary.
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A5.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM ROBERT J. G. JACKSON, SR.,
DATED JULY 31, 2007.

A5.1

Comment noted. The comment is supportive of the proposed project and does not
raise new environmental information or directly challenge information provided in the
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR). City of Long Beach
decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further
response is necessary.
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A6.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM TIM TRAN, DATED AUGUST 18,
2007.

A6.1

Comment noted. The comment is supportive of the proposed project and does not
raise new environmental information or directly challenge information provided in the
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR). City of Long Beach
decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further
response is necessary.

Final  October 2007

14-46

Response to Comments

City of Long Beach
Shoreline Gateway Project
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report

A7.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
AUGUST 18, 2007.

A7.1

In accordance with Section 15087 of the CEQA Guidelines, the City of Long Beach
provided public notice of the availability of the Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (SEIR) at the time the Notice of Completion was sent to the Office of
Planning and Research and made the notice available on the City’s website. The
notice included a description of the project, starting and ending dates for the review
period, the date, time and location of the community meeting and the document’s
availability. The Draft SEIR document was made available for review and comment
for 45 days in accordance with Section 15105 of the CEQA Guidelines.

A7.2

Section 2.0 and 3.0, of the SEIR, provide a description of the 2007 revised project
analyzed within the SEIR. The revised project would be unchanged from the 2006
project with the exception of the Gateway Tower, which would be taller than the 2006
project. As with the September 2006 project description, development of the revised
project would result in 358 residential units and 13,561 square feet of retail/gallery
space. The September 2006 Final EIR analyzed potential traffic and parking impacts
that would occur with implementation of the proposed project. Significant and
unavoidable impacts were identified for Traffic and Circulation (forecast year 2015
with project impacts, Los Angeles County Congestion Management Program
facilities impacts and cumulative impacts). The impacts would remain unchanged
with the 2007 revised project. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15091
and Section 15093, the City of Long Beach adopted findings and prepared a
Statement of Overriding Considerations.

A7.3

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft SEIR. City of Long Beach
decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further
response is necessary.

A7.4

Refer to Response to Comment A7.2.

A7.5

The September 2006 Final EIR analyzed potential impacts to emergency services
with implementation of the proposed project. The analysis concluded that with
implementation of mitigation measures, emergency services would be available to
serve the proposed project. This conclusion would remain unchanged with the
revised project.

A7.6

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft SEIR. City of Long Beach
decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further
response is necessary.
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A8.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM WAYNE PARENTEAU, DATED
AUGUST 19, 2007.

A8.1

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (SEIR). Section 5.1, Aesthetics/Light and Glare of the Draft SEIR,
evaluates the impacts of the revised project on the visual character of the site and
surrounding area. The revised project would be consistent with the General Plan
Land Use designation and zoning, which allows for higher density mixed-uses within
an unlimited height district. The analysis acknowledges that views of and across the
project site would be altered, however, existing views would not be degraded, as
development of high-rise uses would be consistent with the high-rise development
that currently exists within the downtown area.
As with the September 2006 project description, development of the revised project
would result in 358 residential units and 13,561 square feet of retail/gallery space.
The September 2006 Final EIR analyzed potential traffic impacts that would occur
with implementation of the proposed project. Significant and unavoidable impacts
were identified for Traffic and Circulation (forecast year 2015 with project impacts,
Los Angeles County Congestion Management Program facilities impacts and
cumulative impacts). The traffic impacts identified in the September 2006 Final EIR
would remain unchanged with the 2007 revised project impacts would remain
unchanged with the 2007 revised project. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines
Section 15091 and Section 15093, the City of Long Beach adopted findings and
prepared a Statement of Overriding Considerations.
City of Long Beach decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed
project.
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A9.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM ELIZABETH J. STEPAN AND
SANDRA M. STEPAN, DATED AUGUST 20, 2007.

A9.1

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (SEIR). As with the September 2006 project description, development
of the revised project would result in 358 residential units and 13,561 square feet of
retail/gallery space. The September 2006 Final EIR analyzed potential traffic
impacts that would occur with implementation of the proposed project. Significant
and unavoidable impacts were identified for Traffic and Circulation (forecast year
2015 with project impacts, Los Angeles County Congestion Management Program
facilities impacts and cumulative impacts). The traffic impacts identified in the
September 2006 Final EIR would remain unchanged with the 2007 revised project
impacts would remain unchanged with the 2007 revised project. In accordance with
CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 and Section 15093, the City of Long Beach
adopted findings and prepared a Statement of Overriding Considerations.
City of Long Beach decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed
project.
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A10.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM JEFF ROSSIGNOL, DATED
AUGUST 21, 2007.

