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Pu fic Hearing Itern IVoo 9

To:       9Vlayor RicharcB D. IVlsarphy arad Nlembers of th Cify Caeancil

Via:      ret I. Plaarrr9, City 6Vlanager

Fram:   Steven A. 6Vlendoza, Comrnunity Developmen/ Public VVorks Direcfor

Subjec4:       ,4clopgoon of 2035 Genera9 lan

Slamrr ry:  The 2035 Draft General Plan is comple4e and presented to the City
ICouncil for consideration. The City Council is tasked with reviewing the document and
approving or providing Staff with direction to make any final changes. The City Council
is also responsible for certifying the Final Environmental Impact Report ( FEIR).

Recornrnendation:

1.  Open the Public Hearing; and,

2.  Take Testimony; and,

3.  Adopt Resolution No. 2015- 05 °'A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF

THE CITY OF LOS ALAiVIITOS,  CALIFORNIA,  CERTIFYING THE FINAL

EtJVIRONf ENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE LOS ALANIITOS GENERAL

PLAN INCLUDIIVG IAND USE CHANGES FOR VARIOUS PARCELS AND

ADOPTING ENVIRONMEIVTAL FINDINGS,  A STATEMENT OF OVERR(DING

CONSIDERATIONS AiVD A MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING i

PLAN PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUA ITY ACT;" and,    

4.  Adopt Resolution No. 2015- 06 " A RESOLUTION OF THE Cll"Y COUiVCIL OF

THE CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS,   CALIFORNIA,   ADOPTIfJG THE 2014

GENERAL PLAN UPDATE,    INCLUDING LAND USE DESIGNATION

CHANGES.°

ackground

The General Plan is a Iong- range planning program, to guide the orderly growth and
developrrrent of the os Alamitos planning area over the Iong- term.  It is intended to
communicate the City's vision of its future and to establish a policy framework to govern



decision- making concerning the physical development of the community,  inc{uding
assurances that the community-at- large will be supparted by an adequate range of
public services and infrastructure systems.

The primary purpose of this llpdate is to refresh the Cifiy' s Genera!  Plan goals and
policies, to address state law, reflect public outreacn, and address new and emerging
issues. The General Plan Update is naw in its third year and a great deal of work was

completed to understand the existing conditions, the opportunities for the Los Alamitos
community, and the public' s input on future goals. The update also addresses several
current and future challenges in this update. Some of these challenges include the lack

of diversity in the City' s revenue base;  aging and antiquated commercial/ industrial
properties; the need for commercial recreation, shifting demographics and advancing
technologies; and dealing with regional planning issues.

The City CounciB is being asked to review the draft General Plan Update and Draft
Environmental lmpact Fteport and adopt resolutions to approve them or provide Staff

wifh direction for making any final changes.   The Scope of the General Plan was to
focus upon the following ten items:

1.  Retooling of existing elemenfis.
2.  Updating the Background Report to reflect current conditions.
3.  Indusian of the City's Sphere of Influence into the General Plan.
4.  Incorparation of os Aiarnitos Medical Center Specific Plan.

5.  Incorporation of LAFCO Boundary Changes implemented in 2010.
6.  Establishing Land Use within the os Alamitos Joint Forces Training Base.
7.  Incorporate principals of Compass Blueprint Corridor Study including area plan or

specific plan.

8.  Proposal should provide basis for establishment of Business Improvement

Districts and Assessment Districts.

9.  Development of new color digitized General Plan Map.
10. Provide, update, and manage an informative dedicated website.

The Planning Commission,  during their February 9,  2015 meeting completed their
review and adopted the appropriate resolutions recommending City Council take the
recommended action above.

iscaassion

California State Iaw requires cities to adopt and periodically update a long- range plan
for their physical development known as the General Plan. The General Plan serves as

a blueprint and foundafion upon which Band use, development, and capital improvement

decisions should be based.  The City of Los Alamitos General Plan consists of a
coliection of elements that were adopted in May 1990 and amended at various points
since then,  including a major amendment in 2000.  The City is now undergoing its
update of the General Plan.   The Housing Element is part af the General Plan but is
subject to more specific regulatory timeframes. Per s4afie law, the Housing Element was
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updated in 2014 and is therefore not part of the comprehensive l)pdate.  However, the

City ensured that the Housing Element and other General Plan elements remained
consistent.

C rnprehensive Frarnewiork

The General Plan establishes a comprehensive framework through which the City
manages its growth and development to ensure it efFiciently and effectively provides
public facilities and services.  With great pub( ic facilities and services,  Los Alamitos

delivers and continua{ly enhances a high quality of life and a desirable business c{imate,
maintaining its position among the most attractive places to live and work in Southern
California.

Greafi communities develop over time, and Los Alamitos is no exception.  In addiYion,
great communities are the product of countless individual decisions by residents,
businesses,  investors,  visitors,  and organizations,  as well as numerous collective

decisions through elected and appointed officials and public sector staff. The purpose of

the General Pian is to provide a common vision for the future of Los Alamitos and to

provide coordination for the many individual and collective decisions that, over time, will
lead to the envisioned future.

Since the City's incorporation in 1960, Las Alamitos remains a community that values its
citizens, its way af Iife, and its future as one af the preeminent communities in Southern
Caiifornia.  This General Plan builds on the strengths of previous planning efforts,
staying true to the community's values and vision,  and addressing future needs in a
changing world.  This plan focuses on the preservateon and enhancement of the existing
Los Alamitos community while strengfihening the employment base and promoting the
creation of a town center to ensure long- term viabiiity. Another important focus of this
General Plan is to provide a document that is approachable and easy to use. This plan
focuses on providing clear,  consistent,  and substantive goals and policy direction to
guide community members,  staff,  and elected officiais when reraking decisions about
Los Alamitos' future.

The General Plan is comprised ofi an overall Vision and topical elements. Whereas the

eiements address a group of topical issues, the Vision provides the common framework
tying all elements of the Generai Plan together into a ur ified whole. The General Plan
will also help guide and be implemented by other planning documents such as the City's
Annual Budget, Strategic lan, Capital Improvement Plan, and of course the General

Plan Implementafiorr Plan. The Vision is listed below;
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Los Alamrtos is an attractive, dynamic, and modern city renownecf for its
wortd-class schoo/s,   parks,   and recreatron facilities,   as well as a

nationally-recognized medica0 center.    The City is comprised of well-
maintained neighborhoods that enjoy strong idenfifies,  generate civic
pride, and collectively offer wide range of places to Irve.

Los Alamifos hosts a town center that defines the popu(ar image of the

City and offers multiple p(aces for the residents, workers, and students of
Los Alamitos to meet friends, stroll, enjoy great food, and shop.

The City is home to successful businesses thaP provide fhe City with a
diversity of tax revenue and fiscal support, helping ensure Los Alamrtos is
economically sustainable. Los Alamitos maintains a system of streets and
trails that are safe for everyone and every form of transportatiorr—be they
children,  families,  workers,  or customers who wa/k,  bike,  ride transit,  or

drive.

C eneral Plan lemerats

The elements establish the goals and policies relevant to land use,  growth,  and

development of the City for a variety of topics and provide a framework for municipal
decision-making. Equaliy as important thaugh, the City in4ends the goals and policies fio
guide and help inform decisions of those investing in Los Alamitos— residents,
businesses, and organizations.

ore specifically, the following tabie provides an outline far fihe General Plan document,
including the Infroduction and the individual elements.  Please note again that the
Housing Element was updated separately and, while still a part of the averali General
Plan, was not part of this comprehensive update effort and is not analyzed in the EIR.

Each element provides:

A brief review of background information on current conditions in the City.
Clearly articulated goals that the City is attempting to attain.
Policies to achieve these goals.

Maps, tab9es, and other graphics to clarify a ad iifustrafie key concepts.
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General Plan Contents and Struc#aare

introduction Purpose

Citywide Visian

Generai Pian Elements

Outreach Summary
Community History

Existing Land Uses
Land Use Eiement 6ssues and Opportunities

Land Use Plan

Goals and Policies

Econamic Eiement Summary of Key Economic Findings
Economic Overview

Economic Vision

Economic Strategies

Goals and Policies

Open Space, Recreation, and Parks, Recreation and Open Space

Conservation Elemenf Naturai, Cultural and Historic Resources

Air, Energy, and Water Resources
Goals and Policies

Mobility and Circulation Element Existing Cor ditions
Roadway Performance
Mobility and Circuiation Plan
Goals and Polices

Pubiic Facilities and Safety Infrastructure

Element Hazards

Pubiic Services

Goals and Policies

Growth Management Purpose

Legislative Gontext

Goais and Policies

Housing Element —COMPLETED
CERTIFIED

Note that City staff made minor,  non- substantive text changes to the introductory
language of the Growth tdlanagement Element to reflect changes in the Measure M2

eligibility requirements.

An Irnplementation Plan will also be created 4o direct staff on specific actions to achieve

and implernent the goals and policies of the General lan. This Implementation Plan will

not be a part of the General Plan so that Staff and decision makers will have the ability
to modify it as needed without being constrained by the statutory limitations on general
plan amendments.
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Cornrvruni y Outre ch

In August 2011,  the City of Los Alamitos initiated the General Plan Update and
embarked on a multi- pronged outreach effort. The seven broad objectives established

for outreach were:

fnform and educate

Obtain public input / comments / more ideas

Generate excitemenf for opportunities

Elevate civic pride

Engage Rassmoor residents

Build / enhance partnerships for fufure change

Raise the profile of the General Plan
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The City conducted over three years of outreach to engage the public and obtain input
on the general plan priorities,   land use and circuBation plans,   policies,   and

environmental analysis.  Hundreds of people participated in the various meetings,

surveys, and interviews heid througnout the update effort.

Project VUe si e

24- hour access to news, notices, and project information

Prcajecg Fact Sheet

Distributed through mailings and outreach events
r

fau lic Su sey
Over 100 short and long surveys completed by r

the pubiic

R9ernrsletters

3 newsletters distributed at key milestones
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Sfakeholder Iretenriews

28 interviews of Los Al mitos and Rossmoar residents, businesses, and service

providers

Focus Csroaap tNee4ing
Roundtable discussion about key topics such as historicai preservation, culture,
and heritage

fowrs Fiafl and Comrr9aanity Opera Fiouses
A town hall and 4 open houses in Los Alamitos ( 3) and Rossmoor (1)

Carrarni sion and Counc6l S#udy Sessaons
28 study sessions held throughout the update process: - 4 with City Council - 24
with City Commissions ( Planning, Traffic and Parks, Recreation and Cultural
Arts), including 5 held as JoinY Commission meetings.

Orange County Airport Larsd flJse CoenmissBon
Public meeting to determine consistency between the Draft General Plan and
Airport Environs Land Use Plan for Joint Forces Training Base Los Alamitos.

EII Scoping Meeting
Public meeting to discuss and coilect input on the required environmentai
anaiysis.

E612 t blBc Review

45-day public review period of the draft environmental impact report.
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The results of the community outreach Ied direcfily to the development of the General
Plan Objectives. With the outreach behind us, the Planning Commission was tasked
with building a consensus of the Commission in recommerrding approval to the City
Council.   The culmination of ali of the outreach efForts is the public hearing process
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before the Planning Comrrrissian and City Council leading ta the adopfion of the
General Plan Update, with the Planning Commissian providing its recommendation to
the City Council.

C eraeral Pian Objec4iv s

The General Plan Update is guided by a set of community vaiues and priorities
developed by the Los Alamitos Cify Council and Commissiorrs with input from the
community in Los Alamitos and Rossmoor.  The following objectives have been
established for the Los Alamitas General Plan llpdate and will aid decision makers in

their review of the project and associated environmental impacts:

Main4ain high levels of safety and service
Create an attractive and pedestrian- friendly downtown
Introduce pedestrian bridges

m Maximize retail opportunities along Katella Avenue
Relocate City Hall
Offer incentives to preserve and attract business

Improve the look and identity of the City
Provide consistent and effective code enforcement

f aintain a good reiationship with the Los Alamitos Unified School District
Create rnore open space, parks, trails, community gardens, and recreation areas
Evaluate annexation carefully
Estabiish centralized parking options
Enhance cultural uses and hisfiorical preservatior

Plannir g Area and Timefraene

The General Pian guides land use and development for the entire Los Alamitos

planning area, which includes the City, JFTB, and the community of Rossmoor. The
General Plan identifies the Los Alamitos JFTB as Community & InstitutionallJFTB. The

civilian reuse of the JFTB is not considered likely in the near future, and the City fully
supports the base maintaining its current role for the federal and state governrrrent and
the City of Los Alamitos.  Although the Los Alamitos JFTB is within the City' s municipal
boundary,  4he City has no jurisdiction or Iand use authorifiy on this US miiitary
installation.  Rossmoor is included to understand future demands fior services and

implications for growth in F2ossmoor and the City.  However,  Rossmoor remains an
unincorporated community governed by the Iand use and planning authorities of the
County of Orange.

The previous General Plan was adopted in 1990 and mainfained a planning horizon
year of 2010.  The current comprehensive update began in 2011,  to reflect current

conditions, refine goals and policies, and position the City for success over the next 20
years through the year 2035.  l"he City will review and evaluate ihis General Plan
periodically, but anticipates thaf a camprehensive updafe may be needed around the
year 2025.
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Projected uilc! Oa t

Esfiimating the fufiure build out of the General Plan allows the City,  Rossmoor,  and
others to plan for necessary levels of community services and infrastructure capacities.
Bt does not, however, reflect a certain future or a mandate to approve development. The

proposed General Pian would plan for up fo a total of 23, 003 residents,  18,430 jobs,
8, 735 dwelling units, and 8,881, 442 nonresidential square feet of developmen4 under
the General Plan Update.

The theoretical buiid out was based largely on the assumption that the majority of the
City and Rossmoor would not change. Some incremental intensification was assumed
through small projects (e. g., adding a second dwelling unit or expanding a storefront). A
handfui of parcels were idenfified as areas where rrrore substantial change could occur.

For those parcels, the City created a set of projections arad estimated the amount of
development that could occur between now and General Plan build out. In addition, the

proposed Generad Plan Update identifies the Los Alamitos Joint Forces Training ase
JFTB) as Community & Institutional/ JFTB. Again, it should be noted that although the

Los Alamitas JFTB is within the City's municipal boundary, the City has no jurisdiction or
land use authority on this U. S. military installation. The following table breaks down the
potential build out by land use designetion and jurisdiction.

lannin   ' firrrefframe llnifs Populat on Employment       

Existing Conditions ( 2013) 4,421 11, 384 14,265

i Projected Build out (2035)       4, 772 12, 463 18,022

I Potential Growth 348 1, 079 3, 757 i
R SSMOOR / SPHE62E C7F INFLtDENCE

Existing Conditions (2013) 3,779 10, 234 395
r -  - 

Projected Build out (2035) 3,963 10, 540 408

Potential Growth 184 306 13

TO' fAL PL. Nh1i1VG AREA.  

gv-.,   P

wrv ti,., n,n,,       x       m. n.,   -.. d- m, 7a w,

Existing Conditions (2013) 8 200 21, 618 14,660 i
Projected Build out (2035) 8,735 23,003 18,430

Potential Growth I 532 1 385 3, 770

Source: PlaceWorks, 2013.

Lanci llse Changes Propose

During the General Plan update, ten ( 10) sites in Los Alamitos were determined to merit
consideration for a new land use designation. The following Iists each site considered,
including proposed changes, opportunities, consfraints, impacts on exisfing uses, and a
general discussian.  Changes were recommended on all sites except for Site 3

Vacant/Center Plaza)  and Site 8  ( Flood Control).   The recommended changes are
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reflected in the General Plan Land Use map that was previously supplied within the
Draft General Plan. A larger version of the Proposed Land Use Map is incfuded in the
agenda packet.

Sifie 1: Cerritos Avenue & Channel

PF80 OSED C@ip, fC9ES

Current:       Planned {ndustrial

Commission Recommendation:    fVlulti Family F2esidenfiial 20-30 DU/Ac

Site 2:  Limited Industrial ( New Designation) for commercial recreation uses south of

Post Office.

PROPOSED CFILlPJGES

Current:       Planned Industrial

Commission Recommendation:    Limited Industrial & Communi4y & Institutional

Site 3: VacanUCenter Plaza

F!( 3 PROPOSED CEi.4tJGES

Current:       Retail Business

Commission Recommendation:    Retail Business

Site 4: Old Town East

PROPOSED CFiAIVCES

Current:       Limited Multi Family
Commission Recommendation:    Limited Multi Family,   expanded to permit
LiveMlork units

Site 5: Medical CenterArea

PROPOSE CtiA lGES

Current:       Pfanned Industriai

Commission F2ecommendation:    Medical Overlay

Site 6: Town Center

PReJPOSED C6ie4[VGES

Current:       RetaiE Business & Professional OfFice ( City) ---
1 B   Suburban Residential ( Rossmoor)

Commissian F2ecommendation:    MlJ      Mixed Use   ( City);   1B      Suburban

Residential ( Rossmoor}
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j Site 7: Civic Center/Supermedia

PROPOSE CHARJf9

Current:       Professional Office & Community & Institutional

Commission Recommendation:    Retail Business

Site 8: Flood Controi Reuse

NO PI20POSED CFiANGES

Current:       Open Area

Commission Recommendation:    Open Area

Sife 9: Former Base Housing

PI OPOSED C9iANGES

Current:       IVlulti Family Residential 20-30 DU/ Acre
Commission Recommendation:    Community & Institutional/ JFTB

Site 10: Arrowhead Products

RUPOSED CF9A,NGES

Current:       Planned Industrial

Commission Recommendation:    Pianned Industrial wifih Retail Overlay

The Planning Commission has recommended that the best course of action—
considering the property owner's opposition to earlier ideas—would simpiy be to allow
retail business on this site as a permitted use through a retail overlay designation, and
to retain the ur derlying planned industrial designation. This would not make the current
use legal nonconforming, which would commence amortization and make it difficult for
the property owner to receive loans to construct further improvements to the property.

The owners of the business and the property have provided written correspondence that
they support this change.

The EIR studied the future development of the site as a commercial deveBopment.  If

ultimately deveioped with industrial uses, the Arrowhead Products site would generate
fewer vehicle trips,  and this change would also reduce pofential transportation,  air

quality,  GHG emissions,  and noise impacts beiow wnat was analyzed in the ElR.
Additionally, the decrease in jobs would slightly decrease population and employment
impacts.  The recommended changas to the land use plan would not substantially
increase the magnitude of existing environmentaB impacts described in the EIR,  and
there would not be any other circumstances requiring recirculation described in CEQA
Guideiines Section 15088. 5. The recommended changes [o the land use plan described

below are variations on what has a6ready been presented as they fail between the
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impacts discussed of 4he proposed project and the impacts discussed in the No Project
Alternative; and therefore, represent insignificant modifications to the EIR.

Compliarsce i4h Cal'afornia Environrnen al Quality Act ( Et e4)

Pursuant to the provisions of the Caiifornia Environmental Quality Act ( CEQA) a Draft
Environmental Impact Report ( DEIR) has been prepared.  The purpose of an EIR is to

identify potential significant effects on the environment of the project, to indicate the
manner in which those potential significant effects can be avoided or reduced to levels

less tnan significant,  and to identify the significant effects that are unavoidable.   A

primary purpose of the EIR is to disclose and evaluate project impacts and inform
decision makers about the project.

An EIR is the most comprehensive form of environmental documentation identified in

CEQA and the CEQA Guideiines and provides the information needed to assess the

environmental consequences of a proposed project, to the extent feasible.  EIRs are

intended to provide an objective,  factually supported, full disclosure analysis of the
environmental consequences associated with a proposed project tha4 has the potential

to result in significant, adverse environmental impacts.

The Draft Environmental Impact Report ( DEIR) addresses the environmental effects

associated with the implementation of the proposed Los Alamitos General Plan Update.

The California Environmental Quality Act  ( CEQA)  requires that local government
agencies, prior to taking action on projects over which they have discretionary approval
authority, consider the environmental consequences of such projects.

An E! R is a public document designed to provide the public and local and State

governmental agency decision- makers with an analysis of potential environmental
consequences to support informed decision- making. This document focuses on those
impacts determined to be potentially significant as discussed in the Initial Study
completed for this project (see Appendix A).  A DEIR has been prepared pursuant to the
requirements of CEQA.

Data for the DEIR was obtained from on- site field observations,  discussions with
affected agencies, analysis of adopted pians and policies, review of available studies,

reports,  data and similar literature,  and specialized environmental assessments  ( air

quality and greenhause gas emissions, cultural resources, noise, and transportation and
traffic).

A DEIR has been prepared pursuant ta CEQA to assess the environmenfial effects

associated with implementatian of the proposed project, as we(I as anticipated future

discretionary actions and approvals.     The six main objectives of this document as

established by CEQA are listed below:

1.  To disclose to decision makers and the public the significant enviror mental

effects of propased activities.
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2.  To identifiy ways to avoid or reduce environmental damage.
3.  To prevent environmentai damage by requiring implementation of feasible

alternatives or mitigation measures.

4.  To disciose to the public reasons for agency approval of projects with
significant environmental effects.

5.  Ta foster interagency coordination in the review of projects.
6.  To enhance public participa4ion in the planning process.

EI&3 Format

The DEIR has been formatted as described below.

Section 1. Execsative Smammary: Summarizes the background and description
of the proposed project, the format of this EIR, projec4 alternatives, any critical
issues remaining to be resolvad, and the potential environmental impacts and
mitigafiion measures identified for the praject.

Sec ior 2. intrrsductoan: Describes the purpose of this EIR, background on the

project,  the Notice of Preparation,  the use af incorporation by reference,  and
Final EIR certification.

Section 3.  Prcaject Deserip4'son:  A detaiied description of the project,  the

objectives of the proposed project,  the project area and location,  approvals

anticipated to be included as part of the project, the necessary environmental
clearances for the project, and the intended uses of this EIR.

Sect6orr 4.    Environmental Setting:    A descripfion of the physical

environmental conditions in the vicinity of the project as they existed at the time
the Notice af Preparation was published,  from both a local and regional

perspective.  The environmental setting provides baselirre physical conditions
from which the Iead agency determines the significance of environmental impacts
resulting fram the proposed project.

section 5.    rrvirovamental Aroa6y is:   Provides,   for each environmental

parameter analyzed,  a descripfian of the thresholds used to determine if a

significarrt impact would occur;  4he me4hodology to identify and evaluate the
potential impacts of the project; the existing enviranrraental setYing; the potential
adverse and beneficial effects of the project;  the Ievel of impact significance

before mitigation; the mitigation measures for the proposed project; the Ievel of

significance of the adverse impacts of the project after mitigation is incorporated

and the potentia! cumulative impacts associated with the proposed project and

other existing, approved, and proposed development in the area.

Section 6.    Sigraificant lJnavo dabie   dverse I rap ets:    Describes the

significant unavoidable adverse impacts of the proposed project.
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Section 7. Aifern tive to the F roposed Proje t: Describes the impacts of the

alternatives to the proposed project, includi rg the No Project Alternafiive and a
Reduced Intensity Alternative.

Sectiora 8. 9mpacts Fourad No# to e Si n6ficara#: Briefly describes the potential
impac4s oP the project that were determined not to be significant by the Initial
Study ar d were therefore not discussed in detail in thes EIR.

Sec4ion 9. Signifficant Irreversible Changes Dca to the Proposed Project:

Describes the significant irreversible environmental changes associated with the

project.

Sec4i n 10. Gro r4h- Incliacing Irnpacts of the Pr ject: Describes the ways in
whicn the proposed project would cause increases in employment or popu{ation

that could result in new physical or environmental impacts.

Sectiora 91.  rgar iz tions arad Persons  onsulted:  Lists the people and

organizations that were contacfed during the preparation of this EiR for the
proposed project.

ction  2. u lifieatimrss of ersons Pr ar6rog EiR:  ists the people who

prepared this EIR for the proposed project.

Section 13.  ibliography: A bibliography of the technical reports and other
documentation used in the preparation of this EIR for the proposed project.

Appenclices. The appendices for this document ( presented in PDF farrnat on a

CD attached ta the front cover) contain the following supporfing documents:

Appendix A: Initial Study/ Notice of Preparation
Appendix B: Notice of Preparation Comments

Appendix C: Air Quality and GNG Modeli ag
Appendix D: Paleontological and Cultural Resaurces Report

Appendix E: Noise Modeling
Appendix F: Service etfier Responses

Appendix G Transportatian Study

Corresg oraden e eceiv d

A Final EIR ( F BR} has been prepared, which includes comments, the responses

to comments on the DEIR, and revisions to the DEIR.  The City of Los Alamifios
is in receipt of correspondence from eight ( 8)  interested parties on the DEIR.
Responses have been addressed in the Response to Comments section of the

FEIR.  The Comments have been provided by:
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1.  California Department of Transportation (CALTRAtVS) — impacfs on the state

highway system
2.  City of Cypress —transportatiorr and land use irnpacfis on Cypress
3.  Rossmoor Los Alamitos Area Sewer District — impacts to Iocai sewer facilities

4.  Orange County Sanitation District— impacts ta regional sewer facilities
5.  California departmenf of Forestry and Fire Protecfion — impacts to fire within

locai respansibility areas
6.  Berenson - Arrowhead Products — land use designations changes to the 28-

acre site

7.  Southern California Gas Company — letter stating that the Gas Company has
facilities in the service area

8.  Orange County Public Works — letter requesting that they be piaced on the
City's distribution list and be advised of future developments regarding the
Generai Plan

The responses to comments were circulated to commenters for a 10- day agency review
period on Ocfober g`n

isnpacts Censidered Less Th o Sic nificarag in #he Init6ai Study

Five environrnental impact categories were identified as not being significantly affected
by, or affecting the proposed Los Alamitos General Plan Update project, and as such,
are not discussed in detail in the DEfR.  This determination was made by the City of Los
Alamitos in its preparation of the Initial Study. The
following topica! issues are not addressed in the DEIR:

Agriculture and Forestry Resources
Biological Resources

Geology and Soils
Hydrology and Water Quality
Mineral Resources

Po4entially Siqnificant Adar rse Irnpac#s ara the 6nitial Stiady

Twelve environmental factors were identified as having potentially significant impacts in
the Initial Study. These factors are discussed further in the DEIR:

Aesthetics

o Air Quality
Cultural Resources

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Hazards and Hazardous Materiais

Land Use

Noise

Population and hiousing
Public Services

Recreation

Traffic and Transportation

Utilities and Service Systems
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Siqnificant tlnavo dabl Irnpacqs Ider tifiee6 in the El?

The DEIR identifies eight significant and unavoidable adverse impacts -- as defined by
CEQA -- that would result from implementation of the proposed project.  Unavoidable

adverse impacts may be considered significant on a project-specific basis, cumulatively
significant, and/ or potentially significant. If the City, as the lead agency, determines that
unavoidable significant adverse impacts will result from the project,  the City must
prepare a " Statement of Overriding Considerafiions" before it can approve the project. A
Statement of Overriding Considerations states tha  the decision- making body has
balanced the benefits of the proposed project against its unavoidable significant

environmental effects and has determined that the benefits of the project outweigh the

adverse effects and, therefore, the adverse effects are considered acceptable.

The impacts that were found in the DEIR to be significant and unavoidable, even with

mitigation, are:

Air Quality   (AQI P cansistency,   construction and operation air pollutant
emissions, localized air quality)
Greenhouse Gas Emissions (consistency with GHG reduction plans)
Noise ( construction- related noise and vibration)

Transportation ( local segments and intersections)

Alterraatives

CEQA states that an EIR must address " a range of reasonable alternatives to the

project, or to the location of the project, which could feasibly attain the basic objectives
of the project, but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the
project and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives° ( 14 California Code of
Regulations 15126.6[ a]).

Vo Projec lCurrent en ral Plar A6ternafive

In the No ProjecU Current Generai Plan Alternative, the General Plan Update would not

be implemented by the City. The current General Plan, including land use designations
in the Land Use Element,  would remain in effect.  Overail,  iand use designations
between the current general plan and the proposed general plan are similar. However,

the proposed land use plan wouid allow for more intense land uses along Katella
through creation of a Mixed Use designation. Some addifiional retail employment would
replace office and industrial employment through changes from Professional Office and

Planned Industrial 4o Retail Business designations along Katella Avenue.

Additionally, the Mixed Use designation would create the opportunity for new residential
on the upper floors of mixed use buildings around the intersectian af Katelia Avenue
and Los Alamitos Boufevard. A few parcels designated for Planned Industrial near the
intersection of Los Alamitos 8oulevard and Cerritos Avenue would be converted to Muiti

Family Residentia9.  The current general plan;  however,  includes an assumption af
roughly 850 housing uni4s on the partion of the Los Aiamitos JFTB designated for Muiti-
Family f2esidential. These housing units are not projected under the proposed General
Plan Update.  lJnder the No ProjecUCurrent General Plan Alternative, these changes
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would not occur. As a result, the current General Pian allows far more residential growth
and less employment growth.

Impacts of this alternative would be similar to the proposed project for aesthetics,

cultural resources, hazards and hazardous materials, land use and planning, noise, and
utilities and service systems.  Impacts of this alternafive would be slightly reduced
compared to those of the proposed projec4 for air quality,  greenhouse gas  ( GHG)
emissions, population and housing, and traffic. This alternative would slightly increase
public services and recreational impacts compared to those of the proposed project.

This alternative would not reduce any significant and unavoidable impacts of the
proposed project to less than significant.

This alternative would not provide a comprehensive update to the City's General Plan
consistent with California Government Code Sections 65300 et seq.  This alternative
would not revise the City' s General Plan pursuant to various state requirements for
general plans, for instance, Assembly Bill 1358, the Complete Stre2ts Act of 2008. In
addition, althaugh this alternative would meet some of the objectives, it would not meet

the project objectives to the same extent as the proposed project.  The proposed

General Plan Update wauld change the roadway configuration of Los Alamitos north of
Katella Avenue to create a more pedestrian-friendly downtown.  Consequently,  this
alternative would not meet the project objectives to create an attractive pedestrian-

friendly downtown,  introduce pedestrian bridges,  maximize refiail opportunities along
Kateila Avenue, reiocate City hail, or establish centralized parking options.

n reased P2es6den8ial Land tlse Al ee roative

6n the Increased Residential Land Use Alternative, the General Plan tlpdate would be

updated in its current form with fihe exception of 13 acres fronting 4Catella jus4 east of
Interstate 605 ( I- 605}. Approximate(y 3 acres of this site is currently occupied by public
use properties (City Hall, Police Department, City Yard, Chamber of Commerce, and the
Community Center), and the western 10 acres is occupied by SuperNtedia.

Under the proposed project,  these parcels are proposed to be designated for
commercial/ retail Iand use.  Under fihis alternative, the land use plan would designate

this site for muiti-family residential use ( assumed 22 units per acre) to increase the
amount of residential Iared uses and improve the job-housing balance in the City.
Improving the jobs-housing balance can reduce vehicle miles traveled  (VMT};  traffic
congestion;  arrd associated traffic,  air qua(ity,  and GFIG emissions impacts of the
proposed praject.

Impacts of this alternative would be similar to the proposed project for aesthetics,

cultural resources, hazards and hazardous materiais, land use and planning, noise, and
utilities and service systems.  Impacts of this alternative would be slightly reduced
compared to those of fhe proposed project for air quality, GFiG errrissions, population
and housing,  and traffic. This alternative wauld slightly increase public services and
recreational impacts compared to those of the propased project. This alternative would
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not reduce any significant and unavoidable impacts of the proposed project to less than
significant.

This alternative wouid meet the project objectives but would not meet the objective to

rnaximize retail opportunities along @Catella Avenue fo the same extent as the proposed
project.

rrourhead Prodcrc3s Site Iterna#iv

In the Arrowhead Products Site Alternative, the General Plan Update would be updated

in its current form with the exception to the proposed redesignation of the 28-acre site

from industriai to retaii uses on the Arrowhead Products site. The Arrowhead Products

facility has been a fixture in Los Alamitos for decades and is a major employer in the
City.  However,  the site' s location along Katella Avenue,  large size  (28 acres),  and
praximity to regional retail in Cypress positions the site as a good candidate for retail
development.  Consequently,  under the proposed project this site could redevelop if
Arrowhead Products decides to move locations or change its business.  Under this

alternative, the Arrowhead Products site would remain designated PBanned Industrial.

Industrial land uses generate Bess traffic than retaii uses, and no changes from existing
conditions would occur for this parcel.  Consequently,  this alternative was chosen
because it wauld reduce traffic, air quality, GHG errrissions, and noise impacts of the
proposed project. The remaining portions of the City and Rossmoor would be built out in
accordance with the proposed project.

Buildout statis4ics for the proposed General Plan Update and the Arrowhead Products

Site Alternative are compared in the table below.

Arrowhead Products Site Aiternative Buildout Compared to the Proposed General Plan

Arrowhead

Products Site

Resource Proposed Project Alternative Change Percent Change

Dwelling Units 8, 735 8, 735 None None

Population 23, 003 23,003 None None

Employment 18, 430 18, 010 420 2%

Jobs- to- Housing Ratio 2. 11 2. 6 0.05 2%

At buildout, the existing Pianned Industrial use would generate 1, 835 average daily trips
while the Retail Business would generate 11, 243 average daily trips. Consequently, this
alfiernative would generafie at least 9, 000 fewer trips than the proposed Project.

Impacts of this alternative would be simiiar to the proposed project for aesthetics,

cultural resources,  hazards and hazardous materials,  land use and planning,  public
services, recreation, and utilities and service systems. Impacts of this alternative would

be slightly reduced compared to those of the proposed project for air quality,  GHG
emissiorrs, noise, population and housing, and traffic. This alternative would not reduce
any significant and unavoidable impacts of the proposed project to less than significant.
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This alternative would meet the project abjectives but would not rneet the objective to

maximum retail opportunities along Kateila Avenue to the sarrre extent as the proposed
project.

l"he Arrowhead Products Site AlYernative has been identified as the environmentally
superior alternative. This alternative would lessen impacts associated with air quality,
GHG emissions,  noise,  population,  and transportatian and traffic impacts of the

proposed project.  The remaining impacts are generally the same as the proposed
project.

The recommended changes to the land use plan would not result in new significant

environment impacts.  Additionally,  the recommended changes to the land use plan
would not substantiaBly increase the magnitude of existing environmental impacts
described in the DEIR,  and there would not be any other circumstances requiring
recirculation described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 5.  The recommended

changes to the land use plan described below are variations on what has already been
presented as they fall between the impacts discussed of the proposed project and the
impacts discussed in the fVo Project Alternative; and therefore, represent insignificant

modifications to the DEfR.  Since the Arrowhead Products Si4e Alternative would

generate at Ieast 9, 000 fewer trips and would reduce enviranmental impacts--- including
transportatian,  air quality,  greenhouse gas emissions,  and noise--- below what was
analyzed in the EIR, the City of Los Alamitos, if is so desired could adopt the proposed
project with the requested change to the Arrowhead F' roducts site to Planned Industrial

without any additional environmental review.

Approval

Because there are significant impacts, approval of the General Plan Update requires

tha4 certain findings be made and that a Statement of Overriding Considerations be
adopfed.

Findinqs

There are a number of possible findings that can be made when there are significant

impacts.   These include:

Changes or alterations have been required in, or incarporated into, the project

which avoid or substanfiially Iessen the significant environmental effects;

a Such changes or aiteratians are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of
another public agency and the changes can and should be adopted by another
agency;

Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerafions, including
provision of ernployment opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible
the mitigation measures or project alternative identified in the final EIR.
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Briefly, mitigation rrreasures have b2en incorporated wherever Peasible fo eliminate ar
reduce the level of significance.  As stated above, even with mitigation, certain impacts

remain significant and unavoidable.   In most of these instances there are no changes,

alterations or mitigation measures that would further reduce the impacts.  In the case of

the traffic impacts,  the mitigation measures are infeasible du2 to the fact that the

needed right-of-way would require the acquisition of property from existing businesses
which would impede their operations.

CEQA also requires that the EIR identify the environmentaliy superior alternative.  If that
alternative is not the chosen project, then the findings must include why that alternative
is infeasible.

The findings are further detailed in Exhibit C to the Resolution recommending approval
of the EIR.

Statement of OverricEinq Considerations

A Statement of Overriding Considerations is a staterrrent of the City's views on the
ultimate balancing of the merits of approving a project despite its environmenfal impacts
and explains why the impacts of the project outweigh the significant impacts. A lead
agency adopts a Statement of Overriding Considerations when the agency decides to
approve a project that wili cause one or more significant environmental effects, which

reflects the ultimate balancing of competing public objectives ( including environmental,
legal, technical, social, and econamic factors).

A Statement of Overriding Considerations must be in writing and state specific reasons
supporting agency action based on the final EIR or other substantial evidence in the
record. Substantial Evidence includes facts, reasonabie assumptions predicated upon

facts, and expert opinions supported by facts.  Substantial evidence is not argument,
speculation, unsubstantiated opinion or narrative, evidence which is clearly inaccurate
or erroneous, or evidence af social or economic impacts which do not contribute to or

are not caused by physical impacts on the environment.   The required Statement of
Overriding Consideration is further detailed in Exhibit C to Resolution 2015-05.

Nat6cing

The Notice of Availability  ( NOA)  for 4he EIR was sent to interested persons and
organizations, sent to the State Clearinghouse in Sacramento for disfribution fo public

agencies, posted at the City of Los Alamitos, and published in the News nterprise. The
NOA was posted at the Orange County Clerk's office on August 7, 2014. Copies of the
DEIR were made available for public review at the City of Las Alamitos and the Los
Aiamitos/Rossmoor Library.     Public hEearing Notice was published in the News
Enterprise on Wednesday March 4, 2015.
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Fiscal Irnpact

P one.

Submitted By:       Approved By:

Steven A. Mendoza Bret Plumle2

Community Development/Public Works Director City (Vianager

Attachments:

1.   Resolution 2015-05
Exhibit A Planning Commission Resolution No. 14- 31
Exhrbif B Final Environmental lmpact Report( previously drstributed to Council on

Feb. 25, 2015, and available to the public at losalgeneraiplan. org)
Exhibit C Findings of Fact& Statement of Overriding Consideration
Exhibif D Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

2.   Resolution 2015-06

Exhibit A Planning Commission Resolution No. 14- 32
Exhibit B General Plan (previously distributed to Council Feb. 25, 2015, and

available to the public at losalgeneralplan. org)
Exhibit C Final Land Use Plan ( Enlarged)
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62ESOLtlTIOtJ RJt3. 2015- 05

1 FBESOL. l1TION OF TFSE  97Y COtJN IL OF TIiE  IT°(  OF L.

L, IVIlTOS, C,4LI ORNIA, CER°fI YlhIG TFiE F9NAL

EN\/ 112 RIIVIENT64   16V{ PAC1'  FtEPOB T FOi2 TFiE LOS AL,4IVIITOS

GEPdEi2.4C. PLARI iNCLIJ[ 31Rf( 9  A lD USE CfiARJGES FOR VP.RIOtJS

PARCEl.S   . 4N   ADOPTIN( a ENV9 ONNIENT,4L FI INGS,    A

T 4TE EhII'     OF Oi/ EB2RIDINfa C tdSIDERp.'TIOFIS     , 4R7     ,

IIAITIL AT90fV MOF9ITORING AN RER O T6R9G PLAN PlJR591 N7' TO
CAeLIFORNIA EfdVI ONMEiVl' P.L C l1ALl"f` ACT.

i HEREAS, the City of Los Alamitos  (the  "City")  desires to comprehensively
update the Los Alamitos General Plan to respond to changing conditions in the City,
region and around the giobe, as well as to revisit the long fierm sustainability of the City
in the future ( hereinafter sometimes referred to as either the " Project" or the " Generai
Plan Update"}; and,

iNHEREA,Sg in the Fall of 2010, the City elected to update the City' s General
Plan in accordance with Government Code Section 65300 et seq.; and,

VVFiE&3EAS,   in June 2011,   the City elected to retain the Planning
Center/Placeworks to initiate the public process to discuss,  pian,  and prepare an

updated General Plan; and,

YVHEREAS, the City and Planning Center/Placeworks conducfed an enhanced
public outreach exercise that resulted in Los Alamitos residents communica4ing their
vision for the City;  reviewed the existing land uses in the City;  identified areas that
should be protected and areas that could upgrade over time;  discussed needed

Citywide improvements;  proposed various programs and measures 4o irrrpiement

Citywide goals;   and recommended refreshed changes to the goals,   policies,

approaches and strategies contained in the 1990 Las Alamitos General Plan; and,

Vi/FIEREAS,  the City and Planning Center/Placeworks has been drafting a
General Plan to strengthen its economic position,  reaffirrn its policy foundation and
vision,  and comprehensively evaluate several issues of Citywide importance.  These
issues include the inclusion of Rassmoor infio the City's sphere of in#luence, a plan for
the City's commercial corridors and downtown,  the recent adoption of the Medical
Center Specific Plan, and the need to explore econamic development opportunities in a
built-out environment; and,

VdHER AS, The City has hosted a series of Joint Commission meetings with
three of its Comrnissions:  Planning;  Parks,  Recreation, and Cultural Arts; and Traific.
These joint meetings updated the Comrrrissioners on the progress of the General Plan

Update effort and enabled Staff to praperly incorporate shared visions into a future
report to the City Council. Moreover, these joint meetings provided an unprecedented
opportunity for the three primary Commissions to talk about the Gerreral Plan Update



collectively and share concerns of other Commissioners,  helping to clarify and unify
opinions, reactions, and concerns; and,

1NFIER, 4, a draft Los Alamitos General Plan Update 2014 was developed, a

copy of which is on file in the office of the City Clerk and incarporated herein by this
reference,  has been prepared to address the seven mandated elements plus two
additional elements: Economic Element and Growth Management Elemerrt; and,

HE6 AS,  pursuant to Sections 21065 and 21067 of the Pub(ic Resources
Code, and Sec4ions 15367 and 15378 of the State CEQA Guidelines ( Cal. Code Regs.,

Title 14, § 15000 et seq.), the proposed Generai Pian Update is a " projecY' and the City
of Los Alamitos is the lead agency for the proposed General Plan Update; and,

in19i 4 AS,  as Bead agency, the City of Los Alamitos aiso retained Planning
Center/Placeworks to prepare the necessary environmental documentation for the
General Plan Update; and,

V1lHERE/ S, the City of Los Alamitos caused an Initial Study of the Los Alamitos
General Plan Update (" ProjecY'} to be prepared to evaluate the pofiential for adverse

environmental impacts and based on the Initial Study,  concluded that a Program
Environmental Impact Report ( EIFt) would be prepared for the Project; the Enitial Study
with a Notice of PreparaYion was maiied to the State Ciearinghouse, responsible and

trustee agencies and other interested parties; and,

lPJFiEREAS, on December 13, 2013, the City released a Notice of Preparation
6VOP)  of an EIR for the Project to city,  county,  and state agencies;  other public

agencies; and interested private organizations and individuals; and,

1A1F9ERE, S, on January 6, 2014, a Public Scoping meeting before tne Planning
Commission was alsa conducted during the NOP period fio solicit cornments from the
pubiic and potentialiy affected property owners,  i. e.,  those whose properties were
recommended for a reclassification or change in aliowabie uses.    A notice of the

meeting was sent to 1, 500 property owners and tenants within a 500 foof radius from
tne subject site sites.  There were approximately fifteen ( 15) persons in attendance at
this meeting.  There were verbal commen4s received frorrr persons in attendance at the
Public Scoping meeting.   These comments were provided to the City's environmental
consultant who assisted with issues to be evaluated and alternatives for EIR analysis;
and,

ilHEf2EAS,  the Ci4y,  as the Lead Agency,  prepared a Draft Environmental
Impact Report ( Draft Program EIR) ( SCH# 2013121055), a copy of which is on file in
the office of the City Clerk and incorporated herein by this reference, in accordance with
the California Environmental Quality Act ( CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines; and
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9iEt2EAS, an August 7, 2014, a Notice of Availability and copies of the Draft
Program EIR were delivered fio the State Office of Planning and Research ( OPR) ( SCH
No. 2013121055}; and,

VdHEREAS, on August 7, 2014, the City posted a Notice of Availability ( RIOA)
concerning the Draft Program EIR and published the NOA in the Los Alamitos News
Enterprise newspaper on August 5, 2014; and,

VVH B2EAS, the Draft Program EIR was circulated for a duly noticed 45-day
public review period that began on August 7, 2014 and ended on September 22, 2014;
and,

i/VNEI2 AS, the City placed copies of the Draft EIR at the City of Los Alamitos
Community Development counter and the Los Alamitos/ Rossmaor public library; and,

AFIEREAS,  during the forty-five  (45)  day Notice af Availability ( NOA)  review
period,  the City consulted with and requested camments from ali responsible and
trustee agencies,  other regulatory agencies and others pursuanf to State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15086; and,

VVHER AS, pursuant to Los Alamitos Local CEQA Guidelines, the City Councii
shall consider certification of the Final EIR and the Pianning Commission shall make a
recommendation regarding the Draft E6R fo fihe City Council as an advisory board; and,

IF9ER AS,  on October 13,  2014,  the Planning Commission held a public
hearing on 4his project, at which time Staff presented the details of the proposed Praject
and the Planning Commission received orai and/or written testimony from the public
regarding the applications and the Draft EIR; and,

i H R, 4S,   the Planning Cammission continued the October 13, 2014 public
hearing to hDovember 10, 2014 at which time it continued its consideration of the Project
and the Draft EIR; and,

lVFfEF2, 4S,  on October 16,  2014 fihe Orange County Airport Land Use
Commission  ("ALUC")  held a meeting to determine consistency of the Los Alamitos
General Plan Update with the Airport Environs Land Use Plan (" AELUP"} for the os

Alamitos Joint Forces l"raining Base ( JFTB) and for the AELUP far Heliports; and,

VdFIE EAS, the ALUC recommended that the City of Los Aiamitos incorporate
additional policies info their General Plan ta ensure consistency with the AELUPs and
additional goals and policies have been added to the Growth Management Element to

reflect the ALUC' s consistency determination; and,

WFfE12EAS, the public hearing was closed on lovember 10, 2014 and Staff was
directed to bring back resolu4ions reflecting the recommended changes made to the
Land tJse Element; and,
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F9 42 AS, on December 8, 2014 the Planning Commission was presented with
two resolutions for adoption which Staff believed embodied the direction of the Planning
Commission; and,

VVHEREA, on December 8, 2014 the Planning Commission raised questions
regarding fhe bourrdaries of Oppartunity Site 6 south of Katella Avenue and whether the
Iand use should be changed to Mixed Use ar just have a Mixed Use Overlay
designation placed over it; and,

WFIERE/ S, a new public hearing was noticed for January 12, 2015 for those
properties south of Katella Avenue; and,

i/uFIEREAS,  on January 12,  2015 the Planning Commission indicated that it
wished for the definition of the Ulixed Use designation to require retail businesses on the

ground floor along Katella Avenue and Los Alamitos Boulevard in Opportunity Site 6;
and,

9ABHEf2EAS, the Planning Commission' s new direction required a new noticed
public hearing which was noticed on January 28, 2015, far all properties in Oppartunity
Site 6 with the hearing to be held on February 9, 2015; and,

l BF9 i2EAS, on February 9, 2015, the Planning Commission reviewed the record
of proceedings,  including the Staff reports and other written records presented to,  or
otherwise made available to, fhe Planning Commission on this matter, and considered
all oral comments made during the public hearings; and,

lR/ FiEREA, on February 9, 2015, the Planning Commission reviewed the record
of proceedings,  including fhe Staff reports and other written records presented to, or
otherwise made available to, the PBanning Commission on this matter, and considered
alI oral comments made during the public hearings; and,

l hIEREAS, on February 9, 2015, the Planning Commission adopted Resolution
No.  14- 31  ( Exhibit A)  recommending that the City Council certif}r the Environmental
Impact Report ( EIR), a Statement of Overriding Considerations, a Mi4igation fVlonifioring
Program,  and adopted Resolution  { o.  14- 32 recommending approvaf of the 2014
General Plan; and

WFi EAS,  on March 18,  2015,  the City Council held a duly noticed public
hearing on the 2014 General Plan at which time it considered alf evidence presented,
both written and oral;

NOVd TF9ERE ORE the City Council of fihe City of Los Afamitos does hereby
resolve as foliows:
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SECTION 1.  The Complete Final EIR consists of:  the two voBume Draft EIR

dated August 2014 and a third volume identified as Final EIR dated February 2015,
which includes the cornments received an the DEIR, the responses to comments, and

proposed revisions to the DEIR and two memos from Placeworks analyzing the
recorrrmended changes dated Rlovember 2014.  Together the three voBumes constitute

the Final Program EIR, which is referred to herein as the " EIF2" ( Exhibit B).

