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Errata 
100 E. Ocean Environmental Impact Report 

On May 13, 2020, the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was published for 
the 100 E. Ocean Project (State Clearinghouse No. 2018121006).  Following publication of 
the Final EIR, the Project’s Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Plan, included as 
Appendix E.3 to the Draft EIR, was updated to correct minor typographical errors and add 
additional measures to conform to the City’s TDM Ordinance.  In addition, a memorandum 
addressing the Project’s transportation impacts utilizing the City’s adopted Vehicle Miles 
Traveled (VMT) guidelines was prepared for informational purposes by Fehr & Peers in 
January 2021 and is added to the EIR as Appendix E.4.  These updates are addressed 
below. 

a.  Revisions to the Draft EIR 

(1)  Executive Summary 

Section I, Executive Summary, of the Draft EIR, page I-4, amend the listing for 
Appendix E—Transportation/Traffic Appendix as follows: 

 Appendix E—Transportation/Traffic Appendix 

– Appendix E.1—Traffic Study 

– Appendix E.2—Parking Memorandum 

– Revised Appendix E.3—TDM Plan 

– Appendix E.4—VMT Memorandum 

Section I, Executive Summary, of the Draft EIR, page I-76, after subsection (g) 
Parking, add the following discussion: 

(h)  VMT Analysis 

A VMT Memorandum was prepared for informational purposes and is 
provided in Appendix E.4.  As discussed therein, the Project Site is located in 
a Transit Priority Area (TPA), as defined in Public Resources Code (PRC) 
Section 21099, given its location within 0.5 mile of the Downtown Long Beach 
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Blue Line Station and within 0.5 mile of a high-quality transit corridor, as 
shown in Figure 2 of the VMT Memorandum.  Per the guidelines for VMT 
impact assessment adopted by the City of Long Beach in June 2020, the 
Project may be screened from project-level VMT impact assessment based 
on its location in a TPA, under the presumption that a less-than-significant 
impact would result.39  The Project meets additional screening criteria set 
forth in the City’s VMT impact assessment guidelines, including a proposed 
floor area ratio (FAR) of greater than 0.75:1 and a proposed parking supply 
that would not exceed Code requirements, as detailed in Table 1 of the VMT 
Memorandum.  Accordingly, the Project’s VMT impact is presumed to be less 
than significant based on the City’s screening criteria under its adopted VMT 
guidelines. 

39 City of Long Beach, Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines, June 2020; available at 
www.longbeach.gov/globalassets/lbds/media-library/documents/planning/environmental/
environmental-planning/tia-guidelines, accessed January 2021. 

Section I, Executive Summary, of the Draft EIR, page I-80, amend the last sentence 
of Project Design Feature TRA-2 as follows: 

Details of the proposed TDM Plan are set forth in 100 E. Ocean Boulevard 
Transportation Demand Management Plan prepared by Fehr & Peers, 
provided in Revised Appendix E.3 of the Draft EIR. 

(2)  Transportation/Traffic 

Section IV.E, Transportation/Traffic, of the Draft EIR, page IV.E-1, amend the last 
two sentences of the first paragraph as follows: 

This section is based in part on the 100 E. Ocean Boulevard Transportation 
Impact Study (Traffic Study) prepared for the Project by Fehr & Peers in July 
2019, the Shared Parking Study for 100 E. Ocean Boulevard Memorandum 
(Parking Memo) prepared for the Project by Fehr & Peers in December 2018, 
and the 100 E. Ocean Boulevard Transportation Demand Management Plan 
(Revised TDM Plan) prepared for the Project by Fehr & Peers in August  
2018 June 2020.  Additionally, Fehr & Peers prepared the 100 E. Ocean 
Boulevard VMT Analysis Memorandum (VMT Memorandum) for the Project in 
January 2021 for informational purposes.  These reports are included as 
Appendices Appendix E.1, Appendix E.2, and Revised Appendix E.3, and 
Appendix E.4 of this Draft EIR, respectively. 
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Section IV.E, Transportation/Traffic, of the Draft EIR, page IV.E-26, amend the final 
sentence of Project Design Feature TRA-2 as follows: 

Details of the proposed TDM Plan are set forth in 100 E. Ocean Boulevard 
Transportation Demand Management Plan prepared by Fehr & Peers, 
provided in Revised Appendix E.3 of the Draft EIR. 

