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INITIAL STUDY

1. Project Title:

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:

4. Project Location:

Skechers Design Center and Offices Project

City of Hermosa Beach

Community Development Department
1315 Valley Drive

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Ken Robertson, Director
(310) 318-0242

Hermosa Beach Component

2851, 2901, 3001, & 3125 Pacific Coast Highway
(PCH)

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

The following parcels comprise the Hermosa Beach
component of the project site:

e 4169-034-020
e 4169-034-021
o 4169-029-044
e 4169-029-052

Manhattan Beach Components

300, 305, 309, 317 S. Sepulveda Boulevard;
1050 Duncan Avenue

Manhattan Beach, CA, 90266

The following parcels comprise the Manhattan
Beach components of the project site:

4168-025-006
4168-025-016
4169-024-001
4169-024-002
4169-024-021

Figure 1 shows the regional location of the project
site, which includes three separate, but adjacent
development sites. Figure 2 shows the project site
and its local vicinity. Figures 3a through 3c show
the site plans for the three development sites.
Figures 4a-c contains photos of the Hermosa Beach
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site and photos of the 305 S. Sepulveda Manhattan
Beach site.

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: Sepulveda Design Center LLC (Skechers USA Inc.)
330 S. Sepulveda Blvd.
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

6. General Plan
Designation: Hermosa Beach
General Commercial (CG)

Manhattan Beach
General Commercial

7. Zoning: Hermosa Beach
C-3/AH-O (General Commercial/ Affordable
Housing Overlay)

Manhattan Beach
CG (General Commercial)

8. Description of Project:

The project consists of three discrete developments; one in Hermosa Beach (consisting of two
buildings) and two in Manhattan Beach. Although these projects are independent of each other,
they will be combined for purposes of CEQA Analysis. Impacts of the three developments may
not be cumulative or connected. Therefore, a significant impact due to one development does
not indicate a significant impact in another development. Both agencies, the City of Hermosa
Beach and the City of Manhattan Beach, have discretionary approval for each of the projects in
their jurisdiction. As proposed, the approval of the Hermosa Beach project is not dependent on
approval of the Manhattan Beach projects.

Hermosa Beach Component

The Hermosa Beach project site consists of four separate properties located at 2851, 2901, 3001 &
3125 Pacific Coast Highway (PCH) that were all previously developed and occupied, but that
are now vacant and deteriorated. The properties are the former locations for Midas Muffler,
Vasek Polak BMW and South Bay Lotus dealership. The former primary uses were for new and
used auto sales and repairs.

Each of these existing structures would be demolished and replaced with the new Skechers
Design Center and Executive Offices. The Hermosa Beach component would consist of two
separate, 3-story, concrete buildings with a maximum building height of 35" from grade. The
Design Center (Building A) and the Executive Offices (Building B) would be connected by an
underground pedestrian tunnel under 30t Street via the 3d level of the subterranean parking
structure at the Executive Offices and the lower level of the Design Center. The entrance to the
Design Center would be from a new driveway into the Design Center on the west side of Pacific
Coast Highway across from Keats Avenue. The entrance to the Executive Offices would be

r City of Hermosa Beach
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from a driveway on the north side of 30th Street. The buildings would be designed to closely
resemble Skechers’ current building located at 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard in Manhattan Beach
and the new Skechers Office Project being proposed at 305 S. Sepulveda in Manhattan Beach.

The Design Center would be approximately 100,296 square feet and would contain: 35 to 40
showrooms with an average size of 1,000 square feet, and 35 to 40 product development rooms
with an average size of 500 - 1000 square feet, general offices, a private-company cafeteria;
product designers, conference rooms, shoe libraries, storage areas and other ancillary uses.
There would be amenities such as a terrace facing the Pacific Coast Highway, a water feature,
and a lobby. The Design Center would eventually accommodate 430 employees.

Approximately, two (2) times per year, Skechers invites approximately 500 - 1,500 people to
attend the Global Sales Conference which lasts for three days at the Redondo Beach Performing
Arts Center. After lunch, approximately 450 - 500 of those attendees are transported via bus to
the Skechers building at 330 S. Sepulveda; the numbers drop on the second and third days of
the conference. The people are transported utilizing 8 buses (with a 60 seat capacity). With the
completion of the Design Center, the attendees would visit the new showrooms in Hermosa
Beach instead of at the 330 Building. Buses would only be at the Design Center to drop off and
pick up. The buses are typically held offsite until they are needed for transportation to deliver
the people back to their hotels. Currently, most people stay at the Manhattan Beach Marriott,
but with the expansion of the Design Center into Hermosa Beach, it is anticipated that some of
these visitors would be put up at Hermosa Beach hotels.