S C' C901V 2. The City Council has independently reviewed and considered the
contents of the EIR and it refiects the City Council' s independent judgment and
analysis.

SECI'ION 3.  The City Council finds that the EIR complies with all of the
requirements of CEQA,  the State CEQA Guidelines,  and the City's local CEQA
Guidelines and has been prepared and circulated in the manner required by law.

SECT'10 4.  The City Council finds that the Project will have less than a
significant impact on Agriculture and Forestry Resources,   Biolagical Resources,
Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water Quality, and Mineral Resources.  The support
for this finding can be found in the Initial Study, which is contained in Volume 2 of the
D IR.

S C'T90N 5. The City Council finds that the Project will have less than significant
impacts on the following categories and that no mitigation is required for fhese impact
areas:  aesthetics;  greenhause gas emissions,  with regard fo fhe amount of GHG

emissions compared to existing conditions, hazards and hazardous materials, land use
and planning;  noise,  with regard to long-term ambient noise levels,  exposure of
sensitive receptors to elevated noise Ievels,  and increased noise exposure from

operation of Los Alamitos JFTB;  population and housing;  public services;  recreation;
transportation and traffic; and utilities and service systems.  These findings are further

elaborated upon and supported by the information in Section IIC of the CEQA Findings
of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations attached hereto as Exhibit C, as
well as the referenced sections of the EIR and any applicable responses to comments.

SECT60 V 6. The City Council finds that the Project wi61 have significant impacts
on the categories Iisted below, but that the impacts to these areas can be mitigated to a
less than significant level based on the mitigafiion rneasures included in the Mitigation

Monitoring and Reporting Program which is attached hereto as Exhibit D.   The areas
that can be mitigated beiow a level of significance are:  air quality,  with regard to
placement of new sensitive receptors near major sources of toxic air contaminanfis as

well as objectionable odors;  and cultural resources.   These findings and the related

mitigation measures are expanded upan and suppor ed by the information in Section IID
of Exhibit C,  as well as irr the refere rced secYions of the EIR and any appiicable
responses to comments.

SEC' fiON 7. The City Council finds that the Project will have significanfi impacts
on the following categories and that although mitigation measures can be imposed
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related fo some of these impacts,  there are no mitigation measures which will fully
mitigate the impacts below a levei of significance, leaving these impacts significant and
unavoidable:

Air quality, with respect to AQMP compliance in that projected buildout will be
inconsistent with SCAQMD' s AQMP.  There are not mitigation measures that
can be imposed for fhis impact.

Air quality,  with respect to constrsaction activifiies generating a substanfial
increase in short-ferm crifieria air pollutant emissions that exceed threshold

criteria and cumulatively contribute to nonattainment designations of the
Southern California air basin. While there are mitigation measures that can be

imposed to reduce the impacts, they cannot be entirely eliminated.

Air quality,   with respect to exposing peopie to substantiai pollutant
concentratians by placement of sensitive receptors near major sources of
toxic air contaminants.   While there are mitigation measures that can be

i¢nposed to reduce fihe impact, the impact cannot be entirely eliminated.

Greenhouse gas emissions,  with respect to the abiiity to meet reduction
targets per Executive Order 5-03- 05.   While there are mitigation measures

that can be imposed to reduce the impact,  the impact cannot be entirely
eliminated.

Noise,   with respect to short-term ground borne vibration caused by
construction activities.    While there are mitigation measures that can be

imposed to reduce the impact, the impact cannot be entirely eliminated.

Noise, with respect to short-term increases in the vicinity of naise-sensitive
land uses.   While there are mitigation measures that can be imposed to

reduce the impact, the impact cannot be entirely eliminated.

Transpartation and traffic, with respect to cumulative 4raffic impacts related to

unacceptable levels af service at buildout.   Given the roadway constrainfs,
there are no feasible mifiigation measures thafi can be imposed to reduce or
eliminate the irrrpact.

These findings and the related mitigation measures are expanded upon and

supported by fihe information in Section IIE of Exhibit C, as well as in the referenced
sections of the EIR and any applicable responses to comments.    The  ifigation

Measures that will be imposed are contained in Exhibit D attached hereto.

SECI' IO .  In accordance with CEQA,   the EER analyzed a number of

alternatives which are fully described in the EIR and are summarized in Section IIF of
Exhibit C.     The Arrowhead Products Site Alternative,  which leaves fihe 28-acre
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Arrowhead Parcel as Industrial instead of changing it to Ftetail Business is the
environmentally superior alternative of those identified in the DEIR, af4hough even this
alternative may contribute to significant impac4s.  As further analyzed in the FEiR, the
land use pattern that was recommended by the Planning Commission has the potential
to have even less environmental impacts,  assuming the Arrowhead Produc4s Site
property remains an industrial use during the Iife of this General f' lan, which is expected
based on representations from the Arrowhead Property owners.

Although the Arrowhead Products Site Alfernative,  which leaves the Property as
Planned Industrial,  is environmentally superior,  it does not fully reduce any of the
significant impacts of the Project beiow a level of significance.  The alternative of having

a retail overiay over the existing planned indus rial has the advantage of obtaining the
benefits of ttre environmentally superior alternative which will help retain the operations
of a long- standing business that provides high paying and skilled jobs and is an
impartant asset to the City, while providing flexibility to change the Iand use to retail if
economic conditions change.  The City Council finds that each of the findings set forth
in the Sections above remain true and correct for the revised Land Use Pattern set forth
in the 2014 General Plan, with the advantage fhat the impacts are less than analyzed
for the Project.

S CTI IV 9.  Prior to approving a project for which an EIR was prepared a rd
water suppliers were consulted pursuant ta Section IV. B( 4) of the City' s Guidelines, the
City shall determine, based on Yhe entire record, whether projected water supplies will
be sufficient to satisfy the demands of fhe proposed project, in addition to existing and
planned future uses.  The City Council hereby finds that there will be sufficient water
supplies for the General Plan Update.

SECTION 0.  The City CounciB finds that although changes were made to the
General Plan Update since the time that the EIF2 was made availabl2 for public review,
there is no need to recirculate the EIR, as further set forth in Section IIF of Exhibit C.

SECTIOFJ 11.  The City Council finds that although there are unavoidable
significant impacts, the benefits of the General Plan Update, as revised, outweigh the
impacts, as further set forth in Sec4ion III of Exhibit C.

s CTION 12.  The Cefiy Council has reviewed and considered the Project and the
Environmerrfal Impact Report prepared for the General Plan Update and has considered
the significant and unavoidable environmental impacts of the Project, both as originaliy

analyzed and as revised. The City Council of the City of Los Alamitos hereby certifies
the Environmentai Impact Report prepared for the General Plan Update which consists
of the three volumes identified in Section 1 above,  adopts the Findings set forth in
Section II of Exhibit C, adopts a Statement of Overriding Considerations as set forth in
Section fll of Aftachment C,  and adopfs the iV6itigation N9oniforing and Reportir g
Pragram for the Project as set forth in Exhibit D.
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SEGTION B3.    The recitals are 4rue and correct and are incorporated by
reference herein.

SECTIOhI 14.  The Cifij Council finds that all availabie documentation is available
within the Community Development Department at fhe City af Los Alamitos,  3191
Kate la Avenue, Los Alamitos, CA 90720.   The custodian of records is the Community
Development Director.

SECTION 15.   This resol ation shail be effective immediately.

PASS D, Atl ROV D, A D A OPTED this 23 d day of / larch, 2015.

Richard D. Murphy
Mayor

A°fT 51':

Windmera Quintanar, CiV4C

City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FOF2M:

Cary S. Reisman
City Attorney

STATE OF CALIFORIVIA  )

COUNTY OF ORANGE     )  ss

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS }
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f, Windmera Quintanar, CMC, City Clerk of the City of Los Alamitos, do hereby certify
tha4 the foregoing Resolution was adopted at a rrreeting of the City Council held on the
23rd day of March, 2015, by the following vote, to wit:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Windmera Quintanar, CMC

City Clerk
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I2ESOl.UT10P1 P10. PC 14-31

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CiTY OF

LOS ALAMITOS,   CA IFORNIA,   RECOMMENDING TO THE CITY

COUNCIL CERTIFICATION OF THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT REPORT FOR THE LOS ALAMITOS GENERAL PLAPI
INCLUDING THE LAi D USE CHANGES FOR VARIOt7S PARCELS

AND RELATED FINDINGS,    ADOPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL

FINDINGS,  A STATEiVIEhIT OF OVERRIDIRIG COldSiDERATIONS AND

A MITIGATIOR7 MO[dITORING AND REPORTIRIG PLAN PURSUANT TO

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT.

WHEREAS,  the City of Los Alamitos  ( the " City")  desires to comprehensively
update the Los Aiamitos General Plan to respond to changing conditions in the City,
region and around the globe, as well as to revisit the long term sustainability of the City
in the future ( hereinafter sometimes referred to as either the " Project" or the " General

Plan Update"); and,

WHEREAS, in the Fall of 2010, the City elected to update the City' s General
Plan in accordance with Government Code Section 65300 et seq.; and,

WHEREAS,   in June 2011,   the City elected to retain the Planning
Center/Piaceworks to initiate the public process to discuss,  plan,  and prepare an

updated General Pian; and,

V1( HEREAS, the City and Pianning Center/Placeworks conducted an enhanced
public outreach exercise that resulted in Los Alamitos residents communicating their
vision for the City;  reviewed the existing land uses in the City;  identified areas that
should be protected and areas that could upgrade over time;  discussed needed

Citywide improvements;  proposed various programs and measures to impiement

Citywide goals;   and recommended refreshed changes to the goals,   policies,

approaches and strategies contained in the 1990 Los Alamitos General Plan; and,

WHEREAS,  the City and Planning Center/Placeworks has been drafting a
General Plan to strengthen its economic position,  reaffirm its policy foundation and
vision,  and comprehensively evaluate severai issues of Citywide importance.  These
issues include the inciusion of Rossmoor into the City's sphere of influence, a plan for
the City' s commerciai corridors and downtown,  the recent adoption of the Medical
Center Specific Plan, and the need to explore economic development opportunities in a

built-out environment; and,

WHEREAS, The City has hosted a series of Joint Commission meetings with
three of its Commissions:  Planning;  Parks, Recreation, and Cultural Arts; and Traffic.
These joint meetings updated the Commissioners on the progress of the Generai Plan

Update effort and enabied Staff to properly incorporate shared visions into a future
report to the City Council. Moreover, these joint meetings provided an unprecedented



opportunity for the three primary Commissions to talk about the General Plan Update
collectively and share concerns of other Commissioners,  helping to clarify and unify
opinions, reactions, and concerns; and,

WHEi2EA5, a draft os Alamitos General Plan Update 2014 was developed, a

copy of which is on file in the office of the City Clerk and incorporated herein by this
reference,  has been prepared to address the seven mandated elements plus two

additional elements: Economic Element and Growth Management Element; and,

WHEREAS,  pursuant to Sections 21065 and 21067 of the Public Resources

Code, and Sections 15367 and 15378 of the State CEQA Guidelines ( CaL Code Regs.,

Title 14, § 15000 et seq.), the proposed General Pian Update is a " project° and the City
of Los Alamitos is the lead agency for the proposed General Plan Update; and,

WHEREAS,  as lead agency,  the City of Los Alamitos aiso retained Planning
CentedPlaceworks to prepare the necessary environmental documentation for the
General Pian Update; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Los Alamitos caused an Initial Study of the Los Alamitos
General Plan Update (" Project") to be prepared to evaluate the potential for adverse

environmental impacts and based on the Initial Study,  concluded that a Program
Environmental Impact Report ( EIR) would be prepared for the Project; the Initial Study
with a Notice of Preparation was mailed to the State Clearinghouse, responsible and
trustee agencies and other interested parties; and,

WHEREAS, on December 13, 2013, tne City released a Notice of Preparation
NOP)  of an EIR for the Project to city,  county,  and state agencies;  other public

agencies; and interested private arganizations and individuals; and,

WHEREAS, on January 6, 2014, a Public Scoping meeting before the Planning
Commission was also conducted during the NOP period to solicit comments from the
pubiic and potentially affected property owners,  i. e.,  those whose properties were

recommended for a reclassification or change in allowable uses.    A notice of the

meeting was sent to 1, 500 property owners and tenants within a 500 foot radius from
the subject site sites.  There were approximately fifteen ( 15) persons in attendance at
this rneeting.  There were verbal comments received from persons in attendance at the
Public Scoping meeting.   These comments were provided to the City' s environmental
consultant who assisted with issues to be evaluated and alternatives for EIR analysis;

and,

VVHEREAS,  the City,  as the Lead Agency,  prepared a Draft Environmental
Impact Report ( Draft Program EIR) ( SCH# 2013121055), a copy of which is on file in
the office of the City Cierk and incorporated herein by this reference, in accordance with
the California Environmentai Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines; and
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V1( HEREAS, on August 7, 2014, a Notice of Availability and copies of the Draft
Program EIR were delivered to the State Office of Planning and Research ( OPR) ( SCH
No. 2013121055); and,

V1/ HEREAS, on August 7, 2014, the City posted a Notice of Availability ( NOA)
concerning the Draft Program EIR and published the NOA in the Los Alamitos News
Enterprise newspaper on August 5, 2014; and,

WHEREAS, the Draft Program EIR was circulated for a duly noticed 45-day
public review period that began on August 7, 2014 and ended on September 22, 2014;
and,

WhIEREAS, the City placed copies of the Draft EIR at the City of Los Alamitos
Community Development counter and the Los AlamitoslRossmoor public library; and,

WIiERE,4S,  during the forty-five  (45) day Notice of Availability  (NOA)  review
period,  the City consulted with and requested comments from ail responsible and
trustee agencies,  other regulatory agencies and others pursuant to State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15086; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to Los Alamitos Local CEQA Guidelines, the City Council
shall consider certification of the Final EIR and the Planning Commission shall make a
recommendation regarding the Draft EIR to the City Council as an advisory board; and,

WHEREAS,  on October 13,  2014,  the Planning Commission held a public
hearing on this project, at which time Staff presented the details of the proposed Project
and the Planning Commission received orai and/ or written testimony from the public
regarding the appiications and the Draft EIR; and,

WHEREAS,   the Planning Commission continued the October 13, 2014 public
hearing to November 10, 2014 at which time it continued its consideration of the Project
and the Draft EIR; and,

WHEREAS,  on October 16,  2014 the Orange County Airport Land Use
Commission  ("ALUC")  held a meeting to determine consistency of the Los Alamitos
General Plan Update with the Airport Environs Land Use Plan (" AELUP") for the Los

Alamitos Joint Forces Training Base (JFTB) and for the AELUP for Heliports; and,

WHEREAS, the ALUC recommended that the City of Los Alamitos incorporate
additional policies into their GeneraB Plan to ensure consistency with the AELUPs and
additional goals and policies have been added to the Growth Management Element to

reflect the ALUC' s consistency determination; and,

1MHEf2EA5, the public hearing was closed on November 10, 2014 and Staff was
directed to bring back resolutions reflecting the recommended changes made to the
Land Use Element; and,
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l6VPiEREAS, on December 8, 2014 the Planning Commission was presented with
two resolutions for adoption which Staff believed embodied the direction of the Planning
Commission; and,

t1/ HEREAS, on December 8,  2014 the Planning Commission raised questions
regarding the boundaries of Opportunity Site 6 south of Katella Avenue and whether the
land use should be changed to Mixed Use or just have a Mixed Use Overlay
designation placed over it; and,

WHEREAS, a new public hearing was noticed for January 12,  2015 for those
properties south of Katella Avenue; and,

WHEREAS,  on January 12,  2015 the Planning Commission indicated that it
wished for the definition of the Mixed Use designation to require retail businesses on the

ground floor along Katella Avenue and Los Alamitos Boulevard in Opportunity Site 6;
and,

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission' s new direction required a new noticed
public hearing which was noticed on January 28, 2015, for all properties in Opportunity
Site 6 with the hearing ta be held on February 9, 2015; and,

WHEREAS, at the February 9, 2015 the Planning Commission indicated that it
decided against the designation to requi( e retai( businesses on the ground floor a(ong
Katella Avenue and os Alamitos Boulevard in definition of the Mixed Use designation

for Opportunity Site 6; and,

WHEREAS, on February 9, 2015, the Planning Commission reviewed the record
of proceedings,  including the Staff reports and other written records presented to, or
otherwise made available to, the Planning Commission on this matter, and considered
ali oral comments made during the public hearings; and,

iIVhIEREAS,  prior to taking action,  the Planning Commission has heard,  been
presented with,  reviewed and considered alI of the information and data in the

administrative record, including the Draft General Plan and aIl oral and written evidence
presented to it during all meetings and hearings.

PJOW THEREFORE the Planning Commission of the City of Los Alamitos does
hereby resolve as follows:

SECTION 1.  The Complete Final EIR consists of:  the two volume Draft EIR

dated August 2014 and a third volume identified as Final EIR dated October 2014,

which includes the comments received on the DEIR, the responses to comments, and

proposed revisions to the DEIR and two memos from Placeworks analyzing the
recommended changes dated November 2014.  Together the three volumes constitute

the Final Program EIR, which is referred to herein as the " EIR."
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SECTION 2.  The Planning Commission has independentiy reviewed and
considered the contents of the EIR and it reflects the Pianning Commission' s
independent judgment and analysis.

SECTION 3.  Tn Planning Commission finds that the EIR compiies with ail of
the requirements of CEQA,  the State CEQA Guidelines,  and the City's local CEQA
Guidelines and has been prepared and circulated in the manner required by law.

SECTION 4.  The Planning Commission finds that the Project will have less than
a significant impact on Agriculture and Forestry Resources,  Biological Resources,
Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water Quality, and Mineral Resources.  The support
for this finding can be found in the Initial Study, which is contained in Volume 2 of the
DEIR.

SECTION 5. The Planning Commission finds that the Project will have less than
significant impacts on the following categories and that no mitigation is required for
these impact areas: aestnetics; greenhouse gas emissions, with regard to the amount of

GHG emissions compared to existing conditions,  hazards and hazardous materiais,
land use and planning; noise, with regard to long- term ambient noise levels, exposure of
sensitive receptors to elevated noise levels,  and increased noise exposure from
operation of Los Alamitos JFTB;  population and housing;  public services;  recreation;
transportation and traffic; and utilities and service systems.  These findings are further

elaborated upon and supported by the information in Section IIC of the CEQA Findings
of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations attached hereto as Exhibit A, as
well as the referenced sections of the EIR and any applicable responses to comments.

SECTION 6. The Planning Commission finds that the Project will have significant
impacts on the categories Bisted below,  but that the impacts to these areas can be
mitigated to a less than significant levei based on the mitigation measures included in

the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program which is attached hereto as Exhibit B.
The areas that can be mitigated below a level of significance are: air quality, with regard
to placement of new sensitive receptors near major sources of toxic air contaminants as
well as objectionable odors; and cultural resources.   These findings and the related

mitigation measures are expanded upon and supported by the information in Section IID
of Exhibit A,  as well as in the referenced sections of the EIR and any applicable
responses to comments.

SECTION 7. The Pianning Commission finds that the Project wili have significant
impacts on the following categories and that aithough mitigation measures can be
imposed related to some of these impacts, there are no mitigation measures which wili

fully mitigate the impacts below a level of significance, leaving these impacts significant
and unavoidable:
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s Air quality, with respect to AQMP cornpliance in that projected buildout will be
inconsistent with SCAQMD' s AQMP.  There are not mitigation measures that

can be imposed for this impact.

Air quality,  with respect to construction activities generating a substantial
increase in short- term criteria air polluYant emissions that exceed threshold

criteria and cumulatively contribute to nonattainment designations of the
Southern California air basin. While there are mitigation measures that can be

imposed to reduce the impacts, they cannot be entireiy eliminated.

Air quality,   with respect to exposing people to substantiai pollutant
concentrations by placement of sensitive receptors near major sources of
toxic air contaminants.   While there are mitigation measures that can be

imposed to reduce the impact, the impact cannot be entirely eliminated.

Greenhouse gas emissions,  with respect to the ability to meet reduction
targets per Executive Order S- 03-05.   While there are mitigation measures

that can be imposed to reduce the impact,  the impact cannot be entirely
eliminated.

Noise,   with respect to short-term ground borne vibration caused by
construction activities.    While there are mitigation measures that can be

imposed to reduce the impact, the impact cannot be entirely eliminated.

o Noise, with respect to short-term increases in the vicinity of noise- sensitive
land uses.   While there are mitigation measures that can be imposed to

reduce the impact, the impact cannot be entirely eliminated.

Transportation and traffic, with respect to cumulative traffic impacts related to

unacceptable levels of service at buildout.   Given the roadway constraints,
there are no feasible mitigation measures that can be imposed to reduce or
eliminate the impact.

These findings and the related mitigation measures are expanded upon and

supported by the information in Section IIE of Exhibit A, as weil as in the referenced
sections of the EIR and any applicable responses to comments.    The Mitigation

Measures that wiil be imposed are contained in Exhibit B attached hereto.

SECTION 8.  In accordance with CEQA,  the EIR analyzed a number of

alternatives which are fully described in the EIR and are summarized in Section IIF of
Exhibit A.     The Arrowhead Products Site Alternative which leaves the 28 acre

Arrowhead Parcel as Industrial instead of changing it to General Business is the
environmentally superior alternative of those identified in the DEIR, although even this
alternative has significant impacts.    As further analyzed in the FEIR,  the land use

pattern which was recommended by the Planning Commission has the potential to have
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even less environmental impacts,  assuming the Arrawhead Products Site property
remains an industriai use during the life ofi this General Plan, w3 ich is expecfed basad
on representatia s from the Arrowhead Property owners.

Aithough the Arrowhead Products Sife Alternative;  WhICII leaves the Property as
Planned lndustriai,  ls enviranmental(y superior,  it does not fuliy reduce any of the
significanf impacts of fhe Prnjecf below a Ievel of significance.    7he P( anning
Commission' s alternative has the advantage of obtaining the benefits of the
environmentaily superior alternative WlliCh wifl help retain fhe operatfons of a long-
standing business fhat provides high paying and skiiled jobs and is an important asset
to the City,  whila providing ffexibility to change the land use to retaii if econamic
conditions change.  The Planning Commission finds fhat each af the findings set forth in
the Sections above remain true and correc# for the revised Land Use Pattern. with the
advantage that the impacts are less than analyzed for fihe Project.

SECTiC2t 9. Prior to approving a project ior which an EIR was prepared and
water suppliers were cansultied pursuant to Secfion iV.B(4} of the City's Guidelines, the
City sha(1 determine, based on the entire record, whether projected water supplies will
be sufficient ta satisfy the demands of the propased praject, in addition to exisiing and
planned future uses.  The Planning Commission hereby finds fihat Yhere will be sufficient
wefer supplies for fhe General Plan Update.

SECTIC9  0.   The Planning Commission finds that aithough changes were
made io the General t lan Updafe since the time that the EI was mede available for
pubfic review, there is no need to recirculate the EIR, as further set forfh in Section 11 F

of Exhibit A.

SE 7'!(7 @ 7i.   The Planning Commissian finds that although there are
unavoidable significant impacts, the benefits of the General Pian Update, as revised by
fhe Planning Commission' s alterna#ive Land Use Pattern,   autweigh the impacts, as
furCher sef forfh in 6ection I1[ of Exhibit A.

sECT9C9h& 12.   Recommendation of the Planning Commfssion:  Pursuant to its
obligafions under 14 Cal.  Code Ftegs.  §  15025{ c},  fhe Planning Commission has
reviewed and considered the Project and the Environmenfiai Impact Report prepared for

the General Pian Update and has considered the significant and unavoidable

environmenta( impacts ofi the Project, bofh as originally analyzed and as revised. The
Los Alamitos Planning Commission, recommends that the City Cauncil of the City af

as Alamifios certifij the Environmental Impact Report prepared for the Generaf Plan
Update which consists of the fhree valumes idenfified in Seciion 1 above, adopt the

Findings set farth in Secfion il of Exhibifi A,  adapt a 8tatement of Overriding
Considerations as set fo fih in 5ecfion iIl of Attachmenf A, and adopt the Mitigafion

onitoring and Reparting Pragram for the Project as set forth in Exhibif B.
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S Tit7t  13.    The reoita4s are trus  and cr rrecf  ; d are inc, r or fed by,
reference herein.

SECTEO I 14.  The Planrring Con mission finds that al4 avaiEable dc cumentation
is available within the Gorrimunity Deuelopment Dep rtiment at the Gity oi t_o Alarnitns,
3 91 Kafei}a A enue,  Los Alamitc s,  CR 90720.     The cus c dian  f recor is ia ffle

Community Deveiopmet t Director.

S C7TC?N 15.   7he 5ecretary of the F'( anninc Car e i sic n sha(( forvrard a cr pY
of this f2esalution to the Gity Gouncil, and to any person requesting a co y of the sat e,

F' Ik SE, AE Rt3i/ E[ 3, AFJD ACSQ' TED this 9th day of ; bruary. 2015.

4    V 1'

Jo1in RiI  Chairman     

ATTEST:

Steven (viendoza, Secretary

APPROVED AS TC7 FOf Nt:

f      

r r

isa Kranitz;   sstent City Attorney
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AYES:   Cuilty, Daniel, DeBolt, Grose, Loe, Riley, Sofelkanik
NOES:  None.

ABSENT:      None.

ABSTAIN:     None.

Steven Mendoza, Secretary
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CEQA FINDINGS OF FACI'
f AND S' I'ATEMEN ì" OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

FOR THE

FINAL ENVIRONMEN'I"AL IMPACT 12EPORT
POR TIiE

LOS ALAMITOS GENERAL PLAN UPDATP:

51: 1'I'<; I. 7?. 1R1< II<)C` SL NO. 2013121055

rxhibit A

L BACKGROUND

The CalifoTnta Envixomnent àl Qua7ity 11ct ( CEQA) requires thac a numbec of wYitten findings be

madc by the lead agenc in connecrion uith cexeifieauon of ai envuonmental impact repo rt ( EIR)
priox to approva7. oF the pmjec[ pursuant to Secuons 15091 and 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines and

Secb,on 21081 of the Piiblic Resources Code. ' Phis document pi ovides the Emdings requved bv

CLQA and the soeeificreasons for conside ing the project acceptable even though the projecf: has
significant impaccs diat are infeasible to nnrio-ate.

I'hc lead a renc is responsible for the adequacy and objecuvity of die EIR. 'I'he City of Lo A]amitos
C iY'v), as lead agene, has s'ubjected the DiaCt 17,IR ( I F,IR) and Final PIR ( FE:IIZ) to the agenc}' s

own ieview and analj sis.

A.  PROJECT SUMMARY

The proposed projece is an update to che City of Los tllamitos Genesal Plan. Thc Los Alamieos
Ge eial PIan Li date is intended to provide guidance fos ong- te m s-owth,  maincennnce, aud

teservation in the Citv ovex die next 20- plus yeais. " Che Uenu l Plan lipdate also indudes the

co muuity of Rossmoor as past of the City' s sphere oE influence  ( SO  to tzndecstand  £uture

demands for sernices and implicatio s Eot giowd in Rossmooi and tl e City. The , Los Ala nitos
Gene- al Plan Update  ddresses the requiicd elements and one optional eleinenc Land lise;

Fconomic Decelopment;  Open S aee,  Recseahon,  and Conservafion;  Mobility and C azlation;
Housing; Pulihc Paciliues and Satetn; and Gio th .' Vlanagemenc. ' l' hc Housing Fletnent vas recentl
updated fox Che 201 2021 plznniilg period and vas ado ted on Feb vaiy 3, 2Q14. " 17 e T3ousi g
Element remains a parC of the T, oa rllamitos Generr l Plan, but is not paie of die com rehensive

cnetzl 1? l1n L p<ls te.

The proposed land use } lan as annlvzed would allow f>r up to a tot; l of 23, 003 residents, 18, 430
jobs ( 18, 606 jobs witl  ie recommended changes iclentified btr e Planning Couimission,  8, 735
dwcJling uniLS,  and 8, 881, 442 n nres'ideiitial square feet of developmei P under the ptoposed

Ueneial Plan U pdate.  The d e< ictical bu ldout was based Iaigely on the assuinption that d e
majoiit of the City  and Rossmoor would not change.  Some ine reinental intensificauon was

assumed thiou h small pxojects e n., adding a seconcl d velling unic ot chpanding a stoiefi-ont). 11
handFul of parcels were identiFicd zs area; wliere more subsrautial change could occur. Foi tho; c

pucels, the (: ity created a set oE pt jections and estima[ ed thc arnount of development thzt could
occai between now uid Genetal Plan buildou[. ln addition, the proposed Genera] Plan lipdate
identifies the 7, e> s i; lauiitos ) oint Potces ' ltaiivng Base Ql' CF3} as Coimnuniry & Institutional JFT' 3.

Los illamitos General Plai Lpdate

CEQr Find,ǹgs olFact and Statement of 1 -

Ove riiding Considei<itions



I3owevei, it should be i oted that ald ough the Los Alamitos ) F" I'B is within thc Cit' s mu ucipal

bonndary, die Citv has no juxisdiction or land use anthortty ot chis L'. S. mili[ a y installatiosti.

B.  PROJECT OBJECTIVES

I'he Geneial Plan LJpdate is uided by a set of cominunity valnes and pciorities devcloped by the Los
Alamieos Cit Council and Coimnissions with input from th<: cominumty> in Los t lainitos and

1Zossinooi. ' I'he Eo11o ing objeciives have been esfablished £oi the Los 111amitos Uenecal P1an Update
and will aid decision makeis in their xeview of the pxoject and assoctated environment l impacts:

Maintain high Ievels of safery a d service

CreaLe an attnactive and edestrian- fi iendl downtown

Intioduce pedestsian bxidges

vlaximize retail opportonities aiong Katella r venue

Relocate Ciry F Iall

Offex incentives to prescrve and aeaact Uusiness

lmpxove ehe look and iclenriry of the Ciry

Ptovide eonsistent and effective codc enforccmcil[

i taintaiil a good elationship wieh ehe Los . lainitos Unified Scho l l, sttict

Cieate moie open space, parlcs, vails, commutilty gacdens, and recieation aieas

Lvaluate annexation caxefullv

Establisl cenuatized pailcingopaons

Enhance cultural uses and hiscoiical pxesecvarion

C.  ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

The FEIR indudes th 1> L,IlZ clatcd Ati nast 2014, wntten comments on the 1 FIR that were ieceived

duxing d e public teview puiod, and wiitYen responses to those cominents u d changes ro the DEIR
hetcinaftet refened eo collccrively as the FFIR). In eonfozn ane< <vidi CEQA and thc Stare CP QA
Gu,idefines, the City of L,os tllamitos conducted an xtensive envicornnental eview of the pioposed
project The envv onmental review piocess has include:

Coinpledon of an Iniria] SLUdy ( IS) NoPU. c of Pteparauon ( NOP) on llca mUer 18, 2013. ' 1"he

C ublic xcoiew } eiiod extended fi om Decunbes 18, 2013, to Januaiv 17, 2014. Tlie IOP wa.s
posted aP thc Orange Comity Cleik's officc on De eml er 18, 2013. Copies of the IS were made

available fox public review at the City of Los Alamitos and the I, os 1laizntos Rossmooi Library.

Completion of the sco ing process wheie [ he pubUc wns in tte l by the (: irn ro atricipate in a

scoping meeting held Janu;uy 6, 2014 at C:¢ 5 Ha1L The norice of a pubiic scopin meeting was
included in the NOI?

Preparadon of a ' DI, IR, wl ich was' made avnilable for a 4- cla} public ccview penod beginning

Aogvst 7, 2014, and ending Sepeember 22, O14. The scope oI ihe DL',1R was detecmined besed
on the Ciry's Imne1 St zdy, comments ieceived : n cesponce to the VOP, and commenic received at

the scoj ing meeung conducted by tnc Ciry.  Section 23, Scope of tFa.  T FIli,  of d e llEIR
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desciibes the issues idennfied foi analysis in the DLIR. "Phe Nonce of Availability ( NOA) for die
DEIR was sent to interested peisons and osg2nizations,  sent to the State Clea. ing,hou.se in
Sactamento foc distribution to public agencies, posted at rhe. City of Los , 4laimtos, and published
i d e 1 ev t Fnte prure. " I"he NOA was posted at the Oxange Count Cleil s office on 1.u ust 7,

2014. Copies of the DEIR were inade available for pnl lic review at the (: itv of Los t lanvtos

and the Los Alunitos/ Rossinoor I,ibiaxy

P epasation of a Fiiial LIR ( t EIlZ), including conmzcnts, the iesponses to commentc on the
DEIR, and i evisions to the DF.IR The PFR2 was released for a 10- da agency seview pesiod
prio [ o ce,r[ iFcation of Ihe 1? T: fR.

Addiaonal analysis by P1aceWorl s rega ding che recommended changes by the Plariuing
Coinmission to the land use designations and additional goals and policics added m otdes to be

consistent with the. Supoct Fnvirons Land Use Plans.

Yublic heaxings on the pxoposed ptoject were held, including a Plannin Cocrunission hearing on
Octobet 13, 20'14; ovem} er 10, 2014; Decembu 8, 2014; Janua.iy 12, 015; and adopcion of tlze

Resolulions recon ending approval on Februaiv 9, 2015, and a City Council 7 Iearu on March 16,
2015.

D.  RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Foi puiposes of CEQA and these Findings, the Record oE Procecdings For the proposed project

includes, but is not limited to, the following docwnents anc3 othex evidei ce:

I he NOP, NO?,, and zll ochei public uonc-es issued b rhe City in conjuncriou with the pxopoced
project

The DEIR and the 1 1? Il fox the prqpos'ecl projece.

All viiCten comments submicted b} agencics oi meinbers ol the pubfic dniisig the public reme v
comment period on the I EIR.

t1 responses to written comments submi[ ted 6 agencies oi members of the public durin the

pnblic review comment period on the DEI'R.

All vritten and ve rbal public tes-rimony piesented duiing a noticed pulilic hc:aring Eor tlle i opocPd
ptojecc.

The Miugauon Monitoring and Repoinn 1' rogram.

o   " i"hc repoi ts and fichnieal munoranda included o sefc ieneed in the in the 1, T?IR.

111 documents, s[ ucLes, I. IRs, or othei- ina[ erials incoxpo aceel b} rzcfeience in the D ITZ and

1 1: IR.

s StafE report uid recommendanon $ om dic , ltrport]. aiid li; e Commission.
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The Resoluuons adopted bq el e Plannin Commission and Citv Council in connec;ion vith the
proposed rojec.t, nd all documents ir.coipoiafed by , i eference thecein, inciuding con iments
ceceived alCes the close of die comment period and iesponses d' ereto.

e   latteis of comanon l, nowledge to the City; iucludiug but noc limited to fedeial, stace, and Ioca1
Iaws and regulat ons.

ti documents piessl cited in these Findings.    

E.  CUSTODtAN AND LOCATION OF RECORDS

I'he documentc uid othei matesials thaf mnstimte Phe aduiin;secat'ive reco rd fo the City's acuons

related m tbe pxoject ate at the Citv of Los Alamitos Community Development llepaitment, 3191
Ka ella Avemie,  Ios  .1lamitos,  rA 90720  " I'he C,ity' c Cominunirv Development Dizectoi is che
aistodian of rhe adininistrahve recocd foi the project Copies of tJ ese dpcuments,  which

consutute the cecord of pi oceetlmgs, a re aud at all relevant nmes have been and wdl be available

upon reques[ at the offices of the Planning llivision. This inFormanon is pxovided in compliance
wid Public ResouYCes Cocle Section 21031. 6( a)( 2) and Gu,idelines Section 15091( e).
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11. FINDINGS AND FACTS

The City of Los Alamitos,  as lead agency, is tequired undet C. LQA t:o mnlie wtitten findings
conceming each alteinarive and each significant enviionmenLal vnpact idenrified in tt e DI IR and
FI IR.

Specifically, tegs rding findings, Guidelines Secuon 15091 paovides:

No public agei ev shafl approve ot cany out a projec[ for which au F.TR has been
certified which identifies one oi more si nificant envvronmenta,L effects of ehe

project unless Che public a uicy mnl es one or ino re wiitCen finclings fo each of

chose sigiuficant effects, accompanied by a Ur,ief explanarion of the iauonate for
each finding. "I'he possik le findiugs are:

1.   Changes or alterations have been required iu,  or incoiporaCed intq the
project which avoid ot substantially lesscn ehe significant envizonmcntal
elfecc as ideurified in the FF,IR.

2.   Such cl anges oi alee anons ace zritiiin elie tesponsibility and ju,risdiction of
anod ec publie agency and not die agcncy Ynal ing the fmdin. iich changes

bave been adopted by such othe r agency oz cau and should t e adopted by
such oPher agency.

3.   Specific economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  oi othei con idecations,

inciuding provisioil of employment oppormnities for highly nrauied
woilcers, malce infeasible the initigxtion measures or project aleesnatives

identified u the FLIR.

b) The findings requued b  subsecnon  ( a)  si a11 be suppoxted I y substantial
evidence in che recard.

c)  The fnding ,m su division ( a)( 2) shall not be made if the agency making the
fmding has concuiient juiisdictios2 with another 2genc} to deal wich idendfied

feasible mitigaCion measuies ox altetnahves-. The finding in ; ubsection ( a)( 3} sha11
desaibe the cpecific ceasons foi rejecYing idenufred mitiga.non measuies and
project altexnahves.

d)  U7hcn inal ing Cl e findings sequn-ed in subdivision ( a)( 1}, thc agcncy shell also
adopt a piogrun for epoxting on oi moititoting the changes which it has eithei
xeqnised in the project or inade a contlition of app rocal co avoid or substantiall
Iessen sigmhcant envixonmental effeces.  1'hese measures must be full}

i nfo ceable thiough peiinic co ditions, a eemei ts, or other measuxes.

e)  ' 1he public agenc sha11 spedfy the location and cuscodian of the doazments or
ud ei maeerial wltidl consrinzte the recoxcl of the proceed:n s pon wliich its

decision is based.

E   statement inade ptusuaut to Section 15093 does not subsnmte for the Findings

eqnised } this section.
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The  " changes oi alceiacions" referred to in Secrion 15091( a( 1) may include a w,ide vaiiery of
measu es oi aetions as set foiTh hi Gnidelines Secuov 1 370, mcluding:

a)  Avoiding the vnpact altogether b} not talung a certain acrion or paits oE an
acnon.

b)  Min,invz,ing in patts by liiniPin the degree oi ma nitude oE the acuon ai d its
implcmentanon.

c)  Rectifymg the impacC by repauing xehabilitating,  oi iesto zg the impacted
eizvironment.

d  Kedudng ox eliminaiing the impact ove   time b  pxeseivation and
maintenance operations duiin the life of the acrion.

e)  Compensating for the i npact by icplacing oi pioviding subsdtute sesowces ox
enviromnents.

A.  Format

This section swniriaxizes the significant envixonmental impacts of the project, desciibes I ow these

impacts axe to be miugntcel, nnd discusses vuious alremahves to die pxoposed projeet, vhich were

developed in an effort to xeduce the reinaining sigi ificant environmental iinpacts. All nnpacts ue
considered poteutiallv sig,nifcant prior to i ugation uuiess othe,rwise stated in the findiugs.

This xemauidex of Phis section is divided into thc follo v g subscctions:

Section B,  Suinmarp of FnvironmenYal Impacts,  piresents the sununa y of impacts of the
psoposed pioject.

Section C, 1' indings on Impacts Determ,ined to Bc 7_ ess Tl an Significant, piesenes the impacts

of the proposed project tha[ weie detennined in the EIR to be less than signiFcant wiChout die

addition ofmitigation measw es and presents the iationales For these detexnvnations.

Section D, Findings on Impacts Mitigated to Less Than Significant, presents significant

nnpacts of the proposed project thae wese identified in the I7?.IR, the iniugatioi ineasures ide iafied

in Che t Iitigation MoniCOCii g Peob'am, and the iationales for the findings.

Seetion , l indings on Significant linavoidable Impacts, pYesents significant impacts of rhe

proposed ptojea that u.e e identified in the 1` T; Ilt,  Phe mitigation measures identified in dze

Mttigauon 1bl nitoring Pco ra n,  the findings foi significant nnpacts,  uid the ranona es tor die
fincjinns.

Seetion F, I; mc ings on Recirculation, pxesents [ he ieasoning as ro wll} ecic< ulatiou is not required
unc3er Section 15088. 5 oF tlic State CI:?. Guidelines.

Seccion G,  F'indings on Pro ccc illtematives and Plannin  Commission Recommended

Changes, p esents altcrn; rives to the project and evaltiaLes flietn in ,iela ion to the findings sec fort]
in Secuon 15091( a( 3) uf il ie Stat (; I; Ql Cruidelines, which allows a put] ic agen.ry To appcove a

project that would tesult in one r moie si nificant environmenL;il eifects if ehe pioject alcernatives
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aie Eound to be inEe sible because uf specific economic, social, oi other consideianons. In addirion,

this section reseuts the Finclings or die chauges to the p oposed C eneial Plan UF date recommended
bv the T lannu g Commicsion.

B.  Summary of Environmental Impacts

Based on the OP ancl DEIR, che fo1lo ing is a summaiy of die envi oninenta] topics consideced to
have no impact, a Iess than sigmficant im act, a less than significant in7 act with incorpoiahou of

initigation measutes, and a significan[ and unavoidable in pact.

No Impact

Agriculmral and Po rest vResonrces

Biological Resources

Ueologp and Soi1s

I3ydiolog} and Klatu Quality
Minual Resouxces

Less Than Sianificant Impact

lesthedcs

Useenhot se C1as L.missions (< 3IIG) emissions ( unounc oL UII<z emissions compared to existing
condifions)

Hazards and Hazardous Nlaceiials

Land Use and Planning

N oise ( lonb-cecm ambient notse levels, xposure of sensidve receptois to clevated noise levels,
and i creased noise rxposure Fiom operaPton of Los t lamicos) TTB)

Population and Housmg

Public Sexvices

Recieation

1'ransportation and Traffic  ( cumuladve impaces and m<:lusion of al eivative transportaCiqn

pinns/ progi ams)

li'tilities ; a. nd Service S- s'trms
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Less Than Siqnificant Impact with Mitiqation Incorporated

Ait Qualitp (placem.ent of new sensidve receptots near majar sovices of toxic nii c ntaminants,  

objectionalile odors)

Cultuial Resouices

Siqnificant and Unavoidable Impact

t1v: Qualiry ( air qualit} management pian compiiance, air qualiry management district thresholds,
opeiation and consb uchon-s elated cxieeria av polFatants, and esposare of sensitive ieceptors to

elevated concennarions oE au pollutants)

Gieenhouse Gas Emissions ( GHG reduction targets per F_secuti c Oicler 5- 03- OS)

Noise  ( shoit-term gioundborne vibiafion and increased conserucrion noise levels near noise-

sensitive land uses)

Ti anspoitauon and Tiaffic (cumulative tralfic impacts telated to unacce itable levels of sexvice at

bulldout)

C.  Findings on Impacts Determined to be Less Than Significant

Initial Studv

An Inival SC'udy was pxepai ed bj ehe Ci[ y oEl.os .` lamitos eo identrty the potential signifcant eEFects of
the p oject. The Initial Stud was completed and clis- ibuted with the \ OP Eoc the pcoposed project,

dated December 18, 2013. The Intu l Study deteimined Iliat rhe pioposed pioject would not have the

potenrial to result in si nificant ii Pacts to i nttcultui-al ancl [' oresiif Resouxces, Biological Resouxces,

Geology and Soiis, Sl,yd oiogy and Waeer Qnalit, and vli. ei al Resouices. . Il othei topical axeas of
evaluatiou in the Envvonmental Ched lise wer<; detennined to reqtnre further issessment in an ELR.

Draft EIR

Ie was deteim,ined ihat several potenual envvrqnmental effects would not iecult Fxom the pioposed

pxoject,  or UOUId resiilt btit woiild not have a si ificant impact on ehe envuonment This

decermination was made based oi die fii dings oE[ he ll1.[ R prepaied fo r the piojecL ' The follo ving
suinmaty b ictl descvbes those envv-onmental topics that were Eound not to be signiEcan[ vith
implemeritation of esisitsig regvlaCior s, as decailed in eacl respecn e toj ical ceccion of C;Iia tei 5. 0 of
the DE1lZ.

1.     Aesthetics

Impact 5. 1- 1:  Buildout in accordance with the proposed General Plan Update land use pian

would alter the visual appearance of the plan area, but wouid not substantially
degrade its existing visual character or quality.

Su} port for 1'iis ei vironmental unPact coi clusion is Lullv discassed in Secur n 5. 1, / lerthe/ ic and in

pai ttcular, start ng on page 5. 1- 8 of t11c lll?IR.
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Because the General Plan lipdate is not a " growth ar,iented" plan and Los Alainitos is almost en[ iielv

builY out, new policiec, land uses changes, and othet components of the psoposed Geneial Plan

Update are not anaupaced to dra nadcall alter the d'iaracter or visual qualii of dae community. No
substanfial changes in tand usc oc ioad netwoxli ase proposed. Policies that would affecL the visual

envitonmen't aie generaily avned at capitalizing on existing oppoitunities foi cedevelopment with

minimal changes to e} e e sfing land use patCeins. Fiirthei moxe, upon implementation uf the General

Plan Updace, die visual appcarance oF residential neighboihoods vovld xemain lugely unchangad,
since few chang es are proposed far those ureas.

impacts of Land Use Element

As mentioned above,  the Genual Plan lipdate is noC growth orieneed; it doec not piopose

substaniial incieases in allowed density or apply new lanc{ use designat ons to latge swaths of the City
o SOI). However, some changes in existing land use would occur xioi to Geneeal Plan bu$ dout,

indudin  development of appros,imately  3  new housu g uniPS and 903,465 syuase feet of
nomesidentiat space ( commercial, industrial, and institurional). The pioposed Gencral Plan Update

v dudes land ose changes as pa t of the pioposed Land Use Element. Nevectheless, the proposed

Land LJse T; li:meilt' s goals and policies would addxess aes'ttzeric concerns.  Goa1 4 advocates

ne hboihoods and buildings that are we11 mainPained and deinonsttate, a sense of ride aud

identity." Policies 41 thiough 4. 5 in parhailar ad ess community chaiacPer aud eontetit-sensitive
develop nent Impleinei tation oE tliese pohcies would ensw-e that oppoctunities fox devclopmenc
and redcveloPmen[ in I, os tllafnitos ou1d also serve as opportunities Eor enhancement of the

community' s visual environment.