A10.1

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (SEIR). As with the September 2006 project description, development
of the revised project would result in 358 residential units and 13,561 square feet of
retail/gallery space. The September 2006 Final EIR analyzed potential traffic and
noise impacts that would occur with implementation of the proposed project.
Significant and unavoidable impacts were identified for Traffic and Circulation
(forecast year 2015 with project impacts, Los Angeles County Congestion
Management Program (CMP) facilities impacts and cumulative impacts) and Noise
(short-term construction noise impacts and long-term mobile noise impacts). The
traffic and noise impacts identified in the September 2006 Final EIR would remain
unchanged with the 2007 revised project. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines
Section 15091 and Section 15093, the City of Long Beach adopted findings and
prepared a Statement of Overriding Considerations.
City of Long Beach decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed
project.
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A11.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
AUGUST 27, 2007.

A11.1

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (SEIR). The commenter makes recommendations for the use of the
top floors of the building and tenants for the retail component. City of Long Beach
decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further
response is necessary.
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A12.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM MOLLIE RICE, DATED AUGUST
28, 2007.

A12.1

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (SEIR). City of Long Beach decision makers will consider all
comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.
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A13.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM JOHN VASILIKI APOLLON
ARTEMIS ARGERIS, DATED SEPTEMBER 3, 2007.

A13.1

As with the September 2006 project description, development of the revised project
would result in 358 residential units and 13,561 square feet of retail/gallery space.
Section 5.4, Air Quality, of the September 2006 Final Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) analyzed potential air quality impacts resulting from construction and operation
of the proposed project. The air quality impacts from the September 2006 Final EIR
would remain unchanged with the revised project. As indicated in the Final EIR, the
proposed project would be required to comply with all mitigation measures, which
specify compliance with South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)
rules and regulations, as well as proper consultation with the City prior to grading
activities. Implementation of the recommended mitigation regarding dust control
techniques (e.g., daily watering), limitations on construction hours and adherence to
SCAQMD Rules 402 and 403 (which require watering of inactive and perimeter
areas, track out requirements, etc.) would reduce impacts of PM10 fugitive dust. With
certification of the September 2006 Final EIR, the City of Long Beach adopted a
mitigation monitoring to ensure compliance with mitigation measures during project
implementation.

A13.2

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (SEIR). City of Long Beach decision makers will consider all
comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.
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A14.

RESPONSES
TO
COMMENTS
FROM
JACKIE
LOCKINGTON, DATED SEPTEMBER 4, 2007.

A14.1

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft Supplemental Impact Report
(SEIR). City of Long Beach decision makers will consider all comments on the
proposed project. No further response is necessary.

A14.2

As with the September 2006 project description, development of the revised project
would result in 358 residential units and 13,561 square feet of retail/gallery space.
The September 2006 Final EIR analyzed potential traffic impacts that would occur
with implementation of the proposed project. Significant and unavoidable impacts
were identified for Traffic and Circulation (forecast year 2015 with project impacts,
Los Angeles County Congestion Management Program (CMP) facilities impacts and
cumulative impacts). The traffic impacts identified in the September 2006 Final EIR
would remain unchanged with the 2007 revised project. In accordance with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15091 and Section 15093, the City of Long Beach adopted
findings and prepared a Statement of Overriding Considerations.

A14.3

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft SEIR. City of Long Beach
decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further
response is necessary.

Final  October 2007

14-65

AND

JIM

Response to Comments

City of Long Beach
Shoreline Gateway Project
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report

A15.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
SEPTEMBER 4, 2007.

A15.1

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or
directly challenge information provided in the Draft Supplemental Impact Report
(SEIR). The commenter makes recommendations regarding the height of the
proposed building and development within the downtown. City of Long Beach
decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further
response is necessary.
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B1.

RESPONSES
TO
COMMENTS
FROM
SANDY
HESNARD,
DEPARTMENT
OF
TRANSPORTATION,
DIVISION
OF
AERONAUTICS, DATED AUGUST 14, 2007.

B1.1

The comment notes that due to the proposed height of the structure, a Notice of
Proposed Construction or Alteration (Form 7460-I) will be required by the Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) in accordance with Federal Aviation Regulation, Part
77 “Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace”, which is available online. In accordance
with Federal Aviation Regulation, the project would be required to submit Form 7460I at least 30 days before the earlier of the following dates (1) the date the proposed
construction or alteration is to begin (2) the date an application for a construction
permit is to be filed. No further response is necessary.
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B2.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM CHERYL J. POWELL,
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, DISTRICT 7, DATED AUGUST
31, 2007.