Section IV.E, Transportation/Traffic, of the Draft EIR, top of page IV.E-3, amend the 
end of the paragraph continued from page IV.E-2 as follows: 

Similarly, based on the Project’s location within a Transit Priority Area (TPA) 
and the City’s Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) impact assessment guidelines, 
the Project may be screened from project-level VMT impact assessment 
under the presumption that a less-than-significant impact would result.  
Notwithstanding the mandate imposed by SB 743, this Draft EIR includes a 
discussion of parking in terms of code requirements, as well as a discussion 
of VMT impacts for informational purposes. 

Section IV.E, Transportation/Traffic, of the Draft EIR, page IV.E-38, after subsection 
(g) Parking, add the following discussion: 

(h)  VMT Analysis 

A VMT Memorandum was prepared for informational purposes and is 
provided in Appendix E.4.  As discussed therein, the Project Site is located in 
a TPA, as defined in PRC Section 21099, given its location within 0.5 mile of 
the Downtown Long Beach Blue Line Station and within 0.5 mile of a high-
quality transit corridor, as shown in Figure 2 of the VMT Memorandum.  Per 
the guidelines for VMT impact assessment adopted by the City of Long Beach 
in June 2020, the Project may be screened from project-level VMT impact 
assessment based on its location in a TPA, under the presumption that a 
less-than-significant impact would result.10  The Project meets additional 
screening criteria set forth in the City’s VMT impact assessment guidelines, 
including a proposed floor area ratio (FAR) of greater than 0.75:1 and a 
proposed parking supply that would not exceed Code requirements, as 
detailed in Table 1 of the VMT Memorandum.  Accordingly, the Project’s VMT 
impact is presumed to be less than significant based on the City’s screening 
criteria under its adopted VMT guidelines. 

10 City of Long Beach, Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines, June 2020; available at 
www.longbeach.gov/globalassets/lbds/media-library/documents/planning/environmental/
environmental-planning/tia-guidelines, accessed January 2021. 
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(3)  Appendices 

b.  Revisions to the Final EIR 

(1)  Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR 

Section II, Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR, page II-14, 
amend the second to last sentence of Project Design Feature TRA-2 as follows: 

Details of the proposed TDM Plan are set forth in 100 E. Ocean Boulevard 
Transportation Demand Management Plan prepared by Fehr & Peers, 
provided in Revised Appendix E.3 of the Draft EIR.   

(2)  Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Section IV, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, page IV-20, amend the 
second to last sentence of Project Design Feature TRA-2 as follows: 

Details of the proposed TDM Plan are set forth in 100 E. Ocean Boulevard 
Transportation Demand Management Plan prepared by Fehr & Peers, 
provided in Revised Appendix E.3 of the Draft EIR.   

c.  Conclusion 

Based on the above, the information contained in this Errata largely clarifies, 
amplifies, or makes insignificant changes to the information that has already been 
presented in the EIR.  The revised TDM Plan included as Revised Appendix E.3 of the 
Draft EIR corrects minor typographical errors and conforms to the City’s TDM Ordinance.  
These changes include additional TDM measures (e.g., carpool/vanpool parking and a 
transportation information board) which will further reduce the Project’s less than significant 
transportation impacts.  Furthermore, the VMT Memorandum provides an evaluation of the 
Project’s VMT impacts for informational purposes, based on guidelines that were adopted 
by the City following publication of the Final EIR. 

The modifications to the EIR are not significant because the EIR is not changed in a 
way the deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial 
adverse environmental effect associated with the Project.  These changes are minor and 
do not add significant new information that affects the analysis or conclusions presented in 
the EIR.  CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5(a) specifically states: 
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New information added to an EIR is not “significant” unless the EIR is 
changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to 
comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or a 
feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project 
alternative) that the project’s proponents have declined to implement.  
“Significant new information” requiring recirculation includes, for example, a 
disclosure showing that:  

 A new significant environmental impact would result from the 
project or from a new mitigation measure proposed to be 
implemented. 

 A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact 
would result unless mitigation measures are adopted to reduce the 
impact to a level of insignificance. 

 A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably 
different from others previously analyzed would clearly lessen the 
significant environmental impacts of the project, but the project’s 
proponents decline to adopt it. 

 The draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and 
conclusory in nature that meaningful public review and comment 
were precluded. 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5(b) provides that “[r]ecirculation is not 
required where the new information added to the EIR merely clarifies or 
amplifies or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR. 

 Based on the above, the clarifications to the EIR would not result in any new 
significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of any impact already identified 
in the EIR.  In addition, the corrections and additions to the EIR merely clarify, amplify, or 
make insignificant refinements to the information that has already been presented in the 
EIR.  Thus, none of the conditions in CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 are met, and 
recirculation is not required. 
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