Impacts of Circulation Element

l ftei changes in land use, the component of the uioposed <; eneral Plan Update most likelv to affect

the visual charactei of I,os Alarnitos is the : Vlo, ilitv and Ciiculaiion R,lem nt The vast inajority of
sereets and roadways in ehe plan axea foi the v[c ilitv and Ciiculauon t lement e noe proposed to be

cedesigned durinb d e lifespan oE the toposed Geneial Plan Lipdate The element focuses on ta rgeted

minor d an es in select locations that would nio-ease mobilit, access, and safety in the City. ' Phese
inclu<le uew bicycle and pedestnau facilitics, xaised coloi-ed and t:extured intersections, naffic calcning
me asutes, aud pedesttian btidges ( edestcian liucJges are discussed under Subsecrion 9, Travsportation

and Tcaffic, Inapac[ S. l I- 3. Sucl-i imptoveinents would generallv have a minimal effect on th.e ovexall

msual appeacuice ot the communit. Tb the contra y, int rsection impiovements and o tiaffic cahz in

mc suses ( such as curb esCei sions and roundaboucs) would realc up the visual rnonotony of ehe City' s
wide sn-eets, crcating visua] interest with new Iandscapinp,anc3 material chan res.

Conclusion

s discussed above, sonie Innd use and circulation chaiiges uould alter the visual a peasance and

ch:. ac. tcz of 7,> s Alainit s However, these eizanges would ]ilceh* occu inerementally prioi to buiidout
and woold generally tesul[ ii beneficial nesthctic impacts Pioposed changes would creaee nare visually
cohesive ueighborhoods along the City' s majoi o vid rs liile maintaining the cu,rient appearance and
chuaccei ot exisring icsidential neighborhoods,  u cl ding Roscinoor.  Additionail5,  appl3 ing the
toncepts set fo th in tt,ie Commeic al Co n. dars Plan, new developmenC cai,i be guided to develop
pro ects that would i ot dcgrade tlie environrneut 7-hexefo e, Impact 5. 7- 1 would be Iess dian
si n,iFcant.
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Finding: Compliance uith Geneial Plan policies and design guidclines in the Coinmerdal Coiridoxs
Plan would enhance anc] pmsci c Phc City' s exist.ing asual chaiactec and qnality. Impacts related to
visual appeuance and chatactei would be less than significant

2.     Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Impact 5. 4- 1 Buildout of the City of Los Alamitos pursuant to the General Plan Update would
decrease GHG emissions compared to existing conditions as a resuit of federal
and state GHG emissions regulations and would not generate GHG emissions

that would have a significant impact on the environment.

Suppoit foi clais envi omnental impact conclusion is fixlly disenssed in Secnon 5. 4, Greenhoure Gar
Emz-rioni, an pu-ticularlv t' egii i ing on page SA- 16 of the DEIR.

Develo ment undcr the project would conuibute to global clvnate change thtough dv ect and
inclirecr emiss ons of G*,I-IGs from land uses ni the Cit of Los Alainitos and Rossmoox. The chai ge m

GI IC> emissions is based on the diffesence between existing land uses and land uses' accociaEed with
buildout of the Gene- a1 Plan L'pdate. ' I h̀e community- vide GI-,IG emissions invenmrp for thc City of
Lc s _ amitos and Rossmoox at buildout ( post-2035) compared Yo existing conditions shows posc-
2035 changes, including reductions from Fedci al uid staPe measuies identified u the Califania flix

Recowrce Boa- d' s ( CARB) Scopuig Plan i e., Pavle fuel efiiciei cv standar-ds, Low Caibon Fue1
Standu d   ( CP'S)   for Euel use   ( t a.nspottxtion and off-ioac,   and state reductions for

nontzanspo tation measw es.  It is liliely d ae uew Ledexal and state prograins would be adopted,

xesu]ung in fuither GHG iednctions posc-2035.   

Compared t< the e sririg emissions niventoiy, ehe City of Los Alamitos and SOZ would expenence a
decrease of 13,789 meuic cons of caibon dioxide-eqnivalent VIZ-COa.e) of G] IG emissions at buildout

as n resvlt of ie xiations adopted to reduce GHG emissions and tninover of California' s on-  road

veh,cle fleets.  t s idennfied by the Califoinia Namial Resow ces 1gen ds  " F'inal Statemei t of
Reasons foi Regulacosp Action, _9inendments to d1e State CF_Q.' Gmdehnes Addmssing Analysis
and ''VLtrigation ot ( reenhouse Gas Eviissions Pucsuant to Seciate Bill 97" ( C i2A 2009), the CF.QA

Guidelii es do no[ es[ ablish a zeto cmissions thieshold of significance because ehete is no " one

molecule" m1e in CFQA.  'I'herefore,  emissioi s geneiated b}  addiUOnal growth in the Ciry and

Rossmooi wonld be oEfsee bv a reduction in e; isring emissions fiom implementation oF Eederai and
state regulanons. i s a iesult, tLie CiCy of Los illanntos and Rossmooc would not experience au

inaease in GHG emissions at pmject builclout Crl IG emissions in he C;itv would be ap rosnnateiy 5
perccnt less than the Ci t s 2013 coinmanit  GFIC=,  emissirn s,  even wir i zddiuonal growth.
Cov, equentlj, iinpaas would be less tlian significant.

Findiug: I3uildout of d e Genecal P1an Update would leslen the ; noun[ of G] 1U einissions coinpared
to esisring conditions by approsimatelv 5 peccent and would l ave a less than signiFcant impac[.
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3.     Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Impact 5. 5. 1:  Future construction andlor operational activities accommodated by the General
Plan Update would involve the transport, use, and/ or disposal of hazardous

materials; however, existing federal, state, and local regulations would ensure
risks are minimized.

Support for this environmental impace condusion is fully discussed in $ ecCion S 5, Ilar ardr aead
Ha ardou.r MateriaLr, and in } acticular, beginning on page 5. 5- 32 of the DEIR.

Buildout of dze Geneial Plan Update would expand indushial uses, some of which would involve tl e

uanspoit use, and or disposal of hazaidous inatexials and invoh e demolinon of oldea- buIldings [ hat

contain asbestos- containin r materials  ( 11C1V  oi lead- based paint  ( LBP).  Fuevre development

requiring demolirion woiild bc xequiced to ct mply with the Califomia Healtli &  Safe[ v Code,

Occupacional Snfet and Ilea,ith .Adrninisttation, 2nd South Coas  Si r Qualitv Manageinent District
Ru1e 1403 Yelated to reinoval of ACMs and S. BPs. Compliance would iequiie the ptepaiation of LBP

and ACM suivevs for an5r bui] clin demolirions and appropriate iemediarion measuies Eor removal of
chese mat ials.

In addiiion,  xisting regulations address the t ansj ort of hazardous mat<rials.  Veh'tcles carr ing
hazacdous mateiials are ieguirred to have plac ds fhat inclicate a[ a glancc the chemicals being caxried
and whethei or not the ace cocrosive, inflammable, oi explosive. "I'he conductors aie iequired to

carry decailed inateual data sheets foi each of die substances on board.  These documents aie

designed to help unergency icsponse peisomlcl ssess the situation immediatety upon anival at the
scene of an accident an 3 talie the approp riate precautionuv and mitiganon measuees. " I`he California
High vay Patrol is in ch:ugr of spills on or along freewa} s,  with CalYrans,  Otange Coun[ y
Txailspoitation AutharitS ( OC T̀A), Orange C;oui ty Envuonineetal Health Division, and local shenffs
pro Tiding addinonal resouices as needed.

L^',xtsUng reg larions with respect eo hazudous materials transpottation, mei agement; an l disposal
arc designed to be proteclive of hmnan health.  "I'he Resoucce Conseroation and Recovet}' r ct

R<:Rr'1), 73mcigencv Plu ivn and Communit ltight-to-Know r1ct, atxte iegulatio s, provisions of

thc l.os Alarrucos ' Vluiucipal Code, and policies in the Gene: al Plao L' date all minmvze poteneial

hazatdous inacerial unpacts. " I'hcrefoie, no si- iiElcant impacts to Q e public ox envkonment through

i: l c iroutine tiansporf; use, or dis osal of hazardous waste materials are anCicrl ated as a resul[ of the
proposed project:.

Pindin: Compliance wid7 existing fedei al, state, and local regulauons, provisions of ehe], os Alamitos
Muntcip; l Code, and Ge» cral Plai olicies would nnnuinze adverse impacts f ha'r,atdous mateiials to
le; s dian signilic. nt:.

Impact5.5 2:  The City and Rossmoor are included on a list of hazardous materials sites;
however,  compliance with existing regulations would ensure hazards are
remediafed to the applicable state and federal standards.

Su}>} ort for rhis env'vronment. l impace conclus:on is fu11v discusscd in Secdon 5. 5, ( U{ arcA crnd

Ho{ a zlozat NlaleriaG, and in paruculac, starting on page 55 23 of the I 1; IR.

Los_ilamitos General Plan Lpdate
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Theie ate 71 GeoTrackev sices in Los fllamito and Rossmoos, induding 18 open cases; 10 EnviioStor

sices, ii dudiub 8 open cases; ; uid 86 hazaidous matexials genesatois li; ted on the RCR11 database. Of
the 18 open Geolxacicer cases, 15 ate eithei eligible fox dosure or aie undexgoii g iemediahon oY
veiiFicanon mo utoring.

Because numerous sites ue undeigoing invesugation and or semediation wiehin and adjacent to die
Cit, $ npacec rom hazardous snbsCu ce aL o' adjacent to spedfic pxoject developsnents in the City

may occw-. Futuie devel pments in the City in acco dance with implementation of the Genetal 'Plan
Update may be ii pacted by hazudous substances xemaining from histoncal operations, which ma
pose significant health xisks.  However,  Propexties contaminated by haz.u-dous snbstances are
regulated ae ihe 1oca1, state, and federal levels and are subject to compllance wirh stiingent laws uid

regulations foi investigation and remetiiarion.  Po  exainple,  compliance with the Compcehcnsive

F nvieonmentat Response,  Compensarion,  and LilbIlitq AcC;  rhe RCRA;  Califoinia Code of

Re nilatioizs Title 22;  and relatecl requirements woul l ecizzedy an  potential impacts caused 6
har,v dous substance containinadon. Theiefoie, I uiidoui. o£ the General Plan Updace wonld iesult in a

less than sigmficant impact upon cotnpliance wtth existing laws and regulations.

Finding:  Co;npfiance widi existing fedeial,  state,  and local iegularions would minimize adverse
impacts of havudolis m terials sites to less ehan sigruficant levels.

Impact 5. 5- 3:  Buiidout of the General Plan Update would place additional development and

residents in the vicinity of the Los Alamitos Army Airfield; however, land uses
wouid be compatible with the Airport Environs Land Use Plan.

Suppart for ehis enviionmentzl unpact conclusion is fully discussed in Secuon S. S, lla{ard.r wul
Fla ardourMate zalr, and n pasucnlar, sta tin; on page 5. 5- 23 of the DL,IR

1' he 1.os Alamir s JF°TB, whidi inc udes Los Alainitos Army Airfieid (A?,F), occupies nmch of ehe
southein pact of fhe Citt Approval and unplementation of the Genesal Plan lipdate would have o

impact on land uses witJvn the Los  la nitos fITI3 Clear Zone, suice the Cit of Los Alamitos does

ilot have authozity ovei Iand uses on the Los rllunieos JFTB. o impact segaxding land- use regulauon
respeedug aiiport-selated hazards would occur.

The I,os 1 Iaznitos JFT13 Aii ott 1, nviions Land Use Plan (, ELUP) also establishes hoxizontal aod

thiee-dimensional airspace wheie obstiuctions to aiiczaft moveixlent are prohibited The entire Citj>
and Rossmoor a e vithin thc lze.i lit-resn:ictio zone for the Los' Alainitos jPTI3 ( ll. UC 2002).

Bu:lding lleights in ehe Citj are regula[ ed unclec the Gity's Zoning Code (_'Vlunicipal Code Title 17),
not ehc Gene a] Plan; the (> eneral Plau Upda docs not pcopose changes to building-herghe stnndards
in ti e Zoivnp Code.  1 urLhe rmore, new Iand uses buile pursuant to the Genei al Plan Upd2te
wol ld be reqtiired ro co nply wieh ; tandaids utlined in thc 1ELC' P. This would ensure th t tand uses

allo ved under tt' e ± ol o ed Cieneial Plan Updaee vould i ot ena oactl into axeas required For the
saCe ul;eoff and lannins of airc,raft at the Los illaimt s  - 1: F'. Compliance wieh these poiiues and

land- use rest ictions included in the aiipox[ s 117; LUP would minimize poPential saYehr l2azards Eor

people residing and woil ing near the  ,T_ s  , lamims AAE 11 erefoce,  no significant impacts

relaung to airpozt hazaxds aie anticipaPed.

L,os 1Janntos Gene ral Plan Updafe
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Furehermo,ie, on Octobet I6, 2014, the ilirpo t Land Use Commission Eound that the Uenexal P1an

Update was consistent vtth th<t 1,FL,L P̀ with the incorpoxation of aciclitional policies that vere

consistenc wiLh policies a eady contained in the Uenei al Plnn.

Finding Compliance wich the City' s Zoning Code and 7 os Alamttos JFT'B s ,' SLLliP would ensw e

lavd use companbilityr wtth the Los lanntos ?, 1F', and impacCS ace less than sibiflcai it.

4.     Land Use and Planning

Impact 5. 6 1:  Implementation of the General Plan Update would not conflict with applicable

plans adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating and environmentai effect.

Suppoit for dvs enmionmeneal impac± conclus,ion is fully discussed in Section 5. 6, I nd Llre and
Planneng, and in Patticular, sTaiting on page 5. 6- 5 of the DEIR.

State Planning Law and California Complete Streets Act Consistency

1' he Uenecal P1an Updnte is mnsistent with California Goveemnent Code Secuon 65302 because it

adcl esses the seven re9uiied elemeiies. ivlore cPecificall, the Ueneial Plan Update isroolv s a tc v;sion

to ehe land use map and reoxganizes the cnirent Geneial Plu into seven elements. Tlv-ougl oue rhe
various elements, the Genecai Plan Update outlmes developmen[ goals and policies and inducl s

fosecasts of Iongtun c ndinons, cYhi} i;s and diag ams; and objectives, principles, standaids, and
plan pxo osals. " Lhe pxoposed land-us'e plan and the oa1s and policies iu Pl e Uenesal Plan L7pdaee

srrive to prescive and ensure lnnd-use compadbility thioughouc rhe City and Rossinoor.

Vatious elemer YS oF the <icneral P1aii 1' pdate concnin polides that help ehe C,ity implement 11B 1353,
the Califosnia Complete Streetc _ 1ct By impleinen[ ing Complete Srreets policies, the City voulcl
inc.rease the numbe r of uips made bp alcecnauve modes of cravel ( e.g., teansiC, bicycling, and walkis oj,
corsesponcliuglp xeducing Che mimber of vehicle tups and associated g eenhouse s eimssions. An

incfease in b:ansit t ips, bic cling and vallsng would thus help the City meet che transportation
needs of all iesidents and visirois while xeducu g riaffic c besrion and helping meet the greenhouse
gas reduc ion goals of t ssembly I3 ll 3 ( ill3 32), the Global Wa ming Solutions Act, and Senate I3ill
375 ( SB 375}, hich are implemented t.xougl the Southesn California Association of GovesnmenCS'

SCAG)  2012- 2035 Regional ', Crar sPortation Plan/ Sustainable Comn2unitics  $ t'iacegy  ( R"PP'/ SCS)
SC: C; 2012).

SCAG 2012- 2035 RTP/ SCS Consistency

I`he 2012- 2035 R"IP SC S voals aie dueceed i Ura.nsit, tianspoitation and mobilitv_ and > rotection oF

the ennv-onmental and healdi of xestdents. " Ihe analnsis in "I'able 5. 6- 1 of Section 5. 6. I and li.re and

Plannin,, of che DI Il2, concludes ihat the proposed pio ect would e consisie t uith the applicable

R"I1' SCS go,tls. Theiefoie, unplemctitatio? of the pmj osed project would r,ot resulc in significant
Iand- se unpacts related eo relevaut RIP/ SCS goals.

Airport Environs Land Use Pian Consistency

PProximatelp 50 peicent of the CitV' s totat land area ts oceupied by die 7. os tllamitos JP"IB. '1' he
Cite f.ills wichin the airpore plann ng area o( tl c ( P"CB; land uses wid in the ais on lanning- a rez
boimdarics arc reqwred io eouform to saJ eLS, heighi; and noise relUictions sta lished in the AELliP

Los lamitos Geneial Plai Updnre
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foi the JP"I'13. , iLddirionaL>, [ he e. itvre Citv ai d Rossmoor fall with,ui d e height resuictio; zone for

dze JF' PB, and po: tioi„ s of ehe Citv fall within tl e 60 and 65 decibel noise contoius.

AI UC revie U is required for adoption of or amen< nents to a Ueneral Plan or Specific Plan; zon n

ordinante; mastes plan for put lic use airpoits; and helipoiu witlun the aiipoit ii:finence area ( PubIic

UtiL+ties Code Sections 21676( b), 21676( c), 21664.5, and 216615.

Pv suant Lo Califoinia Public Utilities Code Sechon 21676, local goveii?ments aie requiied ro submit

all generai plan aud zonmg amendincnts tliat ocew vz rhe ALI, C planning areas for covsistenry
review liy ? S,.UC. On Octobei 1G, 20'I4, ehe i1LUC detu nined that fl ie Genecal Plan Updafe was
consistent with the A}, LU'P wirh the incorPoraaon oE adclitional olicies that we re umsiseent wirh

policies aleeady coneained in che G enuai Plan.

Potenfial Hazards fo Aircrafts, People, and Property

lhe Ciey has no land-use juiisdiction vithin the Los _ 1̂lamieos J}'" 1$ boundaYies ox its Cleai 7one.

Additionally, no changes are proposed ro the land- use designarions of the Los Alamitos Jl'' I'B under the
General Pian Update, and no developmenc is foiecast co occur chxc wo ld affec[ av port opesauons.

The entire City and Rossmoor Eall within dze hcight resreiction rone t t rl c: Los lunitos JF"1 Ii, and as
stated in Secdon 5. 5 of the DLIK, buiiding heigh[ s in the Gitv are regulatecl uiider il7c C, it' s Zoning
Code ( IViunicipll Code 7' ide 1, and uot the C eneral P11ii; the General Plan Update does not pr pose

changes to bvilding height stai dards in die Zoning Code. 1ldditionall y, new land uses built puxsuant to
the General Plan Update vonld be - equised to comNly with standa.i-ds ou[Lned in ihe ET. UP.
Adherence to the f LUP would enswre that land use allowed under } ie proposed General Plau Update

wouid not cnceoach into aieas i quired for the safe talieoFE and lauding oF aircraft lhesefoi:e, no
significant impacts relating to aiipart hazuds aie anricipaPed.

Potentia! Aircraft Noise lmpacts

Sensitive Iand uses within Che 60 and 6S c] BA C ' 1 EL noise contour of the Los . 1lamitos) PTB include

e_eistin sesidential hoines on the westem ai d noidlersi edtes o[[ he Los 1lamitos ) 1 113. Approxixnately
30 suigle- family homes on the nardleast site of thc Los , llamiPOS] 1' TB and aPpro cimatcly 20 homes to
rhe west oE the I os Alamitos Jl" 1I3 ai e eY osed to noise levels abo e 65 di311 (; NEL. 73 cause rl, is area

is developed wieh singlc- Family residendal hon es and Phe, roject would uot change the land usc

destgnation at the iesidentiai aieas suirounding the ai poit; the l ro sed pioject wovld not intensify the
numbei of persons exposed to n>ise tevels above 65 1I3, A C'vL,I, ' Chciefoie, vnplemenraaon of the

General Plan L, date woutd noe es} ose new no.se- sensinve land t„ es co incompaable levels of airciaff

noise.

Findin:  Development in accordance with the Ueneial Plan C date would be consistent with

Califoinia Govemment Code requiremenes F i CGeneral Plans and for Coinplet Sueetc; rhe 2012—2035

SCr1G RTP SCS; and the : lirporL Fnvii ons Lancl Use Plan. Compliance with existing regnlations and
the City' s inuincipa] eocle would ieduee im accs to less ehan sig iE,tcxnt.

Los_17amito Geneial Plan UPdate
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5.     Noise

Impact 5. 7- 1 The General Plan Update would not result in a substantial long- term increase in
ambient noise levels generated by vehicle traffic.

SupporC for this envixonmental impact condusion is lully discussed in Secrion 5. 7, Nozre, and in
parficular, staxting on page 5. 7- 18 of theDEIK.

Future developrnent in accoxdance with the piopoced Genexal P1an I;pclate would cause mcteases in

traffic along local oadways. Tn community noiac assessments, a 3 dBA (A-weigl ted decibel incxease

is cunsidered  " barely pecceptible,"  and ino-eases over 5 c{BA are gene allp considered  " readily
percepti} le"  ( Calteans 2009).  Noise-sensiuve tesidenrial uses are considered nomiallv aeceprable

undex ambient noise condiuons of 60 dBA epmmunity noise eqwvalent 1eve1 ( CNBL). Because che

espected ambient noise inctease would occui ovet a long pe,tiod moxe than 20 yeais— as opposed
to an iminediate change,  a siguihcnnt isnpacc would occui for toadwa s where buildout of the

Uenesal Plan Update would tesult in a oise inttease of 3 dB or moxe in an envitomnent wtleie the
tunbient.noise lecel is ( 0 cIBA C;VI:I,.

lindet the 2055 scenaxio, che ambient noise enctrontnent would be highei than 60 dBA CNEL along
mosc of the study- area coadwa seoments. Ho vever, buildout of the pxoposed Geneial Plan Update

would onlp result m noise lev el incrcases u co 1. 7 dB fiom esisung conditions. These inccemenCal
incieases would be below Phe levels that are considered barelp peiceptjble and would be t elow the
fl resholds. Therefore,  b affio-ielated noise impactc to offsite vses 6-om implementation of the

p roposed Gcncsal Plan C pdatc would be less ilian signifcanL.

Finding: Buildout of the psoposecl pioject would oi l result in an mcrease of up eo 1. 1 dB from
exisdng mndiuons, vhich is considered bueljr petceplible and below tluesholds. Impacts would be

less chan significant.

impact 5. 7 2:  The General Plan Update would not expose sensitive receptors to elevated noise
levels from traffic and stationary noise.

Support foi diis enviionmental impact condusion is  £ olly cliscussed m Seceion 5. 7, Noue, and in
particulai, scacung on page S. Z19 of the DLIR.

Noise-sensit:ive land uses v clude esidenual, schools, libraiies,  churches, nw sing homes, hospitals,
ancl open space iecceation areas. Commetd. l and indusCYial areas ace noe consitlered noise sens'ihve
nnd have n uch liigher tolerances fo r extenoi noise levela ' tse- sei sitive luid uses wonld be exposed

to uanspoxtadon souices, v duding vehicolar vraYFic and atra aft overflights.

Trafflc noise eontours were calculated Eor long-iange, 2035 onditions. Aecording to the uaffic noise
contoucs, several porrions of the Cit will be in areas exPosed co noise levcls above 60 c113, 1 C: NL',L,,

wtnch is the level consiclered no rmally co npatible with il e devclopmenC of residential uses. For the
pur} ose of assessing the compatibilitJr of i e x clevelopment with die antiupated ambic n̂P noise, die

Citv oses thc Coinmunitp Noise and Land lice Gompanbihtp sranda ds. 'Ihe extent of the exposuie to
noise de} ends on site- sl ecific conditions and locat on oF buildings.  Ftu-the r  review would be
re9uired as future development is proposed. New sensitive land uses would have to demonstiate

comPatibility witl-, the ambient noisc levels An siring of new noisc ensitive land uses wtliin a noise

envuomnent il at excceds the normallv acce fable land use ec ml ati ilit}-  ciieenon iepresenPS a

Los dlamitos Ucneral P1an Update
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potennally si iificant impact and would requi:re a separate noise smdn thsough the deveiopment
ie ie v protess to detei-mine the Ievc1 of impacts ancl requiied miriga[ ion. The Citds Mmiicipal Code

indudes seveiai noise standasds in Chaptei 1224 to conuol noise fiom starionarv soutces.  Tn

addinon,  *he Genexzl Plan lipdate indudes policies in che Public Facilities and Safenr L'lernent.

Policies t. l cluougl d. 6 would xeduce noise unpacts fiom a anspottation and starionar noi e souices to

sensiti= e uses b teguiring an assessment of potential noise  'vn acts and tt e impleinenta ion of
ininbrion measuces to meet appficable sLandaids; by cootdinaring with Caltcans and die Z. os Alam.tos
F°]' 13 to nununize roadway and airciaft noise; and by controlling noise at the souice at business

ope ranons.

Pi ding: With the noise standaxds in the City' s Municipal Cod.e and anplementano of the Ueuetal
Plan Public Paclities and Safetv Elunent policies ielaeed to noise, unpacts fiou2 transpoitation nnd

stationatv noise sources would be less than significant.

Impact 5. 7- 5:  Implementation of the General Plan Update would not result in increased noise

exposure from operation of the Los Alamitos Joint Forces Training Base.

Support Eor this envuo nental impact conclusion is fu115 discussed in Secuon 5. 7, Nozre, and in
particul;, starnng on page 5. 7- 28 of the DFIR.

As discussed above, the Los lllamitos JI"I'B is a inilicaiy aviation Iacility,-and operations at die Ios
Alamitos JFiB vould condnue co contribnte to the ambie.nt oise enviiomnent. ' 1' he ma ar soiirces of

noise a.[ the bese are vehiailar ttaEfic on City oadways, major events at the base, and uccrafr
o( eianonc

Aircraft Noise

Thc 1I; LOP establishes standaids for  die coinparihility beCween e6e Los  larnitos 11E I'  and
sunroi nding ?>arcels. ' lhe standatfts identify land uses that are c nsideted ii consistent with aiiport
operations a.nd aieas whete the greatest hoise Eroin aiicsaft is expeceed [ o occui, u d cstablish heio-ht

liinics ai selcct a reas around ehe runwa.  Appsosunately 30 cxise ng single- familp hoiues to 1ze
noitheast of che 7 os rllamitos JFTB and approximatelv 20 hosnes to the west of the JF'"I'B u-e

ek} osed co noise levels above 65 dBA C 1: L. Becanse this area is developed wiill sin le-fainily
residential anCl the pco ect would not change the land use desi ation ae die iesidential atees

surcounding the aupoi th F ioposed pmject would n t i iLencify the numbei of persons exposed Co
noise Jevels above 65 dI3 C;: vEL. "I1 ereFoxe, vnPlementarion of the Genetal Plzn UpdaPe would not

expose ne u noise-sensihve land uses ro mc mpatible levels of aii craf[ noise. Because ehe roject

w uld not aitcoduce ne w sensitive mceptars to areas diat would be inconsisten[ witP die . 11:LUP,

nor e impacts fio n anrrh$ noise at tl e Zos , 1lanveos JI° IB reineed to the mplementauou oE the

Gene. al Plai eould bc less than sigiiificant.

VehicularTraffic and Events

In addison ro mil,itary opecations, die Los Alamitos JF'1B hosts coimm mh e* ents aich as the
annual 12ace on the Base and the Wings, Uheels znd Rotors I.xpo. The l. os  ' lamitus ) I"] 3 also

l ouses the Sunburst' Xourh Challenge Academ, Youtli Baseball Pields, anel Aquntic C; enter, all oE

vhich ace used by C: ivili: ns. Ou weekends nd othe.r sclect truning peiioc s, activines can inceease
substantiallp. The 2035 i oise 1eve1 contouis Eoc the senment of Le ington Diive bettveen I{ aeella

Los: Alami2os Genecal Plan Update
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Avenue 1nd tJ e Los Alamitos JPI'B were calculated foi a tvpical h-affic co dition, wit9 oue events oc

miltt x,ry exercises. ' I'he 70 dB1\ C] F T noise level contour lalls within the road z,ight-of-way, and the

65 dBA CNLL conCOUi falls  vithin 30 feef oF the road cenrerline.  ' 1'he nearest hoinec ate

appxo m2tely 45 feet fxom the road centPa-line, outside the 65 dBr CNLL of Che soad. Thexefore,

duiing no rmal uaffic conditions, the esidenrial areas along the road are comparible Uich uaffic noisc
on Lexington Diive. The oehei access route to the Lexiugton Drive enhance is piovided via Fuquar

vemae, which is ekposed to less loise than Lexington Diivc.

Accoxding ro the I,os 111amitos JFTB staff,  the base hosts majo  militzs  fiaining eaerdses
approsirnatelv once a month, wheu dzere is an ina ease in vehiaxla.r actielty due to military hvclz
conveys aecessing the } ase. These evenYS would coutu ue to be spocadic, causiug noise increases duc
to truck passbys that occnc fox short pu-iods of rime. Pinally, the ptoject would not modif r the land
use plan foc the aieac in the vicinity of rhe blse south of I acella ?, venuc and east oC Los Ala nitos
Boulevai-d Theiefote, noise unpacts would be less than szgn'tficant.

Pinding.  The } roposed project would not inodify land use changes m the vicuiit r of tlie Los

Alamitos JF"1'B; thereforc, aside fioin sporadic noise increases froni military trueiing < xercises and
communit events, noise unpacts would be less dian s,ign icant.

6.     Population and Housing

Impact5.8- 1:  The proposed project would result in an increase of 1, 385 people and 3, 770

employees in the City of Los Alamitos and Rossmoor; however, the General Plan
Update accommodates future growth in the City by providing for infrastructure and public
servicestoaccommodatethis projectedgrowfh.

Support for tl is envitonme Ta1 usipact conclusion is fullv discussed in Section 5. 8, Pvjulation and
Ho rin o, ; nd in particular, scarting on page 5. 8- 8 of ehe DF'iR.

Housing and Population Growth

The Geneial Plan LJpdate would pesmit development of a nee inctease of up to 532 residential units
for a tota7 of 8, 735 units, whid would tesult in a net increasc of 1, 385 pcople in the Citv and

Rossmoot. At General Plan Update buildout the estimaeed cotal population oF Yhe <: it} and SOI

would be 23, 003, a 6. 4 peirent,iucicasein populaeion 6om esisring condinons.

The Forecast popvlauon of thc City and Rossnioor at Grne ral Plan buildout ould sfi htiv exceed
the exisfing regional populanon foiecast for 2035 ( 2, 653 persons) by 350 pexsons, c r 1. 5 pexcent.

7'he estimaPed nuinbei of housing umts in the Cit} ancl Rossmo r at General ' Plan bw] louL would
exceecl the ekt ting segional housing foieeact Eor 2035 ( 8, 150 units) b 587 units, oi 72 percent.
H we er, Genetal Pla; s lipdate bu,ildout could occu after the 2U35 h> rizon. Thus, Phe mcceases ui

p pulation and housui due to Ueneral Plan Update buildout comnared r rcgional fo ecasts for
2035 would not b a substai tial adverse i npact.

Employment Growth

Buildout of tlic Ueneral Ylau lipdate vonid entail an incre se of 903, 465 no» ic idenual s9uere feet in

the Cit r and SOI fo- oEfice, commercial, xetail, industnal, and mixed uses. Consequenil-, dle General

Plan lipdate would accommodate 18,a30 emplo} ees in the Cirn 1nd SOI. "11 c Uenetal Plan Update

Los lai ailos Ge:ne al Plan lipda[ e
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would cesul[ in a nee increase ii  employment of 3, 770 emplo ecs,  a 25. 7 peicent incieace in

employme it compared L esisnng condirions, all of which would be in Los Alamitos except fo: 13
mote employees in Rossmoor. Genetal PIan Update buildout could occur over a IongeY buIldout

hocizou than 2035. ' Iherefore, the inaease in employment dne to General Plan lipdate buildout

compared to xegional foxecasts fot 2035 wonld not be a substantial aclvetse unpaet.

Jobs- Housing Balance

The jobs-housing balance in Z,os rllamitos and the SOI would l7e 2. 11, an increase of 0. 32 jobs perr
housing unie compued to 2013, which means the City of Los illainitos would continue to dzaw a
1a ge daytimc population due to the amount of empioymene-gener2ting land uses in che City. SC1 G
policy aims to balance jobs and I ousing wirhin the xegions, not witPiin specific cities or commuuilies.
Theiefore, the ailalvsis oE impacYS on jobs- housing balance ls foL coinparison only; che impacY would
not be a sizqniEeant unpact undei CEQA.

Fiuding:  ImplemenPation of  [he Genetal Plan Update would diiecfly indnce population and
emplo menC growil7 in the area. Howevei, the General Plai Update accommodates fi. ture , eowth in

the City by pioviding F r iiifiastiucmie and publ,ic seisiees to accommoda e rhis pmjecced growth.
Theeefoce, unplementahoi of the pioposed projcct would tesult in a less tlian si iificant impact'

reladng to popularion and emplo3 ment giowth.

7.     Public Services

Impact 5. 9- 1:  The proposed project wouid introduce new structures and residents into the

Orange County Fire Authority service boundaries,  thereby increasing the
requirement for fire protection facilities and personnel.  However,  sufficient

revenue wouid be available for necessary service improvements to provide for
adequate fire protection (staffing and facilities) upon buildout of the General Plan
Update.

Su} poxt for rhis envi,conmental impact conclusion is fully discassed m $ ection 59. 1, Pu6lac Service.r, and

in paiticulac, staiting on page 59- 8 of the DEIR.

Clndei the Genei l Plan li} date, staliin levei for fue p otection and emci-yeucc se% iccs in Los'
Alamitos would conruiue to l e established by ehe Orange Gountv Pice Authoriry ( 0C 1. 9). Pcblic
safecv in Los tllunitos end Rossmoor, induding fire pl otection u d rinergency se vices provided b
OC.NA, is pa d for wieh count} xevenue gene ated Sy piopertv taxe. 111d ovgh there is no du ect fiscal

meclianism dia[  ensuxes thaf funding fa  fue and emet:genc:  seivices would grow eaac lv

propostional co an increasect need far services iesulting from populariov growth m the Cit, pcopcity
taxes would be ex ected eo grow xougilly proportionate to : uty iiztrease in iesidential ni'ts and/ oi

bustnesses iu l, s Alamitos ; uid Rossmooi. O(; 1'. A would also maintain apptopnzte firefighter staffing
eo ensvre cornF liance wttl d e National Fv e Protection . ssociahc n standarcis Cor response tiine and
coveia e Fui tl e,unote, policies and nplementauon prograins in die propose J C eneral Plan Update

encouYage mnintainmg scafftng, faciliues, and training activities to eEEectivel respo d tu  eneval and
emerUe cj public service calls.

DesPtte the i h' ted increase in E oputation, O(; Pi1 does noc cucremlv foiesec the need foc additional
fue stations within the n x[ five }' cars. A lclitionall, Pire Stati< ns No.  17 and 48 have i ecendv
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been rebuilt. New developmenes over 50 imits wouid also be icquired to enter into a Secuied Pii e

Protecdons , Agreement to rovide for fair-shaie fi ndinn oE capital unprovemcnts ( He nai dez 2014).

In addition, if mnsa uction inzpacts of development piojects that would bc accommodatec7 b the

General P1an ISpdate nccessiCate the closm e of ioad vavs that se rve a pazficular piojecL, project

applicavts would be iequired to cooxdinaYe ,road closures and eniexgency access w-ith 0C:1 A and the
C,itq to ensw e that r dec{uate access fox eme genc vehicles is pxovided and rhat an ade9uate 1eve1 of

fue j>meectioiz seivices is mamtained at the adopted seivice levels. Tutuee developme it projeccs that

would be acwmmodated b the Geneeal Plan Update vould also be reviewed by the City of Los
Alanvtos and C C1;. A on an incL[vidual basis and would be iequiied to comply wid1 Ye9uircanents in
eEfect at ehe ume building pu-mits arc issned. llevelopment pxojectc u;ou]d also be required to

comply wid Phe most curcent adopted fire codes, buildmg codes, and nationallp xeco n2ed firc and
iIc safety stand2rds of Los Alamitos, Ocangc County, and ihe State of CaliFornia.

117evefore, pioject implementanoi vnpacts on Eire protection and emergency services and Eacilities
ace less' than si nificant.

Finding: Con pliance with exism g City and OCPA regulations, including fue ai d building codes
and Jife safety standards, as wel] as policies and implemenearion programs- in the p oPosed General
P1ui Update would muiitnire advecse im acts to Eue seivices co less tl an significant levels.

Impact 5. 9- 2:  The proposed project would introduce new structures, residents, and workers

into the Los Alamitos Police DepartmenYs service boundaries, thereby increasing
the requirement for police protection facilities and personnel. However, sufficient

revenue would be available for necessary service improvements to provide for
adequate police protection upon buiidout of the General Plan Update.

Suppoit Eor this environmeneel impact conclusion is full discussed in Section . 9. 2, Publ c Se viczt, and

in parriculat, statting on page 5. 9- 13 oi the DL,IR

Buildout is ai hcipated to , cectilt in an approtiuna e total of 1, 385 ne u residcn[ s and 3, 770 addiuonal

einployees in ei e City a d SOl con pared to eYisting conditt ns. Additiov,il police equipment,
Fadlilies, ancl petsonnel would be re9uued ro provide adequate recponse dmes, acceptabie publ,ic

sen ice raPios, and othei perfocmauce ok jectives for law enfotcement sei ices Additi nally, the Los
lamitos poltce seanon is esperienciug some 2ge- ielated infrastrucrose iseues and lacks adequate

space for efficsent opecations and worlcfIow. ? n} siblificant incieases in the Los Alamitos Police

llel ax[ ment' s stafFing level could t ot bc accomn odated u tthin the eetsting stauon ( Mattern 014).

Unril Rossmoor is inco poi. eed into tt e Citl oF Tos . 1lainicos, stafFing levels for pohce services in
Los . Ua nieos would connnue to be establ,isl ed bv the Los Alamitos' Police Dej artment, and staffing
le cls fox pohce seivices in Rossmoox would coutinue to be es[ ablished by the SlierifPs Departmeut. IF
Roscinoor wcre incorpoiated into tl e Cit of L,os AlamiYOS, the 1. os Alasnitos Police I) epa_tment

would piovide police seivices to Ross'mooc. (: onsequendr, additional staffing, e9uipment, ai d Eacilitses
in the Los illamitos P hee Ueparn ent vould be neccssat.v co ensure the same level of service to

d;.e iesi. encs and busuiesses ot the (; it ancl Rossm i I3uildout of the < encral Plan U da[ e

indudes buildout of he SOT, xcsulring in an iiurease ici dunand for poltcc pioeecuoa setvices
within the Cit and SOI.

Los- 1lamitos Ueneral Plan Updatc
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Public safetp in Los Alamitos, inclucling police proCection seivices, is paid for Eiom ehe City' s Genetal
2' und. Gen: al Fun.d revenues a e collected frotn pi-opeetv, sales, and utilirn iisers' taxes. Thece is no

direct fiscal mecbanism tha[ ensuies that Einding fos police seivices woiild gto v exacdy proportional to
an incieased necd foa police su ices iesulting fiom population  owth in the Cit}.  However,

ievenue souzces that conteibute to fundvig the City' s General P'und wouid be espected to grow in
rough pxopoidon to any increase in resideneial units and/ oi businesses m Los Slamitos ' lhe revei ue
genetated by exisrJng land uses within tl'ie Cir u d SOI ( f incoxpornted) and new giowth in dze City
and  $ OI would be used to supply the 1os i lanntoc Police De utsnent with addinonai police
officers, pxoEessionai staff, equipmen, etc., as they see Eic.

1 s noted by the Los Alasnit:os Police lleputtnent; realisr,ic changes in the current policing facilitses
and personnel ai e anticipated to occiu moxe than five veats inCO the fu[uie  (Mattem 2014).

Fuethecmote, policies and nn lementation progtams iii the j ioposed Genetal Plan lipdate requiie
that police p roeection seivices ref]ect the giowing needs of residents. In pa neulai, Policy 2. of the
Public Faciliries and Safety f-dement equires lhae tl ie City psioiinre enEorcetnent activities to minirnize

existing and pievent futw:e public slfery hot spots.

The need for addii ional stcuctuces and peisonuel would be Emanccd through the Cit' s Genesal

Fund, and tl2e impacts of Genexai Plan Update on police setvices would be less rhan significsuit

Thereforc, vnplementtfion of the <; eneral Plan Updar,e would noc xesule in advea-se phyaical anpacts

on police services and facilities.

Finding: Implementation of polides and im lementation ptogzams ui the roposed Uenetal Plan
Updaee and additional funduig fmanced thtough die City' s General Pund would reduce impacts on
police secvices to less than significanc.

Impact 5. 9- 3:  The proposed project would generate approximately 373 new students who wouid
impact the school enroliment capacities of area schools; however, payment of SB

50 deveiopment impact fees would provide funding for the financing of new
school faciiities.

Suppoit for diis enviromnental impact condusion is Enll. diseussecl in Section 5. 93, Public Serrri e. r,

and in punculai, sturiug on page 5. 9- 18 oE the DETR.

13ui1douC of tbe Genetal P1an Update, which includes buildout c> t the SOI, vou;d a11ow up to : i32
addirional d vellin uniu in Los Aiamitos and Rossmoor. Ios Alamitos UniFied Schoo] District

I_AUSD) assesses its needs based on a seudent genei ation Facto of 0. 7 tudent pei dwe11iig unit.

The ina-ease in the numbe of ne v tesidenbal units ( 8,735) that would be accoininodated under the

Geneial Plan Upda.te vould resul[ in 373 addirional students'  m Che Cim and Rossmo r. f'uture

student opuladon in i,o  Iainitos and Rossmoor at buildout of the Genecal Plai Update would be

appioximately 1Q288 studeots. I, t1USD' s cunent stvdent enrollmei c is 9, 915 smdents, of vhich
4,353 ( 44 peicent) ase in elementarv school, 2, 335 ( Zh percent) are vi n iddle sdzool, and 3, 227 ( 32

percent) are in hivh schoe L 11ppl mg this saine pe,ccentage bieakdown, it is anticipntcd that of Che
373 additional smdents, 164 wonld attend clementaiv school, 90 vonld attend middle school, and
119 would attend high school.

Tbv. rfe dend eirero7aonmteof0., rtuden/JJ era+nd( IZ- 72 iaarGaredm Ibe, r n/ urdrarernpeSfvden/ Yielrllnda ir.redb7 / hrC.alzfomin
llvJ arJni nl fLdn wFimi, O ce o PuGlicSchool ron 7r Fic1 r,n( 2008J.
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New development ni the Citp and SOI in accoidauce w[th the General P1an Update wpuld require
paysnents' in fl1e form f development iuipact fees Po I.AL?SD undex Senate ] 3ill 50 ( SI3 50) for the

conshucuon of new schools. Development impac* fees cuirently chaiged b} USD aie ( Edevia

2014):

ResidennaL 1. 65/ squate foot

Couunercial: $0. 27/ squere foot

Impact fees levied by T,?, L'SD aie set within the liinits of SB 50.  This Ivnding progiun was
established by the legislat ue to consutute " fu11 and complete inidgauon of the impacts" on rhe
provision of adequace school facilities ( Govermnent Code  65995 h]). SB 50 escat l,ishes cwo potential

Iiix its for school distiicts, depending on the availal ilitv of new school constenction funding froin the
state and Phc parricnlai needs oF the individual school disfricts. SB 50 also relieves jutisclictions Erom

having d1e audioiit r of den ing appxovzl of a legislanve or adjndicative action undes CFQA vi

ceference to seal esta[ e development based on the inaclequacy of school fadlides.

Findin: 111thongh project buildout would result in an inaease of 373 smdents, pa} mei t of impact

Eees in compliance vith SS 5U would i educe t:he impacts to an lcteptable IeveL Theie£ore, i npacts

on scl ool factfities and se sices xesulting fi:om buildout of the General Plan Updatc ase less ehan
significant

Impact 5. 9• 4:  The proposed project would generate additional demand for library services as a
result of an increase in population in the City and Rossmoor, but would not
significantly impact the service needs for the Iocal libraries.

Snpport for this envrronmenral impact conclusion is' fu11y discussed in Sectioi 59. 1, Publve Seri ice.r, and
in pai-ricule, s[ axtii g on pagc 5. 9- 22 of rhe DEIlZ.

At buildouc, I. os Alamitos and Roscmoor are projected eo have a populalion of approxirnatel 23,003

iesidents, ]., 38 residents ooer exishng condiuons. Using the Ocange County Public Libiai- c  ( OCPL)
standaxd seivice ratios ( 0. 2 squase foot er capita for libiai spacc, 13 volunses pex capita foi lib rar r

colleetions, and a cuculauon pe- capita of 4.5), the adclitional 1, 385 residents that would be generated

uncler the General Plan Cpdate would requite 277 square feet of libiarv space, 1, 800 volumes of
collection, and an annual cuculation of 6,323 volumes ( C: owell 2014).  t buildout of Phe General P1an

Up<late and based on the erishng ca acit and numbei of volumes, t:he Los 111nmitos-  Rossmooi
Library would l ave : n ceeess of 7, 25 sc uare l eet of libraiy space, 35, 762 volumes of collection,
and 67,327 volumes in ru-cularion. Rven with the potential pop lation bw]dout, tlse 7 os Alanneos-
Rossmoor Sib rary would exceed OCPL's standard of 02 squam foo[, 73 voltimcs pex capita and

4. 5 circulanoi pei caE ita. 7:'herefore, the e would e uo eed foc Jvmre libraiy Faciliues wirh buIldou[
of the Uerival Plan Update.

r' dditionally, iesidents ot 7 os , Alamitos and Ross.-nooi; inducling Cutuxe iesiclents gen rated bv land
uses nllowed mder tl e roposed project, have acce:ss to all branches of die OCPL sv tem, iududing
those within the neighboring corru'numlies of Seal SeacL C Press, and Gzrdeis Urove. Smplementanon
of policies and implemuitation actions of tl c propose.d C>eneial Plan Update would also ensure that

th City and d e ( CPL provide libxlij se rvices tl at meet local needs.

l.os< 1lamitos CGenei al]?] a Updare
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1 wthermoie, cuiient fuilding of ne libi a.ry facilities in rhe OCPL svseein requv es d e benefiduy
inunidpality--. in  [ Izis case, the City of Los Al:uni[ os and Rossmooc—[ o fund ne v or espanded
facdities aizd rec uires preparation of a library funding service p1an fot new libraiy facili[ ies to
dete.rmine if OCPT_ has the abilit} co fund stafFing, operarion, ancl maintenance needs of rhe libiup

Eaciliti s ( Co Uell 2014). Revenue sources that c ntribute to Eunding thc Cit' s C; eneial Fund, i cluding
propercy and saies caxes, would be expected co grow in iough pi opottion co any increase in residenrial
units and/ or busniesses n Los Alunitos. "Thcse taz evenues co xld be used to Eund Eunue espansion

of the Los 1lamicos- Rossmooi Libiary and or adclitional snacerials and resouices, should d ey be
ncedcd.

Finding: The Los Alamitos- Rossmooi Libiaiy has adequate i brarq facilides, voluines per capita, uid
cucutatiocis per capiu for the project population at buildout of the General Plan lipdate Impacts

would be] ess dian si nificanc.