B2.1

Comment noted. The comment recommends the City implement a fair-share funding
program. The commenter does not raise new environmental information or directly
challenge information provided in the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact
Report (SEIR). City of Long Beach decision makers will consider all comments on
the proposed project. No further response is necessary.
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B3.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM DAVE SINGLETON, NATIVE
AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION, DATED AUGUST 9, 2007.

B3.1

As with the September 2006 project description, development of the revised project
would result in 358 residential units and 13,561 square feet of retail/gallery space on
2.23 acres within downtown Long Beach. The 2007 revised project would be
unchanged from the 2006 project with the exception of the Gateway Tower, which
would be 11 stories and 133 feet taller than the 2006 project. The September 2006
Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) analyzed potential impacts to cultural
resources. As part of the Historic-Period Building Survey a records search was
conducted by the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at the California
State University in Fullerton. The records search included an examination of maps
and records on file for previously identified archaeological resources in or near the
project area and existing cultural resources reports pertaining to the vicinity. SCCIC
records indicate a number of area-specific cultural resources studies covering
various tracts of land. As a result of these previous studies and a 1988 survey
conducted in the downtown area, several previously recorded historical/
archaeological sites were identified within the scope of the records search. All of
these sites dated to the historic period, and included one archaeological site
consisting of a trash scatter. However, none of the archaeological sites are located
within the project site.
No archaeological or paleontological resources are known to occur on-site and, due
to the level of past disturbance, it is not anticipated that archaeological or
paleontological resource sites exist within the project area. Should evidence of
archeological or paleontological resources occur during grading and construction,
operations would be required to cease and a qualified archaeologist would be
contacted to determine the appropriate course of action.
Additionally, no known human remains occur on-site and due to the level of past
disturbance, it is not anticipated that human remains exist within the project site. In
the event human remains are encountered during earth removal or disturbance
activities, all activities would cease immediately and a qualified archaeologist and
Native American monitor would be immediately contacted. The Coroner would be
contacted pursuant to Sections 5097.98 and 5097.99 of the Public Resources Code
relative to Native American remains. Should the Coroner determine the human
remains to be Native American, the Native American Heritage Commission would be
contacted pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.
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B4.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS FROM GREG HOLMES, DEPARTMENT
OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL, DATED SEPTEMBER 4, 2007.

B4.1

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise any new environmental information
or directly challenge information presented in the Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (SEIR). No further response is necessary.

B4.2

The September 2006 Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) analyzed potential
impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials. As indicated in the September
2006 Final EIR, a Phase I Environmental Assessment was prepared by SCS
Engineers (August 2005). As part of the Phase I, a database search for sites listed
on various Federal and State databases was conducted. The purpose of the search
was to determine if sites are located within the project site boundaries or within a
0.25-mile radius that have been reported as contaminated or that generate
hazardous materials. A listing of the databases searched is provided in the
September 2006 Final EIR. One regulatory site was identified within the project site
(725 East Ocean Boulevard). Six regulatory sites were identified within a 0.25-mile
radius of the project site. The September 2006 Final EIR evaluated whether
conditions at each site pose a threat to human health or the environment. One site
(805 East Ocean Boulevard) has experienced several releases from USTs that have
impacted soils and groundwater beneath the site. Implementation of mitigation
including review of files by a qualified hazardous materials consultant to delineate
the vertical and lateral extent of contamination relevant to the project site would
reduce impacts to a less than significant level. The commenter does not raise any
new environmental information or directly challenge information presented in the
Draft EIR. No further response is necessary.

B4.3

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise any new environmental information
or directly challenge information presented in the Draft SEIR. Section 5.6 of the
September 2006 Final EIR provides mitigation measures in the event hazardous
materials are discovered during demolition and construction activities.
Any
remediation would be required to comply with State law.

B4.4

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise any new environmental information
or directly challenge information presented in the Draft SEIR. No further response is
necessary.

B4.5

Comment noted. The commenter does not raise any new environmental information
or directly challenge information presented in the Draft SEIR. Section 5.6 of the
September 2006 Final EIR identifies mitigation measures to determine if soil and/or
groundwater contamination exits and compliance with State and Federal regulatory
requirements. If hazardous materials or contamination is verified or discovered
during construction, sampling would indicate the appropriate level of remediation
efforts that may be required.
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