8.     Recreation

Impact 5. 10- 1: The proposed project would generate demand for 61. 86 acres of parkland under

the City' s current parkiand standard; but future demand for parks wouid be met
by existing park facilities under the City' s parkland standard.

Su poit foi this envuonmental impact condus,ion is fu11y discussed in Secuon 5. 10, Kecreution, and in

patticula; stari:ing on page 510-10 oF the DFvIR.

The City and Rosssnooi cuxxendy p rovide 317. 4)  aci es of pa.rk and recrearion facilities in Los
2ilamltos and 35. 05 acres of park and rc<7 eational f ciluies m Rossmooz, Euv a tota7 of 389. 02 acies

of pailc and tecreational facilities in Phe City and SOl.  Of this,  18. 03 actes of parl land and
26. 93 2cies of iecreauonai space are in special use and school Faciliries thac are ou>ned, opeiatec oi

under contract by rhe Ciry far public use. As pait of ehe 317. 49 acres in l e s  \ lamitos, an additional

26955 ac es of recceallonal space ( 48. 0 acies uutside e golf cowrse) is on land outside the Citj control
or cont ac[, but is available foi public use?

The cnirent standard foi pmviding Ioca1 recreational faciliCies is 25 acses pei 1, 000 eople ( Z.os
lainieos Municipal Cocle Cl iaptex 16. 1. r1t Geneiat Ptan buildout the demand m ihe Cicp oE Los

1 lamiros would be 54.05 acres of parkland and recieation Eaeilities for Lc s lamitos residenes. If

Rossmoo' weie to be aime ed co ehe City of Los 1lamitos, tl e resulring demand fox pack and
recceational Eacilities would be 61. 86 acres. Based on the City' s esisbng pa' s standard, the proposed
pioject woulcl o-cnesate de nand for 7. 05 aciclitional parl; land acres in the City and 0. 77 ddirional
pa l land aors in Rossmooi,  for a total increase in p;u:l; clemand of 7S2 acees.  ' Che Citv and
R ssmooc l iace a total ot 93. 49 ac: res oE Parl; s and eecieational fariliaes avlilable, ancl total demand

uncler the Clly's cw:tent standard is G1. S6 acics. The efore, the patic needs oE the addirio al in-owth

identtfted by the Geneial Plan lipdate uouid be accommodated bv ehe existing pukland in tl e City
and Rossmoor.

Fmthei more, nc v development wou be xequv ed ro 1» vide parlc iac ifities onsite ot pay m- Iicu fees to
fund new ail space ancl recreauonal facilines if it is ried to a subdivision i rhe Ciry in accordance  uidi
d c  : iry' s i lunicipal  (; ude Chaptei 16. 17. The availabilitv of il ese new facilincs would pxevent

An nddifEOnal 2 9Y are.r of reuea/ iaim/ vpatie n a1 o jirouided IGroriPG n im/ e t finol( SF. i( zdmi mid pnn/l,i reteraed fm i/r 1 ziAentJ and
fomdr.; haruever,/ Gn n- natindudeda f vrl o lbr Cify'IJ a k andrPOPn6anal fmi/rlrri Uiat reruc IheJ xiGfic.
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accelera[ ed physical deterioiarion of xisting facilihes. Thexe are also a nuinbei oE odicx xea-eaYioi sl

amenities to scive pioposed residents. Consequently, no significant nnpact would occuc.

Piuding: "1'he City and Rossinoor would pl ovide inoie acces of paxl s anG recceanonal faciliues ehan
reqwsed under dze cmzent staudud of 2.5 acres pes 1, 000 reside its at buildout oF Phe Genecal Plan

Update. Fw dies, compliance with the City' s mnnicipal code would ensure park Eacilities are provided if
tied to a Iuture subdivisio. Thus, impacts would be less than significant.

Impact 5. 10- 2; Buildout of the General Plan Update wouid require the construction or expansion

of recreational facilities,  but no significant adverse physical effect on the
environment would occur.

Support for this environmenYai itnplct conclusion is fully diccussed in Secrion 5. 10, Recreatiorr, and in
paincular, stairing on page 5. 10- 12 of d'ie DEIR.

The Uenu; l Plan Update guides gro vih and development wie6in the Cit} and is not a developinene

ptoject Ne v and ox expane ed facilities map be constsucted to satisfy the patic dedicat oiz
equiYement pei Municipal Code Chapter 16. 17. Development and opcsanon of new cea'eational

facilides may have an adveise physical effect on the envimnment, induding impacts relanng to aic
qualie5, biological resoutces, ] igllting, noise, and raE6c. Developinent of ne s recceational fadlities
and associated impacts ace addtecsed tiv:oughout the  IR as part of the buildont analysis.
l; nvironmentel impacts associated vich coiutiueeion aizd oi expansiou of recreational factlities in

accordance with ttle pioposed S.,and Use Plan are addYessed sepa atel} in the DL:IR secuons for air

quality, gxeenbouse gas emissions, and noise. Lxisriug parl laud, the generaiion of parldand in- lieu

fees Erom residentiai development xesulting fcom subdivisions, and GeneYal Plan ohcies auned at
Eulfilling 1oca1 needs for iecxeauonal oppotcunities wouid togethe,t ensure that Ium- e residents of L.os
AlauiiLOS wolild have adequate aecess to pa,cks and recreational fadliues u cler me praposed project.

Goals,  polides,  and actions in the Uenesal Plan,  along wi[h esisting 1Edeial,  sta e,  and local
regulations, would initigatc poeential adverse irnpacts to the enviioi menc that may result ; som die
construction and/ o' e 2 ansion of parl; s, i ecxeational faciliues, and trails } uisuane eo bvildont oE thc
proposed Land Use P1an. Consequcntly, the Geneial Plan Upda[ e would nc t result in significant
impacts relating to new oi expanded recreational fadlines l uidiermore, b. iildout of the General Plan

lipdate would not caus subs-tantial phqsical deterioration of existtng Eactliues Iin a ts would be less
ehan significant.

Pinding: Compliance wiLh existin federal, state, and local regulations, incl-ad ng the C.ity' s inun,iciPal
code and policiec in the Ueneial Plan Update, would cnsute futu e pa 1c and ,cecceanonal facilities do

not signiEcu tly affect the enviionmenL Impacts would be less than significaiit.

9.     Transportation and Traffic

Impact 5. 11- 2: Project- related trip generation in combination with existing and proposed
cumulative development would not result in designated road andlor highways

exceeding the congestion management agency service standards.

SuPport for this envn-or,men[al nnpacc conclusion is Enll} discussed ii Section 5. 11, 7run.rfiortation

an/` f' ruffiy and in paiticul v, star ing on page 511- 30 oC ilie Dr;IR.
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The Oiange County Congestion Management Plan ( C 1P) designates standaedc at CVIP intesseceions,
and ieqvues fhat all inteisecuons ope ate at level of setvice ( LOS E or better. ICatella Avenue at the

I-605 noithbound ramps falls nde the juasdiction of I,os Alamieos and is desi mated a CMP

Iocation. Katclla Avenue is also identifred on the CMP highway systen, aldiough there a e no speciFc
CMP requucments For i oadway segmeut assessment. Since Los Alamitos bas pmposed a strictei

LOS ieqnire nent than the CMP ( LOS D, the L,OS sCandaid foi the City was used to cvaltzate all
study Iocaaons, induding tbe CMP nitersed'ton of T atella Avem e at rhe I- 605 northbound iainps.
i1s shown in Table 5. 11-:i oL die DEIR, the i teisecrion of Katella Avenue and the I-605 northbound

Yamps is not piojected to esceed tl: e CNIP thxeshold of I, OS F; at Ucnetal Plan bulldout.

Finding: "The infeisecuon of I atella Avenoe and I-605 notthbousld xam} s vould not exceeci the
CMP thieshold of LOS ' F, oi the Ciry' s threshold of LOS D at buildouc of the Genecai Plan
li date. ' I7ierefore, impaces are less than significant.

Impact5. 11 3:    The General Plan Update includes policies, plans, and programs for alternative

transportation.

Suppoxt foi d is envisonmental impact conclusion is fully disaxssed in Sectiou 5. 11, " l ranpo 2ateon

and'(' ra c, and in patucular, searcing on page 5. 1' 1- 37 of PliellEIR.

1' he MobiliL; and Ciiculanon Eleaient policies suppoic public tiansit, bicyde impiovetnents, and

unprovements to che pedeshian facilihes by closing gaps in the netwarlc, expancling the nettivork, and
coordin; ring widi re ionat agencies. The element focuses on targeTed minoi changes in select locations

that will mciease mobility, access, and safety in die C h. ' 1'hesc indude Ize v birycle and pedesh ian
facilities,  raised colored aud te mred inteisectioiis,  rra c- calming measures,  and pedes ian
bnd es. A notable excepuon to [ he genetal lacli of circulation changes undu the Geneial Plan

Update is thc redesign of Los AluniLOS Boulevacd.  Consistent with concepts explored in the

Commeidal Corxidors Plan, the 1[ obili} and Ci,iculation F'lemene roposes chat che oadway be
nariowed to c,i' eate a mo' e wallcable downtown envixonment. Policies in ihe C'1ene a1 Plan scel to

redesign L,os 1 Iamitps Boulevasd north of Katella Avenue to maintain toor thiough-lanes and
mming movemencc at intersecuons while conveeting the xemaining sm-plus space mto an expnnded
pail vay.  Cw b exeensions would  e installed at inte sections to reduce ciossing discance.  The
complete s[ ceets networlc would accommodaee all users of the system, and thf. City' s complete st' eets

vetix orl is based on ehe rype of usei. Specificxlip, Policies 1. 1, 1. 2, and 7. 5 of the Mobiiity and

Cizc lation l lemenc nddress die needs ofall useis of the City's han portarion netwotk.

The Cit s nehoork is brolcen ii eo three t rpes of facilities pcdestrian, bicode, and publtc s-ansit "Ihe

propused Uencial Plan ipdate w<>uld supp< it plans' and pto, t-ams for alteivauve tsanspo' tation, as
Eollo.,,:

Bicycle Routes

lTnture bilce iou[ es and bike lanes ase pro osed on majot attetials and collectocc througho t Los

r1] ami[os, accardnzg to the OC'1-A Commuter Bikewa5 s Shacegic Plan. This plan idenufies currcnt

bicpde facilit es through ut the Cits ai d piovides policv and impteine nt:ation , irategies Eoi enhancing
the net UOrl s  " 1' he pl;ans : ue intended [ o be cohesive and integiated— a compxehensi c PcdesPrian

anc] bicycl sj stem. The Cit} pz-oposes to enhance d e bicvcle nehuoi] s by Providing a.ddirional on-

I,os?, lamicos Genera] Plan Updace
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and fEstsee[ bike ] anes. In adclitton, several polides are included in d e pioposed General Plan to

enhance bic- de connectivit} ( Polides 3. 1, 3., 4. 2, 43, 4. 4, 4. 5, 4.6, and 5. 6.

Pedestrian Facilities

In ordet to reduce congesuon at major mtersecuons and inciease safeCV and access foi tlle

commnnitds scnoolchildren, tl e Mobilit smd Cuculxtion 1> 1c:ment inclndec pedesttian bridges aciosc

tl'ie Cit' s major axPeiial roadways to cotmect schools wiLh residenrial neighborhoods. ' I7 e pedesurian

bzidges wovld increase safe[p and reduce congestion.  In addirion, Policies 42 ehxough 4.6,  1. 1
thiough 12, 3. 1 thtough 33, and 4.'1 enhance pedestcian mnneclivity.

Public Transit

Public tiansportanon in the Citp of Loc Alamitos consists oF public bus service ope ated b} OCLA.
Imnl mentadon of the Proposed General PIan Uf daCe would promote the nse of ah:einaPive
tianspoit ation inodes. Policies 4. 2, 4.7, and 4.8 promote the use of public t,ransit.

Finding:  Policies in the  .Vtobility and Cu-culation Flecnent would sn poit ublic tsansit, bicycle

impxovements, and pedestnan factlines bv dosii g gaps iu the networlc, expandin n the nehvoilc, and
coordinaung with regional agende  . Aclditionall, these policiec suPP nt nnP]ementation oE complett
strcets,  Phiough a la cre.d net.voili appiroach,  consic_tent with the stat:e' s Com lete Sereets Act.

Thecefare, they nre consistent wieh die eaisting adopted policies, plans, nnd pro ams xegaiding
ublic tiansit, bicyele, oi peelestrian tacilities. Impacts woulcl be less d an signiFieant.

10.   Utilities and Service Systems

Impact 5. 12• 1: Buildout of the General Plan Update would generate an increase in wastewater,

but additional generation could be adequately treated by the Orange County
Sanitation District's existing wastewater treatment facilities.

SvpE ort foi- this envuonmenYal iinPact condnsion is fvllv discus ed in Section 5. 12. 1 I' lildtiet aytd
Servace Syrierra.r, and in particulax, staiting on page 5. L-8 of tlie DI; IR.

As, titning that 70 ercent of vatc nse is indoo' use and that 100 pescenc of tliaY waeee is discha ged

inw ac uers, was'tewatex ge eraaon in the Ciry and Rossmoor at <; enernl Plan buildovt wotdd be
aPProximately 2. 4 i illion g,illons 1> er day. was[ ewaCer ; enera[ ion would incccase by 134,583 gallons
l er dap compared to rsis[ ing condiuons.

Wastewater Treatment Capacity Impacts

lhe sisPing esidual caPacit} at Oxange Coantv Saniration Disnrict ( OCSD) Redarnaeion J' lnnt No.  2,
whidi treats oastc vatei from Che C;it and SOI, ts a out 65 million rallons pea: clay, far gmater than die
foi: cast net increase in u tewate en ration due to die C; enctal Plan Update buildout ( OCSD 2013).

Clastewa[ u geneiation  v the General PIan C pdaPe buildout would not iequirc bC:SD to build

nem or expanded wastewatet treahnenc facilines, and impac[ s would be less than signifcant.

Sewer Impacts

Substanrial intensificafioi of land uses undei hc General Plan C' pdate ma requize installation of

new t cxpauded sewer IaCerals and installanon of ne v c i eapanded sewei mains. Sewer ma ns are

Lo>rllamitos General Plan Update
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genetally  vithiii roadweys;  tlms,  installation of ne o or esj a.nded sewu mzins would involve

distw banee of soil that has beeil pteviously cl sturbed Eoi consuucuon of ioadwaps and ins[ allanon oI
eaisting utiliuts.  Constrachon- iel2ted impacts from inscalletion of sewei lateials and ot sewct
mains would be paif of t7ie impaces of bmldout of tltic enm e Gencral Plan Upcl ite analnzed throughout

Chnpter 5 of the DEIR New devclopment would be requied to ensure tl at saFficient sewe capacity
is available. No significant unpacts would occui.

Finding: I3uildouf of ttie Gene ra]  Plan Update would not e ceed e sting wastewatei tireatmene
capacities aizd would not requue new oi espanded facilities. Impac: s would be Iess than significant.

Impact 5. 12-2: The General Plan Update would increase water demand by 192, 262 gallons per
day; however, the Golden State Water Company' s water supply and delivery
systems are adequate to meet the water demands of project in addition to its

other service obiigations.

Support Eor this envieonmental linpac[ condusion is fiilly discusse l in Secnon 5. 12.?, Utalitze.r and Serz ire

Syitemr, and in paxticulax, starting on page 5. 12- 19 of thc DF,IR.

Forecast Water Demand by General Plan Buildout

Water demand is estnnated osmg tlie warei demand Senate I3i11 7 ( S13X7- 7 caces idenrificcl in Golden
State Watu Company's ( C> SWC 2010 Uxban X' ates Managemet t 1?lan ( U IP). The C; cnetal l lan

lipdate would result in an increase in 7. 92,262 gallons per day o r ? 15 acre- Leec l ei peai ( afy. " 1'he
foi ecast net ir c ease in wate- demands duc lo Genes: l 171an buildout is mell wiPhin the Eorecast

increase in GSWC water siipplies t om 2015 to 2035 ( 1, Q43 af 7) ( GSWC 2011). Though Califoxnia

cuc endy faces veiv sevece c onght condiuons, GWS(: foiecasts that it will have adequate wacec

supplies to tneet demands in singie. dry-yeai and moltiple-drj- j eac condirions fi om 2015 thYOUgh
2035. Water demand due to General Plan buildout would not requu'e GS\UC to obtun new oi

increased watec supplies, and impacts would be less than significant.

Water Treafinenf Facilities

1' he three wate teeatment facilities > f the Meti politan Wafe,c T isnict of Souehecn CaliEoima  ( MWD)

that suppiy waten eo GSWC have total capacit of 1. 7) billion gailons pei da, asdy greater Phan the
projected net inerease in water demands due to Genecal Plan C pdate buildout. Watei dema ds

resulring E osn Genetal P1an lipdatc buildout m s ddifion to cleinand Eroin nrowth within die GSWC
sefvvice area would noi re9aice construction of new ox ex anded water tteahnent facilities eveu

when oil er vates usets  ie tal un into accounC,  since Yhe watex tieatment capacrtj is nearlv
10,000 hmes tl c netinaeasc in proj c± aeer cicmands For], os A,Lamitos.

Water Conveyance

General Plan lipdafe buildout would involve substantial laud use uztensificarion on only a handful of
arcels.  Substantial intensification of land uses would probabl}'  teqaiie installation oE ew or

exPanded watei- laterals and could iequne installatioi of new ox espanded water maius  \ Xlacer mains

aic genei ally within ro dways, thus, installation of ew or espanded warei mai s wovld involve
distucbance of soil that has been reviousl disnicbed foz constmction oE coadwaSs and installation

of existiug iirilities. Constmcuon-related impactc from installaeion of wates la[eials and o' watc
mains wonld be puc of the im acts of buildout of the entue  (> eneral Plan liPdate auah red

Los dlaniitos> enecal Plan Upda[ e
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throughout C:hapter 5 f the DL.IR. New clevelopment would be required to ensute that sufficient

watet facilie ies are available to meet ehe Citv and Pire Code xequirements No signiFicant impacts
woald occur.

Finding: BuIldout of the Genual Plan Update woaid not exceed e istuig water treatmene capacities.
Any new or cxpnnded vater conveyance facilides would be reqnucd to meet Cit and Fv e Code

Teq irements. Impacts would be less than si nifcant.

Impact 5. 12-3: New development under the General Plan Update would be required to ensure

that the storm drainage systems wouid retain any increase in stormwater flow
onsite and would be adequate to serve the drainage requirements of the proposed
project.

Support for this enviconrnencal impact conclusion is full discussed ni Section 5. 12 3, Utilztiet and

Seroi? Syetem,r, and in particulai, staiting on page S. L-27 of thc D7; IIZ.

The Genexal Plan Update would involve land use iutensifica[ion on a handful of axcels, which could

inc ease stormwate Elow to the : ity' s dsainlge sys-tem. Localized flooding has occutied at sevecal
locafions t} iougl out the City, ii.cluding areas along Partal Dtive, Cheriy Sn ee, and Se,rpentine
llYive; ae low points along KaLella Avenue; and aloug I empton Diive in rhe soufl ern poition of the
Cit. This tlooding is due pximaxilp to streets with liinited slope and an insuffi<:ient numbec of catch

basinc and inlees. In addit,ioi, a significu t po- tion of t1 ie esisting stotsn dxun s} stem was designed
and implemented undu oldei; less srlingene flood contxol design stai dards. Recent storms have

resulted in minimal darna e xo prope ty and no loss'  oF life, indicating that the Eaistuig svstem
p' ocides a mm mallevel ot protection. "10 vpgrade th c. ntue spslein to the current design seandaids

is cost piol-iibitive,  and improvements made after 1996 have incoiporated the updated design

ctandaids and would connnue to be nnplemented wnh Count r of Oiaage design standards. The

Uenexal Plan Lpdete indudes policies unde the Pub]ic 1 acilit cs and SafeLy EletnenP to ensure tha[
no significant impacts wou,ld ocau (Policy 13 and 1. 4}.

Ineremeutal mtensihcarion cotild occui thiou h smnll piojects ( e. g., adding a second dwelling unit oc
xpanding a stoiefront) in some locarions in the Ciq•. ' 1' he nee in eases in impeivious aseas and

iunoff would be mino coinpated to ehe total exisring unpeivious area and amount of runoff.
Gene:ral Plan Update bui:dout could tequue xeplacemerlt of undc sized stonn diaiv uilets in a ( ew

locanon; ueai paicels wher-e land use would be sabstantially intens ed. ltepiacement stoim t1- ain
inlets- would bu tnstalled m the sides of roadwavs o r in parl; ing lots. In addition, new development
would be reqtmcd to ietain Cl e in ease in sw mwarer flows onsite to ensure that thexe would be no

nel increase uz stonnwater flows o die Ciry s existing c aiiiatTe svstem. No simiificant vnpac[ would
occur.

Finding: Policies under the General Plan Cpdace and cxt, nng regulations woulcl ensure unpacts to
thc < fds e fing draiaagc. s stem are less than signiFican[.

Los lamitos Gener;a] Plan IIpda[ c
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Impact 5. 12-4: The General Pian Update would result in an increase in 3, 723 tons per year of

solid waste disposal; however, solid waste haulers and landfills would be able to

accommodate project generated solid waste while complying with related solid
waste regulations.

Support for this envii-onrnental impact conchxsion is full5 discussed u Scction 5. 1 4, L Cilzt2e.r and

Service Sy.rlean.r, and in paiCicular, staxting on page 5. 12-33 of the DF_IR.

I3uildout of die Geneial 7? lan lipdate vould cesulr in an incsease of 3, 723 [ ons of solid wasce pei year

ap io:umatelp 10. 2 tons pes da5. The nvo landfills accepting Che gceat a ajorin of landitlled solid
waste fi om Los Alamitos have total icmaining capaciry of ovcr 243, 50Q000 cubic vards vei

182, 600,000 rons-- and combined residual daily disposal capacity of over 9,400 tons pex day
Cnllzcc de 2014a and 2014b). The cst3mated closing dates of tl e landfills ; ve 2053 and 2027. The

County of Orange is ie9uired to maintain ' 15 yeais' identified disposal capadty, oi have a plan to
Pransform os diveit its wastc, puisuant to Assetnbly Bill 939. Thus, while Gcnetal Plan buildout could

oecuc aFtu 2053, che Counry would be xequi ed to have 15 yeacs' identified disposal caPacst y aftu rhat
clatc. Tllere is adeqiiate lanclfill capaciry in the region for solid waste that would be generated by fl e
G eneral Plan lipdate bu ldout:, and impacts wou.ld be less rhan si nifrcant.

F'iitrheemore, new devclopment Pi jects approved bv tl e City t l os Alainitos puisuant to the

Uenc al Plan Ppda[ e would contain storage azeas foi recydable mateiials ui conformance with Citv
Municipal Cud Secaon 17. 16.110 and Calif mia Pul lic Resou ces Coc'3e Sections 42900 ee seq. Solld
waste divexsion programs in the Cit would continue operaang.

Finding: Sohd waste enecated at buildouC of the pioposed pxojece would not esceed the capacities

of landfills seiving the( ity ancl SOI. Impacts would be] ess thau si uf cant

Impact 5. 12-5: The General Plan Update would result in an increase in natural gas use and

electricity use; however, additional demand would be accommodated by Southern
California Edison and the Southern California Gas Company.

Sn port Ear  us environmental impact conclusion is fully disaissed in Secdon 5. 1 5, [,'/ ilitie.r and

Scrvice Sjute rar, and in pardculai, starting on page 512- 37 of the DEIR.

Electricity

The General Plan Update buildout is esrimated eo resnit in an inerease in electiicit  use of

approaim tely 3S1 nnllion lulowact how s pei j eai in tl e Cin and Ross nooi. Southett Califorma

l; clison  ( SCL)  is forecast  [ o have adequate elec[ cidtv supplies co i ieet demands resulting from
General Plan l; pdatc buildout. 13uildouP of die General ' Plan Cpdate uould not rryuue SC1? to

oblxin additional electiicie sup lies beyond its ur ntl v loiecast supplies.

Natural Gas

The Gene ra] Plan Lpdate buildout is esnmared to result in an incxease in natuial gas use v the Citp

xnd Rossmooc of appxoxi,matel5  569, 928 rhe ms pe  peai.  1 listing Southern Califomiz Gas
Companp  ( SoCal Gas)  sup} lies aic  ast1S gieatet than d e Foiecast neP mcrease m natural gas'
demands resulting fi-om (; enetal Ylan Update buildout oCa! Gas wovld have suEEaene nat iral as

Tos 1lamitos General PIan lipdate
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supplies to meet the net inccease in natural gas demands due to General Plu Updaee buildout, and

impacts vou7d be less ehan significant

Finding: Buildout of the pt oposed project would iesult iu an ina ease m electricity and natural gas
usc, butwill be accommodated b SCE and SoCal Gas. Impacts would be Iess than significsmt.

D.  Findings on Impacts Mitigated to Less Than Significant

11ie following summaiy describes unpacts of the proposed project that, withaut miuganon, would
i-esult in significant advetse impacts. Upon implementation of the miti acion measutes' provided in

the I IR, these impacts would be consideted less than c,i niificant.

1.     Air Quality

Impact 5. 2- 5:  Placement of new sensitive receptors near major sources of toxic air

contaminants in the City of Los Alamitos and Rossmoor could expose people to
substantial pollutant concentrations.

Suppor[ for fltis enviroi mental impact conclusion is fully discnssed in Section 5. 2, 1zr Juc laty, aisd
n puticula, starting on page 53- 24 oE the DEIR.

Because placen eiie of sensitive land uses falls outside Yhe Califoinia _iir Resource Board' s ( CARB)

junsdiction, CARB dev eioped and approved ihe Air ualrt i and Lcat d Ure I 1a 2 lboo,h_ A Communiiy
HealGh Pe l ective ( 2005)  to address ihe siting of sensit re land uses in the cicinity of ftee va• s,
dishibution cen[ exs, rail yards, ports, iefisiexies, chromc-plating iactliries, di  cleaneis, and gasolme-
Ctispensing fadlities. This guidance docu nent was developed to e.ss-ess compatibilicy and associated
health risks when placing scnsitive xecepTOCC near exisang pollution sources.   CARB' s
recommendaaons were based on a coinpilation of studies that evaluated data on the adverse hcnith

effects oI pro nity to au polluffon souices. ' Ihe key obseavaaon in these sindies is that proxirziicp Co
au polluaon sovrces substan[ially increases both exposuie and the potential Loc adverse health
effecta Thue ,ue thrce cudnogenic to c av- contanvnants ehae conshtute the majoritv of the lalown

health risks from motoi vehicle traffic diesel particulate matte ( diesel PM) from truclis and benrene

anti 1, 3 butadieue fiom passenger vehides. Potential souices of toxic au containinancc in t6e City of
Los , 91a nitos and Rossmoot inclo le stanoi ar sources petmiPtee] bv ehe South Coast :' ir Qualitv
Management District ( SCAQMD, located psimaril in ttie norrheastern poxcion of rhe Cit, and

I: tersta[ es 605 and 405, whic6 have more than 100, 000 aveiagc ailv n'affic v olumes and are wi[ hin
1, 000 teet of sencitiv<;]. ncl uses in the CiYy of l, os Alamitos and Rossmoor.

Othex near r adway } ollutants indude ulthafine ainculatea ( IJPPs), whicl are Coxic and have healt}ti

imJ>2 ts UFPS are emitted fiom almost eveiv Fuei combustioti rocess, incluc3ing diesel, gasoline, ai d
je engmes, as well as extecnal combusuon P ocesses sudz as vood bui>ung Consequently, dzcrc is
growing con c n thae people living m close o nitv tv h ghl} tsafficked roadwavs an<1 <> the r sources
oF combusd n reia[ ed polhztants ( eg., aii oits and rail aids) ma be e posecl to significant levels of
UPPs and other air tosics.  Implementanon of Polic}  4 2 n the Open Space,  Recreanon,  and

Co isei-=anon LlemenC vould ensure thnt review of au- yualitv vin} atibiht}' Wonld be corducted

when siting receptots neas major soutces. llowevei, j laceinent > f sensitive cecep[ ars' proximate to
d'ie sou,rces above is considured a potennalln significant tmpact ot the project.

Los la: niros Genecal Plan lipdate
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Mitigation Measure:

I'he following mid anon measure was inc ucied iu the DEI,R and he I FIR and is applicable to the
proposed projeet

2 3 Applicants foi sensiPive land uses within flie follo ving distances as measurcd Erom tl e

propeitylv7e of the pxojectto the propesty line of the souxce edge of d1e neai est tsavel
lane, fiom these facilities:

Lzdustxial facilities vithin 1000 feet

o Distribution centexs (40 or morc teucks per dajr) witl i,in 1, 000 feet

High volumc toadwa s ( 100,000 oi moxe velvcles pei da) within 1, 000 feet

Dxy cleaners using peccl loroethylene within 500 feet

Gasoline dispensing facilines within 300 feet

pplicants slrall submic a healtli xisk assessment ( f II2A) to die City oF S, os Alainitos
piior to future discretionary pxoject a pxoval. The HRA shall be prepaied ia accoidance

with polides and p, ocediues of the state Office of F,noiYOnmental FIeakh Hazaid
i ssessineni  (( Fs73IIA) and the applicable a 9uality management clistr,iet. "Ihe Iatest
C IIHA guidelines shall be used fo  the aual sis, inc,Iuding age sensiti nry factots,

bieathing rates, and boti= wei hfs appiopiiare foi chilct en age 0 to 6 yeu s. If the 1 IU'1
shows that the incremental canccr iisk esceeds ten in one million  ( 10E-0  or the

appropriate noncancer hazard indes esceeds 1. 0, dze ap licant vill be tequued to idenufj
that mitig ation measutes atc capable of redudng poLeniial cancei and non-  cancer

nslcs ro an acceptab: e level ( i.e, below ten in one million or a haza rd , i,ndes of 1. 0),

includi g ap ropriate enEorcement mechamsins. iAZeasuies to reduce iisk may mclude
but a re not limiced to:

11ix inPakes located away ftom high volunle coadwavs and or tcucl: loading zones,
u less it can be demonshiated to the City of Lo5 , llanutos t6at theve ase ope.i'anonal
imitanons.

Heating, ventilation, nnd air conditioning systems of [ he buildings Provided with
appropititelp sized masimnm efficienc raring valuc ( 1L,RV) hltess.

iA btigadon measu,res idenufied in the HR11 shall be iden ified as miugation mensw es in

the emruoi mei tal documeut and or uzcoiPotated into rhe site development plan as a

mponent of the pr ect "I'lie an- intake design and III RV filtcr requii ements shall be

noted and oc reflected on all bwlding plans subm,ixt cl to d e Citv and shall be vcrified
b} the Ciry of Los Alamitos.

Goals and polictes are induded in the p oject diat vould ieduce concer t arions oF c iteria ait
pollutavt emissions and aii toaics ; ene ated by new levelopmeii  1in ation Measure 2- 3 would

ensure that placement oE sensid e eceptors nea inajoi souices of av pollurion woul l aclveve thie

inctemental iisl; thresholds es'tablished bv SC_A 7v1D, and unpacts would be less tl an si ificant.

Los 1lamito C: cneiai Plan Update.
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Finding:

Changes oi alteiations have been cequixed in,  oc incoxporated ineo,  t11e project that avoid ox

substantiall lessen the sioniFcant envisonmental efEect as idenrified in the llEIR. These changes a rc

identified in the fonn of the mirigarion mcasuie above. The City of Los Alamitos hefeby firids that
implementnuon oE the mitioltion measucc is feasible, and the measw e is therefore adopted.

Impact 5. 2- 6:  Industrial land uses associated with the project could create objectionable odors.

Support far d is environmentai impacc c nclusion is fu11v discussed in Seaion 5. 2, Aa lrnlity, and
in pacticulu, statnng ou page 5. 2- 26 of the D'L-,Il2.

Nuisance odoxs Eiom land uces in +.he South (.Goast Ait Basm axe xegulated under SC, f1QMD Rnle 402,

Nuisance.  blajor , ow-ces of odois includc wastewater t eatment plants,  chemical manufactuiing
fac Liies, Food processing : aciliues, agsicultm al opeiauonc ancl waste facilities ( e.g.,  Iandfills, U ansfer
stauons, compose facilities).

I'here ai-e eu t• pes of odo' in ipac[ s: 1) siPm aensitive ieceptors nea r nuisance odars, and 2) sitinU
new sourr.es of imisance odo s near sensitn e icceptars. The ocoject de5ignites esidential a reas and
industrial areas <>F the (; itp and SOl to pu enc poeenual miring of incompanble land use tVpes.
SC 1; 1D Ru1e 402, Nuisance, eqwxes aba±ement of any nuisance geilerated b an odoi complaint.
Because eKi tin„ sources' of odors are iequited to coinj ly with SCAQMD' s Ruie 402, vnpacts to
sit'tng of new sensitive land uses would be less Yhui si niEcant.

Futiir cnvv onmencal reniew could be requn ed fos indusuial pr jects listed in Rule 402 to ensutc

diat sensiPive Iand uses are no[ exposed to nuisance odo s. SCAQNID Ru1e 4 02 requiies abatement

of an i. uisance gene atin u an odoi com laint Typical abatement indudes passing ais through a
drying agent follo ved bv two successive l ecls of activated caxbon to genecate odos- Leee. 7tt. Fadlities
listed in Ruie 402 would need to c nsidee measuies to teduce odo s a patt of their C;7? QA review.

Odox impacts covld be ignificant foc new rojects that have the potential co genecate odois within

the odoc scieening distances.

Mitigation Measure:

The following mitigzuov m asu,te was included in dze 1 71R and tlie 1 EIR and is applicable Co the
proposed project.

2- 4 I( i[ is deiexmined during projecblevel enviionmentat review that a psoject has'  the
polendnl to einit nuisance odois bevond tIm propertv line, an odor mana ement p12n

inav be iequ ted, subjec io (; iry'c tegulaeions. Pacilities tliat have the pocenual to henetnte
oisance odois i dude but aie not limited [ o:

Wastewatei tceahncutplants

ComPosting, g cen z aste, oi- cc- cl±ng lncilities

I ibc s lass manu( actuxiug f2cilitirs

Painting/ coating operations

Large- capac ty cofFee co steis
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Tood-piocessing facilines

If an odor management: plan is detetinined to be iequixed chruugh CE<. 1 re ne q C6e

Citp of Los Alamitos shall rec utre [ he project applicant to submit the plan piioi to

approval to ensure compli. nce vith die ap licable Air Qnalit Managemerit Disvict's

Ru1e 402, Eoi nuisance odors. I'F aE licable, the Odor M'anagemene Plan shall identify the
13est Avatlable Control Tedinologies foi To cs ( 1- B?.CI's) rhat will be urilized to reduce

Potenhal odors to acceptable Ievels, indudin appropriate enEotcement mech; nisms.

I' 13AC"f's may indvde,  but are not luniced ro,  sccubbers  ( eg.,  aii polluuon conti ol
devices) at the iudvstrial fadlitv 1-$i1CSs idennfied in the oda- management plai shall

be identified s1s iniugation measu es . n die envisonmencal docuinent and o' tncorporated

ineo the site plai.

Impleinuitauon of , iVlitioaaon Measu e 2 4 would ensvie that odor impacts aue ininimized and

facilities would cornply ith SCAQMD Rule 402. Impacts would be less than stzo-nif cant.

Finding:

Changcs or aiterauons have bee i requi ed in,  or ine rporatecl ittto,  the pioject Il at avoid o±

substantiall lessen the significane envvonm 7tai effcc[ as idenafied m the l l, llZ. These changes are

iden ed in fhe foim of d e midgation neasure above " 1' he Cit o£ Los Alunieos heiebv finds that

iinl lemeutation oFdie micigauon mcasuxe is Feasible, and tlle meas e is tbesefoie adopted.

2.     Cultural Resources

Impact 5. 3- 1:  Future development in the City that would be accommodated by the General Plan
Update could impact historic resources.

Suppo t Eor d is environmenral impac conchision is tiili} cliscussed in Secuon 53, CuGt rall erource.r,

and in particolar, c aiung on age 3- 13 0[ rl e DL*'.II2.

The followiug desciibes unpacts to state and local histoiic resoui es wichin the Ciry and Rossmoo±.
Thete are no histoiic xesouzces in the City that n e c ligi6le f<r listing on the i, an<>n, tl Re iste,.

State- Designated Historic Resources

Based on the culmtal iesources icu ids search conducted For tlie C; eneial Plan Updnte, there are 2

state- designatc l historic sites and 30 state- dcst nated histo tc buildings iu the Cit nnd Rossmoor. ? 71 of

these state-c3esignated histonc resources aie o  diE L<>s  ' llamv s JF;" I1.  " lhe Califomia Seate

Hiseoric Pre cr- atiori Office has detecmined tl at the tw state- designated h st ric sites and the 30

state-desi nalecl histoiric buildiugs aie ineligible for lisui g ( Scams code 6Z) on the Narional RebsCe r of
Histoc'ic Places  ( Cogstone 20'14).  11ie Citi has no jurisdicrion ox land use authority on dlis U. S.
military installauon. No c1 3nges ace roposed co d e Iand use destb'iations of the Los r'1lainitos TI' TB
undei the Genexal Plan Upda[ e, ai d no c{c elo inent is forecast to occur that would afFect Pl ese

state- designated h,istor,ic re ources.  1'herefore,  the 3 state- listed histocic sites and 30 stace- lisced

historic buildings on the l. os Alainitos ] F° 1B would i ot e afEected b}'  i nplemeutanon of d e

Geneial Plau Update.
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Local Historic Resources

Based on thc Los Alamiros Histo icaL Society lisungc, ic are nine locat his[ ouc Yesouices in die

Giry limits. These ma= wau-a» t: special iocal planning considetation and ma5 be eli ible fox Mills Act
conuracts, should the Ciry establish a Mills 1 et propett tax aliatement program. Such a pro nam

would iequiie the developinent of u ordinance establisl ing procedtu ee foi pzopetty owneis to enter
into an ag-ee nent with the City to pieseroe tl eix lv+sto,tic ptopeiries.

l ddiuonally, as noeed above, no smictuies uifl in the Citv haoe a local landinarli clesignanon pet

Chapter 17.2y ( Local Landinarks) of fl e City's 1vlunidpal Code. The efo' e, no such local landmu-ks
occ r witlsin the Git.

Conclusion

Histoucal xesources a re pmtected bv a widc variecv of statc policiec and regulauons euumeiated

undei Phe Califon: ia Pubfic Resources Code. "1"he Open Spacu, Recreation, and Coiisetvanon Element

oE the Geneial 1 lan Update also has policies diat speciFically addsess censinve Icno vn and potential
h,is[ orical resources and tliea p,rotecnon,  including Policies 3. 4 rhiougtl 3J.  Known oi fi ture
historic sites ox xesonices Iisted in the national, C:alifocnia, or locai registers maintained by the City
wou,td be protecCed throngh locai oidi zances, the Geueial Plan U xlate po6cies, and state and federal

regulations iestticting altetation, relocatìon,  and demolition of histoiical resotuces.  Compliauce with

proposed General Ptau Update polic,ies and sta[ e and fedeial regulat[ons would ensurc thae land

use changes allowed unde,r the Genexal Plan Update  votild not restilt in adveise impacts to
identified hisforic resources.

Howeve; idenaGed histoiic snucmies and sites that ase potenaally eligible fo futiue Lvctoxic tesoiuces
listing inay be wlnesal le to developaient acnvities actompanying infill,  redevelopvient,  o
rev italizaPion chat uould be aecon modaPed by 1L e General Plan L'pdate. In addition, othcc buildingc
or sn-uctures daat could meee the 1\ anonal Regiafer of Histo ic Places ctitc ria upon reaching 50 yeus oE
age might be impacted bv development or redevelopment activitv diat wotzld be accommodated b r
the Genetal Plan Update. Theief re, signifcane impacts on hict- icn1 xesouicec c uld occur as a

result of Eutuie de- elopment that would be accommodate l Uv the Ueue ral Plan Update.

Mitigation Measure:

The fc llowing initi tion measure was included in die DI?IR and the 1 L.IR and is ap licable to tl e
proposed proje; e.

3- 7.   IlJ>plicants for ( utore levelopmenL piojects witl'i int t eitan[ buildino(s) more than 45
yeais old shall provide a l, ictoiic xesouree tech iicel study to the City of I,os tlLzmi[os.
7' he his[ oric resousces technical studv shall be piepared bp a qualified atchitectural
historian mecring Secretarv of the In enoi Stanclards. The study shall evaluate the
s gnificance and daea pc tential of rhe resource in aec rdance with diese standaids. If d e

iesource muets Lhe critezia for lisung on the Caiifornia Registec of Historical Resoutces
Pub. Res. C; ode Section 5024. 1," J itle '14 CCIZ, Secrion 13 2), mitigation shall be identiEied

within flle tedinical smdy flzat ensures dze value of fl e hiseoiic Yesource is maintained.

Compfiance wieh ptoposecl General Plaii Update pol:des and sGm and fedeial i egulauons estr' ictzng
alteiadon, relocat ion, and emolition of historic resources and mplcinentation of Miagation Measuie

Los 117amitos Geneial Plan Updaie

C7' QA Findings ofl act an Sia[ ement oE 33-

Ovezndin Consideranons



3- I wou d enszu:e ti at land use chenges allowed mider ehce Genecai Plan Update wovld tediice the

potential impacts to histoiic iesom ces to a level t6at is less than significant.

Finding:

Changes or  ltcraCOns have becn requiied in,  or incorporated into,  the pioject that avoicl or

substantially lessen ehe sigi ificant envv onmental elfect as idencifed in che llEIR. These chuiges aie
ide iufied az the focm of the mitigation ineasw e abovc ' 1'h. Citp of Los rllamitos hereby finds that
implemenradon of tl e iningarion measvre is feasible, and rhe measure is therefore adopted.

Impact5. 3- 2:  Future development in the City that would be accommodated by the General Plan
Update could impact known and unknown archeologicai andlor paleontological

resources.

Support foi th s en isonmental impact condusion is' fiz11} cliscussed in Section 53, Cul/tt a1 Berouscer,

and in pacdcular, st- ting on page 53- 15 of the DFIR.

Uiading and constiuction activities of undeveloped aieas or icdevelopm° nt d at xequiYCS moxe

intensive soil escavauon rhan in ( he past could potentially cause the diswibance of archeoiogical,
paleoncolog i a1,  ox Natrve Ainetica  resow ces.  7' h reCo: e,  fizhue devel> l menc thae would be
accommodated by che Geneiat Plan U date could  otentiallj nneaich pieviouslj  i2cecocded
TCS011i'Cf',S.

The City is almost completelp built oue and is in a highl}' de veloped, urban a ea of Otange Cotantp;

thexe are onlS d i ee acies of vacant Iand in the Cit. 13ased on rhe } aieontological and accheological
records seasch,  uo l. nown or significant p;ileontological or a cheologiu,il resouices have been
identi ied within rhe bounda. ies oC the City oi Rossmoor ( Cogstone 2014). IIowevei, such iesouices

m y occur, altlsough the aiea of theit disuibution is not known. I'o example, Phe uppermost layets
oF d e youngec Quatuvai- deposies that compiise the City ar.d Rossn oor [ y} ically do noP contain
significaizt vertebi atc Fossils; however, the oldet Qnautnn y deposits are 1a owu to bear si ni£tcant

verteb rate fossils. Additionallv, fossil vettebxa±e locaudes near oE the City and Rossmooi fi-om the

olcler Quatemaiv depostts have produced s ecunens including izes, sharlcs, bony fis6, twrde, buds,
sea oCtei, camels, do, opher, horse, and mainmoth ( Gogstone 201A). I' urLhe r, six prehistoric shell

mlddensites a e dose eo flie Ciry and Rossmoor.

chaeological siPes nuc ptoteceecl by a wide vanety of <tate policies and regulatioi s, enumerated
undu the Celifo,tnia Pub,lic Resouices Code.  Cvlcival and  } aleontological sesoo ees are also

re ognized as noivene nble and tliesefore iece ve protection uncter the Californ,ia PuUlic Resour<;es

Code and Cl.(. Revie u and } rorecdon of aichaeological and aleontqlogcal resuuices a. e also

aflorded by C h,QA for mciividual clevelopmeni piojects that would be accoaim clated uc the Generat
Plau Update, subject to dis retionar acnoas Iha[ aie iinplemei ted ii accordauce widi the land use

p1an of dzc Genecal. Plan. L' pclatc.

1,on,- tecm implemencauon of the General Plan L'pdate could allow development  ( e.g.,  infill
development,   i edevelopment,  and revitalization iescoiauoi),   includii g grading,  of unitnown

sensitive a eas.  Uxading and constsuction activines of nncleveloped areas oi redcvelopment t6at

requues moic ii tensiv>e soi] escavanon [ han m the pas[ could potei tially cause the distui bance oE
axcheological or paleontological resource,s.   ' 1hereEore,   futur   develoj ment tl at would   } e
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accommodated by the General Plan Update cotdd potentialll    unearth pieviouslc

unlmown uacecoided atcheological o paleontological resourees.

Mitigation Measure:

Tl e following ininganon meas ies were included in the DLIR and [ he FFIR and are a licable to
the pioposed pioject.

3- 2 Applicants fo future development projects th. t xequire gr2ding oF und.'stuibed soil in
areas of lcnown or inferred ai chaeological iesourcec, p, ehisto ie or his[ osic, shall pcovide a
technical culmral resow-ces assessment to the  ; it  oE Los 3lamieos pa-iot to the

issuance of brading petmits. "1'he cvltural resources . ssessmem ci all be pmpaxed bjr a
qualified aichaeologist to assess elie cuitural atid hisrorica7 significance oE anv known

archaeological resouices on or neat to each xespecti e developinent site, and to assess

e seusinvit  of sites fo  buiied archaeological resouices C) n pi peities wher e

sesouices aie identified, os Ihat ue determined to be moderatcl to highly setisitive for
liuried ichaeological cesources, such smdies shall provide a clerailed mirig[ ion plan,
including a monitoxa g piogsam and recoveiy and/ or in situ preservauon plan, based on
the cecommendaiions oF a qualihed culmial pteservatioi expert The mitigation plan

sha11 include ehe Eollowing requirements:

a.   An uchaeologist shall be retained fox the development project aad shall be on call

duxing grading and od ez significant giound- distl.ubing acuvities.

b.   Should any culmr;il scienrific iesouices be cGscove ed, no nther gsading shall occur
in the area of the cliscovery until the Comiminitv I eveiopment DuecYOr
concurs in writing that adequate provisions ace in place o j rot ce these resources.

c.   Onanticipatcd discoveiies shall be evaluaeed for significance by an Oxange Coer ty
Certificd Professional Archaeologist If si nificance critena aie mee, theu tlie project

sh;il1 be iequiced to pei-foxm data recovet, pcofessional identification, radiocarbon

dates as applicable, and othee speciai studies; su tme mdrerials to die Cahfoc ua Srate

Univetsity, Pulleiton; and provide a comptelzensive final - ep rT indudi g appioprinte
recozds fox d e Califocnia Depunnet t of Paiks nnd Recreation   ( E3uildirg,
Su emie, and Object Record; Archacological S te Recoid; oi Disuict Reco d, as
applicable).

3- 3 lpplicents Fox fatuie development projects that reqtni c escavati<n greater * han five : eet

1> elow the cuicenC , n-ound sutface in vndistut ed sediments with a modeiatc or higher

fossil j ield potential shall provicle a technical paleontological assessinent Pre ared bp a
quelified paleontologi5[  ssessing the sensittvity of sites foi buiied aleontoloe,ical
resoucces co the Ciry uf Los Alamitos piioi to issuavice of gradiug 1> ermits. If resources
are known oi reasouablp anridpa[ ed, d e issessment sha11 provuie a det2iled [ nitiganon

plan, including a monitoting piogram ancl recoveij and ox in situ preservador. plai,
based on the recommendations of a qnahfied palcontologist. ' I hc mitigati n lan shall

indude the follo vmg requiremencs:
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a.   t1 paleontologis[ shall be retained for the pioject and shall be on call during gra.ding
and othca signific;uit ground-distusbing acuvities.      

b.   Shoiild any potentisilly signifcane fossil sesources be discoveied, no fi zthu grad'aig

shall occus m d e atea of the discoveiy unhl the Communim Development I u ectot
eoncnis in vriCing that adequate provisions axe in place to protect these iesoutces.

c.   linanuctpated dismve iee shall be evaluated foi significance by an Oxange Couilty
Certifiecl Ptofessional Paleontologist. If significance critena are met rhen the project

shall lie requieed to perform data iecoe ery, p,cofessional identificanon, iadiocaibon
clates as applicable, and odiex special studies, submit matuials to the Califorma State

Univeesity, Fullecton; and pro dde a com2 re1',ensive fmal xepo t, including catalog
with muscuzn numbecs.

Implementanon oE Mirigation Measuies 3- 2 and 3- 3 would Yeduce Phe potential impacts Po

a cheological and paleontological resources to a 1eve1 that is less thln signiFicant

Finding:

Changes oi alCecatior s I iave becn required in, ox incoxporaCed intq die project dzat avoid o

subsTanLially ] essen the significant enviionmental eFfect as ident[fied in the ll17R These changes are
identified i,n the foxm of tlie tnirigation measuxes above. The Citp oF Los lamitos heiebV fnds eliat
implcmentation of the mieigauon m asw es is Lcasiblc, and the measure s aie diereEore adopted.

E.  Findings on Significant Unavoidabie Impacts

The following summar 5 desa'ibes the unavoidable impacCS of the xoposed pxoject where mirigation
mcasuies werc found t be inFeasible ox would not lcssen iinpacts to less than stonihcant. ' 1'he

followmg impacts would iemain significant and anavoidable:

1.     Air Quality

Impact 5. 2- 1:  Buildout of the project would generate slightly more growth than the existing
General Plan; therefore, the project would be inconsistent with SCAQMD' s air

quality management plans.

Suppost for flns en wu n i7encal impact condusion is fully discussed v1 Sectio l 5. 2, Air Jnality, and in
pai ri ilat, statrin on page 5. 2- 16 of rhe DF_'IR.

C}; CZ \ requi es that general plans be evaluated for consistency with the nir qualit manageinent
p1an(). A cons tency cletenninat:ion pl2j s an importane iole in lochl abencp rojece ievie v b5 Iinlcing
1oca1 plamiing and individual p ajects to the au qiiality mauagem nt plan(s).

SC 1C MD considecs a psoject cons stent vith the aii quality management plan if ie is cousistent with

the esisting iand use plan. 7ouing changec cPeeific p1ans, enetal lan amendments, and stmilar land
use lan c( anges rhat do not incrcase d s ellin unit densit, vehide Pri s, or- rl icle niles tta eled are

deemed to not exceed ti is th,reshold ( SCr1Q1VID 1993). The 2012 RCP$ CS s puti llv based on tl'ie

ex stmg General Plan land use designadons in the Counrn of Ocange and the C; ity of ], os illainitos.
The horizon j ear for the 2012 RTP SCS is 2035. ] 3uildouc oE the pcoject voulc' result in less
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population but moi e employment Fo! t1 e (; iry of Los ?, lainitos and Rossmooi than the Cuitent

Geneial Plan, i sulting in a slighe iuueasc in scimce population and VM"T.

Although in<ividual development pxojeets woulc    be consisten[    rith tbe conLrol

measutes regulauons iclentifsed in SCAQMD' s 2012 Au Quality Management Plan  (AQNIT),  flie
p oject wotil l gene rate slighdy mo re groweh fot the Cit oE Los Alamifos and Rossinooi than Che
Cuixent Genecai Plan. 'Phus, ehe pxojecc woulcl noe be consistent vith the r QMP because bnildout of

the CiLy of I.o; Alainicos and Rossmoos undet the Ptoject would exceed fl'ie forecasts in the zii

quahty attaimnen[ plans.  Coiisequend r,  the ptojcct would cumulahvely contribute to the exisfing
nonattainmeiit designarions in the South Coast ,' 1ir Basin ( SoCA73) because these einissions aie not

inc'luded in the current iegional emissions  nventory for the SoCAI3.  " The pioject would be
considered inconsistent with the SC?, Q vID' s_ CZYIP, sesulm g in a siy,nificant nnpact in dns regarcl.

Mitigation Measure:

Mitigation measui-es incoiporaCed into future develo ment ptojeces and adL exence to the project

policies' Far peration and consuuchon p1 a5es desaibed undei [ npacts 5. 2- 2 and 5. 2- 3 and xelated

GHG mitigztion measures vould educe o itena ui pollatant emissionc assodated rith } uildout of

the pi ojeet ( ie, Mitigauc n ' Vleasuxes - 1 and 1). Goals and policies in the pxoject would facilitacc

connnued Ctty puticipation/ cool eration with SCAQNID and S(; AG eo achieve regionxl ai,r q, iality
itnprovement goals, promo[ e ener consen ation design and development techniquec encouxage

alternative transportati n modes,  and implcment t ans eatioil demand managemen  stcafe ies.
Howevu,  no mitigarion measuces zre availxbte that would reduce impacCS associated Rrith

mconsistencv wi h die .'. QMP duc to rhe magnimde of gi ow fh and assodaLed em,issions diat would
be generated Uy ehe buildoue of the ( itv of Los tllan iros ancl S I in accordance with che project.

Finding:

Changes os alteranons have becn xequired it,  oi inmrpoxatecl into,  the roject that avoid or

substantizllp l ssen the signilicant en uonmental effect as identified in the 1> I. IR. These chavges are

iciendfed in the Eoxm of d e mingation rneasures abova The Cicj of Los Alamitos heieb} finds that
implemenPatioi of the m tiganon mc2sures is Fcasible, and d e measutes aYe therefote adopCed.

The City tinds tl at them aze no othcr initigarion measures that are feasible, te.ldng mto cons,ideranon
cpedfic econo ine, legal, , ocial, Pechnolobncal ot other faceors, eliat would millgate this mpacc Y'o a

less- Phan- signifcant levcl, and, furchu, that specific ec nomic, legal, social, technological, or odlez

coiisidesations, mdndin considcrations for the pro z[sion of emp] oymen[ oppormnities Foc highl5r
tiained warkcxs, mal<e tnfeasible tl e alteman es tdentiitecl in the 1= IR, as discussed in Sectioc'i G of

these Pindn s ( Public Resourcec Co c 1 C 21087( a)( 1), ( 3); C uidelin c j 75091( a)( 1}, ( 3)}  1s desccibed

in the Statement of Ove riding Cousicleranons, the City has deeermined tlint this impaa is 2ecep[ able
because specifit overxidu g econc mic,  iegal,  social,  technological,  or od er benefits,   mcluding
re ionwide or stacewid enviroi ental bencfits,  of die l i opos d project otitweigh its significant
eFEec[ s on the em ironment.
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Impact 5. 2- 2:  Construction activities associated with the project would generate a substantial

increase in short-term criteria air pollutant emissions that exceeds the threshold

criteria and would cumulatively contribute to the nonattainment designations of
the SoCAB.

Suppart foi ehis envitonmental impact condusion is fullv discussed in Sectiou 52, 11irQualz;ty, and

in particvlar, sCU ung on page 5. 2- 57 of the DI IR.

Const ucaon acrivities assodated with development that would be accommodated bp the project

wo ld occnr ovu Yhe buildout horizon ( posr- 035) oE tl:e p oject and cause short- te rm einissions of
critu a air pollutants. The primai source oE osides bf nitrogen (] O,), carbon mono de ( CO), and

suifur oxides ( SO, emicsions is the opeeation of construction e9uipment " l he p rimar sow ces of
articulate mattei ( 1' M o and PMzs) emissions ate activ tses thaP distutb the soi1, such as' gt ding and

escavation, xoad consrluceion, bwlding demolition ai d const ucuon, and off-coad vehide exhaust.

The prunaip so ce of volatile oxganic carbon ( VOC) emis on ts the applicatio of uchite<ttural
coaeng and off-gas einissions associated vithi asphalt pavinr.

InEorma[ion reguding specific develo mei t projects, s< il typrs, and the locations of receptois would

be needed in ordei to quantify tl e Ievel oE vnpact associated wich const uction activitv. Due to the
scale oF development auivtt}- asscx ated with theoicncal buildout oF the roject, em,issions would

liliely esceed the SCr' VID xegional significznce [ h esholds and theiefoce, in accardance vith [ he
SCAMQD mcthodology, woultl zin ulativeh c. nttil ute to che nona[ taminent desiguations of d ie
SoCf B. The SoCr1B is designated nonattainment Eor o one ( 03) and fine inhalable patriculate mattet

P'_vl s) under the Califoinia and I Tanonal , mbient Air C uah y Standards ( QS), nonatCahiment for

lead ( Los Angeles Counn onl) undex the I' ational r1AQS, and nonattainment Eo coarse inhalable
particulate inatter (,PM a) undei the CaliEoima . lAQS ( C: ARB 2014a)? Emissions of VOC and NO,

aie pieeursors to the foxmation of 03. In addirion, 1; 0,. is a precuiso r to the fotmarion of particul. te

inatter  ( PM a and PM. s  The refo re,  che pioject would cumulativelv contribuee ro the existing
nonattunmenP designations of fhe SoCP B.

Aii quality emissions relaeed to conshvction must be aciclressed on a piojecc- by-project t asis. For this
bxoad- based C eneral P1an Upe3ate, it is not i ossible to detes7nine whether the ca1e and phasinU of
individual piojects would iesult in the exceedancc of Sf 1C. Mll' s shoit-[etm regional oi localized

consmiction esnissions thresholds.  In addir on to regulacar  measures  ( e. g.,  new source eview,
pecmi[ to opecate, rules fot fagittve dust conttol, an 1 C? RI3''s attbotne tozic conuol , neasuxes),

mittganon Anav include eseension of conseiuction schedules anc/ or use of spedal eqoipment.

Becausc of the likelp scale nnd xrent oI consat,cdon acuvilies ursuane to thi fiitw cie* elopment
diat would be acconunodated bv the project, at IeasP S me projects would likely connnue ro excecd

the relevant SC. ACZMll thresholds. Consequcuti, consnraenon-related snr qualiry i npicts associated

wiel 3evelopmene iri accoi'dance with tl e p ro ect are deeined signiFicant.

C/ aRB c+ im red fhe SC, AGM7' rquelt 7a iedPrrgunte tbe SoC 113 fi crn. rerro m non tfaimnent ai 1' lil r fa ntmrn nenlfai Bl1, o xnrder LGe

nn/ xmr IAAOS or. 1 Sm b 2S; 2070 beinrae tbe SaCAB bar m1 o-ro/ ntedfederal' 4 hozn' Phl i. ixondordr Ainv o heperlod fi»n^ 2004+ 0 2007.

Lr rmv 20> 3, lfie 1. Pr4 J raved lGvS/ nze o CnGfoiuin' reyuen to vedvrigna>e G¢ Sam7b Cno/ P.11 nunatdonvnerrFm âr/ o n 7n nn+ensoftbe
PA1 , lnliarralA/ i S e ctxve o r JrJy 26, 2073.
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Mitigation Measure:

Ihe followiu iniu anon measw e was inchided in the D Il2 and rhe FLIR and is appllcak le to the
pioposed project.

2- 1 If, duxmg subsequent project-Ievel envv:onmenral Yevie U cons ucnon-selated ci,itecia aiir

pollutants aze deceYmined to have the pocenrial to excecd the Souch Coast Aii Quality
Management Distiice ( SCt1QM17) adopted thiesholds of s? gnificance, the City of Los
Alainieos shall iequire fhat a licanCS Foi-  new development projects incoipoiate

mingation measures as- identifed in the CEQA document prepared foY the pioject Co

reduce ais pollutant emissions dw ing constiucuon activiries. Nlitigation measuxes that
inay be idenrified diuing Phe envuoninental revie v include bnt are not limited to:

Using consL uction equipmene Yated bv the United States Envuonmental Protection
1 geucy as having Tiei 3 ( rnodel vear 2006 os newei) or ' I'iei 4 ( model yeai 2008 0-
newet) emission liinits, applicable for en* ines bet Ueen 50 and 750 hoisepower.

Lnsuring constiucdon e9uipment is p- opesly suviced ancl maintained to the
manufacL u's standa rds.

Limiring nonessenrial idling oE constsucnon equipment to no moce thui five
consecuhveininvtec_

Watec all active construction axeas at least [ hxee tiines daily, oi as o$ en as needed ro
couh-o1 clust emissions. Watenn should be suPfacnt to p event aixboine dust fxom
leaving tl e site.  Ina eased wate in  fxequen.ry mav be necessacp whenevee wind
speeds exceed 15 mdes per hour.  Retlaimed wa[ e  shou.ld be used whenevei
possible.

Cover all tcudis hauling soil, sand, and oeher Iooce materials ox requixe ell nucks to
mainCaiii at least two feet ot fieeboaid ( i.a, the minvnum reqtured space benveen

the top of the load and tl e cop of the ailer).

Pave, applq water th,cee times daily a as often as nc.cessaiy to conrsol dust or apply
non- toxic) soil stabilizers on all unpaved access roads, parki.ng areas, and sfa ng

atreas aP consuuction cites.

Sweep daii ( wit1 water s'weepe s using reclauned watez if possible), or as often as
nceded, all paved access roxds, paxking areas, and staging ateas at the conctruchon
site to coi Crol dust

Sweel E ublic sU-eets claily ( with watei sweepe: s using redauned watei i} possible) in
the ricinity of dzu i ioject ite, or as often a; needed, to ke: eP sereets free of visible
soil mzterial.

ivd oseecl o,t apply non-[ o c soil stat iLzers to inacnve coi shuction areas.

13nclose, cover, waiei thtec tiines dail; or apply non-toxic soil binde s ro exposed
seockpiles ( dire, sand, etc.).

Consti ction activiries azsc>aated u ith the buildout of tlie project vould geneiace criter,ia air pollutant

emissions that would elceed SCA IVID' s zegional signi cance thcesholds and would conrsibute co
the noi attainivent designatio s of the SoCr1B and to Icno vn health efEec[ s fi om pooi air qualit,

in ludmg worsening oE bronchitis, asdima, es id emph} sema; a dearease in lung Function; pxen7atvre

l.,os: 11ami[ os< cncral Plan L'Pdate.
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deadz oF people w th heait oir lung disease; nonfatal heart attacl s, iicegular heartbeat; and inc-eased
resPiratoi svmptoms. Goals and policies inciuded in ehe project and Mingauon Measure 2- 1 would

reduce air pollutant einissions. However, due to the ma nituc e of emissions gene rated bp future

constriicdon actn ines associated with the buildout of the p rojecc, no mitigarion measures aTe aoailable
hac wovld reduce impacts below SCAQMD's tl esholds.

Finding:

Chznges or alteranons have been requucd in,  or incoipoxated intq the project that avoid oY

subscaneially Iescen the signifcanc environmenhal effect as identified in the llH IR. 'Phese changes are
identified in the form of the miriga.tion measw-c above. The Cin' of]. os rllainitos hereh y tmds thae
implemen[ xtion of Che mitigation measvre is feasible, and die measure is thetefore adopted.

The City 6nds that these are no othea initigation measnies diaC aie feasible, talcing ineo consideranon
specific economic, le ral, sodal, technological ox ot}ser factors, that would mirigate tl is impact to a

less- than-significant level, and, fuither, that specific econoinic, legal, social, technolo cal, oi otLiu

considei ations, inclncling consideiations fpx the provision of employment oppoi2unihes fox highly
erained wotkess, make tnfeasible the altcmatives identihod u die EIR, as cliscussed In Secnon G of

d c_ee Pindings  ( Public Resow ces Code   21081( a)( 1),  ( 3);  C wdelines  ( j 150) 1( a}( 7.),  ( 3)).  As

described in ibe Statei nent of Oveni ling Considerations, the City has derensuned rhat t'his im act is
acceptable because speciFic ovei eiding economic, legal, social, technological, oi- ofliet benefits, indudhig
re uwide oi seate Uidc envi onrncntal benehts, of the piaposec piojec[ outweigh its significant

effects on dze envuonment.

Impact 5. 2- 3:  Long-term operation of the project would generate a substantial increase in
criteria air pollutant emissions that exceed the threshoid criteria and would

cumulatively contribute to the nonattainment designations of the SoCAB.

SuP o rt foi this environmental mipact condusion is fully discussed in Section 5. 2, 11 r luality, aud
in I articula, starting on page 5. 2- 18 of thel>I' sTR.

1\ ew developmenc undei che pcoposed l roject would ncsease air pollutant emissions in the Cit of
I,o  - llamitos and Rossmoor and contnUute to the overail emissions invento ry in die SoCAB. The
inczease in crite ria aii pollutant emissions for the full baildout scenazio is based on Che diEfecence

betwcen esistiug 1a d uses and land uses assoaated vith buildouc of rhe projecc Buildout of dze
pr jec[ is not linked to anv development time 6ramc:.

Buiidout oE the projecc would genecate lonb Peun emissions that eaceed tlie d;ulv SC?. iV

thiesholds F<» A' U<;, NO„ CO, YM n, and YMzs ' lhr So(;: 13 is desibaeed nonattainmei t for 03
and PMz; u clec the Callfomia zn 3 1'- at onal A S, nonattainmcm far lea l ( l. s' r' ngeles County
onl)  undes the 1'= ati nal  , 111QS,  avd nonattaininent for PM, i under tl e Califomia  . AQS.^

I-Zmissions- of VOC and NO, a e E recu soxs ro the formarion of ( 3. In addiiton, Ai0, te a prcairsor
to the Fonnation of paiti.culaee natter ( PMio and PMz.$) Thexefore, the pe jec[ would cumulativeljr

coistcibute to the e isting i onattainment designations of the SuC:AB.

C/ IRt3 npprauedlhr SCII GYiN) i r gue7 fo r d ignn/ e Ibe SaC.,' 3 jranr e mzi.r umiad/ aimne rt/ m Pllro Itainrnentfor P11d o m der 1he

nolrmra1r3r1 Sorr. lar h25, 20/ 0 GPCnrxret6c. SaL:,4Bhalirolcfolaledfeder l24l orn' PM. 7mrAm d̂.rdruviqihe, Derzorl( roirra004 to2007.
In] mre 013, tbe I. PAqfi)iraz+eA/ he Sfnle afCalfarnfa' rregx eii/ o iedvngnata/ be Sautb Coarl P 1 Ito» ai nt/nriunP tar a to a7taxnmmr/ af the
PAI-: ntrana/ A OS effethvemr] u1y26, 20> 3.
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Criteiia ai,e pollutants genesated throu hotit the lifetime of t'he pi-oject wonld esceed the significance

thiesholds of SC;. Q?VR and cumulativety cuntnbute to the nonattainmenc designadons of the
SoCr B.  Implementation of pmject policies in the Open Space, Recteauon,  and Conserva[ ion

Element Mobility and Ciiailarion Eleme c; and IIousmg 1.lement would reduce impacts to rhe
extent feasible.  Howevet,  because cumu] ative development wiLhin Los Aldmitos and Rossmooi

woold exceed the xegional si nificance thicsholds, the project could conuibute to an inesease in

health effects m ihe SoCAB until the attunment standards ace met. Opeianonal- xelated a,u- qualiry
impacts associated with fvtuie developinent tha[ mould 1> e accommodaY'ed by tF: e projecc ace
signiFicai t.

Mitigation Measure:

Goa15 and polides aee included in the project t h̀ae wo ld reduce aii pollutant einissions. In addieioq
mttigarion mtesutes identifred for GHG emissions impacts would also redace the proj sed p ojec s
operauonal phase c ite ia air pollutant emissions impacts.  Howeve,  due to tlie magnimde of

emissions genetated bn the bvildout of zesidential, office, coinmcrcial, industiiai, and watehousing
land uses in the City of Zos Alamitos and Rossmooc, no mitivation measure are availablc that vould
t-educe operauona7 impacts below SCi1QMD' s thtesholds.

Finding:

Changes or alteiations have becil tequixed in,  o' incorporated into,  rhe project tha[  avoid ox

substanuall r tessen the si mificant enviionmental efEect as idencified in the llGIR Ttiese changcs are

identificed in the foim of the inidgation measuses above. "Phe City of ios Alamieos hcrebv tlnds that
i nplementation of d e mitigation measw es is feasible, and Phe measuies are theteEore adopted.

lhe Cit Finds chat there aie no o[ hei mingarion measures that are Eeasible, taking in[ o consideranon
specific economic, Iegal, social, technological oi pther EacTOrs, that would mnigate this ± npacc Co a

less- than- significant level, and, fw ther, tha( sl ecifrc econom?c, legal, social, technolobical, ox other

considerations, including considerations For the provision of emj loymei c opportumucz for highlp
trained woikers, malie infeasible the altetnatives identified in the 7; IR, as d scussed m Seaion G of

diese I'.indin s  ( Public Resourccs Code T  21081( a( 1j,  ( 3; < iiiidelincs Gl 17091! a( 1j,  ( 3)).  i1s

described in the Statement of Oveccidin Considerations, d1c Cih ha deeetinined thac diis impact is
acceptable because specific oveszidinb economic,  legal,  social,  lechnological,  oi e> iher benefits,
iacluding regwnwide or statewide environmentnl benefits,  of the pioposed psoject oaeweibh its
sinniFicant effects on the environment.

Impact5.2- 4:  Buildout of the project could result in new source sources of criteria air pollutant

emissionsandlortoxicaircontaminantsproximatetoexistingorplannedsensitive receptors.

SuPpore for this euvn-onmental ui ipact condusion is fullv discussed in Secfion 52, ilir a/zty, and
in particulai, staxtuig on page 5. 2-22 of [he D73IR

Operation of new land uses, consis[ ent w th die land use plan of tl e pro ect, would generate new

sources of csiteria airpollatants and [ o: ic aix contaminants (Tt1Gs).

Los' itainitos General Plan Updacc
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CO Hotspots

1lxeas of vehide coi gestion have the potentiai to aeate podcet's of CO called hotspots.  These

pocl,ets have the potendal to esceed the seate one-how standaid of 30 ppm ar The eighe- hour

standasd of 9. 0 ppm. At the tiine of the 1993 SCAQ_NIll I Iandbook, Lhe SoC B was desigvated
nonattaiument undei ie Ca: ifo nra t1AQS and National AAQS foi CO. With the tuxnoQer of older

vehicles,  ii t oducuon of deu2et fuels,  u2d nnplementauon of contiol technolo  ou industsial

facilities, CO concentrat ons in the SoC.' B and in the state havc steadily cledined.  ln 2007, d e
SC,IQMD was desigx ated in attainment for CO midei' both the Califorrita IAQS and National

i1. QS.s Fuiil7eimore, undu xisting and future vehicle emission ratrs, a project would have to
increase traffic volumes at a single mtelsection bv more than 44,OOQ veliicles pe houi-- o  4, 000

vehicles pe  how whcic .- utic, 1  , uid/ or hoiizontal aix does not rnik in oxder to generate a

significant CO impact ( B 1- 1QMll 2011). Buildout of the Genual Plan Update vould not produce

tlie volume of naffic required to geneiate a Cq hotspot TheYefoxe, itn acts fiom CO hotspots are

consideied less than significanP_

Localized Significance Thresholds

llue [o the scale of clevcto}» ent act'tvity assoc'taCed vith CLieoietical buildout of the project, einissions
cou1 3 exceed the SCr QivID iegional signific.ance thresholds and therefoie, in accoidance wicti che

SC? Q?V1D ined7odologv, may tesnit in significant Ipcalized im acts. ilii quahty emissions woi,ild be

addiessed on a project-by-project basis. Poi this broad-basccl Uenexal Plan Upd; te, ic is not poss,i le
to dete inine wlaethex ehe scaie and phasing oE individual piojects would tesult in the
exceedance o£  localized emissions flicesholds and therefore counibute to healti  impacts.

Ncvertheless, because ot the fikel} scale of fiiture development that would be accotnmodaeed by the

ptoject, at least some xojects would lilcely esceed the AAQS a,nd associated health- based imj acts,

mcluding wossening of bronthius, asthma, and emphysema; decsease in lung funcnon; pxemami e
death of people with heart or lung disease; nonfatal hezet atYaclis; iri egular l eartbeat and incxeased
respiratorn svmpcoms.

Toxic Air Contaminants

Opeiahon of new lancl uses, consistent wsth the projecC', could also generate vew sources of" I1̀ Cs

within the Ca}' of I.,os _ lamitos and SOI fcom vaiious indnstr ial and commescial ptocesses ( eg,

manuFactuiing, dry deanuig). Land uses that hace the potenrial ro generate substaniial stationaiy
souices of emissionc liat would requve a permit fcom SC: QMD indude wdusisial laud uses, such

as diemical processing Ladlitics, dry cleane s, and gasohne- dispensing facihiius. In the Crtv of Los
illamitos, operato' s of ce s ain ty es of facilities must sulimit csnissions in ent uies. 7' he . 1 Toxics

Pi g ram cat g rizes each facility as being high, mte,nr ediate, and low pi iority based on d e potency,
toxictt, quanu[v, arid volume oF its emissions. If tlle iisks' are aUo e esta lished levels, fac;lities ni-e

rec uired to i otrfv surrotmduig populations . nc3 w develop and implement a risk ieduction plau.

In addinon to stanonarv area souiccs o( Tr1<; s, n-uck operatio s c ulc] genciace a substannal arnoant

of diesel paruculate matter emissions from off-road equipinenP use and n:udc ulling. New land uses in
the City of l, s  : llamitos  [ ha[ generate iud;c nips  ( including ncl;s tiitlz tianspot iefcigesation
umts) could geiieirate nii iverease in iesel pa.rticula[ e mat[er that would contribute to cancet and

A de>rlrfaedanSC: 7 i11U' r2003lI/ J M1 SPoud/ ba1992F'vdPrrl/ i//nimnenlPlpnforCmbon, llonoxidehankmaiionn m̂ioxide

ran enLnfioar in tGe SoCAB mere/ GP erxi/ I afzmuarnl meiem olopnn/ and laJ o i pGnnl comh'donr and rra/ nfmn PS/ xan al a parherdm in/ ereaYmr.

L,os_ llamiros Genei al Plan Update
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izoncancei hcalth risl s in the SoC? I3. lhese new land uses could be nea,r exisriug senstn e recepfoss
within the Cit f Los A]amitos ancl Rossmoo r.

Stanonup comces oF emissions would be conu olled b} S(;, 1Q1 dll thtough penvi[ cing and woiild be
subject to furdzer study and health tislc assesement p ior ro die iscunnce of anp necessaxj aii qualit
peimitc und SCAQNID's New Source Re- iew. $ ecanse Ihe natuxe of those emissions cannot be

dePertnined at d is tìmc aiid Lhen ate subject to furthe r regulation and peimitting, thep will noC be
addiessed Ewtlzei- in [ his analysis but aie c nsideted a poteiltiall}' significane impact oE the project.

Fwthctmore, perarioi of ne v som ces of emissions » ear esisting oi plaimed sensitive i ecepto s is
also consideiecl  potenti llv signiilcant impact oL d e ptoject.

Mitigation Measure:

The following mitiganon measuxe whs induded in the 7, IR and dic FPIR and is applicable co che
proposed project.

2- 2 ew indusecial or warehousing lnnd uses Phat: 1 1 ave the potential to encsate A 0 oi
moie diesel ttiid s pet day; and 2) are locaced within 1, 000 feet of a senstcive land use
e. g. iesideiidal, scliools, hospitals, nuising homes), as measuzed from d e propesrv line

C Phe pi-ojcc[ to the iopertv liue of rhe nc ares[ sensitive use, shall subnv a health t,islc

assessment ( I RA)  ko ihe City of Los Alamitos pzior to fufuie discren< na.ry ptoject
aPpioval. Th I Il shall be pcel ared m accoidance with pol:cies and pcocednrec oE rhe

state OEfice f Environmentai 1Iealih Haz1 d Assessment and the applica} Ie ait quality
managesnent district. lf Phe Hl'v' shows that che mcsemental caiices risk esceeds ten in

one million ( I073- 06, Par[ iculate mnttet concentxations would exceed 2. 5 F/ m3, or the
apptopriaee noncancet 6azard in<lex exceeds 1. 0, the applicant will l e reqni cd to identifv

and demonstrate that besc available com ol technologies far coeics  ( TI31C1s)  aie

c;ipable of ceducing Poten*ial caucer and noncance  i islcs t:o an aceeptable level,

including approptiate enfoicemenC mechanisms.  ' 1' I3, 1CTs may include,  bu[  a e not
limited tq re n icrin idhng ons te or ele tiifying warehousing dodcs to ieduce diesel
paruculate inactes,  oi requixing use of newet equipment and/ oi vehides  " I-Bz CI's
icicntiFted u the HR, cl all be iclenuticd as' iningation measures in dae envitonmental

c] cument and oi- mc vPoiated into the sit levelopment plan as a componcnt of the

pioject.

Reciew of pi> jec[ s bv SC. 1 MD f r pe:-nutted soutces o€ air tokics ( e.b., indnsu ial f;cilities, dr}
denners,  and  as line ci 1} ens,in  facilities)  ou1d c: nsw e healttz nsl;s aic minvniz l  \ litigation

Measure 2- 2 could enswre mobil  sovrces o(  ' 1' AC1  wt covered under SC QMl> eim,iU are

conzidei ed ciwring-  sob; equene nio)ect ] evel enviromnenCal re m.  I7cvelopment  <>f individu i

pro eccs wo 1 1 Uc requtred to achiecc d e iiia emental i; k thresliolds estabhshed bv S(;. MD, and

I', 1Cs v°ould Ix ]ess t l att 1+gr: ifican.

H wever,  locnhaed emissions of critena aii pollutan[s eould cseecd the 5(:. 1QMD significariee

dire holds because oE d e scale oJ developmeiit acdvit  associated widi buildout oE the project IT'or

ihis broad- basc 3 General Pian Upclate, it is noP Possible to eteirmine vhedier thc scale and Phasin of

ine3itridnal pi> tds woulcl iesult in tlie eaceedance of  [ he localized emsssions enies'i olds at d

cont ibute to knowti health effects, including worsei iii:g of bronchit s, astlsna, and eny livsema; a
de rease in lun funcuon; premaLm e death f eople with heart or lung  isease; noi faral heart

Los Alamiios Gci eral Plan Dpdate
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atticks; uiegulai heactbeat; and increased respiratoi+ symptoms. Theiefoie, in accor lance witi d e

SC;, IQMD methodology, Impact 5. 2- 4 woald cmain Si ificaut ane3 Ui avoidable.

Finding:

Changes or alteratious have been  equued in,  or incoipoiatecl into,  thc project that avoid os

substantially lessen thc sibificant e vironmental effecP as identified in die DNIR. These clianges axe
idenufied in the foun of the mingarion measuie above  " 1"he Citv > E I os Ala nitos hexeb finds that

impletnentation of ehe sniugation measuse is fcasibie, ancl the ineasuie ts rhe efoie adopted.

The Cit finds liat there art no oflier miriganon tneasures rhat te f asible, taldng into coas,ideLation

pedfic economic, lcgal, social, technological or other factors, that would initig aee this impace to a
less- dian-significanC Ievel, nnd, fuid ei, that speciEc economic, , teval, social, technological, or orher

c nsiderauons', inducling consideeations foi the provision oE emplo mene oppoxmniues fox highly
trained voTkeis, mlke infeasible the alternatives idennfied in rhe EIR, as discussed m Secfion G of

these Findings ( Public Resources Code  31081( a( 1, ( 3); Guidelis ies  15091( a)( 1), ( 3)). As desccibed

m the $ tatemen of Overricling Considecanons, tl e City has deter,mmed that this impac t is acceptak le

because spedfic overriding economic, legal, social, technological, ox odier benefts, including ce rionwide
oi statewide enviconmenral benefits, oE die proposed project outweigh its signiEcant effects on rhe

envuonment.

2.     Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Impact 5. 4 2:  Federal, state, and local GHG reduction plans are necessary to achieve the long-
term GNG reduction targets of Executive Order S- 03- 05.

Suppott foi this environmental impact condusion is full discussed in Seceion 5. 4, Greerahou.re Gccr

Fmzcrion.r, ai d in pzsllcular, sta Ying on page 5. 17 of the DL',IR

The followinp j lans have been adopted aisd are applicabie Far deveiopinent in the Ciry of Los
Alamitos and Rossmoor.

CARB Scoping Plan

Sinee adophon of rhe 2008 Scopir.g Pian, state agencies hav e adoPtecl ( HC; iecltictioi progruns and
the legislahne has passed. addirional legislation to achicve the CiIIG rec3uction targeTS.  Statewide

st ategies co ieduce GI IG emissions include the Lo v Cai bon Fuel Stauda,rd and changes in the

carpoiate avecage fuel economy standsuds  ( e.g., Pavley I and 2017--2q25 corpoxate avecage iuel
ecor.omp sundaids). Tn addiuon, eleccricit}  sc assuines psojec; s in thc City of Los Alun±tos and

Rossinoo r would be se luued to adhexe to thc progxams and regularions 3entified bv the Scoping
Plan and ini>lemented Uv stat^, regional, ancl l> cal agencies to achi<ve t1 e ; tatc ide GIIG teduction

goals of AI3 32.  Conscyueizdy,  the pioposed Genetal Plai  L'pdace would not conflict with the

adopted regulauons oi pzog,xams ouflined in the Sco>ing Plan. Ii wever, foi the purpose of this
euvllronmentil  ssessment,  t1 e con nunity (; IIG in- cntoiy and Foiecast for the Citv was also
compa ed co the Ion u- teim GHG cedacuon goals ot che stace to E r vide a conseroauve issessinent oE
the tatgets reque,sPed of local governments by CARB.

Buildout of the General Plan Update vould xesult in Cewer esxiissiosis ` tl an c rientlp geneiated in the
Citj, howevei, the ove,raII oal in the state is to acl ieve an 80 petcent reduction 6:om 1990 1evels b r

Los lunitos Gene al PSan Update
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2050.  In 2074,  CARB adopted an update to the S<:oping Plan. As iduitified in the update, as
Califo,tnia conhnnes to build its climate polie fiamewoil5, theie is a need for local goveu rnent

diinate aetion planning to adopt mid-  and Iong-term reducdon targets that are consistent wieh
scientihc assessments and the statewide goal of reducing emissions 80 pe cent below 1990 1evels by
2050. Clll2E3 idenrifies that local govemment reducuon taigets shouid chart a reduction uajectoi

thatis cons stentwith oi e3ceeds rhe ti ajecroiy creaeed by statewide goals ( CARB 2014bj.

I able 5. 4- 6, Statezvide '!" rajecto i to AchEeve Znte zm Goal under Executive Order S-U3 05, in the DF,1R

estimates a goal Eor 2035 that would place the s[ ate and Los illamitos on t adc Co aclveve the long-
tenn emissions ieducuon goals of Lsecutive Ordec 5- 03- 05. To place Los Alainitos on a cunillr

trajecTOiy, the City and SOI would need to teduce G:1- IG e nissions bv 120,495 IY1TCOze to achieve
155,738 UfTCO e in 2035. ' lhev would reqvite assisG nce from additional fedecal and staLe piogiams

and cegulalions to achieve Che long-[ etm GI G emissions voal. Due to the magnitude oE emissions
xeductions re9uired sratewide to achieve an ruteiun taxget consistent with F ecutive Oidei 5-03-05,

such an acl ievement is un7ilcely Fo  d e majoxity of jm isdicnons in California without addirional
fedeial and state probams and xegulanons. " I'he Scopinv Plan Updaee assessed progtams to achieve
d ie 0 0 tai-get fot [ he state, buc at this time, no adcliuonai GHG ceductions E rogtams ate available
that achieve the post-2 20 target The Callfoinia Coundl on Science and Technology deYerinined that
the state cannot maet Phe 2050 goal wiehout majot advanees in [ echnolog  ( CGST 2 12). Impacts
frc>m GHG emissions in the City of Los 111aniitos would be significant in thc absence of federal,
state, and Iocal plans to achieve the long-tum C; HG ireduction tugees foi- the state.

SCAG' s 2012- 2035 RTP/ SCS

SCAG' s RTP SCS is a se ional growth inanagement snategy that tar etc per capita GHU reducuon
fiom passenger vehicles and light duiv tTUd; s in the Southexn California reaon. It incoiporates flZe
Oiange County Txansportauon E1z fhoiitt s SCS. " Phe 2012- 2035 R"IT' SCS also iuco rpoiaees Ioca]
land use projections ; ttzcl ciicnlation i envorl; c iu ehe ciries' and couuttes' gene al plans. "1`he piojected

regional developmene pattexn includiug the location of Iand uses a d residenTial densiues in local
general plans— when intepxated with the pioposed reaonal uanspoicauon nenUOrk in t1 e 20'12 2035
RTP SCS,  would reduce pet capica vehicular  - ave1-ielated  ( il iG emissions and achieve the

subre:gional C; 11G reductton per apita ta rgets Ior thE SCAG tegion, which are an 8 percent per

capita ieductiou froin 2 05 C HG emission lavels bv 30 0 u d a 13 percent per capita reductiov from

20 5 Ci T- IG emission Ieveis bq 2035. Accotding to a consistencp analvsis, ehe Genexal Plan Update
would not conflict with (°, G's 20'1 2035 R"CP SCS ot the Oiange Countyr subxegional SCS plans

adopCed for the putpose of ieducviq (; HG emissions. Consequentl-, the vsipacts from consiseenc
with SC; 1G' s 20'12- 2035 ft' I` P SCS and the Oxange County subxegional SCS aic: less * han significant.

Mitigation Measure:

I'he Pollowing initigation ineasure as incladed in tne DEIIt and thc 1' EIR and is ap> licable to the
praposed project.

4- 1 1' h Cit oF Los Alamtms sha; l indude the fo1lo Uing netions i the Citv's I: spievientation
7'] an [ o ensure that thr C rn conunues on a ttajectosv tliat al, ms wid  the long-term
st2 e C I-IG ie lucPion go ls of L.aecutive Ordet 5- 03- 05.

Los„-llunitos Uenei al PIa Updatc
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Work vith local and zegional agencies co insfall apj sop iate iechaiging stations [ o
sup ort che use oE electric vehictes.  Woi k with developers to install rechasging
sCahons at app opuaCe activity and employment centeis ro support elecu ic vehide
use.

Conduct ene gy audits on all Citv facilitics and incorporate cost-effective neasures
to inctease eneigy efficiency.

Public educarion c>n energy conse vation. Coordinate with local utiliaes to prov,ide
ene,r 5 conseivauon infoimauon to ehe public.

Promoee c izer- effident design feamses such as appiopriate site oiientation,

zenewable energy syst:ems, use of lighcer coioi roofng ai d building inacetials, and
passive ventilation and cooling techniques.

Seek ,, rants and thei ovtside funding foY enee ef dei cy improvements to public
or piivate faciliues and stiuctuies.

Work vith the Los 1 lamitos UniEied $ chool Disu'icL, the City of Seal Beach, and
Rossmoox to obLain  ant Eunding,  conduct planning,  and consTiuct new and
improved e7nsting bicpcle and pedes[ ian faciliries to provide safe routes to schools.

Remove barriers rl at discou age acttve pedesuian and bicpcie ioutes.  F_spand

faciliues and amenities that encouiage achve routes, sach as increasing the number
of Class II bil e lanes aiong potential school rou[ es, pairiculuPp rhose tliat paeallel
Los illamitos Boulevard and Katella Avenue.

Cieate and imylement a pedestxian and bicvde mas[ ex plan to idenrify
improve nents, nming and fimcling mechanisms.

Zdentifv Eundmg ai d design options foc bicvde and pedesvian signage along bicydc
routes, iis tlie clowntown, aud at key trailheads or c onnection points, with an emphasis
os1 connections to schools and the clowntown. Bicyde siguage should be consistent

with signs of neighboimg jurisdictions, yet distineC Eoc Los tllamitos.

Coordinate with neighboring t iisdicrions on unProving connecrionc to esisring and
planriing future bicyde and pedestcian tiails.

Woik irh OC1t1 and local bucinesses co ent ance bus st ps ui Los 111amitos and

Rossmooi.

Coo' dinate cvidi OCTA oi. its Long Range Ttaneporeation PIa to design bus rapici
txansit service and stop IocaPions along 1Catella?, venue.

o Iisplore che nse of pai7sin ineters along pnblic streets and on Cih- owned lots,
especially in the down[ o rn.

Idenn(v opportunities fo  bicyde  arlcing in the dr>wntown,  induding Phe
conversio» of single pazallel axking s> aces along smaller ; ide stYeets in[ o on- sereee
or cmb-adjacent bicvcle pail mg. Bike xacks should sexvc as Eunctional public ut and
can ref]ea t1 e t pes of businesses r uses.

Mittgation Meas'ure 41 would encuie that the City conunues to im leinent acnons that educe GHG
einissions Erom buildout I the General P1ai1 l'pdate. I3 mever, aclelitio al fedeial aild state n ieasuces

woold be necescayrV to reduce GIIG emissions to meet the long icrm GHG reduction goals under
13xeuuive Or er S- 03- 05; which denufied a goal to mr11u <; H i emissions to 80 pexcent of 1990

Los llami[ os G eneral Plan Update
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levels b 2050. At thic time, therc is no plan pas't 2020 that achieves the 1ong- term CiT3G reduction
oal esabliched under S-03-O5. . 2s ideutified bv the California Council on Sdevice and Technolog,

the stat cannot meet thr 2050 goal without majot advances ui rechnolog ( CCST 2012). Siuce no
additionll fed al or state measures are cw rently availal' le tl at would ensuie that thc (; in oI Los
111amitos and Rossmooi could achieve an inteiiin post-2U20 taugeL, Impact 5. 4- 2 vonld cemain

Significantand linavoidable.

Finding:

Changes ot altecadons have becn requvred in,  or mcorpo ated inco,  thc Pmject 4iac avoid or

substaniiall5 lessen the significavt environmental effect as tdentiFied in the ll1; I1Z. These changes are
identlfied in ehe form of the mitigation tneasure abovc 7: he Cit of Los Alamitos lsexebv finds tl at
unplementation of the mitigation measw e is feasiblc, ai d the measucc i1 tl erefo e adopred.

Tl'ie City fii ds that thue aze no othet mirigation measures d at a feasible, talcing int> consideiauon
specific eeonomic, legal, social, technological or othec faeLocs, tha[ vould mtugate this im act to a

1ess- dian- simzihcant level, and, Eurther, ehat specific economic, legal, social, technolo ical, o other

conside ahons, indudmg considecarions tar the provision of ein lc>ymenC ppoctunit es'  For Pughly
tiained worl, e- s, make infeasible the a,ttcsnatives idendGed in fhe J-% IR, as discussed in Section G of

these Findings ( Pnblic Resources C ode . 31081( a)( 1}, ( 3); Guidelines CT 15091( a)( 1), ( 3))  , 1s described

in the Staternent of Ovexriding Consideiafions, ehe City has determmed that tliis impact is acce table
because specific overriding econoinic,  1e a1,  social,  tedinological,  or other benefts,   including
regiosnvide oi statewide ei viionn iental benefits, of the p,roposed project outweigh its sigiificaut
effects on die ei vuonmenC.

3.     Noise

Impact 5. 7- 3:  Construction activities associated with the proposed project could create a

substantial short-term increase in groundborne vibration.

Support foi this envuonmental impact conclusion is Eull  cliccussed in Secrion 5. 7, Nazre, and in

puticular, starting on pa e 5. 7- 2 of the DEIR

Long- Term Operational Vibration Impacts

Ca1Rans has etudied d e effects ot propagation of vehicle vibi°ation on sensiuve leud uses and noees

that " heavy tmclis, and c uite fiequenly buses, generate [ he highes earthbo ne vibranons oE osmal
tcaffic." Caltrans furPher notes tiiat the higl est traffic oenecated ibrafions ace along 5eewajrs and
s' tate rou[ es. ' I'ypicall, urud; s do not generat e hi h levc:ls of vib ation 1 ecaasc diev navel on rubber

w6eels and do no[ have vecncal movement, whicl genecaLes grotmd vibration. Because here arc no

inajor anspor(:ation- ielated vibration sow ces in the Cit}, suc}: as mininuter and fi ei li[ rail, am-

potential foi sig-nificant long-tenn vibisition vnpacts is less than signi£icane.

t'h use of heaw equipznent associaLed with heavp industcial operatious such as miriing and coizcrete
j larits can crcaPe elevated vibrauon levels in their vnrnedt tc proximitt. T'hough land uses- withsn tl e

proposed Planned IndusUial would lilcely pe mu Qie heaviest indust i 7 operzrions, they would not be
nninedia[ e15> acl a cnt to anv sencitive uses. In addition, no majo  vibrarioi ; ou,rces, sudi as mimng
ancl blasting activities, would occur m diese ai<as. V'ibration fiom heaw machmery dissipates rapidlv
vith dist;mce_ thereFore, no significant operauonal vibraPion im acts t< sensitive uses could occur.

Los rllamitos CUeneral Plan Update
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Construction Vibration Impac4s

Consuucuon operadons can gene ate vaiying degrees of giound vibranon,  elepending on ehe
construction proeedures and eGuipment " 1' he effect on buildings in t r vicinif,y of rhe construction

site vai ies depending on soil type, ground straea, and ecepto building eons4suction. Vibrauon fiom
constiucCion a uvines x. xely rcachcs levels that can damage sn-uctw es, but it can achieve the audible
and peiceptable i-anges in l uildings close to the constr-uction site.

Vibration generated by consn-uction equij menL has the potential to be sobstantiai. Vibcarion impacts
may occu' froin constcuction e9uipment associated with developmen[ in accordauce with die City oF
Los . 1lamitos Genctal 'Plan Update. Depei ding on the use of eqnipment and dis t̀ance to the neai est

ieceptors,  e'he use of heav  e9uip nent duiing corisYruction would haQC ihe potennal to cause
annopance and atchitectural d:unage ae neaiby uses. This could be a potentially significant impaa.
Consttuction related to p rojects with the vnpletnentation of the Genexal Plan coulcl result in a
poteneially significzne vibraaon iir.pacc.

Mitigation Measure:

The following mitigation measuie was induded in dtie ] EIIZ and the FEIR and is applicable to the
l roposed pcoject.

7- 7 Individnal pcojects d at invoh-e vik,cation- intensive conshucrion ac[ iviues— such as

blasdng, pile drivei-s, jack hainmexs, and vibxaeo y tollrts—within 200 feet of sensitivc:
receptois shall be evaluated fac potential vibi ation isnpacts. A shidy shall be conducted
fo individlia] projects wheie vibiarion-intensive impacts may oecui. If construcdon-

rela[ ed vibxation is de[ esmined to be puceptible aP vib- ation-sensitive uses, additional

equveinents,  such as use of less- vibi ation-intensive eqvipment oi const: ucrion

cechi iques,  shall bc implemented dvring consuuction  ( e.g.,  nonexplosive blasting

methods, drilled pfles as opposed to pile diiving).

1' he proposed Plojece c: ould cieate elevated levels of oundbo,tne vibrarion and gioundbosne noise

duxing consr nedon accivities. Mingarion Meastue 7- 1 would reducc these vibiaaon impaccs eo che
cxtent feasi} le Ffowe' er,  because of distance and oehex site condibons that ma  rendet its

iiziplemenYUton infeasiblc o iizeffective fot future piojects hi Phe Cit, IVlitigation [VleasuYe 7- 1 vould

not guatantce that vibration im aecs const-uction oi 1»- ojects would be ieduced to less tl an
significanC levels. Consequcntly, Impact 5. 7- 3 would remam Significant and linavoidable.

Finding:

Changes oi alteiations have been re9uired ui,  or incoipoiatecl into,  the  > rojecc that avoid or

substanriall lex en tIie significant cuvico,nmental effect as dendfied in the I IsIR 'll iese cLianges ue

identified in t1ie foim of the mirigauon measure above. The CiN < E Los r lamitos hercbj Finds that

impleineneati n of dze miugation me.asu,re is feasible, and the ineasw c is therefe xe adopeed.

The (; u} fincls that tbeie a e no other mitigation medsuru Chat ai e Feas ble, taking into consideiacion
specific ecor.omic, legal, cocial, technological or other faceois, fhat would mtYigace diis iinpace to a

lesi t6i.i- ig: iYican[ level, and, furihet, t1 at specific econosnic, legal, socinl, teehnologicai, os othci
cons c] e ations, nzcluding constdeiations foi tlze pro ision o; einPloj ment oppoihmities For higuly
txained uotlsers, make mfeasiule th alternatives identtGed in the LIR, as discussed io Secrion G of

l os. 11amitos GeneralPlan Upda[ e
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ehese Fincling s  ( Public Resoiirces Code j1  21081( a)( 1),  ( 3);  C>uidelines    15091( a)( 1),  ( 3)). r' s

desa ibed in ihe Scatement of Oveiiiding Cousiclerarions, die City has deternvned [ hat this impact is
acceptable because specifc oveniding economic,  legal,  social,  tedinological,  oi othes benefitz,
ii duding cegionwide oi statewide environmental bene ts,  of the roposed pioject outweigh icc
sibnitScanC effects on the evviroivnent.

Impact 5. 7- 4:  Construction activities associated with the proposed project could create a

substantial short-term increase in noise leveis in the vicinity of noise•sensitive
land uses.

Support for ehis ent>iioninenra]  impacc conclusion is fullv discussed in Secrion 5. 7, Nozre, and ir,

acficular, stu-ting on page 5. 7- 36 of the DEIR.

Im lementation oE die C; i neral Plen Update would sesult in consttucdon of ne v resideiitial,

coinmercial, and industrial uses rhio ghout the City. "1'wo C'ypes of shoio-teiin noise itnpacPS couid
oecui d, umg construcno i Pitst, the transpoit; of w rlccars : uid movemeat of materials to and fiom

rhe site could inciemeutall}' ina ease noise levels along local access toads. The second type of shoio-
tecm noice nnpact is eelaeed [ o demolition, si e preparation, grading, and oi physical consn-ucbon.
Consttvcuon is perfoxmed in disuuct steps,  each of which 1 ias its own mis of ecluipment and,

conseguendy, its own noise charactetistics.

Consuvction e9uipmeni gene-rates htgh levels of uoi's'e, with maximmns tangmg feoin 71 dBA to 101
d} ii1. Consuucdon oF individual developments assodaeed widi buildout of ehe proposed land use

p1an could tempoiaidy mccease the ambient n> ise env,iconmcnt and covld have the pocendal to affect

noive- sensirnre land us s in the • ict ity of a pxoject. Pursuau[ to Los Alainitos 1Vlmiicipal Code,
Secuon 17? 4.020( D), consnvccion related activihes between 7: 00 , 11VI co 8: 00 l M, Mondn th rongli

Satu. d y, are e empt fsom the stationai y> sotiie.e noise standards oE the City. Cons ucuon acn ities
haC ocem- o: tsrcle of these ermi[ tc.d hours muse comply sith the statiouu,o souire noisc sPandards.

Significant noise impacts mav occur 5 om opecation oE heavy eairhinovin equipment and hvck haul
thstt voulcl occur vid eonsn-uction of uidiviclual de:velopment pro ects. Consteucuon noise levels ase

dependeut uPon the s edGc locations,  site plans, and consnvcrion det:aiis of individual pi ojects,

whicl 1, ave iiot } et been cievelopecl. Constsuction wotild be localized and would occux inCeimitteiitl

for vaiqing periods oF time Because specific project-Ievel inEoi-mation is not available at this time, it is

noc possible to quantify ehe construction noise impaets at spedFic senstiiv e ieceptors. Construction of

inc{ivic{ua1 deveiopments associa[ ed wrrh implementztion of d e General Plan Lipdace cot ld [ empoxarily
increase the anibiene noise envuonmen[ in the vicmity of each nidividual project C nsrruchon oE
fumre projects would b ] vnited o between 7: 00 1iM to 8: 00 Pti1, Mondan throvgh Sahiidap to
comP15 witli the Citds Mu ieipal C: ode Seceion 1724.020(D), hich exempts constivetion- celated

noise I etweci ti ese h nus. DcveluPmene pio ects would be subject to envn-onm it a1 review,  ;and

s ecific rnitigatiou measures woulc3 be impiemented to reduce noise imphcts duxing cons: vc[ion.
Even with tl e luni[ation in consttvction noise hours, consnv.cuon > f projects ma> have the potential

to geneca[ e substanri l noise inaeases fox pxolonged petiods of time,  . caus. ng dilturbance and
annovance at nca rbv uies.  Construction Fiom projects related to implementation oI tlie Cie eral

P1an could ie tdL in a potenriaIly sigiv ficant noise tmpact.

i.os rllamiios Geneial Plan IIpdaPe
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Mitigation Measure:

Che follow'vig mitigauon measure was includecl in the DH,IR and the I ETR and is applical le to rhe
pioposed project.

7- 2.   Applicants foc new development p- ojects witliin 500 feet of sensi[ tt e xeceptois sliall
vnplement the followuig best inu2agement practices to xeduce consttuction notse levels:

Requice chat consn ucnoi vehicles and equipinent ( fiaed oi inobile) Ue equipped

with ptoperlp operating and inaintained mvfflecs.

Res[ tict haul rouees and construchon- related r- affic

T lace stock piling aud ox vet ide-seagii g axeas as fa r as practical fYOSn residenrial
uses.

Replace audible backup waitziu r devices vit6 sttobe lighLS oi ot hex wuning devices
duting evening consuucttou acuvit  to ehe exeent permitted b  the CaliFoxnia
Division of Occupauonal SaEety and F-Iealdi.

Reduce nonessential idling of constmcuon e9uipment to no mo- e than five minotes

Considet the insPallation of tempota;- sound batcie,cs for constiuction activities that

axe adjacent to occupied sioise- semttive stxuctures,  depending on length of
consb ncrion, type of e9uipment esed, and proa7mity ro noisc- sensitive uses.

Constcuction activities would xesult in tempoxarv noise incieases in Lhe vidnity of sensitive land uses.
Miti ra.tion Measuxe 7- 2 would xeduce izo. se impacts iss> cia ed wieh conc oclion activities eo die

extcnt feasible Iloweve r, becauce of discance, souree tu receivex geome'sy, and oehei sitc condidons

iliat may rendei its iinplementauon infeasibJe cn- ineFfecuve far Eutute rojeas m the Cih, M.itiganon
Vleasure 7- 2 would not u.aiantee tha[ cons2uction voise impacts would be reduced to less th;m

significant le els. Consequentlj, Impact 5. 7- 4 oou]d rematn Siguificant and L'i avoidable.

Finding:

Changes or alteraCions have been iequiTed in,  oc inmrpo rated intq the pioje.ct that avoid or

substantially lessen the significau[ envixoi menPal effect ; is identified in Che DEIR. "1' hese dianges are

idcnnfied in the form of Che mitigation ineasuie above. ' 1' he Cit ot I, os i\launtos herc°by Ends thaY
implementan n of the midgation mcasuxe is Eeas'ible, and the measuic is dierefore adopred.

7'he Ci[y finds chae cheie are i o otbet mirigation measutes that aie Eeasible, r.lang into consideiauon
specific eco omic, legal, social, cechnological oz other factocs, that wovld mnigate th s impac[ to ;

le s- fhan- significanc 1eve1, and, fuithe; d at P cific economic, Iegal, social, technological, oi' othei

considerations, including considerations fo  Q e pcovision of emF>Ioyment oppoitunines Eor highl
runed workers, malie inEeasible $ e altcxnat ves' idennfled in d EIR, as discnsced in Secuon G of

tl es  1' inclings  ( Public Kesouxces Code l j  27081( a)( 1),  ( 3);  Guidelines  : j  15091( a)( 1),  ( 3)).  As

descnbed in the Statement of Ove iiding Coiisiderationc d e CiC l as dete inined l'iat tl is im acc is
accept;tble because specific ove riding economic,  legal,  social,  iecl nological,  ox othex benefits,
includin xe onuride r statewide environmental beneFits,  oE the pcoposed project onewetgl its

si nificant effeces on die environment.
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4.     Transportation and Traffic

Impact 5. 11• 1: Buildout of the City of Los Alamitos plus cumulative growth in the region would
generate an increase in traffic volumes that would impact Ievels of service at local

area intersections and roadway segments.

Sup ozt foi' [ his environmencal impact conclusion is fully discusced in Section 5. 11, Tr'aazrportrttion
and" T' affiy and in pacdcul;s, starting on pag e 5. 11- 25 of the 1, F,IR.

I'he proposed roadway cisculaaon nehUOrlc foc the General Plan lipdate includes dze following
classificauovs:

Smart Stxeet. i Smart Streec is designated a six- ro eighe- Izne divided roadway wirh a inaximtim
right-of way widfli oE 122 feet. "I'he Smut Su eet classification is esumated to have a design

capacity of 72, 000 vehicles per dap in the eight- Iane coi figuca[ ion and 60,000 vehicles pes day in
the six- lane contiguraaon.

Majox teriaL A major artexial is designated a six-lane divided toadwa with a t pical righC- oi-

vay widCh of 720 feet. i majoi 1rtr.rial is designed co accommodate a ma num of 54, 000 dailv
veLude trips.

Primaey Artexial. A iimuy aceeria] is < iesigna.ted a foux-l ie divicled zoad z%ay wieh a typical
nghPOf-way vidth oE 100 to 130 feet 1 ptnnary artenal is designed to accommodate a inasimuin
of 36,000 daily vehide irips.

Secoudaiy Arterial.  secondary a eerial is designated a fout-lane undivided roadwa with a
t pica,l vight-of-wa widrh of 80 feet.  A secondary u terial ic designed to accommodate a
niaxirnuin of , 000 claily vehicle uips.

General Plan Buildout Intersection LOS

The LQS was calculated tor ] eq ntudy inteisections witl the future nteYSection ] ane configturalions eo
evaluate CUeneeal Plan llpdate traffic conclihons.  LOS D is the maximum acceptabte level of

mngeslion at anv intessectiori in the in of Los Iamitos.

The iesults of the intercecuon assessmei C indicate diat three of the shxcl intetsecuons would not

ope ate withiil acceptaMc LOS standacds durit at leas[ one peak hous:

L>s lam tus Boule atc3 at Katclla r venue LOS L, dunug the i\ VI pealc 6oue

131oomfield S ee[ at Ceri,itos . Avenue: LOF I in the . 11vI peai hou,r and LUS L, tn the PM pcalc
hout

Wallingsford Road W Inut SPrcet at KateIla: Avemie: 1,<) S F in clie_ 1,VI pe. k hon

I'he propose mceisection impi o emencs reynued eo ineet accePt;tble LOS standards would be

dif[ cule to adlieve due to cibl-it-of-wav construnis at the mtersecnons oLLos ?. lamitos 13ouleva,td at
Katclla Avcnu, Blootnfield Streei at Cerrit s Avenue, and allingsford Road Wahmt Stseet at

Los il mitos Generall?lan Upda2e
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Katella Avemie.  ConseSuendy,  implementation oE the Genesal 7? lan a zd expected increases in

regional traFfic grou th would result in a significane impact at these di_re inteisrctions.

Generai Plan Buildout Roadway Segment LOS

1' hc LOS was calci l2ted fc r ke} roadwz}- sc,nnct t in the Cih%s xcgional toad vay s slem to eealuatc
Genei al Plan lipdate traffic conditions. Accarding to the Cit' s xew' nended citculetion polieies,
L<)S D is the minimum acceptable level oF con estion on a dai15 basis for anv da; siFied roadwav.

The cesulPS of Phe roadw assessmene indicate that all of tl e oadwavs m d1e Cit are fotecast to

operaee at 7. 0$D oi better, wirh the exception of t6e followvig roadway se ments:

K2tella Avcnue

BeaUeen I-60_5 and Los Alamitos Boulev d: TOS F

Between Los 11] amitos Boulevaid and Bloomfield SPieet LOS F

I3eeween I3loomfield Sneet and Lesinz;t n D,rive L,OS F,

I3etw c. n Lexington Diive and Walkec Shcet: LOS E

Ccrritos :-lvenue

Between I- 605 ancl J. os illainitos Bouievasd: LOS F;

l he improvements requieed to meet accep[ able LOS standards on the roadwa segments may be
ditCicu?c Co achieve due to right of- vav consreauits along Ka.tella  ' vei ue and Ceiricos ilvenue.

nsequenily, i,inplementation of the Geue al Plan L3pdate and e pected increases in regionaI rsaffic
growth would result in a significant impact to the roadwa sc ĝments identified above.  

Summary

Tluee in[ es_aechons and tw'o roadways in the Gity would esceed ehe Citds LOS standacds.  The
Mobilitv and C;irculahon Llexnent indudes Policies 1. 4 (] cvct of seisice)  and 1. 7  ( Faii shaie of

impiovements) fo ensuie eftiuent use of the CiLy' s aecnlanon izecwoil. Pofic> 1. 4 of the Geneiai
Plan Cpdate identifies these thre< mretsecvons a zd two roadwa s as " esempt," } ut based on die

curren[ Geneial Plan, it e Cit' s curren t̀ standai d of LOS D fo r theee seo,ments, and tlicic elevated

levels of congestion, impacts woutd be significene.

Mitigation Measure:

Intersections

The Transpo tarion Smdy  ( see  _' ppendi;  C  to the DEIR} dentifics seveial impsov ments to
inPCisecaons. I Io vever, stifficicnt tight-of- a} is' not available to ttnl leinen[ die necessa y miri ation.

Fuithermorc, thc C> eneral Plan Up laee identifies the nced for a balanced n tilrimodal eransportation
nei c i-(; rha[ nicets th,te needs of a11 serc oE eu eets. Policv 1. 4 of the C'>ene al Plan lipdare sui es eo

strike a balance with all usexs of the trai sportarion networl C' iven the policj desiies of the City and
constraints at d'iese inle- secnons,  addiuonal im rov ements are consider d infeasible,  and these

impcovements were consideied bu[ rejected.
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I' ar the intersection of Los ,A,tain,itos F3oulevasd and 1 atella Aveime to op<satc ae an acceptabie level,
an adclirional eastbonnd through- lai e along Kate11_a Avenue wot ld bc needed. Given the !- ight-of-
wav consr aints at this locanon, the impiovement is coizside ed infeasible.

Foi che intessection of Bloomfield Street ar,d Ceriitos Avenue to operate at au acceptable le el,

a.0 additional westbound left-mm lane and westbound iight-mcn lnne would be requv ed along
Ceriieos Avenue The improvements would requite addiuoi a! xight-of-wav along the School
Disn-ict properC fmutagE:. Giv n the ught-oE-way concteaints at tPiis Iocation, the imp ovement is
consideied infeasible.

For the inteisecCion o[ Wallingsford Road/ Walnut SPicet ancl ICatella . Aremie to opeiate at an

acceptable Ievei,, the northbound appioac(i oF Wallniza,sford Rpad would need to be widened, ai d

an additionai eastbound through- lane is ie9uired al ng Katella : venue. Ho vevu, givcn the iright-
of-way constl-unts on the noxt6bound aud eastbouncl approaches,  il ese ur.psovements aie
considei ed infeacible

Roadway Segments

T h̀e " T'sanspostation Study ( see rlppendix G to the 171, fR) idenuLtes eevecal iinprovcments to the
se menes. KaPella Avenue and Cerritos Avenue aie built out, and the seqnired xighc of-way to achieve
acce} tat le opeiations is nof eadily available Given the consteainCS at these two roadway s, additional
impxovements a e considei'ed infeasible, and t6ese impioveinents were consideicd bu[ rejected.

Policy 1. 4 of the Geneial Plan UpdaPe identiFies these intei'seclions and ioadwaqs as " exeinpt." Once
Che General Plan li}dafe is adopPed, ehese intexsections ancl roadwavs would be exempt from the

Cit}' s ]_ OS D standaid. IIowevex, based on the coxrent Genecai Plan ancl the City' s cuicenc stendasds
Eox thece intersecnons and xoadways, Impact 5. 11- 1 wotild remain Significant and IInavoidable.

Finding:

Spec,ifiC:  economic,  1e a1,  social,  Lechnological,  or o[ hei consideiations,  including provision of
employmene oppormmties foi higlil5 traii ed workeis, malie infeasible the minganon measuies oi
project alterna[ ices ideniified in Ihe DI_iI.R.

T' l7e City Etnds that ttlere are no otlier mitigation measuxes that are feasible, t;il:ing into mnside ration
spedfic econoinic, lega.l, social, technological oi other Eactors, [ hat would ilnugate dzis unpac[ to a

Iess- than- sigi ificant level, and, f uTher, thae s edfic economic, l bzl, social, technologicai, or other

considerauons, including coizsidexarions fox tl e j rov,ic n of emplo3 ment opportunitt°s for higl ily
tiained woil ers, make infeasible the alternaet° es identified in rhe LIR, a; discnssed n7 Secuon G of

dx sc l indings  ( Public Resources Code    31081( a)( 1),  ( 3);  Guicielines  '  15091( a)( 1),  ( 3)).  : 1s

described in the Statement oE Ovuriding Constderzuons, the Cit na dete,cmined that this impacc is
acceptable because specific ovextiding econo ic,  le al,  eocial,  cechnological,  or otl ci benefits,

including regiou vide oi statewide envuonmeneai benefits,  oE thc proposecl p,roject ouhveigh its
significant effects on the envirotanent.

F.  Findings on Revisions to General Plan Update and Need for Recirculation

C QA requixec that a lcad agency reciicvlaee ui EIR when significant new informanon is added co the
FIR aEter public notice is given of fhe availabilitv of tl'ie draEt I; IR for ptibhc revie x, buc befom

7. os rll2mitos CGeneial Pla Update
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certification. " Information" includes changes in the ptoje t. Et.ecixculation is noC iequised wbure the new

infoimation added Lo the LIR merely cla itles, amplifies ox malies insignificant modiEcations in an
adequatc E1R. 

New infoimariors is not consideied significant uizlcss the EIR is changed in a vay diae deprives the
public of a mcaningful opportunity to coininent upon a subsYantiai advecse enviionmental effect of the

project or a feasible way Co mitigate ar avoid such an eFfcct, that the ptojec s psoponencs have declined
to implement " Significailt uew infoimation" iuciudes a disclosuie showing that

A uew si nificant environmeneal impact would xesult from the pxoject or fioin a new

mitigation measure proposed to be impletne,need;

11 suostanaal incieasc in rh sevexity oE an envitonmeneal nnpact would resuit unless mingation
measuies aYe adopeed;

A feasible project altecnative or mitiganon measw e consitletablp different firom othexs

pxeviously anal zed would clea ly lessen the si n,iEieant enviromnencal impacts of the project,
but che pcojecc' s xoponents dedine to adoptit; or

T1ie dYaft , IR vas so fundamentally and basicall inadec uate and conciusorjr in natuxe that
meaning ful public xcview and coinment Ueie pxeciuded.

The changes Co the Projece include Che followinb

o Change of land use map to ietlect the pioper boundacies of thc Los Alamitos
Medical Centex Specific Pian Boundarp — this change is a darificarion of che

esistin boundesies and makes an insi mificant modification. It does not add any
additional infotrnation

o Additioi to the Giowth Managemcnt F'lement to add a new Goal and po7icies co

addc'ess compatibiliLy rith fhe Aicport Envisons Lancl Use Plaus of the ) t''I'I3 a.nd
foi I Ieliparts. This additional language does not amount to a diange oI the pioject

as the policiec meseiy miinic those al eadv found in the Public Pacilities and SaFety
Elemenes, bnt providc mos detall mlatin O to ihe .AILliP document; " 1 he policies

would not cieaic the sevuitj of any pmviousl denhfied environtnental i npacts
descnbed in the I IR.

o Refii ement of the defimnoi the bSrxed Use ( 1 1C1 Iand use designauori to clarifv

the prefeience Eor specifc land uses.

Changes to the Fina1 Land lise Plan consisting pE the followii g:

o Leaving thr pio erties as Planned Industrial ii stead oC changing to Public and
Ii stitutional( Oppoxtunity Site 2B);

o I_e2vii g dze pruperties on dse south side of Katclla lveime as Professional Of ice
instead oE cl an ing[ o Retail Busmecs ( Opporeumcy Si[ e 5);

Los, 1lamitos Genetal Plan L'pda[ e
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o Chan ing die Iand use de ignation of 3562 ] Ioward Avenne ( 1 YN # 222- 093-0

Ei m :vlulti- Pamily Residential (R3) to '.VLised tise (MU} (Oppoitunity Sice 6);

o Lraving the Aiiowhead l xopexty as P1.anned Industiial but aclding a Retail Ovexlay
instexd of changing to Retail Business ( Oppoitunity Site 1p).

I'hese changes [ o die fina] recommei ded Land Use Plan consist of a g adarion bettveen the Projece and
rhe No Pxoject Itemau e.' 1s deccribed in the info mation ptovided by Place Vorl s and indepenclendv
aiial yzecl by the ricy Council, these potenual changes eo t6e Land lise Plan do not stibstantially increase
the ma mitude of ez;isting environmental impacts.

R' ith the proposed chan res, and assumii g tha ihe Arrowhead Propeiiy dianges t ret;iil use at Cieneial
Plan buildou[, che revised project will result in: no dianges to dwelling unirs or population; a decsease
of 4, 886 dai1 ° ehide trips (- 24°/n); and an inciease of 176 jobs Ul ich tesul[s in a ( 1%) inctease in cotal

emptoyment and a ( 1%) increase in jobc- to housing ratio.

ith the coposed chan es, u d assuming that the t iio vhead' ProPeitv remains in industrial use duiing
this Ciener] Plan build u[ as the p rope rty own: s have indicaCed, the revised p roject will re ult in: no
changes to dwelling units o popnlauon; a dccrease oE 14,294 dailv vehicle riips (- 70%}; and a decrease

of 244 jobs which res lts in a ( 1%) dea eas in total employmenc and a ( 1%) decrcase in jobs- to

housing cario.

These changc,s would help reduce, but noc eliminaee, the signifieant and unavoidable impacPS co liix
Quility, Grecnhouse G2 [ missions, Noise and Txanspoitatiov and' I'raffic as shown in the analqsis bv

P1ace Floiks and UOU1d not cxeate any significanC new tnfo rmation. Even if thc l o head Property
were to become retail, diere still would not be anj new significanT impacts.

Kevis ons to thc lliaCt ,EIR as outlined in the l inal L,IR vohime daTed Occobei 2014 which

changes merel clziify, airPlify; or makc insignificant modifications to tt e DxafP I?IR. 11 ese
changes do i ot add anv significanP new infocman n.

Based on tl e : tl ove, the Cit n Councit deterinines d at recu-axlation f tlie F,IR is not required.

G.  Findings on Project Alternatives and Planning Commission Recommended
Changes

C1. 1 requv es chac the liscassioii of alternatives focus ov aleea ila[ives to the p,roject oi its Iocauo
th2t i e. ca xble oI avoidint; or substantiallt- lelseniny any significa.ut clfec[ s oI the roject. . 1s
discussed abu e, the F, lIZ idenu( ie 3 signiFicant impacts in a number of ca egoi-ies. The folio ing
impacr could be ming ted below a. 1eve1 of siguific nce: cectain air impacts cultuzal iesources; and
recieaiion. "lhc tollo uii g in pac[ s cam ot be nin,*ated below a tevel of significance certam an isnpacts;
grcenhouse gas emissions; noise; transpoitation and tia£fi<.. TraFfic impacts iclennFied in Section 5. 11,

Tai j oa7c tion unrl7Ya c, > f the DP.IR, axe piimarily associaPed uifh cumulative growth ide» titied in
the Orange (: ounn• 'lranspoitation  nxlysis L IocI L L',ven without d e additional gr.owth idenriEed

in t1 e C> eneral P1an, t1 c 1uee intersections and two oadwa5 s idcntified as Eailing in bnpact 511-
1 would conttnue ±o operate at a deficient Ievel of service because the impact is related to cumulanve

gcowd  iarher rhan the roposed project. 7, rlewise,  die signii cavt unpa t tdenc[fied Eot GHG

emissioes undea Impact 5. 2 would coi Pinue ro occur becanse the sfate has set a g al to reduce

Los- iainiros CGenei al Pla IIpdaie
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emissions to 30 ercenc below 1990 Ievels, hich iequires substannal dianges m thc sources of eneeg}
and new technotogies that are not cet ava,ilat le.

Wit'h the exception of the Los AlamiPOS JF`"1' B, over uhich the City has no Iand use audioiitv, the

City of 1,os Alamitos is ptimaril} built out and d ece ue xela vel few iemaining vacant paicels.
Covsequeudy, the land use changes associated with the pioposed project fococ oi i t1ie ditee vacant
pazcels and e1ec[ parcels that have the potential fox reele- elopment Ii the co nmunity of Rossmoor,
there aie no changec xoposed ro the cunent] and use deat ianons, ; nd d e inciease in development

potential in Rossmooi is based soieh on the seco« da.i units allowed by state law.

T'he EIR 1ool ed at thi ee a1te- natives eo the ioposed pi ect Chat could xeduce some, if no[ a11, of the

impacts. 

1.     No ProjecUCurrent General Plan Alternative

In die ? 0 1' roject/  Cucient General Plan Alternad c,  che Genesal Ylan lipdate would not be

isnj lemented bv the City. The cun-ent Gene' al P12n wotdd temain in effect Ove all, land usc
clesignarions are simila,r i etween c6e cucicnt Ueneral Plan and Phe pioposed Gene.ral Plan Update.

Howeves, the pioposed land use plan would allow far mo c mt; nse Iand uses along Kaeella d rough
cieanon of a Mixed Lse designation. Some additional mtail em} lornnefit woidd repiace office and

indust ial einployment tbrough changes fi:om Ptofessional OEfice and PIanned Industsial to Retail

Business desibnations alon Katella Avesiue.

Additiosrally, the iUlised Use desionation would create ttie oppoitunity for new residential on the
uppec f'looxs of mixed use buildings arouncl the intcrsecnon oF ICatella Avenue and Los 111amitos

BoulevaYd. A Few parcels designated for Pianned Indvstiial near die aiCessection of L s f lamitos

Boulevard and Ce itos Avenue would be convested to Iulti Fainil Resideniial. "I'he cw ienL Gene al

T' lan, howeve r, iududes an assamption oE roughly 850 housing uni[s on the portion of the Los
t lamitos J" fI3 designatc d for Multt Famiiy Residential. Tliese houcii g units are not projected undei
the pioposed Geneial Plan L`pdate.

lincicr dze ivo P: oject C:urreut General Plan lltei, ativ, thesc dianges would vot occw  .' s a sesult,

the curient General Plan allows fo m te ,teciclenhal giowdi and less emplovment nowth.

Conclusion:

Impacts oE Phis alteiaative wouLd be siinilar to the roposed project foi aesthedcs, cultw-al sesources,

hazacds and hazardous mate ials, 1a.nd use and hla mn, voise, and tilines and seroice systems.

Impacts ot this altu native vould be slighdp reduced compared to those of the proposcd project for

a,i,i- qn; lity, GI G emissions, populadon and housicig, and traEfic. 1'his altemauve woo,td s'li rhtly
in rease pubiu iervices and recreational impac[ s compared to those oF [ hr psoposed projCCt because

oC ehe ina eased popularion and dwelling units  ' Chis a1PC vative would noc red ce any sibificanC and
navoidable impacts of the pioposed project Lo Ies-s d ian significanP.

This altc.rnatr- e woulc7 ¢ ot pxwide a eomPrehensive npdate to the City' s C; e 7esa1 Plan consistent
wrth California GovemmenL Codc Sections 65300 et seq. Thic alternative would not rc• fce tLie City' s
General Plan pursuanP to vatious state re un emeues for Geneial Plans-- for instance,  lsseinblv 13i11

1358, the C m lete S eets Act of 2008. In addiPioii, hile thls alternative wouLd inee[ aome of ehe

oojec ivrs, it woald not meet the pioject ob c tives Co the same cscent as die pxoposed project. 'I'l e

Losrllami[os Genei al Pl<m Upd re
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p roposed General Plai Updaee vould change the roadwav configw ation of Los Alamiros noith of
Kareil; Avenue to create a moie pedestsian- fiiendlp do untown. Consequetidy, this alteinative would
not meet the project bjectives to create an ateractive pedestrian- friendl  downtown, inttodnce

pedestiian bcidges, maxirsiize retail oppoituni[ ies along Katella t venue, celocate Cit hall, or establish
centzalized pazlcing options.

Finding:

I'his alteii acive is rejected beeause it would not accomplish the goais and it would not eliminate the

significai t impacts, even though it could slighily teduce theni in areas zelating co air and gseenhouse gas
irnpacts. Specific ecariomic, Iegal, social, technological, or othci considecarions, ineludinb piovision of
etnploymenx opportunities fox highly tiaisied workcss,  make infeasible hhis project alternafive
identified in the FFI'R.

2.     Arrowhead Products Site Alternative

In the Atrowhead Products Site tlltesnative:, the Genesal Plan IIpdate would be the satne except foi

tl e 28- acce An owhead Psoducts site would remain as industrial instead of being chai ged to ieeail uses.
Indust ial land uses geneiate less tsaFfic than rctai] uses, and no diangec from esisting condiuons
would occur for ehis paYCel. Consequei tly, this altesnattt*e wovld teduce trafftc, ir quality, GHG
emissions,  and noise impacts of rhe pioposed piojece, although the impaets would sull reinain

significant Tl iis ;ilternanve was identiFied as die envuronmentallv su citor alte native in dx TiIR

Conclusion:

Impaetc o£ Phis aleernative would lie smvlaz to tlie proposed project For aestheti<'s, cultutal tesouices,

hazaxds and hazu-dous i aterials, land use and planning, public services, recreation, and utilities and
seitii e snseerns. Impacts of this alternauve would be slighily ieduced coinpated to ttlose oI the
psot, osecl pioject for n e guallcy, <; 1IG cmissions, noue, population and h using, and riaffic. This
a1[ ernauve wotild not Yeduce any significuit and unavoidable unpacts of the Prop sed ioject to less
than si nificant.

17v altesnative wouid meet most of Jse project objectives but would not mece the o1' jecbve ro
masunize retail opportumties along Katella- cvue to the sune extcnt as rhe pioj osed project and fhus

fails Po rcalize une of t6e pi tmary ob eaives oE thr C> eneral Plai lipdate.

Finding:

Thts nitetnariv ts rejeccul k ecause it would n t ; ccomplish a pnma,ry goal of allow ag the Atcowhead
Pr erty on Katella ro c used foi tai uses a d it would not eliininate tl e si niiEican[ im aces, even
though it could slighd5• reduce them.  SPecific economic,  1ega1,  sodal,  technologic;al,  or othec

considerarions, includiizg provision of emplo ment oP} iuinities For hiehl  ttained wo l eic make
infeasib?e thic roject altemative Fot ? he reasov idenufied in thc JTEIR. This 21te naiive woulcl not

reduce anp s gnificant and unavoidable impacts oE the projec[ o z less than significanc level and
would not meet at least one of the basic ob ectives Foi the proposed projec[.

3.     increased Residentiai Land Use Alternative

In tlie Tna ease3 Rcsidentinl Lane]  C, se tcinative, d e Genei-al Plan Upclate would be tlie same

e cept for 13 actes fionmig I< ate7a just eas[ of Inteistate 605 ( I-6l) S. Appi sunatelv 3 acxes of the
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site are cun-entl} occupied bj public use propemes ( City Iiall, Police llepartment, City Yacd,  Chambc
of Commerce, and the Co'm mnity Certer) and the westem 10 ures are occvpied by SupeiMedia.

lindei the pioposed l roject, these paiceis ase proposed fo be dcsianated foi coinn excinl/ retail land
use. Undex this ltexnarive, t e land use plan would designate this site [ o multifainilv residenrial use

assumed 22 units per acie) to uzucase the amount of residential Iand uses and vnprove ehe job-

housi g balance in the City. Impmving the jobs- housing balance can reduee V?vPI' and tiafFic
congesrion and associaeed aaEfic, ai qualit*, an l C;HG eimssions impacts of t6e pro osed pxoject.

Conclusion:

Impacts of this alteinative would be sinvlax to che pxoj osed projec[ for aecthetics, cultocal esouxces,
hazatds and hazai dous maPenals, Iand use and planning, noise, and urilities and setvice s stems.
Iinpacts of this altemative vovld be slightiv reduced compaued tu tl iose ot che proposed project fox

aiz guality,  Cr1IG emissions, po ularion and l ousing, and traFfic This alteinative would slighd
increase pubhc set- ices and reaeanonal anpacts compazed to those oE the proposed project This

alte native woulci not educe an signifrcant and unavoidable impac[s oE the pioposed pYOjcct eo Icss

d an si niiEtcant.

T1vs aleernative would meet the Project ob ectives I tat woiild n t mee the objecrive to masimize

retail opporhlniues along Kz.tella Avenue to the same extent as [ he pioposed roject.

Finding:

This altemarive is rejected because i[ would not accomplish the gozls and it woul.d not eliminate the

sib ificant impac[ s,  even d7ough it could slightl ceduce diem.  Specifc econonve,  1ega1,  social,

eechnological, or other considecaaons, inciuding psovision of eml l me t oppoxmmues for highly
trained work xs, make infeasible this project alternative for the ccasons icentified in the PI; 1R. T h̀is

altei narive would not iediice any aignificant and unavoidable unpacts of the project to a Iess daan
sig vficant 1eve1 and would noe meeY at least one of die basic objecnves foi Lhe p oposed project.

4.     Planning Commission Changes — Recommended and Use Pattern

The changes recommencled by the Planning Commission woeld sesult in the following changes to the
psopused General Plan L pdnte: the Posc Office and Scliool lliscsict rnj erlies ui Oppoitunitv Site 2B

would remain as 1?lanned Indusuial; the 17 ptoPcrties on tl e south side of Krtclla in Opl oitunity Site 5
would remain as Piofessional Offce; changin the Iand use designatioi of 3562 Howard, venue (APN

222- 0) 3- 07) fiom iv[iiitt ]' ainil} Resrcicntial ( R3) to Mi ed L'; e ( Ili) in OpPoi2unit} Sste 6; and the

Airowhead Pi erry in O por[tintt Sice 10 would emain as Plamied lndnsn ial, but would Yeceive a
Retn l Overla}' allowing ehc eventual convexsion to retail uses.

Conclusion:

Assuming tl at the A,rcowheaci Propei ty remains in indusUrial nse, s has' been indicaeed b} die pcopertp
o Unexs, this land use pattern is en v nmc:utally supeiior to any of the altematives t6ae ueic analqzcd in

thc } IR. Assurrnng the : lrrowl ead Piopecej wue eo convext to retail use, tl e land use pattein is still
en- nonment;ill} superioi Pr the pro e t; as a al} ed.
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Finding:

Although even tlns land u5e attexn would not eluninate all of the signiEicant impacts, it is tl e chosen

piojecr as it is likely to have the least amount of environmental impacts based o the Fact that
Atrowhead Pmducts, z hich has been in rhe City fo r approxunaYeljr 60 j eais, has indic2ted that it plans
on remainin in the City in this location and does not desue to convert the i ope,rcy to ietail. However,
the RePail O eclay piovides thc abilitv to convert this propex[y [ o retail uses shoul there be a change in
econonvc cliinate.
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IIi.       STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

Puisuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081( b) and the Uuidelines Sechon 15093, the Cit of

I os Alarnitos has balanced the benefits of fhe pxoposed pioject agninst the following unavoidab:e
adveise nnpacts associated wid the ptoposed ptojecr and has adopted all feasible mitigauon measuies

with iespect to these unpacts:  ( 1)  aix quality,  ( 2)  greenhouse gas emissious,  ( 3)  noise,  u d  (+)
u'avaF or[ation rsaffic. " I'he City also has examined altematives Co Che pxoposed project, as well as
the reconvneuded projecL by die Planning Comrnission, which includes che change in lai d use pattets

co C) po rtumty Site 2B, Sitc 5 south of Ka.tella, a paicei in Site 6, and Site 10. None of the nlPernatives
aual}' z d in thc FiIR both meeCS the project objectives and is env,iionmentaliy pxefeiable m the project,

as recommended by[ he Planning Commission.

Regardiug a Sr;zteu ent of OveiYidiug Considecations, Guidetines Secuon 15093 piovides:

a)  CEQA requires the decision-malcing agencr to balance,  as applicat le,  the
eeonoinic, legal, social, technologi al, oi othu benefiLs of a ptoposed project
against its unavoidable environmentat nslis when deternvning wbether co
approve ilie pxoject If the specific econo nic, lebal, social,  cechnological, or

other t enefits of a proposed pxoject outwcigh t6e unavoidable adverse

enviPOameneal effects,  ehe adverse envirotlmental effects may be considcred
lcce} C'} Ie." Wheu che lead agency approv s a project whidi will result in C he

occuiience of significant eFfects which a re identified in the final EIl2 but

are not avoided oi substanrially lessened, the agency sha11 state vi writing ihe
specific xeasons to siippoxt ' tts action based ov the final EIR and oi other

inFonnation in the iecoid. '1' he staeement of overriding consideiations shxll be
supported b subst;i.iival ev,idence in the reco' d.

b If 2n agency izlalies a statement: of oveuiding considuarions, the statement
should be induded in the xecord of the project approval  ; nd should l e

mentionecl in Phe notice of deeezm. nation. This statement does no[ substrtute

foi; and shall be u addition to, findings requiied pursuant to Secdon 1 091.

A.  BACKGROUND

Cl( r1 requv es decision makers to balance the beneFits oE the proposed projece against its

n avoidable envn:onmenral iisks when de[ ermining whether to approve the pcoject IE the benefits of

the p- oject outtueigPi the unavoidable advets e: fEects, those etl'eces may be considered " acceptable"
StiPC CJ; A ( uidelines C 15093]  CL,Q11 re<l ues the agenc}- to suppoi in writing, the s ecifrc

reasons Iqc c> nsidexn g a pmject acce table when significant impacts are inEeasible to mtn ate. Such
teasons must be based on subsrantial eviden e in the 17: IR or elsi•where ii ehe admirnstiauve emrd

St w  ( 1?Q, 1 Guidelincs  '';,  17093  [ 6f). ' l hc agencp' s statemen[ is relcrred to  s a Statemen.t of
Oveciidin Consideradons.

The follo roin sections pzovicte a descripuon of each oE the p o ecPs si iflcant ;znd nnsvoidable

ad erse imj acts and the ustiYtcahon for adopting a statement of ovesciding consideranons.
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B.  SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS

The following adverse unpacts of tt e ptoposed projecT zse conside ed significant, unavoidable, and

ad- eise based on die DI,TR, FEIR Mirigaeion Monitoring Prograin, and the findings discussed in
Section II, F ndi zg.r and I''ac r, of this document and although aie lessened, sti11 iemain with the Plannii g
Commissioi' s Recommended Land I;se Pane n.

Air Qualitv

Impact 5. 2- 1. B ildout oF the project uould generate less populadon but more emplo} ment

gro uth and slightiv more vehide nules [ iaveled an el e Cutrent Gene,ral Plan; the efose, the

projeet would be inconsistenc vith South CoasP flii Quality 1Vlanagemene Dists7ces ( SCAQMD)
2012 A,ir Qualitv Mana enient Plan  ( SQ?VIP. 1lLttigatio  measures incorPotated into future
development projects and adherence t  d e project policies fot opeiation and cons'truction

phases clecGnbed m Itnpacts  2-2 and 5. 2- 3 would - educe ciiteria avr polltatant emissionc

associated wiel buildouP of the project. Goals and poficies inehided in the project wotild faci7itate

coi firwed City pacrici ation co peiation witI SC:. QMD and Southern California Associatioi

oE Governments t ncl ieve regionai aii q al,ity vnprovemen[ goals, promote energy conse sation
design and developmen cechruques, encouiage alCernauve fi ansportation siodes, and implement

ti-anspor tahon demand management strategics I-iowevee, no mtngarion mcasuxes a e available

that woul l ireduce impact s assoc,iated with incorisistencv with ehe air quality inailagement plan
due to the magniuide of growdl uid ass ciated emissions that vouid be g ene rated bv el ie
buildout oE the City of L.os Alamitos aud Rossmooi in accordance with the project. ].npacc 5. 2- 1
uotild rema significant and unavoidable.

Impacf 5. 2- 2. Consr ucuon activiries associared with the buildout oF Ct7e project would benexate

criteri2 , ur polllitant em. ssions  [ hat w>uld exceed SCA<)MIll' s xcgional s'ignificance thrrshnlds

aud vould contiibate to il' e nemattainmetit designafions of the South Cuast ,Bu- B sin ( SoCAB.

C> a1s and policies ace induded in the pxoject ehaY would teduce aii pollutant emissions. Ho vever,

due to che mannih de oY emissious gencratec{ by fuCUYe cons i-uction acnviues associated with
Lhe builcic ut of the project, no inidgaPion measures a,te available thaC wotild zeduce u7lpac[ s

below SC IQMD's t(zresholds. Impact 52-2 woulel remam significant ai d unavoidable.

I npact 5. 2- 3. Buiidout of thc p oposed land use plan would genetate additional vehicie iips
and zrea so ices oE c i[ecia av- pollutane einissions that esceed S(: 1QNIl' s iegional significance

tl, tesholds and vonld conti ibute Po the nonattaintnent dcsignations of rhe SoCAB. Goa1s and

policies u included in d e pi ect thae would ceduce air pollutaiit emi sionc. Howeceir, duc to

che magnimde of emissionc enecated bj the build ut oE the xoject, n mingation measui es are
available it at would reduce impacts below SCr1QML' s du e; holds. Impact 5. 2-3 woutd reinain

signiEicant and unavoidabie.

Impact 5. 2- 4. Locahced emissionc of cutezia aiz pollncants couli9 exceed the S(; AC 1D iregional

si niflcancc thresholds becausc of the scale of de clopment a tivity ac, ociatcd witl ; 1ieo retical
buildout of d e pro ec c Foi this bioad- bac 1 (; encral Plan Utxlare, it is uot possible to determnie

whethet l e scale and phasing of individual projects would resul[ in the c ceedance of Ioczlized
cinissions tliiesholds  ' l hexefore, in accorclance with the SCA' 11 methodologp,  Impact 5. 244
would cemain siginEicant aiid unavoidable.

l,o.:\ lamitos Gener l Plzn C pdatc

Ci Finclin, s of Faci aud Staterne t of 61 -

Ovei ridiny Considc rations



Greenhouse Gas Emissions

I npact 5. 4- 2. lllthough die 2014 Scoping Plan t date assessed progiams to lchieve the 2020

tz.igets for the sta.te, no acldiuonal C= I-IG reducUOns io ramc have bee» oatlined tl at get the
sCate to the post-2020 ta gets identified in L:xecuuve Ordet S- Q3- OS, which aie an 80 peicent

xeducnon in 199b emissions by 2050. n Iitigauon Measuie A- 1 would ensure that the City contrnues
to impiement acTion that xeduce GHU emissions fi om buildout of t6e < ienetal Plan. Howevu,

addinonal fedeaal and state measuies wooid be necessary to reduce GH entissions to meet the

Iong-eeim goals under ] xecurive Order 5- 03- 05. i1cc[ cling to Phe California Cowicil on Scienee
and ' lechxtolog};  the state canno[ meeL the 2050 goal without majot advance in technology
CCST 20L. $ ince no adclitional federal or state measures are cucre:nflv available foi- posts 020

that would ensuze Phat the Citv of I,os Alamitos ax,id Rossmoo' could acliieve an interim

taigec, Impact` S. A- 2 would remain signiFicant and unavoiclable.

Noise

Impact 5. 7- 3. The proposed pioject could create elevated levels oE groundborne vibrarion and

gionndboine noise duxing construction activihes. Minganon i leasure 7- 1 wouid reduce vibiahon
impaas associ;tted witli consuuction activities to tl-ie e e ent leasible.  Howeve,  distance and

other site conditions ma  rendei imple nentauon oF ihe miugation measuxe mEeasible oi

incEfective Eoi futuie pxojects, and Miugatio Measure 7- 1 vould no[ gvarantee that vibranon

m pacts construction of piojects would t e reduced to less than cignifican[ 1evels. ImpacC 5. 7- 3

would reinain si n,ific nt and unavoida6le.

Impaet 5. 7- 4. Consavction acumties 3 ould xesult n temporasv noise mcreases in the vicinit} of

sensirive] and uses. Ritigauon 1Vfeasuie 7- 2 would ceduce i oise impacts assodated with consb-uction

activihes co Cbe exeetst feasible. However, distance, souxce to receiver eometrj; and odze,t site

condinon. may rc;ncl i implementanon of the m ti; auon ineasw e u feasible oi mefFeetive for
futuxe projects, and : VLiugation Measure 7- 2 would not gu:u-;uiree. that construcuon noise unpacCs

would be reckiced to less than sibificane  levels.  Imj ace SJ- i would be significant and
unavoidable.

Transportation and Traffic

Impaet 511-1. " I7 ree inte secnons and two xoadways ir, Phe Cit r wo ld esceed the City$ LO

seandards, and ! uitiga.tion mEasores are considesed ineeasible due to tight of- zay constiaints.
Policv 1. 4 of the Gene al Plan lipdate ulcnnf;es these inteiacctions and rondwa 5 as " exe npC"

Oiue thc C cnernl Ptan l' pdaie is ado> ted, these miccs-eccions and roaciwaj s would be exempP
fiom rhe Ctty' s LOS D stanclarcl. }- ow cer, 1 asecl on the cnvent Gene al Plan aud the Cit' s

cutient standards for these inPC secrions and roadwa Impace 5. 11- 1 would be significant and

unavoidable.

C.  CONSIDERATIONS IN SUPPORT OF THE STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING

CONSIDERATIONS

r' ftex balanong the specific economic, legal, sodal, teclinological, and oeher benufits of thc proposed
project, the C: iur of Los . lamitos has detennined that the unavoidable, advecse envitonmental unpacts'
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ideutified a1'>ove are considered " acceptable" due to the following spedfic consideia6ons,  which
outweigh the unavoidable, adQe se enviiomnental iinpacts oI the ptoposed roject.

Implements the Obiectives Established for the Proiect

Phe prol osed project implements the follow objecrives:

1Vlaintain high levels of safery and seivice

Cseate an attracrive and edesuiarnFriendly downto vn
Innroduce pedestriul t,ci ges

vlaxinuae ietail opj ortunities along Katella, venue

Relocate Citv Ha11

Offer inccntives to pxeserve and actract l'>usiness

Impiove the Ioolc and idenutv oF the Citcr

Provide consistent ancl effecrive code enfoi cemen[

Muneau a good ielaeionship with the Los rllamitos linified School Disnict

Cceate mare open space, pulcs, trails, community gaxden's', and iecceation areas
P,valuate annexation ca efi 11}

Establish ceuti:alized pa lang options
Enhauce culturral uses and histotical presecvanon

Implements AB 1358, the California Complete Streets Act

Vaiious elements of dle Genc a1 PIan li'pdate co tain policies [ hat help the CiCy nnplemeut 11B 1358,
t1 c C2lifornia Coinpletc Strcets Ac[, includin;

Policy 1. 1 Mnitimodal network - ' 1' hr Ciry shall plav,  design,  operafe,  and maintain die
trans ortanon nehvork co promote saEe and conveutent teavel for all useis: pedestrians, bicydists,

rians t riders, fxeigl t, and motorists.

Policy 1. 2 Txanspoxtation decisions - Dedsions should baiance the comfort, conveniencc, and
safc[ c of peclesv:iaus bic dists, and tnotocists oi a11 agcs and abilities.

Policy 1. 3 Downtown connectivity - Downtown l, c s , illainitos shall Uc snfel5r and comfoicably
accessible by cat, b}' biice, oi on foot while munt;unin I,os _9lamitos Boulevard as a Fous- lane

facilitv wifli suffrcient sj ace for tm ning m>vecnents and qveuing space for school access.

Policy 1. 6 Access Management - 1VLiniinize access l oints ancl curb cuLS along artexials and
Uitivn 200 feet of an inte section to improve uaff+_e flow u d safete E]nninate and or

coi sol date dnvewa s when ne v IeveloNment occur c>r when ceaffic operanon or safety warrants.

Policy 1. 7 Fair share of improvements - Requne new development to pay a fai,r share of
needed ttanspoxtation unpiovements based on a piojecC's impacts ro die multi-modal

trans orCation netwock.
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Policy 2. 1 Tiaffic calming  -  Discourage cut- throug6 uaffic m residennal neighboihoods

througl tl e; ppl,ication oF uaFfle calming measuces.

a Policy 3. 1 Coinmurivg to school - Masimize the nuinbcr of smdents walking, bil ing, and

riding[ he bus to and fsom school.

e Policy 3. 2 Acuve tt5ps - Estnblish, inaintain, and im iove bicvcle and } edcstrian spsteins to

promote active t ips to schools and Parks.

Policy 3. 3 Pedesteian btidges  -  Invest in the coustrucaon of pedestsiau biidges at liev

ii Pecsecnons neat scltools to enhance safe[ y and reduce congestion.

Poliey 41 Wallcable downtown - Create pedestiiai- Ericndl busincss disuicts b expanding uid

im coving-cpaces for wall ii g along and crossing business clistrricts.

e Pol'rcy 4. 2 Site design  -  Require physical designs for new deveiopmenc thac provide

onvci ience aud seciuity to l edestrians, bicyclists, and[ ransit users.

Policy 4. 3 Inteesecfions - Impxove the safety and comfott f pedesuian and bicpde crossings
ae v te secnons.

e Policy 4.4 Bicycle and pedeseeian tiails - Convut zait oad ughts- of-wa, formcr righes- of-wav,

Zl,tc:vwaVS, and azeac along storm drrain channels into j e lesteian and bicycle riails.      

Q Policy 4. 5 Regional eomieeYions - Connect bicycle and pedesciian t ails to local and re ĝional
uails in adjacenej wrisdicnons.

Policy 4. 6 Sicycle atid pedestrian wayfinding - Provide bic de and pedesn izn netwosk
vavflnding and infoimatiou througl si? sis, su'eee markings, or othei Pedznologies.

Policy 4. 7 Tcansif sfops - In iprove and muntain safe, clean, comfoi table, well- lic, and rider-

fiiendlv transit stops that are well- ma- l; ed and visible to motoiists.

Policy 4. S Bus rapid tcansit - Plan for bus rapid nansit zlon Ka[ ella , Avenue, ith av emphasis
foi servic c to the] a lamicos Medical<; enter and llowntown L s 1lamicos.

Policv 5. 5 Automobile parking demand - Redt e autoniol ile par I ing demind bv improving
public transit, bic} de and pedestiian mobilit>.

Poliey 5. 6 Bieyele pacicing - l neourage saFe, secuie, nthactive, and c ii enient bicvcle paildng,

es ecially in the dowiitown and at stt ools.

Policy 5. 7 Motorcvcle and scootec paiking - P,ncourage busmi-sses t ovide pu'king spaces
specificalh cicsigned Eor motoicvdes and mrn uzed lcooters.
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Achieves Consistencv with SCAG' s 2012- 2035 Reqional Transportation PlanlSustainable
Communities Strateqy( RTP/ SCS) Goals

In addition to the ttanspoctanon polides above, el. e following Geueral Plan Update goals n.nd policies
aie diiected towa d enhaucing and implementing SCdG' s RTP SCS goals ielated to hnnsit,
t anspoitanon and mobiliCS, and envuonmeneal health:

Land Use Element

Policy 2. 7 Quality of life uses - ? vlaintain, iYnprove, and expand uses that define ai d enhance

the Giey' s qualit of life, inciuding parlis, trails, open spaces, a.nd public Eac lihes.

Poliev 5. 4 Flood contcol facilities - The Ciro strongl  supports the use of flood contio]

Eadlities as pubfic tcails thioughouc Los Alamitos.

Open Space, Recreation, and Conservation Element

Policy 2. 2 Connectivity and image - I'mprove esisnng and eseablish new h ails along flood
conaol faciliues co linli neigbborhoodc and public uses,  azigiiient local and xebonal bicyde
ystems,  enhance die Cig s image,  and attsact mcieaaonal c} clists and othec visirois to the

to vncentei.

Policy 41 Land use aud transportarion - Reduce eenhou; e gas and othei local pollutant

emissions througll nvxed-use and teansivoiientecl development and well-desi ned txansi

pedestxian, and bicvde syscems.

Policy 4. 5 ueegy and water couseevation -  ] i couiagc new developmcnr and substandal

iehabilitahon projects to xceed energy and waCe cous<trsadon and reduction standasds set in

the Cit' s zoning ardinance and the Califotnia Building Code.

Policy 4. 9 Renewable Eneegy - Piomoce che use of xenewai le energy sooices to serve public
and private sec[ or developm.ent.

Mobility and Circulation Element

Policy 2. 2 Joint Foeces Trainivg Base -  Cooidinate witl  ) Y713 adminisaanon to proaide

addiuoual vehiculau access Pomts from major arreeials ro mmimize h anel ch ou h esidenrial

areas.

Poliey 2. 3 T ucic routes - Plan and designate tru t, routes Qiat ininirnize tìvcic n-afEic through
or neai residential areas.

Growth Management Element

Policy 13 Govexnmental collaboiacion - Proacu cl collabo ate with adjacent juusdicdons ro

ensure that infiras ncmre and public se, ices at e pro° icled in n timelv and 6igh- qualiry mannex.

Policy 1. 4 , Joint Forces Trauvng Base -  Maintain proactive communications wieh the Joint

Forces Training Base Q}`' IT3) iegarding p ocesses, peiations, or pzojeccs tn ti e Cito oi at ti e
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J1 I$ ttiat have rhe potential to impact the City of Los P,lamitos, its iesidents, its biiaviesses, ox
base operations.

Policy 2. 2 New development - Ne v deveiopment shall pay its shace of the costs assodated
with local and re tional Yraffic midgation.

Poliey 2. A Orange County Congesrion Management Plau - Maintaiu consistency widi die
Couury of Orange Con estion Management Plan and Maseet Plan of Aitctial H ghwaps
puisuan[ co che sequuement of state law to confinue to receivc its share of SCaLe asoline sales

ta.1 revenues.

Promotes the City' s Economic Vision

l l e (, ien.eral Plan LJpdate addiesces fhe location, timing, and type of devclopinent ittvn d e Cin*,
Rossmoor,  and areas adjacent to the City to ensure Y'hat Lhe CiYy' s economic rosion can bc
accomplished, wtuch is:

We envision out local economy as a valued xesoucce d7ae pxovides a stable and
resilient xas base to suppoxt the public Facilities and se vices that conrsibnre

positively to th<; qualitSr of life in Los Alunitos. We ieco, nize and capitalize on oui
city' s iole as a jobs engine in the regional economy. We mplement public policies
and nn-est pnblic iesonrces to maineain Los rllamitos' s appeal as a business locauo

and to atrsact conrimied private inveshnent, but we do not sacrifice o i qualitv of

7iEe foz the salce of economic growth.    

17ze Genexal Plan L'pdaee suppoi L̀S die Cico' s economic vision by i cluding economic suategies that

ieflec[ ehe changing condirion, including developmcnt of sn:ate; ic plans. Aolicies fiom the F_conomic
Development L,leinent of tl e proposed Geneial Plan that suppoct tl e City's ecoi omic vision
include:

Policy 1. 1  Nisca]  decision malang -  Incorpo ete shart-tesm and Iong-term economic and
t7scal im hcatiovs oC pi posed acnons into decision-mal ing.

Poliey 1. 2 Fiseal disclosutes - ldenufv and disclose potenfial Fiscal impacts, includmg d,irect

aizd indi. ect cos'ts, as pait of Iand ose o' clevelopment a plicalioi s re using City Council action.

Policy 1. 3 Ongoing funding - Idennfv and disdose if and how a program ar project wili be
ondnued uoon cessarion oE cit funding or suppof't when fl City establishes, xenews, or funds a

p ograrn ot projeet] asting mo' e than onc hscal year

Policy 1. 4 Retail and lodgiug amendments - Gcncrn] plan unciidtncnts cl anging firom a land
use designauon that peim,its ietaIl oses or Iodging uses ro a land use 3esignadon ( hat does not

allow ce ail oi iodging uses s ould consider usc < E a de relopment ag,reement or ot ei  legall}
enfozceal Ie obli arion on dze propeit r ownec(s) that requiies die sub ect piropert genezate the

same o be[ ter fiscal balancc fui thc dtv as it would li t- c venexated with a ceCail oc lodging use.

e Policy 7.. 5 OCfice and indusiria] ameudments - Genexal plan amendments dianging from a
land use des,i nauon that permiLS office or mdustrial uses to a designation that docs not pem it
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ofEice oir vidustiial Iand uses should considei use of a developmenf agreen ent or othei lega 15
entorceable obligatiqn on the property ownu(s) ti at requires t1 e subjece prope rt gene race the

saine or better Fiscal balauce foi the cit a.s it vould have genezated with an office o- indushial use.

Policy 1. 6 Piscal nitigation - Reqnue a fiscal impact analysis and initig ation oE anp negauve
fiscal ih pact:s For an}>iequesCed gene ral plan amendment.

Poliey 1.' 7 Budgeting - Requ se (; ity dePaYUnencs [ o submit an annual budget reqticst free fiom
ieliance on one- time reve iues  ( eacept for speciEic gxant-funded projects) and unsustainable

evenue and deFicit spending.

Policy 21 Employinent-generadng uses -  Maintun che integsit  oE office,  indusaial,  aiid

me:dical ovexlay aieas and ptotect these aieas from encsoachment b other uses.

Policy 2. 2 Effective land use xegulation - k.nsuxe that development standai cls, use xegvlauonc,

and the pecnvtfing process ( especially discrePionarp persnitnng, are sn-eainlined ancl eFfective, ve[
maintun pxotectioi s fox rhe communit' s c uality of life.

Poliey 2. 3 Promote well-paying jobs - Prio ddze nvr.,icipal c7edsions_ n itiatives, investmeues,

and development a}> rovals that support the ietention and espansion oE vell-paving jobs ii Los
111amiCOS.

I' olicy 2. 4 WoelcPoice developinent.  llelp esisnilg businesses communicace their warkEorce
needc to the Oran e Countv WorlcForce Invecement Boaid,  the NorCh O range County
Commumi  Colleg llistrict, the Los Alamitos ' Unifred Schooi DisPSict, and ochei educanonal
and vocicforce development ocganizations.

Poliey 2. 5 Eeonoinie development mailceting  -  Collaboiate wieh iegional econonnc

development artners, such as t1 c Los Alamicos Chambet of Comnlerce and the Oiange Count r

13usiness Coundl, to in;zxl: ctLos ,llamito to potential ew businesses.

Policy 2. 6 Medical services   (: apitnlire n ehe Citv's role as a regional inedical ser vices hub bv

tomonn; and encouraging th intensification of inedical offrces in areas assib ed wittz the
i- ledical Overlay desiynation.

Policy 31 Town centei  -   Piioritize munici al dedsions,  initiatives,  i vestmenes,   and

dcvelopmene appro- ls dzat cou iibute t<> thc vision of a town center as an amenitp- iich, multi-
modal,  and mixed use dishict that is'  a uni ue regional destination and that emphasizes

aYperience- oiiei ced shoppu r.

e Policy 3. 2 Business development - Collaborate uith rhe Chainber of Cominercv, the Oranee
Count  SmaJl I3usn ess De c lo mene (; enter, an<1 other economic devclopment paieners'  co

improve access bj I. os Alarr; itos small basii esses ai. d mdependent reCUlers to business
development services.

Los Alamitos C; enecal Plai Update
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s Policy 3. 3 Qualify retail enviromnents - Requiie ne q redeveloped, and revitalized retail cente- s

to piovide street Lvrnituce, shading, pedesn-ian circulation, avd gathecing spaces tl'iat enhance
the expeiience of shopping.

Policy 3. 4 Padring disuicts -  Support voluntu p effo ts b} comineicial properry owner to
establish parl ing management dintricts ( r od2er tools) to LaciliCate shared puktng solutions and
encouiage pedestiian- oiienced mi ed- use buildii gs.

Policy 3. 5 Pu6lio-private paetnerships - Pcioxinze mtuiicipal inivanves and invesmzents in
azeas in which pri ate sector btismesses and pio ec y ownecs are voluntai ly pioviding private
funding thiough s ecia] fnancing districts ( such as lssessment districts and business nnprovement
dis ricts).

e policy 3. 6 Diversifieation  -  Pnoriuzi+  muuicipal ininanves,  invesnnents,  and decrelopsnent

approvals diat br2ng businesses in economic sectors not cuirrentl represenled in Los Alatnitos.

Policy 4. 1 Eeonomic developinent xesponsibility -  Pi omote an eehos ni which econonuc
elevelopment is the esPonsibihCy oE each elected oft cial, appointed offidal, and Citv emPloyce.

s Policy 4. 2 Eeonomic development training - 11s financial resouices are available, nivest iK
ecoi omie lc relopment tiair.ing for stafE, elcctcd aud appotnPed offici, ts, and I e r coinmunirv
s tlkcholders.

Policy 4. 3 Business visitation - L,stablisb and mamtain ; m annual bus ness visitation piogram

eha[ engages the owuei s and muiagera of businesse < perating n I.,os Alamitos.

PoGcy 4. 4 Ecomm ic development strategy - , ldopt and regularlv nPdncc a comp ehensive
economic clevelopment strateg, eithes as a stand- alcv c plan oi as part oE a broader City- oide
stt-atcnic lan.

PoGey 4.5 conomic development paxmexs - C oLaborate eifectively « ith xegionxl economic
dcvclopment paruieis to achie c speciFic nieasurable goais fot I, s.' llamiros.

Redevelops Los Alamitos Boulevard/ Kateila Avenue Area into a Pedestrian- Friendly
Downtown

The pr posed General PLu1 lipdatc would c6ange tlie i adwa}' c nEvm-ation of Los , 1lamitos nocth

of ICatella A- enue to acate a mo e pedes'tria i ftiendl r clowntowti b mtroducing pedestiian bcidges,
incieasin  r tail opporti inties al ng Katclln 1vem e,  elocat ng C; ity llall,  and eseablist7ing
centralizc d paxlcii; options.

Improves Qualitv of Life and Phvsical Environment

illthc ugh de elupment in l, c s rllamitos voi ld have signiFicant unpacts' on the envirot ment ( such as

those on air quality, giccnl ouse gas cmissions, ioise, and riansporeatioi), a numbec c f the } olicies
Found in the C> enexal Plar vould reduce tl ese impa ts on the envirorv iene and romoee more

en- v<>nmentallv suscani l c clevelo} u ent in Los: lunito 7 hese ;} e; of} olicres include those thlt

Los rll2i iitos' General Plan Upnz c.
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Cieate attrachve, safe, and walliable co nmunities

Policy LU 11 — To vn ceutee Promore the developmcnt of a un,ique town cencex acound

Los Alamitos I3oulevaid, widi spaces designed Eot communitj celebrations and events.

Policy LU 1. 2 — 1' ublic nrvesm ene. Invese iu public unpiove nents to transfoi vi Los

Iamitos 73oulevud ine o an atbzctive and pedesuian- fiiendly sueet.

Policy LII 1. 5 — Outdooc dining. Eucouiage existing arld new restauxants ro incosporaee
ouedoor dining along Los Alamiros Boiilevard.

Policy LU 1. 6 — Public Art. I;ncoutage the inco,rporation of arf , in public and puvate

spaces that celebrates the convnunity's histoiy and imagiizes a greatez future.

Policy LU 3. 3 — Pedestiian improvements. Up rradc xights-ofway in areas designated as
Limited Industsial and Medical Ovexlav to cieaee safe and attxacrive pedesuian envuonments.

Policy MC 1. 3 — Downtown comiectivity. Downtp vn Los 1#lainitos shall be safel} and
comforrably accessible by car, bt bilie, or on foot wh$e maintaining Los Alamitos Boulevard
as a foui-lane Eaulit Uidi sufficient space for eurning movements and quening space For
school access.

Policy MC 2. 1  —  TtaFfic calming.  Discourage cut- duough t afEic in i esidennal

nei hborhoods ehrough the application of teaf&o-calming meas es.

Policy MC 3. 3 — Pedestrian bcidges. TuQest in the consuuction of pedesnian bsidges at

kev intersections near schools to enhnvice safet> ai d reduc:e cong esuon.

Policy MC 4. 1 — Wallcable business distr icTS. Czeate pedesuian- fiiendly business dist icts
by espanding at d impxoving spaces for wall ing aloi g and ciossing business conido rs.

Piomote efficient enei-gy use

Policy OSRC 4. 9 — Reuewable Energy. Promote the nse of rene vable energ sources to
serve public and pnvate seccor developmer[.

0 1?ncourage the wise use of watec

o Policy OSRC 4. 6 — Irrigation. Ti courage tl e use of x-ater-efficient iingauon svstems and

redauned water foi inigaPion.     

Policy PFS 1. 1 — Wate r quality aud supply. AX7or1< with Golden State Watcc Coinpan r to

maintain high watei qonlit5 and ensw e adegua+e mater suP ly fo' etsona] usq landscaping,
and fire protecnon.

Policy PFS 1. 2 — Sewer system. Z' 3c with the Rossm><u ]. os Aluni[os Se uu llistrict [ o
mai7tun ade9liaYe and efficient sewagc waste disposal services'.

lmprove air quality and ieduce gmenhouse gas emissions

Los lainitos Gene alPlan lipdate
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o Poliey OSRC 4. 1 — Land use and tianspoetarion. Reduce gieenhouse gas and othei Iocal
pollutaut etnissions thiough mvYed- use and ttansit-oiiented development and well-designed

Ccansit:, pedestiian, and bicyde systems. 

Policy OSRC 4. 2 — SensiTive Land Uses. Discoviage the fi ture siting of sensitive land
uses within the distances defined by tl e Califo rnia tlix Resources Boaxd wifhout suCficient
mill alion.

Poliey OSRC 4. — Regional air qualiry. Support regional e£foi±s co reduce pu riculate
mattex and collabocate with othei agencies to improve avr quality at the emicsion source.

N1ana e the ioadway networlc and encoutage use of alteinative txanspoitanon

Policy OSRC 4. 4 — Low and zexo emission vehicles. Suppoit development of piivate

and L ublic parl ing infrastsuetuxe facihtating fhe use of alceinafive fucl vehictes.

Policy MC L1 — Muitimodal netwodc, The City shail plu1, design, operate, and inaintain
che rsanspartation netwoil: to pcomote safe and convenient ' acel fo all useis pedestxians,

bicyclists, [ tansit riders, height, and n otorists.

Policy MC 1. 5 — Multimodal LOS. Monitor the evolution of multunodal 1eve1 of seivice
MMI.OS) standattls. The City inay adopt IMLOS standacds wl en ap ropriaee.

Policy MC 4. 6 — Bieycle and pedestrian wav ndin.  Piovide bicS cle and pedesuian

netu oil wayfinding and infortnarion thiovgi signs, sn eet markings, or othei techi ologies.

Policy MC 4. 7 — Txansit stops. Iin iove and maintain safe, dean, comfortable, well- lit, and
rider-frieudly uai sit stops that are vetl mailced uid visible to moto ist.

PoGcy MC 4. 8 — Bus capid transit. Plan foc bus iapid nansit along Katella Avenue, with ui
c:mphasts fox se,rvice to [ he I, o Alamitos 1Vledical Center and Do unto un I.os lllami[os.

F;nsure noise compatibility foz noise- sensidve uses

Pol'rcy PPS 4. 1 — Land use cornpatibilirv. Appxove development ai d iequire mitigation

measmcs eo ensuse existing and futnte land use compatibility as shown in tbe Ci[v's Noise
Qrdinance, Yhe Lancl Use and Noise Compatibihty Matiix, die Stue Intecior and F,xterior
Noise Standaxds, anc] tlie 11ir ou Gn irons Zand Lse Plan foi the JF°1"13.

Poliey PFS A. 2— New residenfial. Wl en new residenUal clevelopmene is propqsed adjacent
co Iuid designated far indusreial ar commcrdel uses, tequire el e proposed development r.o

assess otendal r oise impacts and foud Leasihle noise-ielated mitigation measures.

e Policy PFS 4.3 — ConYCOI sound at the source. Prioiitue uoise miagation measuses to

control sounr'.at the souice o rer buffeis, sowidwalls, and othci pexaneter measures.

o Policy PFS 4. 4 — Noise impaces. ' lmuniz.e oi eliminate msistrnt, peaiodie, or impulsive

noise impacts of business opeiauons.

Los. lamitos Geneial Plan Updmie.

CEQA Findin s of FacC and Stntemear of 70-

Occiriding Considci ations



Policy PPS 4.6 — Aixcraft noise. Woik witl the Jl' IB uid Long I3 adz Airport to minnnize
the noise impa.ct of ssnall avrciaft and helicoptc s on residenPial ncighbo hoods.

Facilitate the preservadon of open space and critical habi ats for enciangexed icsouxces and

namtal coisvnunities

Policy OSRC 2. 1 —  Multipuepose open space.  Maximize the use oF public utilitv

easemeats,  tlood contsol channels,  school Urounds,  and od ei quasi-pulilic a eas for

xecreaUOnal uses and playfields.

Policy OSRC 2.2 — Connectivity and image. Lnprone existn g and estzblish new uails
along flood cont o1 facilities to link neighboxhoods and public nses, augment Iocal and
xegional bicyde s sterns, enhance the Citv's imaac, and aehact rea-ea.tional cvclists and od er

visitois to dze town cenYet.

Policy OSRC 4. 8  —  StoxmwaTex management Fncourabe ehe use oE lo  impact

development eechiliques that xetain or minne natural Eeatures foi s[ oimwater managemenc.

Yiesetve namial, histoi7c, and ailtutal eesources as k<5 features of I, os 11] ainiCOs

Policy OSRC 3. 1 — Narive plants. Requue ehe use of nadve and cliinaee- appropriate } lant
spedes, and pi ohibit the use of plant species known [ o be invasive.

Policy OS12C 3. 2 — LJiban foxesC Man tain and enhance a diverse and healfliv uiban forest
on public and private lands. Incorpotate, and pxeseive mltw-c anc7 ecirnen uees at kep
gateways, landmacke, and public Eacilities.

Policy OSRC 3. 4 — Narional and staCe histoiic iesources. Pzeseive histoiical sites ; nd

buildings of staee or national significance in ar.coidan c wich chc. Secrceaty f Inte± o r
Siandaids for Histoiic Rehabilitacion.

Policy OSRC 3. 5 — I,ocal historic resoui ces. Encouragc pr peity owners to maintun tl e
hiscoiic integ itp of the site b ( listed in order o"t peefeienc: presea:vation, adaptive xeose, or
memorializanon.

Policy OSRC 3. 6 — St Isidoie. Support the preservation and ieparposing of S[. Isidoie
13istotical Plaza as a business ar commu ity fac ht, Preser° mg the ehapel as th< 1- cy i isto ical
cicinent.

Other Considerations

1heie are un2voidable, si nificant impacts in Eouc caee oitea: air, eenhou; e g1ti, noise, and traf&c.

f the City does no update ilie Gencral Plan `there xre still significane impacts relating to .air,
gxeenhousc gas, constrticnon sloise and uaEft Even without any growtl m tl e (; iar; which is not.
realisuc sce:tiariq the signiticaxit impacts ieiaung to av^, gieenholise gas cinissioi s, and vaffic wiil
occw simply due to regioaal gi owth.

Impacts relanng to consuuction noise are teinpo' ai'y in namre.

Los llamitos GeaeialPlan Update
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D.  CONCLUSION

Th City Councii of Los Al;amitos has balanccd the project' s i euefits, es revised by the Plannuzg
Commissioi, against the signifcant unavoiclable imj acts. Tbe Ciry Council finds rhat the projec s
benefits of updaring the current Geneial Pian ( which was adopted in 1990 with soine signifieant
updates ± n 2000)  outweigh the project's s,ibifcai t unavoidable impacts,  and those unpacts,
theiefore, aie consiclered acceptable in light of the piojec s benefits. T'he City Gouncil flnds thae
each oE die benefrts described above is an oveiziding considuation,  independene of die other
benefiCS, That warcants approvel oE the project nohvithstandii. g the piojecc' s significant unavoiCtable

iinpacts. 1'he Cicy Coundl addirionally finds that t}se fact that these significant impacC vould occur,
even undei the esisting General Plan, fnidiex weighs in favoi- oE adopting an u} dated Geneial Plan that
bettei ir eets tl e Cit} c needs and complies with legal requuements.

Los lamitos Gene al Plan llpdate
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1 .      Introduction

1. 1 PURPOSE OF MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

I'his blitiparion Monieoring Progsain has beei dcveloped ro pxovide a vehicte by which to monieoY mingarion
measures and condiuoizs of a roval oudined in the Dtatt F:nvixonmeneal Impact Repoit ( I EIR, State

Clea,cin house No. 2013121055. The IVlitigatiou )blonitoring Progiam has been p epu ed in confoimance with
Section 21081. 6 of the Public Resouices Code and the Cit of Los . jlainitos vlon,ieoung Requuements.
Section 21081. 6 states:

a)  When mal ing findings requvred by paiagxaph ( 1 oE subdivision ( a) oE Section 21051 ox
when adopting a mitigated negative deelaration pm suant to puagcaph ( 2j of subdivision
c) of Sechon 21080, the following tequv emen[ s sha11 app15:

1) The put lic a ency shall adopt a teporting oi n2onitoring prog ram for Che changes
inade to the pcojecc oi conclitions of project approval, adopted in otder ro mirigate

oi avoid significant effects on the enviionmcnt.  1'he repocung oi m mieo vig
piogrun shall be designed to enst ie compliancc duiing p rojecc vnpiementation. P' or
those chang es whicll have been reqaised oc incoxpotated into the pcojec[ at tl e

requese of a responsible agency oi a pUbl.ic agency ha ing jurisdiction by law over
na[ura.l resous'ces afEected by tlie project, that agency st all, if so rec uested by the
Iead or sesponsible agencg piepaxe and submit a pcoposed repordno or monitosing
progiam.

2)  ' I'he lead ageney shall sPecify thc locaaon and custod3aa of the documents a othez
mateeia.l which constimte the secoid of psoceedin s upon wl i h its decision is

b2scd.

1. 2 PROJECT LOCATION

7" he (; ir of 1,os illamitos is on the nord westeen boundarv oE Oiange Coant°, appi osimatel} ? 3 iniles

driving ciistznc souch of downtown Los Angeles. "1he Citv is sur ounded 6 lvghl5r urhanized areas of

O' an e and Los Augeles Coanhes and abuts oi is ncae the cines of Long Be2ch, Seal I3each, Hawaiian

Gardcns, C} p- ss, and Garden G rove Sutersta.te 605 ( I-605) cur.c north—souPh alor.g the Ci[ j' s western
boui darv. No other interstate oi statc roure ciotises rhe Ciri' s boundarics However, I FOS Pravels northwest

o soulhe3s't a rot vd the City's southexn boundac}; and State Route 2 ( SR- 23) traocls eastwcst app oximatel3
0. 4 m 1es soucb uf the Cit, roviding rebonal access Co Los illamitoz 7 ne City' s spcerc of infinence ( SO
evcon passes thi unv7corporated co ninunitp oF Rossmoor on the southwest s± de of dic Cit.

n laber? 0/ 4 Paqe7
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1. Introduction

Tiie Cary encompasses appro umately 2,619 acies, and its SOI extends to tlie 982-zcre unincoipoxated

commnni oE Rossmooc. Appsoximately 50 peicent of the City' s total land aiel is occnpied by tbe Los
Siamttos Joint I otcec Trainuig$ ase QFTB, and the ceinaining area is developed widi utban us'es. T azt oE die
Coyote Cxeek and Ca.uboi Cieek channels, appioximatelv 45 acres, flow throogh d e City and mco che San

Gabiiel River fat tl er south along t:he C ity's westun boundaxv.

1. 3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The psoposed Ntoject is an update to the Citn of I,os Alamieos Geneeal Plan. The Los Iilamitos Uenexal Plan

Update is inteuded to provids guidance fox long term b:owth, maintenance, and pxeseYVarion in the City ovec
the next 20- plus ti e. nrs. i1s statecl aboce, the Geueial Plan Update also includes the communit oE Rossmoor

as par[ of [ he City's SQI ro understand Eutuce demands fox setvices and in plications Eor gcowth in Rossmooi
and Ihe City. ' lhe Los ?, lamitos Geneiat Ptan Update addcesses the cequiied elunents and one optional
elemenr. Land Lse; L;conom,ic Development; Open Space, Recxeation, and Conservanon; Mobility and

CitculaPion; Housmg; Pubhc } aciliries and Safety; and Giowth ManagemenL.

I' he proposed Iand use plan would allow Eot up to a total of 23, OU3 tesidents, 18, 430 jobs, 5, 735 dwelling
units, and 8, 8& 1, 442 nonresidenual square Eeet oF development under the General Plan Update. ' I1 e

theorencal buildout was based largely on thc: assumpnon that the majotity of [ he Citv and Rossmooi would
not change. Some uicremental mtensification was assumed duougl'i ssnall pio ects ( e. g., adding a seconcl
dwelling unit o expandin a sto- efxont). t1 h; ndfiil of parcels were identified as areas whexe more sabst2ntial
change could ocew. F or those pa,rceis, the City cieated a set of projections and esrimated the xmount of

develupment that could occur betwcen now and General Plan builclout. In addition, the p±oposed Geneial
Plan Update identfies Yhe S. os _9laimros JPT 3 as Communirn & Institufioual] P'1B. Howevei; it should be

noted that whiic the Los Alamitos) F113 is widiiu the Citq's munic,ipal t'>oundary, the City has no jw isdiction
or land nse authoiity on clvs li.S. inilieaiy installation.

1. 4 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1. 4. 1 Impacts Considered Less Than Significant

lmpaus to the follo vin; resources wcic idenhified as less rhan signiFicant Zmpacts eo resouices marked with

an asiciisk (' r) weee idenufied in tl e Inieial Study; thc remaindei wece iclentified in ihe llEIR.

lcstticcic,

Agricultuial nd Foiest Resources*

13iological Resources *

Geolog} and Soils*  

Har rds and I Iazatdous' ' Iateiials

Th;drology and F'ater Oualit,*

Land Use and I lanning

Puqe2 Placel orkr



LOS ALAMITOS GENERAL PtAN UPGATe MITiGATI NONI OftING ND REPORTING PROGRAM
CITY OF LOS AL MfTOS

1. Introduction

Minecal Recouices *

Population and Housing
Public Services

Zecreauon

Utilicies ai d Scivicc Scste ns

1. 4.2 Potentially Significant Adverse Impacts That Can Be Mitigated, Avoided,
or Substantially Lessened

The llERZ concluded tliat the proposed projecC coiild iesule u one ox moru potenrially significant itn acts in
the follo ving topic: ueas:

Cultmral Resources

HoweveY, the I>L,IR also Eound [ hat diese llnpacts would be reduced, avoided, or subsPanrially lessened
thsoug h the implementarion of imfi ation ineasure,s, which am listed in Table 3- 1.

1. 4.3 Unavoidable Significant Adverse Impacts

The Following impacts woul<I remun significant and unavoidab7e afPer implementation of reqiured mitigadon,
as ideutified in ihe DFIR:

ir Qualitv

C:: reenl c usc Gac I:',inissio is

Noisc

Lta.tispoitauonand 'liaffic

Otlr,l et 2Q 1 A
Pq e.>
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1. introduction

7 hirpa e zntentionally left blara,..
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2.      Mitigation Monitoring Requirements

2. 1 CATEGORIZED MITIGATION MEASURES/ MATRIX

Ptoject-specific mingation measutes have been catego,rized in maexix foiinat, as shown in Table 2- 1. The

mah-g identi£ies the envv-omnencal factoi; spedflc rnitigauon measures, schedvle, and responsible moniror.

The mitigadon maesix will suve as the basis foi scheduling the implementarion o and compliance widi, all
mitigahon measures.    

Oc/ oGer207d pu e S'



LOS ALAMITOS GENF. RAI.. PI..AN UPDAiE MiTiGAT70N iNONiiON! RG AND REPORTI! 5G PROGRAM

Y 0 0 AiI MItOS

2. Mitigation Monitoring Requirements

7'hi.r age intendianally dit blank.
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2. 

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Table
2-

1

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Monitor

Responsi6ility
for

Signature
Required)

MitigationMeasure

Implementation

Timinq

ResponsibilitvforMonitorin4
DateoiCompliance)

S.

2

AIR
QUAIITY          

w---      --°...  

2-

1

If

tlunng
subsequent
project

level
environmental
revievd
const
ucGon- ;    

City
of

Los
Alamitos

During
subsequent
pro
ect-

City
of

Los
Alamiios

elated
cntena
air
pollu',
ants
zre

determined
to

have
the

poiential
to       

Commun
ty

evelopment

level
environmertal
reviaU 

Planning
D

v,

sion   

exceed
tne

South
Coast
AirQuallry
Management
Distnct(
SCA

vMC)     

Director
and
app!
icants

for

adopted
thresholds
cf
signifcanr,
e,(

he

City
of

Los,
4lamltos

shall

new
developmer

projects

require
that

applicants
for

new
development

proj2cis'
mcorporate

mlfigation
measures
as

IdenCified
in

the
CEGA
tlocument

preparr;
d

for

the
project
io

reduce
alr
pollutantemisslons

during
construction

activi8es.
Mitigation

measures
that

may
be

IdenLSed
during
the

environmer.
ial

review
inciude
bat
are
nct

limited
to:

Lsing
conetructicn
equipment
r2ted
by
the
United
States

Environmertal
Protectlon
Agercy
as

hav'
mg

Tier
3(

model
year

2006
or

newer)
or

Tler
4(

model
year

2008
or
newer)
emisslon

limits,
appllcable

for
engines

beiween
50

and
750
horsopower.   

Ensuring
construcVOn
equipment
is

properly
serviced
and

maintained
to

the
manufacturer'
s

standards.     

e

Limitlr,
g

nonessential
diing
oi

ensfruction
eq:
aipmeot
to

ne
mcre

fhan
tive

censecative
minutes.

Waier
ali
active
consUuction
areas
at

least
three
fimes
daily,
or
as

often
as
needed
to

control
dust

emissiona
Watering

should
be

sufficient
to

provent
airbome

dust
from
leaving
the
site, 

Increased
I

watering
frequency
may

be

necessary
wheneverwind
speeds      

exceed
15

mi!

es
per

hoar.
Redairoed

water
should

be
used

ehenever
possbie,      

Cover
all

frucks
hau!
irg

soif,
sand,
and
oJ
er

loose
mafarials
or

require
all

trucks
io

maintain
at

least
to
feet
of

ireeboard(
e.,

the

minimum
required

space
between
fhe
top
of

fhe
load

and
the
top
of

the
trailer),

Fave;
apply
mater

three
times
daily
or

as
often
as

necessary
to

I

control
d

s,,

r

apply(
nco-

toxic)
soil
stabll(
zers
or.
all

unnaved

access
roads,
parni
g

araas,
and
staolag
areas
at

constructlon

i

s(

fes, 

Il____..  

OcGobe 
701-
F

Page
7
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2. 

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Table
2-

1

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Monitar

Responsi6ility
for

Signature
Required)

Mitigation
Measure

Implementation

Timing

Responsibiliry
for
Monitoring

ate
of

Compiiance)

Swee
daily,

with
m

ate;

sm
eepers
asing
rec
a+

wed
water
if

posslble),
cr

as
often
as

needed,
ail
paved
access
roads,
parking

areas,
and
staging
areas
af

the
construcfion
site
to

control
dus(.

Sweep
public
sireets

daily(
wifh
wafer
sweepers
using
redalmed    

water
if

possibie)
in

the
vicinity
of
the
project
site,
o;

as

often
as

needed,
to

keep
streets

iree
of
vislble
soil
matenal.

Hydroseed
or

aoply
non-

toxic
soil
stabilizers
te

inactive

construction
areas.

E

dose,
cov2r,
waier

tnree
tlmes
daily,
or
apply
r,
or,-

toxic
soil

bir,
ders
to

exposed
etockpiles(

dlrt,

sand,
etc.
l.

2

2

New
Industrial
or
warehouslr,
g

land
usES

ihat, 
1)

have
the

potential
to

Proj;
c#

appllcants
of
new

P;

ior
to

future
discretionary

City
of

Los
Alamifos     

generate
40

or
more
d(

esel
trucks
per

day
and
2) 

are
located

within

industnai
or
warehousing

pro
ect
approval

for

Planning
Division       

1,

000
feet
of

a

sensitive
land

use(

e.

g, 

resldential, 
schools, 

hospitals,    

land
uses

industriaVwarehousing

nursing
homes), 
as

measured
from
the

property
Ilne
of

the
projeci
to

the
properry

Ilns
of

the
nearest
senslfive
use. 

shall
submif
a

health

risk
assessment (

HRA) 

fo

fhe

City
of 

os

Alamitos 
nor
to

future

discretionary
pmject
approval.  

The

HRA

shall

be

prepared
in

accardance 
uith

pollcies
and

pr

cedures
of

the

state
Oftice
of

Er.
Grronmen(
al

Health ;
iazard
Assessment
ar,
d

tne

app!
Icable
air

quality
mar,
ageroent

district. 
If!

he

HRA
snews

Ihat
fhe

incremental

cancer
risk
exceeds
ten

in

one
milllon (

IOE

06), 

particulafe
matter

concentrations
would

exceed
2.

5  

g/

m3,  

or

the

appropriate

i

I

noncancer
hazard
intlex

exceeds
1.

Q

the
appllcant
will

be

required
to

identify
and

demonstraie
that
best

available
control

fechnologies
for

i

toxics (

T-

BACTs) 
are

capable
of

reducing
potential
cancer
and

noncancer
risks

to

an

acce
table

level,  

includir,
g

aporopriate

ertorcement
mecnanis.
ns. ?-

BACTs
may

Include, 
but

are
aof

limlted

to, 

restricting
idiiog

ensits
cr
e!

ectsifying
warehovsing

tlocks
o

reduce

diessl
particulafe
mafter, 
or
requlnng
use
of

newer
equipment
andbr

eot
n

m

Nlfled
in

the

HRA
snall

be

identi{
iod

as

iciee- 

nto
the
sltn

the

envlroomental
documeni

aod/
or

ro
g

A., 

s

i

e

veor
orated '  

e

development
olan
as

a

component
of

the

mc

Pq
e

8

PlaceWon



OS     :

MITOS
GENERAL
PLAN
UPUAT6

MITIGATION
MONITORING
AND
RcPOR

PR06RAM

CITY
Of

LuS
ALAMITOS

2. 

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Table
2-

1

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Monitor

Responsibility
for

Signature
Required)

Mitigation
Measure

Implementation

Timing

Responsibilit
for
Monitorin

Date
of

Compliance)

2-

3

Apolicants
forsensit+
ve

land
uses

ith'
m

the
following
dlsiances
as

Project
applicants
of

Prior
to
future
discretionary

City
of

Los
Alamitos

measured
from
the

properry
line
of

ihe
project
fo

fhe
property

line
of

i

sensitive
land

uses

project
approval              

Planning
Division

ihe
source/
edge
of

tMe
nearest

iravei
lane,
from
fnese!
aci!

ifies:

i

Indus(
rialfaciiitieswithin '

OOC?

eet

istribu'
tion
centers(

40

or
more[
ruck;

per
day)

withie?,

00
feet

MajortransF-
0rtaCion
projects(

5Q000
er
more
v2hicles
oer

day)   

wi
hln
1,

000
fset

Dry
deaners

using
perchloroefhylene
wiih'
m

500
feet

Gasoline
dispensing
faciliti°
s

within
300
feet

Applicants
shall
submit
a

healfh
risk
assessment(
HRA)
to

the
City
of

Los
Alamiios

prior
to

future
discretionary

project
approval.

The
HRA       

i

shall
be

prepared
in

accordance
Nith
polic(
es

and
procedures
of

the   

stste
Ofiice
of

Environmertal
Health
Fiazard
Assessment(
OEHHA)

and
the

aoplicable
Ar
Quality
Managemeni
Disirict
The!

atest

O

HHA
guideliaes
shali
C

used
for
Che

analysls,
incl

d'
mg
age

sensitivi,
ry

facfors,
breathing

rafes,
and

body
weigMs
appropriafe

ior

children
age
0

to

6

years. 
If

fhe

nFl
shows
fhai
the

Incremenfal

cancer
risk
exceeds

ten
in

one
million(

10E
O6)

or
the

appropriate

noncancer
hazard
Index

exceeds
1.

Q

the
appllcant
will

be

required
io

identlfy
that

mitigation
measures
are
capable
of
reducing
potential

cancer
and
non

ancor
risks
to

an

acceptable
level(
i,

e,

below
ten
In

one
mllllon
or
a

hazard
index
of

1.

0), '

mcluding
appropnate

enforceroent
mechanisms. 

Measures
to

reduce
risk
may

inc;
ude

bui   ,

are
not

iimi!
ed
to:

Air
intakes

located
away

irom
hlgh

volume
roadways
and/
or
t;

uck

load+
ng
zenes,
unless
if

can
be
demons=,

rated
to

the
City
of

Los

Alamiios
fhai
there
ase
operatloral
li:

nita[
iona

Heafing,
ventilafion,
and
air
corditionlr,
g

systems
of
the
buildings

provided
with
appropriately
slzed
maximum
efficiency
raYing
value

MERV)
filters.      

Mitigation
measures

identified
in

the
HRA

shall
be
identified
as

ncorao
a

ed
ir

to

the
n

the
environmental

documsnt
and/
or

p

siie
development

plan
as

a

component
of

the _

OctaSer
20
4

Pa
e
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2. 

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Table
2-

1

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Monifor

Responsihilityfor

SignatureRequired)

Mitigation
Measure

Implementation

Timin

Responsibility
for
Monitoring       (

Date
of

Compliance)

pmjecL?
he

air
iatake
deslgn

and
MERV
f;

er
requirements
shail      

j

be

noted
an

lor
reflected
on
al

building
p#

ans
su5roitted
io
6he
City 

an'

shall
be

verified
by

Ghe
City
of

Los
Aiamiios.

4

If

It

Is

determined
dunng

projecblevel
environmental
review

fhat
a

Project
applicants
of
projects

Prior
to

fuWre
dlscretionary

City
of

Los
Alamifos

project
has
the

poteotial
to

emlt
nuisance
odors

beyond
the

properiy

with
poientlal
to

emit

project
approval

Planning
Division

line, 

an

odor
management
plan
may

be

required, 
subject
to

Cdy'
s

nuisanco
odors

regulations. 
Facillties
that
have
the

potenfial
to

generate
nulsance

odors
i

clude
buf

are
not

limlted
to:

Wasiewafer
treafinent

planis

Cempos
i

g,

greenUrasie,
er

recycling
faci!
it,

s

F'
ioerglass

marufacturng
faciiities

Painting/
coating
operations

i

Large-
capacity
coffee
roasiers

Food-
processing

facilities

i

If

an

otlor
management
plan
is

determ'
med
to

be

requlred
ihrough

CEQA
review, 

ihe

Gty
of

Los

Alamltos
shall
reGuire

the

projecf

app
icaot
to

subinit
the

pian
prier
to

approval
te

ensure
compliance

i

wifh
ihe

app;
icaole
Air
C,

ualiiy
Management 
istrict'
s

Rule
402, 
for

nulsance
odors. 
If

a

pllczole, 
the

Odor 

fianageme¢
t

Plan

shall

idenflfy
the

Best
Avallable
Control
Technologles
for
Toxics(
T-

BACTs)     

that
will

be

uiilized
to

reduce
poiential
odors
to

accepiable
levels.

Induding
appropriate
enforcemenf
inechanisms.  
T-

BACTS
may

indude, 
buf

are

not

limlted
tq

scrubbers (
e.

g., 

air

pollut'
ron

control

devices) 
at

the

industrial
facility. 
T-

BACTS
identified
in

the

odor

managemeN
plan
shall

be

idenilfled
as

mltlgaticn
meas
res '

m

the

environmentai
docume!

and/
or

incorporated
into
the

site

lar.

3.

3

CULTURALRESOURCES
3-

1

Applicants
for

future
developmeM

projects
with

ir,
iact

extant
i

Project
applicants
of
pre

cts

Pnorto
future
discretionary

City
of

Los
Alamifos

building(
s) 

more
than
45

years
old
shall
provide
a

hlstoric
resource

with
intacf

exfant
building(
s) 

project
approval

Planning
Division

technical
study

to

the

City
of

Los
Alamitos. 
7he
historic

resources
more

than
45

years
old,

and

technlcal
siudy
shall

be

prepared
by

a

qualifled
architectural

historian

quafified
architsctural

meeting
Secretary
of

the
Inlerior
Standards. 
The

sfudy
shall
evaluaie

historian

he

si

niflcance
and

data

oteniial
of

the
resource
In

accerdance
with

p

Puqe
10

PlacelK
ork.
r
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2. 

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Table
2-

1

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Monitor

Responsihility
for

Signaiure
Required)

Miti

ation
Measure

Implementation

Timing

Responsibilit
for
Monitoring

Date
of

Compiiance)

these
standards. 
If

the
resource
meets

the
criteria

for
listing
on

the

Caliiornla
Register
of

Historical
Resources (
Pub- 

Res. 
Code
Section

5024.
1, 

Title
14

CCR, 
Section
4852;, 

mitigatioa
shall
be

identified

3-

2

A 

a[

s

for

f

t

re 

dev

lohmeensur
Qcts

ihat
I

e

u
retFe

h,;

storic

i

I

res.,

u;

ce[

snaiNaned
Y    

i

pp ..  

p

p  .,  

q

g

ng

of

Project
applicants
of

Pricr
to

fuiure
discret

ona.
ry

j

Ci'
ry

o

os

Alamitos

urdtsturbed
soil

in

areas
oE

known
or '

mferred
archaeolegical
j

develepment
projects
in

projec!
approval       '       

Planning
Divi

ion      

resources, 
prshistoric
or

hlsioric, 
shall
provide
a

technical
cultural   

areas
of

known
or

Inferred

i

resources
assessment

to

the

Cdy

of

Los

Alam'
dos

prior
to

the   

arohaeologlcal
resources,

issuance
of

grading
pe

mifa
The

cWtural
resources
assessment
shall  

and
quallfied
archaeologists

be

preoared
by

a

qualified
archaeologist
to

assess
the
cultural
and

retained
by
those

projects

historical
slgnlficance
of

any
known

archaeological
resources
on

or

next

to

each

respective
development

slte, 

and

assessing
the

sensitivity
oi

sites
for
buried

archaeoloyiczl
resources. 

On
properties

where
re

oeroes
are

ider,-!
ifled,  

or

thaf

are

determ'
metl 

o

be

modera?
ely

fo

highiy
sensitive

fer

buried
archaeoiogical
reseurces,       

such
st

dles
sha9
provide
a

detailed
mifigafion
oleq
ir,

cludinG
a

monitoring
program
and

recovery
and/
or

in

sltu

presen%
ailon
pia;,

based
on

fhe
recommendations
of

a

qualined
cultural
preservatlon

expert.
The

mltigation
plan
shall'
mdude

the
following

requlremenis.

i

a.  

An

archaeoiogist
shall

be

retained
for

ihe

development
project 

and
shall

be

on

call
during

grading
anu' 
other
slgnificant
ground- (

disturbing
acfiviiies,       

b.  

Should
any
culturaVsciendflc

resources
be

discovered, 
no

iurther 

grading
shali

cccur
in

the

area
of

t

e

discovery
until

the

Communry
7evelopmeot
Dlrecior

concurs
Ir,  

vJnii
g

that

adequate
provisions
are
In

place
io

proiect
Lhese

reso
rces.

c,  

Unanticipatzci
discoveres

sha 

be

evaluated
for

slgnifcance
by

an

Orange
Ceunfy
Cer!
ifled

Professional
Archaeolooist.  
If

slgnficance
crteria
are
met, 

then
the

project
shall

be

required
to

pedorm
data

recovery, 
professiooal

identlficatlon, 
radiocarbon

dates
as
applicable,
and
other
special
studles; 
submlt
materials
to

the

Callfornla
Siate

University,  
Fullerton;  

and

provide
a

comprohenslve
final

ori

including
2ppropdate
records

for
the

C)

cto6er
2r)/

4

Paae
l>



LOS
ALAMITOS

GENERAL
4'

A 

JPDATE
MITIGATION
MONITORING
AND
REPOR?
ING
PROGRAM

CIiY
OF

LOS
ALAMITOS

2. 

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Table
2-

1

Mitigation
Monitoring
Requirements

Monitor

i

Responsibilityfor

SignatureRequired)

MitigationMeasure

Implementation

Timing

Responsibiiit
forMonitoring

DateofCompiiance)

CaGfcmia  

epartmeni
of

r^

a;

ks

and

Recreafion  (
Buildirg,

Structure, 
and

Objeci
Record; 
Archaeological
Site

Recortl; 
ot 

District
Record,
as
applicable).  

3-

3

Appilcants
for

future
development

projecfs
that
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3.      Report Preparation

3. 1 LIST OF PREPARERS

City of Los Alamitos

Steven Mendoza, Cominun tv Developinent Dv-ector

PlaceWorks

Nicole Vermilion, Assodaee Pnncipal
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9nfFi RE S,  fihe Cifij of Los Alamitos  ( the " City")  desires to comprehensively
update the Los Alamitos General Plan to respond 4a changing condiYions in the City,
region and around the globe, as well as to revisit the long term sustainability of the City
in the future ( hereinafter sometimes referred to as either the " Project" or the " General
Plan Update"); and,

ANF9EREAeS, in the Fall of 2010, the City eiected to update the City's General Plan
in accordance with Governrnent Code Section 65300 et seq.; and,

inOHER AS,   in June 2011,   the City elected to retain The Planning
Center/Placeworks to initiate the public process to discuss,  pian,  and prepare an

updated General Plan; and,

RAFF6E AS,  the Ci4y and The Planning Center/Placeworks conducted an
enhanced public outreach exercise 4hat resulted in Los Alamitos residents

cammunicating their vision for the City;  reviewed the existing land uses in the City;
identified areas that should be protected and areas that could upgrade over time;

discussed needed Citywide improvements; proposed various programs and measures

to implement Citywide goals;  and recommended refreshed changes to the goals,
policies, approaches and strategies contained in the 1990 Los Alamitos General Plan;

and,

IHEREA, the City and The PBanning Center/Placeworks has been drafting a
General Plan to strengthen its economic position,  reaffirm its policy foundation and
vision,  and comprehensiveiy evaluate several issues of Cifywide importance.  These
issues inciude the inclusion of F2ossmoor into the City's sphere of influence, a plan for
the City's commercial corridors and downtown,  the recent adoption of the Medical
Center Specific Plan, and the need to explore economic development opportunities in a
built-out environment; and,

Fi A, The City has hosted a series of Joint Commission meetings with
three of its Commissions: Pianning; Parks,  Recreation, and Cuitural Arts; and Traffic.
These joint meetings updated the Commissioners on the progress of the General Plan

Update effort and enable Staff to properly incorporate shared visions into a future report
to the City Council.  Moreover,  these joint meetings provided an unprecedented
opportunity for the three primary Cornmissions to talk about the General Plan Update
collectively and share corrcerns of ofiher Commissioners,  helping to clarify and unify
opinions, reactions, and concerns; and,



F!/ HEREAS, a draft Los Alamitos General Pian Update 2014 was deveBoped, an

updafied copy of which is on file in the office of the City Clerk and incorporated herein by
this reference, has been prepared to address the seven mandated elements plus two
additional eiements: Economic Elemenfi and Growth Management Element; and,

VVFiE E.4S, the 2014 General Plan is intended ta guide growth and development

in the City through 2035, which includes fihe City, its sphere of influence ( SOI); and,

WHERE,QS,  the 2014 GeneraB Plan revises the current land use map arad
updates the following General Plan elements:

Land Use Element

Circulation and Transportation Element

Open Space and Recreation Element

Conservation Element

Safety Element
Noise Element

liousing Element (updated in 2013, not included in General Plan Update)
Economic Development Element

Growth Management Element

inIHER AS, the 2014 Generai Plan wili guide growfh and development (e. g., infill
development,   redevelopment,   and revitalization/ restora4ion)   in the Plan Area by
designating land uses in the proposed land use map and through implementation of
updated goals and policies; and,

WFIEI2EAS, the Planning Comrnission held a noticed public hearing on October
13, 2014, to consider the 2014 General Plan Update; and,

@n1h1E EAS,  at the October 13, 2014 meeting the Planning Commission began
review of the ten Opportunity Sites that were identified for possible land use changes;
and,

WFBER AS, the October 13, 2014 public hearing was continued to IVovember 10,
2014 at which time the Planning Commissian continued review of the Opportunity Sites
and consideration of the General Plan; and,

WFIEREAS9 on October 16,  2014 the Orange County Airport Land Use
Commission  ("ALUC")  held a meeting to determine consistency of the Los Alamitos
General Plan Update with the Airport Environs Land l se Plan (" AELUP") for fihe Los

Alamitos JoinY Forces Training Base (JFTB) and #or the AELUP for Heliports; and,

6i REAS, fhe RLUC recommended fihat the City og Los Alamitos incorporate
additional policies into their General Plan to ensure consistency wifih the AELUPs and
additional goals and poiicies have b2en added to 4he Growth Management Element to

reflect the ALl1C's consistency determination; and,
CC RESO 2015-06
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d hIEF2 A, the public hearing was ciosed on Navember 10, 2014 and Staff was
directed to bring back resoiutions reflecting the recommended changes made to the
Land Use Element; and,

WFIEREAS, on December 8, 2014 the Planning Corrrmission was presented with
two resolutions for adoption which StafF believed embodied the direction of the Planning
Commission; and,

Vi(FIER BaS, on December 8,  2014 the Planning Commission raised questiorrs
regarding fihe boundaries of Opportunify Site 6 south of Katelia Avenue and whether the
land use should be changed to Mixed Use or just have a tJiixed Use Overiay
designation placed over it; and,

V/ HEREAS, a new public hearing was noticed for January 12, 2015 for those
properties south of Katella Avenue; and,

6hIHEREAS,  on January 12,  2015 the Pianning Commission indicated that it
wished for the definitian af the Mixed Use designation to require retaif businesses an the

ground floor along Katella Avenue and Los Alamitos Boulevard in Opportunity Site 6;
and,

VIiER AS, the Planning Comrrrission' s new direction required a new noticed
public hearing which was noticed on January 28, 2015, for all properties in Opportunity
Site 6 with the hearing to be held on February 9, 2015; and,

V1IHEREAS, on February 9, 2015, the Planning Commission reviewed the record
of proceedings,  including the Staff reports and other written records presented to, or
otherwise made available to, the Planning Commission an this matter, and considered
alI oral comments made during the public hearings; and,

O/ HEFtEAS, on February 9, 2015, the Planning Commission adopted Resolution
Nos.  14- 31 and 14- 32 recommending that the City Council certify the Environmental
Impact Report ( E! R), a Statement of Overriding Considerations, a Mitigation (vlonitoring
Program, and the 2014 General Plan; and

lf h9 R AS9 an March 18,  2015,  the City Council held a duly noticed public
hearing on the 2014 General Plan at which time it considered all evidence presented,
both written and oral;

NOW, TIiE(2EFORE, THE CBl' 1° CC7C1NCiL O TFI CI' f l̀ OF L. OS ALP.   ITCDS,
C.4LIF RhIi, D 3ES FiEREF Y F? SOLVE AS FOLLOVt9S:

S CTION 1.  That the Planning Commission and City Council held public
hearings as detailed above on this General Plan Update Project, at which time staff

presented the details of the proposed Project and the Planning Commission and City

CC RESO 2015-06
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Council received oral and/ or written testimony from the public regarding the General
Plan Update and the EIR; and,

SECTIOh9 2.    Prior to adopting this Resolution, pursuant to Sections 21065 and
21067 of the Public Resources Code,  and Sections 15367 and 15378 of the State
CEQA Guidelines ( Cal. Code Regs., Title 14, § 15000 et seq.), the City Council adopted
Resolution No. 14- 31 adopting the Final Environmental Impact Report No. 2013121055,
as weli as the findings and statement of overriding considerations required by CEQA,
and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Pragram.

SECTIOIV 3.  Based on the Draft General Pian, public comments and fhe entire

record before the City Council,  the City Council Commission hereby approves the
General Plan Update, dated March 2015, attached hereto as Exhibit B, including the
definition of liixed Use as set forth herein.  This General Plan Update includes the

foilowing recommendations for the land use designations for the ten opportunity sites
listed below that were determined to merit consideration for a new land use designation

as well as correcting a mapping error on the Los Alamitos Medical Center Specific Plan
boundary and adding a goal and policies to ensure consistency with the AELUPs as
finalized in final Land Use Plan ( Exhibit C).

Site 1- Changin Inclu trB 1 4o Nfu9ti FarniB Resideratia6

Comar' on Narne Parcel Plurnlser Adda°ess

Coftonwood Church Site 242- 222- 13 3311 Sausalito Street

Monte Collins Backhoe 242-222- 11 3342 Cerrifios Avenue

Douglass Family LLC 242- 222-06 3370 Cerritos Avenue

Citv Council Action:  Concur with proposed change.

Site 2 a - R strict ora merci 0 Recreataon tez N anr Lirnited fradustrial esignation
O+ ner F' arce9 Rlurnber Address

Cohen 242- 243- 04 3620 Briggeman Drive

Severson Group 242-245- 02 3601 Serpentine Drive

Cherry Avenue Holdings 242- 242-68 10712 Reagan Str2et

Cher Avenue Holdirr s 242-242-67 10712 Rea an Street

Cher Avenue Floldin s 242-242-69 10714 Rea an Street

Ganahl Lumber 242-244- 13 10722 Rea an Stree4

Ganahl Lumber 242-244- 14 10742 F2ea an Street

Citv Council Action: Concur with proposed change.

Si e 2B- Post ffic lLAl[ 7 Yarei - haroge froan Pl raned Indus rial to Corv' rraaanity
6ns4itca iona!

C rnsn n iJarree Parcel R6urr ber Address

U. S. Post Office 242-242- 65 10650 Rea an Streef

Los Alamitos Unified School 242-242- 80 10652 Reagan Street

District

CC RESO 2015- 06
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City Council Action: Leave land use designatron as Planned Industrial.

Sitie 3 — VacantlCenter f laza — Leave as 12etail usin ss

City Council Action:  Leave property designated as Retai/ Business.

ite 4 - Old 5'ovvra ast— Lia ited Multi-Farvaily Resi entia@ - Expa a fing C t g ry #o
P r it ive ork VVithin the D signa4ion

Owner Parcef Number Addr ss

Wa man 242- 182- 25 10782 Pine Street

Bacon i 242- 182- 01 10772 Pine Street

De Leon 242- 182- 03 10792 Pine Street

Avalos 242- 182- 04 10802 Pine Street

Estanislao A uilar 242- 182- 05 10812 Pine Street

Low 242- 182- 07 10834 Pine Street

An elita Mariscal 242- 182- 20 10842 Pine Sfireet

Angelita Marisca 242- 182- 19 10852 Pine Street

iVinh 242- 182- 18 10771 Reagan Street

Senanayake i 242- 182- 17 10781 Rea an Street

McHu h 242- 182- 16 10791 Rea an Street

Holder 242- 182- 24 10801 Rea an Street

Cato 242- 182- 14 10811 Rea an Street

Cato 242- 182- 13 10813 Rea an Street

Chen 242- 182-22 10821 Rea an Street

Wang 242- 182-21 10831 Rea an Street

Mikami 242- 182-23 10841 Reagan Street

Chen 242- 182- 09 10851 F2ea an Street

Ho 242- 183- 20 10772 Rea an Street

Flores 242- 183- 02 10792 Reagan SYre2t

Narahara 242- 183- 03 10700 Rea an Street

Regec 242- 183- 04 10812 Rea an Street

Wanikian 242- 183- 05 10822 Rea an Street

Na'era 242- 183- 06 10832 Rea an Street

Niartinez 242- 183- 07 10842 Rea an Street

Homeres 242- 183- 08 3661 Florista Street

Drucker 242- 183- 19 3692 Catalina Street

Hernandez 242- 183- 18 10781 Cher Street

Jetton/ Miiler Properties 242- 183-24 10791 Cherr Streef    

Jetton/ Miller Properties 242- 183- 23 10801 Cher Street

Jetton/ Miller Properties 242- 183- 25 10821 Cher Street

Cherry Trust 242- 183- 11 10832 Cherry Street
Tran 242- 183- 10 10845 Cherry Street
Jun 242- 183- 09 3693 Florista Street

CC RESO 2015-06
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Citv Council action: Concur with proposed change.

Site 5  -  f%errni tirag  lled'ocai Btasir e s as Prirnary lJses Around the Medical
Carn us in Planoaed iaadtsstrial Throaa h a New INedical Over9a Desi nat6on

Owner Parcel Naarrab r 0.ddress

Don Wilson Staples LLC 242- 163-04 3722 Catalina Street

Broberson 242- 163- 03 3762 Catalina Street

Golden State Water 242- 163- 05

Don Wilson Staples L. LC 242- 161- 04 3721 Catalina Stree4

Don Wilson Staples LLC 242- 161- 03 3751 Catalina Street

Durnin 242- 161- 02 3781 Catalina Street

Don Wilso Staples LLC 242- 161- 05 3821 Catalina Street

Don Wilson Staples LLC 242- 161- 06 3801 Catalina Street

Solt Catalina LLC 242- 151- 18 3831 Catalina Street

Solt Catalina LLC 242- 151- 17 3841 Catalina Street

Kyle Street 242- 151- 16 K le Street

Lewis 242- 151- 15 10842 K 12 Street

Twomey 242- 151- 22 10852 Kyle Street

I Wavel 242- 151-02 10831 Bloomffield Street
I Leek 242- 151- 03 I 10841 Bloomfield Street

Twome 242- 151- 04 10851 Bloomfield Street

Rose 242- 151- 05 10861 Bloomfield Street

fVieto 242- 151- 21 10871 Bloomfield Street

Weese 242- 151- 08 I 10911 Bloomfield Streefi
Thurber LLC 242- 152- 11 10941 Bloomfield Street

Frt Holdin s LLC 242- 152- 18 10961 Bloomfield Street

City Council action: Concur with proposed change.

Site 5 – Property n South Side of Kate9la - Charagan frorn Professeonaf Office #o
Retaal Busiraess

Ovun r Parcel Nurnber       Address

Crown 222- 101- 01 3662 Katella Avenue

Wallis 222- 101- 02 3682 Katella Avenue

Duwon 222- 101- 03 3692 Katella Avenue

Bertran 222- 101- 33 3700 Katella Avenue

LeMara Group 222- 101- 05 3720 Katella Avenue

BWC Pro erties 222- 101- 39 3742 Katella Avenue

Kin 222- 101- 08 3772 ECatedla Avenue

Katella LLC 222- 701- 09 3810 Katella Avenue

3810 Katella LLC 222- 101- 32 3812 Katella Avenue

DeDola Family 222- 101- 11 3822 Katella Avenue

Ghazarian 222- 101- 12 3842 Katella Avenue

Nlartin 222- 101- 13 3862 Katella Avenue

KT A Properties 222-041- 14 3902 Katella, Avenue       __ J
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KTLA Properties 222-041- 15 3952 Katella ,Rvenue

F2othman 222- 111- 44 4012 Katella Avenue

S4rohmeyer 222- 111- 40 4022 Katella Avenue

Citv Counci! action:  Leave properties on the south side of Katet/a Avenue designated
as Professional Ofifice.

Site 6  -  1' o rn Cerat r  ,4rea  —  Changing frorr  ta61  aasiness to I lixed llse,

Includirag the Deferaition of fVlixed LBse as follow+s:

Nl xed Use- Vertical or horizontal mix of comrnercial, office, public/quasi- public, and/ or

residential uses on the same parcel. Stand-alone ( not mixed- use) corrrmercial, office,

and public/quasi- public uses are also permitted.  For parcels that front Los Alamitos
Boulevard or Katella Avenue,  the ground floor is required to consist of those uses

perrnitted or condifionally permitted in the General Cornmercial Zoning District.

Owner ParceB Number Address

Poe 242-203-01 10862 Chestnut Street

242-203-02 10876 Chestnut Sfreet

Ernandez 242-203- 07 10909 Los Alamitos Blvd.

NW Katella LLC 242-203- 08 3401 Katella Avenue

IVikolau 242-203- 26 10861 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Ernandez 242-203-28 10877 Los Aiamitos Blvd.

Nikolau 242- 203- 23 10931 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Tesora 242- 203- 09 10961 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Afshani NSPS LTD 242- 171- 08 10900 Los / Olamitos Blvd.

Yin 242- 171- 02 10956 Los Alamitos Ivd.

Afshani NSPS LTD 242- 172- 01 10900 Pine Street

Cit Parking Lot 242- 172- 02 10902 Pine Street

CBF 242- 172- 03 10932 Pine Street

CIF 242- 172- 04 10932 Pine Str2et   

U. S. Bank 242- 172- 16 10942 Pine Street

Dentist 242- 172- 14 3612 Florista Street

Precious Life 242- 172- 15 3622 Florista Street

Precious Life 242- 172- 13 10811 Reagan Street

Precious Life 242- 172- 12 10895 Reagan Street

Urbina 242- 172- 11 10901 Rea an Street

Casa 242- 172- 17 10911 Rea an Street

Lee 242- 172- 09 10935 Reagan Street

St. 9sidore 242- 172- 08 10941 Rea an Street

St. Isidore I 242- 172-07 10961 Rea an Street

Chase 222-091- 22 3502 Kafieila Avenue

Quan 222-091- 05 3532 Katella Avenue

McDonalds 222-091- 20 3562 Katella Avenue

Gerschultz 222- 091- 21 3636 Katella Avenue
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Gerschultz 222- 091- 01 11021 Reagan Sfreet

Nluseum 222- 091- 07 11062 Los Alamitos Bivd.

Imperial Jewel 222- 091- 08 11072 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Quan 222- 091- 09 3531 Green Avenue

2 rothers LLC 222- 092- 09 11102 Los Alamitos Ivd.

Crown Lotus 222- 092- 1d 11110 Los Alamitos Blvd.

OPde Las Bld 222- 092- 11 11122 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Perez 222- 092- 12 11142 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Crown Lotus 222- 092-07 3532 Green Avenue

Old Las Bld 222- 092-24 11122 Los Alamitos I

3611 Farquharinvestments 222- 092-23 3552 Green Avenue

Perez 222- 092- 13 11130 Los Alamitos Bivd.

Benfanti 222- 092- 14 3561 Howard Avenue

Gou h 222- 093- 07 3562 Howard Avenue

Ahn 222- 093- 11 11162 os Alamitos Blvd.

Spot Investments, LP 222- 093- 12 11182 Los Alamitos Bivd.

Shab4ai 222- 093- 13 11232 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Howard Street Partners 222-093-24 3532 Noward Avenue

Shabtai 222-093- 14 i 3535 Far uhar Avenue
Far uharinvestment Group 222-093- 15 3551 FarquharAvenue

FarquharinvestmentGroup 222-093- 16 3571 FarquharAvenue

C+tv Council action:  Concur wiPh proposed change.

Site 7 - Seaperrr edi i#e/ Ci y IialifSewer — Charsging frosn Professional C7fffice a ad
Comrriuroit   6nstituSi nal to Retail Baasiness

O rner Parcel6Vaarraber Address

Supermedia Site 242- 212- 09 3131 Katella Avenue

Civic Center 242- 212- 11

Civic Center 242-212- 10

Recreation 242-212- 08

Rossmoor/Los Alamitos Area 242-212- 13 & 12 3231 Katella Avenue

Sewer District

Citv Council action: Concur with proposed change.

Site  — Flood Goretro! Reuse  Resnaira as Open Area

CifV Council acfion: Concur with (eaving property as Open Area.

SBte 9  —  Forrner  ase 8iousing  - Change frorn Maalti Farrsily R sidential 20-30
lJ/Acr to Comrrraare6ty  { nstitutional

Citv Counci! action: Concur with proposecf change.
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Site 10 - Arroenrhe d Prodaacts Changin ffror r Ptanneei 6ndustreal t Reta61 verlay
wrner Parce9 Nuanber Address

Arrowhead 241- 241- 09 4411 Katella Avenue

Arrowhead 241- 241- 10 4411 Katella Avenue

Arrowhead 241- 241- 11 44 1 Katella Avenue

R,rrowhead 241- 241- 08 4411 Katelia Avenue

Citv Council actron:  Leave property as Planned Industrial, buf add a Retail Overlay.

SECTI P9 4. The City Council makes the following findings regarding the 2014
Los Alamitos General Plan Update ("Update"):

A.       The Update constitutes a comprehensive, Iong-term document capable of
guiding the future development of the City;

B.       The Update meets all the requirements for such plans as contained in the

Planning and Zoning Law and other Iaws;

C.       The Update has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of

the Planning and Zaning Law;

D.       The changes set forth in Section 3 above are not detrimental to, and are in

the best interest of, the public health, safety, and welfare of the community.

SEC1'IOtd 5. The recitals are true and correc4 and are incorporated by reference
herein.

S CT6 tJ 6. The City Council finds that ali available documentation is available
within the Community Development Department at the City of Los Alamitos,  3191
Katella Avenue,  Los Alamitos, CA 90720. The custodian of records is the Cornrnunity
Development Director.

SECT' iOPd 7. This Resolution shail take effec4 on the thirty-first day after passage.

4SSED9 APPR VED, ANCD AD P' fED this 23`d day of March, 2015.

Richard D. il urphy
Mayor

P,1' i'EST:

Windmera Quintanar, CMC

City Clerk
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cary S. Reisman
City Attorney

STATE OF CALIFORIVIA  )

COUNTY OF ORANGE     }  ss

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS }

I, Windmera Quintar ar, CMC, City Clerk of fhe City of Los Alamitos, do hereby certify
that the foregoing Resolutian was adopted at a meeting of the City Council held on fhe
23rd day of Narch, 2015, by the following vote, to wit:

AYES:

NOES:

RBSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Windmera Quintanar, CMC

City Clerk
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RESOLUTfON NO. PC 14-32

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNWG COiVIMISSION OF THE CITY OF

LOS ALAiVIITQS,   CALIFORNIA,   RECOMiNENDIIJG TO THE CfT`l
COUNCIL ADOPTION OF THE 2014 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE,

INCLUDING LAND USE DESIGNATION CHANGES.

WHEREAS, the City of Los Alamitos  ( the ° City")  desires to comprehensively
update the Los Alamitos General Plan to respond to changing conditions in the City,
region and around the globe, as weli as to revisit the long term sustainability of the City
in the future ( hereinafter sometimes referred to as either the " ProjecY' or the " General
Plan Update"); and,

WHEREAS, in the Fall of 2010, the City elected to update the City's General Plan
in accordance with Government Code Section 65300 et seq.; and,

WHEREAS,   in June 2011,   the City elected to retain The Planning
Center/Piaceworks to initiate the public process to discuss,  plan,  and prepare an

updated General Plan; and,

WHEREAS,  the City and The Planning CenterlPlaceworks conducted an
enhanced public outreach exercise that resulted in Los Alamitos residents

communicating their vision for the City;  reviewed the existing land uses in the City;
identified areas that should be protected and areas that could upgrade over time;

discussed needed Citywide improvements; proposed various programs and measures

to implement Citywide goals;  and recommended refreshed changes to the goals,
policies, approaches and strategies contained in the 1990 L.os Alamitos General Pian;

and,

WHEREAS, the City and The Planning Center/Placeworks has been drafting a
General Plan to strengthen its economic position,  reaffirm its policy foundation and
vision,  and comprehensively evaluate several issues of Citywide importance.  These
issues include the inclusion of Rossmoor into the City' s sphere of influence, a plan for
the City's commercial corridors and downtown,  the recent adoption of the Medical
Center Specific Plan, and the need to explore economic development opportunities in a

built-out environment; and,

WHEREAS, The City has hosted a series of Joint Commission meetings with
three of its Commissions: Planning;  Parks, Recreation, and Cultural Arts; and Traffic.
These joint meetings updated the Commissioners on the progress of the General Plan

Update effort and enabie Staff to properly incorporate shared visions into a future report
to the City Council.  Moreover,  these joint meetings provided an unprecedented
opportunity for the three primary Commissions to talk about the General Plan Update
collectively and share concerns of other Commissioners,  helping to clarify and unify
opinions, reactions, and concerns; and,



WHEREAS, a draft Los Alamitos General Plan Update 2014 was developed, an

updated copy of which is on file in the office of the City Clerk and incorporated herein by
this reference, has been prepared to address the seven mandated elements plus two
additional elements: Econornic Element and Growth Management Element; and,

WHEi2EAS, the 2014 General Plan is intended to guide growth and development

in the City through 2035, which includes the City, its sphere of influence ( SOI); end,

WHEREAS,  the 2014 General Plan revises the current land use map and
updates the following General Plan elements:

Land Use Element

s Circulation and Transportation Element
Open Space and Recreation Element

Conservation Element

Safety Element
Noise Element

Housing Element ( updated in 2013, not included in General Plan Update)
Economic Development Element

Growth Management Element

lNHEREAS, the 2014 General Plan will guide growth and development (e. g., infill
development,   redevelopment,   and revitalization/ restoration)   in the Plar Area by
designating land uses in the proposed Iand use map and through implementation of
updated goals and policies; and,

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a noticed public hearing on October
13, 2014, to consider the 2014 General Plan Update; and,

WHEREAS,  at the October 13, 2014 meeting the Planning Commission began
review of the ten Opportunity Sites that were identified for possible land use changes;
and,

WHEREAS, the October 13, 2014 public hearing was continued to November 10,
2014 at which time the Planning Commission continued review of the Opportunity Sites
and consideration of the General Plan; and,

WHEP2EAS,  on October 16,  2014 the Orange County Airport Land Use
Commission  ("ALUC")  held a meeting to determine consistency of the Los Alamitos
General Plan Update with the Airport Environs Land Use Plan (" AELUP") for the Los

Alamitos Joint Forces Training Base ( JFTB) and for the AELUP for Heliports; and,

WHERE,4S, the ALUC recommended that the City of Los Alamitos incorporate
additionai policies into their General Plan to ensure consistency with the AELUPs and
additional goals and policies have been added to the Growth Management Element to

reflect the ALUC' s consistency determination; and,
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WFiEREAS, the public hearing was closed on November 10, 2014 and Staff was
directed to bring back resolutions reflecting the recommended changes made to the
Land Use Element; and,

WHEI2EAS, on December 8, 2014 the Planning Commission was presented witn
two resolutions for adoption which Staff believed embodied the direction of the Planning
Commission; and,

WHEREAS, on December 8, 2014 the Planning Commission raised questions
regarding the boundaries of Opportunity Site 6 south of Katelia Avenue and whether the
land use should be changed to Mixed Use or just have a Mixed Use Overlay
designation piaced over it; and,

WHEF2EAS, a new pubfic hearing was noticed for January 12, 2015 for those
properties south of Katella Avenue; and,

VVHEREAS,  on January 12,  2015 the Planning Commission indicated that it
wished for the definition of the Mixed Use designation to require retail businesses on the

ground floor along Katella Avenue and Los Alamitos Boulevard in Opportunity Site 6;
and,

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission' s new direction required a new noticed
pubiic hearing which was noticed on January 28, 2015, for aii properties in Opportunity
Site 6 with the hearing to be held on February 9, 2015; and,

WFlEREAS,  on February 9,  2015 the Ptanning Commission indicated that it
decided against the designation to require retail businesses on the ground floor along
Katella and Los Alamitos Boulevard in definition of the Mixed Use designation for

Qpportunity Site 6; and,

WFiERE,4S, on February 9, 2015, the Planning Commission reviewed the record
of proceedings,  including the Staff reports and other written records presented to, or
otherwise made available to, the Planning Commission on this matter, and considered
all oral comments made during the public hearings; and,

UVHEREAS,  prior to taking action, the Planning Commission has heard,  been
presented with,  reviewed and considered all of the information and data in the

administrative record, including the Draft Generai Plan and all orai and written evidence
presented to it during all meetings and hearings.

NOW, i'HEREFORE, THE PL,4NRIING COiVIMISSiON OF THE GITY OF LOS
ALAMITOS, C6\ LIFORfVIA, DOES NERE Y i2ESOLVE AS POLLOVI/S:

SECTIOIV 1.  That the Planning Commission held public hearings as detailed
above on this General Plan Update Project, at which time staff presented the details of
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the proposed Project and the Pianning Commission received oral and/ or written
testimony from the public regarding the General Plan Update and the Draft EIR; and,

SECT ON 2.   Prior to adopting this Resolution, pursuant to Sections 21065 and
21067 of the Public Resources Code, and Sections 15367 and 15378 of the State

CEQA Guidelines  ( Cai.  Code Regs.,  Title 14,  §  15000 et seq.),  the Commission,

adopted Resolution No. 14- 31 recommending that the os Alamitos City Council adopt
the Program Environmental Impact Report No. 2013121055, as well as the findings and

statement of overriding considerations required by CEQA, and the Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program.

SECTI06V 3.  Based on tne Draft Generat Plan, public comments and the entire

record before the Planning Commission; the Planning Commission hereby recommends
that the City Councii of the City of Los Alamitos approve the Generai Plan Update,
dated December, 2014, attached hereto as Exhibit A, including the definition of Mixed
Use as set forth therein.   This General Plan Update includes the following
recommendations for the land use designations for the ten opportunity sites listed below
that were determined to merit consideration for a new land use designation as well as

correcting a mapping error on the Los Alamitos Medical Center Specific Plan boundary
and adding a goal and policies to ensure consistency with the AELUPs as finalized in
final Land Use Plan ( Exhibit B).

Site 1- Chan in industrial to Multi Famil Residential

Common i ame Parcef Number Iacidress

Cottonwood Church Site 242- 222- 13 3311 Sausalito Street

Monte Collins Backhoe i 242- 222- 11 3342 Cerritos Avenue

Dou lass Famil LLC 242- 222- 06 3370 Cerritos Avenue

Planninq Commission Recommendatron:  Concur with proposed change.

Site 2A - Restrict Commercial Recreation to New Limited Industrial Designation
Owner Parcel Number 4ddress

Cohen 242- 243-04 3620 Bri eman Drive

Severson Grou 242- 245- 02 3601 Ser entine Drive

Cher Avenue Holdin s 242- 242-68 10712 Reagan Street i

Cher Avenue Holdin s 242- 242-67 10712 Rea an Street

Cherr Avenue Holdin s 242- 242-69 10714 Rea an Street

Ganahl Lumber 242- 244- 13 10722 Rea an Street

Ganahl Lumber 242- 244- 14 10742 Rea an Street

Planninp Commission Recommendation: Concur with proposed change.

Site 2B- Post Office/LAUSD Yard  Change from Planned Industrial to Coenmunity
Institutional

Common iVame Parcel Riumber P,ddress

U. S. Post OfFice 242- 242- 65 10650 Rea an Street j
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Los Alamitos Unified School 242- 242- 80 10652 Reagan Street

District i i

Planninq Commission Recommendation:  Leave land use designation as Planned
Industrial.   This recommendation is based on the concerns raised by fhe Los Alamitos
Unified Schoo/ District ("LAUSD') and upon the fact that the operations taking place on
the LAUSD's property are industrial in nature.    It was further determined that the

property belonging fo the Post Otfice should also remain Planned Industrial.

Site 3 — VacantlCenter Plaza — Leave as Retail Business

Planninq Commission Recommendation:   Concur with leaving property designated as
Retail Business.

Site 4 - Old Town East— Limited fVlulti- Family Residential - Expanding Category to
Permit LiveMlork Within the Desi nation

Owner ParcellVumber Address

Wa man 242- 182-25 10782 Pine Street

Bacon 242- 182- 01 10772 Pine Street

De Leon 242- 182- 03 10792 Pine Street

Avalos 242- 182- 04 10802 Pine Street

Estanislao A uilar 242- 182- 05 10812 Pine Street

Low 242- 182- 07 10834 Pine Street

An elita Mariscal 242- 182- 20 10842 Pine Street

An elita Marisca 242- 182- 19 10852 Pine Street

Ninh 242- 182- 18 10771 Rea an Street

Senana ake 242- 182- 17 10781 Rea an Street

McHu h 242- 182- 16 10791 Rea an Street

Holder 242- 182- 24 10801 Rea an Street

Cato 242- 182- 14 10811 Rea an Street

Cato 242- 182- 13 10813 Rea an Street

Chen 242- 182- 22 10821 Rea an Street

Wan 242- 182- 21 10831 Rea an Street

Mikami 242- 182- 23 10841 Rea an Street

Chen 242- 182- 09 10851 Reagan Street

Ho 242- 183-20 10772 Rea an Street

Flores 242- 183- 02 10792 Reagan Street

Narahara 242- 183- 03 10700eaRan Street

Re ec 242- 183- 04 10812 Rea an Street

Wanikian 242- 183- 05 10822 Reagan Street

Na era 242- 183- 06 10832 Rea an Street

Martinez 242- 183- 07 10842 Rea an Street

Homeres 242- 183- 08 3661 Florista Street

Drucker 242- 183- 19 3692 Catalina Street

Nernandez  -       242- 183- 18 10781 Cherr Street
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Jetton/ Miller Properties 242- 183- 24 10791 Cherr Street
Jetton/ Miller Pro erties 242- 183- 23 10801 Cherry Street
Jetton/ Miller Pro erties 242- 183- 25 10821 Cherr Street

Cher Trust 242- 183- 11 10832 Cherr Street

Tran 242- 183- 10 10845 Cherr Street

Jun   . 242- 183- 09 3693 Fiorista Street

Planninq Commrssion recommendation: Concur with proposed change.

Site 5  -  Permitting Medica6 Business as Primary Uses Around the Medical
Cam us in Pianned Industrial Throu h a New Medica! Overla Desi nation

Owner Parcel Number Address

Don Wilson Sta les LLC 242- 163-04 3722 Catalina Street

Broberson 242- 163-03 3762 Catalina Street

Golden State Water 242- 163- 05

Don Wilson Sta les LLC 242- 161- 04 3721 Catalina Street

Don Wilson 5ta les LLC 242- 161- 03 j 3751 Catalina Street
Durnin 242- 161- 02 3781 Catalina Street

Don Wilson Sta les LLC 242- 161- 05 3821 Catalina Street

Don Wilson Sta les LLC 242- 161- 06 3801 Catalina Street

Solt Catalina LLC 242- 151- 18 3831 Catalina Street

Soit Gatalina L. C 242- 151- 17 3841 Catalina Street

K le Street 242-'! 51- 16 K Ie Street

LewiS 242- 151- 15 i 10842 K le Street
Twome 242- 151- 22 10852 K le Street

Wavel 242- 151- 02 10831 Bloomfield Street

Leek 242- 151- 03 10841 Bioomfield Street

Twome 242- 151- 04 10851 Bloomfield Street

Rose 242- 151- 05 10861 Bloomfield Street

Nieto 242- 151- 21 10871 Bloomfield Street

Weese 242- 151- 08 10911 Bloomfield Street

Thurber LLC 242- 152- 11 10941 Bloomfieid Street

Frt Holdin s LLC 242- 152- 18 j 10961 Bloomfield Street

Planning Commission recommendation: Concur with proposed change.

Site 5 — Property on South Side of KatelBa - Changing from Professional Office to
Retail Business

Owner Parcel iVumber Address

Crown 222- 101- 01 3662 Katella Avenue

Wallis 222- 101- 02 3682 Katella Avenue

Duwon 222- 101- 03 3692 Katella Avenue

i Bertran 222- 101- 33 3700 Katella Avenue j
LeMara Grou 222- 101- 05 3720 Katella Avenue

BWC Pro erties 222- 101- 39 3742 Katella Avenue
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Kin 222- 101- 08 3772 Katella Avenue
KatelBa LLC 222- 101- 09 3810 Katella Avenue
3810 Katella LLC 222- 101- 32 3812 Katella Avenue
DeDola Famil 222- 101- 11 3822 Katella Avenue
Ghazarian 222- 101- 12 3842 Katella Avenue
Martin 222- 101- 13 3862 Katella Avenue
KTLA Pro erties 222- 041- 14 3902 Kateila Avenue
KTLA Pro erties 222- 041- 15 3952 Katella Avenue

Rothman 222- 111- 44 4012 Katella Avenue

Strohme er 222- 111- 40 i 4022 Katella Avenue

P/anninp Commission Recommendation:  Leave properties on the south side of Katella

Avenue designated as Professional Office. After consideration of the public testimony
from the property owners,  the Planning Commission determined that the properties
shou/d remain Professional Office.  The Planning Commission also determined tnat the
use of the property for medreai o ce across from the Nosprtal was a logical use of the
property.

SiYe 6  -  Town Center Area  —  Changing from Retail Business to Mixed Use,
Including the Following Definition of Mixed i1se:   Vertical or Horizontal Mix of

Commercial,  Office,  Public/Quasi-Public,  and/or Residential Uses on the Same
Parcel.  Stand- Alone  ( Not Mixed- Use)  Commercial,  Office,  Public/Quasi- Public
Uses are also Permifted. For Parcels that Front l.os Alamitos Boulevard or Katella
Avenue, the Ground Floor is Required to Consist of Those Uses Permitted or
Conditionall Permitted in the General Commercial Zonin District.

Owner Parcel Plumber Address

Poe 242-203- 01 10862 Chestnut Street

242-203- 02 10876 Chestnut Street
Ernandez 242-203- 07 10909 Los Alamitos Blvd.
NW Katella LLC 242-203- 08 3401 Katella Avenue
Nikolau 242-203- 26 10861 Los Alamitos Blvd.
Ernandez 242-203- 28 10877 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Nikolau 242-203- 23 10931 Los Alamitos Blvd.
Tesora 242-203- 09 10961 Los Alamitos Blvd.       ,

Afshani NSPS TD 242- 171- 08 10900 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Yin 242- 171- 02 10956 Los Alamitos Blvd.
Afshani NSPS LTD 242- 172- 01 10900 Pine Street
Cit Parkin Lot 242- 172- 02 10902 Pine Street
CIF 242- 172- 03 10932 Pine Street
CIF 242- 172- 04 10932 Pine Street
U. S. Bank 242- 172- 16 10942 Pine Street

Dentist 242- 172- 14 3612 Florista Street

Precious Life 242- 172- 15 3622 Florista Street

Precious ife 242- 172- 13 10811 Rea an Street

Precious Life 242- 172- 12 10895 Rea an Street
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Urbina 242- 172- 11 10901 Reagan Street

Casa 242- 172- 17 10911 Rea an Street

Lee 242- 172- 09 10935 Rea an Street

St. Isidore 242- 172- 08 10941 Rea an Street

St. Isidore 242- 172- 07 10961 Rea an Street

Chase 222- 091- 22 3502 Katella Avenue

Quan 222- 091- 05 3532 Katella Avenue

McDonalds 222- 091- 20 3562 Katella Avenue

Gerschultz 222- 091- 21 3636 Kateila Avenue

Gerschultz 222- 091- 01 11021 Rea an Street

Museum 222- 091- 07 11062 Los Alamitos Bivd.

Im erial Jewel 222- 091- 08 11072 l.os Alamitos Blvd.

Quan 222- 091- 09 3531 Green Avenue

2 Brothers LLC 222- 092-09 11102 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Crown Lotus 222- 092- 10 11110 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Oide Las Bid i 222-092- 11 11122 os Alamitos Bivd.

Perez 222-092- 12 11142 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Crown L. otus 222-092- 07 3532 Green Avenue

Old Las Bid 222- 092- 24 11122 Los Alamitos

3611 Farquhar Investments       , 222- 092- 23 3552 Green Avenue

Perez 222-092- 13 11130 Los Alamitos Blvd.

Benfanti 222- 092- 14 3561 Howard Avenue

Gou h 222-093-07 3862 oward Rvenue

Ahn 222- 093- 11 11162 Los Alamitos Blvd.

S ot Investments, P 222-093- 12 11182 Los Alamitos Bivd.

Shabtai 222- 093- 13 11232 Los Alamitos Bivd.

Howard Street Partners 222- 093- 24 3532 Howard Avenue

Shabtai 222- 093- 14 3535 Far uhar Avenue

Far uharinvestment Grou 222- 093- 15 3551 Far uharAvenue

Far uharinvestment Grou 222- 093- 16 3571 FarquharAvenue

Planninp Commission Recommendation:  Concur with proposed change.

Site 7 - Supermedia Site/City HalllSewer — Changing frorr Professional Office and
Communit  & Institutionai to Retail Business

Owner Parcel Number Address

Su ermedia Site 242- 212- 09 3131 Katella Avenue

Civic Center 242- 212- 11

Civic Center 242- 212- 10

Recreation 242- 212- 08

Rossmoorl os Alamitos Area 242- 212- 13 & 12 3231 Katella Avenue

Sewer District

Planning Commission Recommendation: Concur with proposed change,
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Site 8 — Flood Control Reuse - Remain as Open ,4rea

Planning Commission Recommendation: Concur with leaving property as Open Area.

Si4e 9 —  Former Base Housing  -  Change from  (Vlulti Fami9y Residential 20- 30
DUTAcre to Corramunity & Institutional

P(anninq Commission Recommendation: Concur with proposed change.

Site 10 - Arrowhead Praducts Chan in from Planned Industrial to Retail Overla

Owner Parcel Number Address

Arrowhead 241- 241- 09 4411 Katella Avenue

Arrowhead 241- 241- 10 4411 Katella Avenue

Arrowhead 241- 241- 11 4411 Katella Avenue

Arrowhead 241- 241- 08 4411 Katella Avenue

Plannina Commission Recommendation:  Leave property as Planned Industrial, but add
a Retail Overlay.   This recommendation is based on the need to retain the Planned

Industria/ designation for Arrowhead Products which is one of fhe City's top employers
and has been a presence in the City for more than 60 years.  Additionally, Arrowhead
Products provrdes high-paying jobs for skilled workers.   Testimony was also received
from Arrowhead and its representative that they do not plan on changing the use of fheir.
property and have been informed by market professionals that it would be difficult to use
the fwo northern undeveloped parcels for retail uses based on the site configuration of

the entire 28 acre property.    The Planning Commission feels that it is necessary to
retain the Planned Industrial designation to allow Arrowhead Products the ability to
expand its business as necessary and make use of the undeveloped parcels.  However,
the Planning Commission also believes that retail uses could be appropriate along
Katella Avenue and wishes to streamline the ability to develop the property for retail
uses should the opportunity arise.

SECTION 4. The Planning Commission makes the following findings regarding
the 2014 Los Alamitos General Plan Update (" Update"):

A.       The Update constitutes a comprehensive, long- term document capable of
guiding the future development of the City;

B.       The Update meets all the requirements for such plans as contained in the

Planning and Zoning Law and other laws;

C.       The Update has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of

the Planning and Zoning aw;

D.       The recommendations set forth in Section 3 above are not detrimental to,

and are in the best interest of, the public health, safety, and welfare of the community.
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SECYIC` Rd 5. Th recilals are frue nd ccrrect anci are incor porat d i y r f rEi; c;     
herein.

SECTtC3P 6. The Placining Comniissiork heret y dir cts that th se

recomme td tions b2 immediately teansmitCed to the City Co. incil for cor sideration.

S CTIC} E 7. The Planning ommission finds fhat alf a vaiial Ie dc cumentation is
availak Ie wi# t in th Coirrmunify Developmenf C7epartment af the City af Lc s F I rriftc s,
319  Kateifa Avenue,  Los Rlamitos,  CA J0720.  7h e cu<tadiar  of records is th

Community Development C ieectar.

s G7td€ 8. TI1e Secretary of the Pianning Commission sYiall fo ward a c py of
this Resolutian to the City Gouncil, arid to any person requesting a copy of the same.

PASS l, APPF2C}VED, RhiD A[7t'7PTEC} this 9th day f ebruary, 2015.

r`-_(,,,..._____-

John I iley, Chairmenl
ATTE

@---, e_•-....--

Steven fvlendoza, Secrc: ary

APPROV FD AS TC> F 7RM:
r      ,% ,!/

Lisa Kranitz,`i s} stai k Ciiy Attprney

ST TE O CALiFORNIA   )

COUNTY t F O tANG     ) ss

CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS }

f,  Steven Mendoza,  Planning Cnmmissian Secrefary of the City ef Los t larr7itas, do
hereby certify tha# fhe foregair g Resolution rJas adopted at e regular rr eetiny f tlte
Planning Commission held on the 9th day of February, 2015, by the fail wing vate, to
wit:

AYES:  Cuilty, L anie4, DeBolt, Grose, oe, Riley, SaFelkanik
NC7ES:  None.

S T:      6t1C'.

ABSTAIN:     None.     
y_    

L- J

Sfev n Meric az, S eretary

FC REflO 14-32
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