The northern building would be new Executive Offices and would be approximately 20,207
square feet. In addition to the office space, there would be a patio, a lobby and a WiFi lounge as
well as product development rooms and a management dining area. The Executive Offices
would accommodate up to approximately 80 people. In addition, the bottom floor of the
Executive Offices would have a local serving coffee house for the public of approximately 1,000
square feet and a 200 square foot outdoor patio. At peak it is estimated that there would be 25
people at the coffee house, including employees.

Each building would contain sufficient parking for its size. The Design Center requires 401
parking spaces and would contain 520 parking spaces, including tandem spaces; the Executive
Offices require 87 parking spaces and would contain 89 parking spaces, including 2 tandem
spaces. In total the two buildings would include 15 handicapped spaces (1 more than required)
and an excess of 121 spaces. The extra compact spaces are due to the additional parking that is
being developed over code requirements. Skechers has indicated that it currently utilizes
tandem spaces in its current parking structures without negative effects. Deliveries would be
made to the Design Center on Pacific Coast Highway in the deceleration lane.

Trash and recycling operations would be located in the lower level garage. The garage
mechanical ventilation exhaust grill is now on the east (PCH) side of the Design Building. There
would be an unimpeded 22'9” buffer zone between the Executive Building and the residential
properties to the west.

Required approvals for the Hermosa Beach components are:

r City of Hermosa Beach
3



Skechers Design Center and Offices Project
Initial Study

e Conditional Use Permit for development in the Affordable Housing Overlay zone
e Precise Development Plan

e Lot Line Adjustments combining 4-parcels into 1 lot on each side of 30th Street

¢ Administrative Use Permit for outdoor patio

e Parking Plan to account for buses for conferences (Design Center only)

e Vacation of alley west of /behind 2851 PCH

e Easement to allow underground pedestrian tunnel between the two buildings

e Construction and encroachment permits

Manhattan Beach Components

305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard Component

The first Manhattan Beach site is located on the west side of Sepulveda Boulevard between
Duncan Avenue and Boundary Place. It is comprised of three parcels and consists of an
approximate 7,500 square foot office building at 1050 Duncan Avenue, Debonair Cleaners (317
S. Sepulveda Boulevard), the relocated Auto Werxstatt Auto Repair (305 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard) and a now vacant copy shop (309 S. Sepulveda Boulevard). The existing
development is 15,237 square feet (including the 7,500 square feet mentioned above). The
buildings on Sepulveda have no cohesive design element. All of the buildings would be
demolished and replaced with a modern 37,174 foot Skechers office building that would match
the design of the Skechers building at 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard as well as the Hermosa Beach
component.

The building would be a 2-story, approximately 30 foot tall building over a 3-level subterranean
parking garage. The office space would be designed to house an additional 150 office workers.
The building would provide office space for back office corporate functions. The building
would have an exposed concrete frame with clear and colored spandrel glass. There would be a
3,019 square foot terrace on the second floor for employee use. This patio would face Sepulveda
Boulevard.

The parking garage entrance would be on Duncan Avenue, opposite the entrance to Skechers’
current building at 225 S. Sepulveda Boulevard. Although only 124 parking spaces are required,
the building would provide parking for 199 cars. There would be one loading space along
Boundary Place. The transformer, cooling towers, and refuse/recycling areas are all also along
Boundary Place and would be screened by walls with a height that would be in accordance with
the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code.

The building would have the required 10-foot front yard setback on Sepulveda Boulevard.
Additionally, there would be a 5-foot setback on Duncan Avenue and a minimum of a 15" - 6”
setback above the parking structure on the west side of the property in order to provide a deck-
top landscape buffer between the building and the residential property to the west.

The minimal landscaping that currently exists would be upgraded and improved. Landscaping
would comprise 17% of the site, thus exceeding the 8% landscape requirement. The rear parking
structure roof surface would be landscaped with bamboo or similarly tall landscape screening
and ground cover. This area would not be accessible to employees or the public. The planter

r City of Hermosa Beach
4



Skechers Design Center and Offices Project
Initial Study

area would be approximately 10 feet above grade on the Duncan Avenue side. The on-grade
landscaping hedge within a one-foot space on the west property line of the Manhattan Beach
Building would include a type of evergreen, Afrocarpus gracilior. Landscape planters and trees
would also be provided all along Sepulveda Boulevard as well as Duncan Avenue. A water
feature is proposed at the entrance on Sepulveda Boulevard.

Required approvals for the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard component are:

e Use Permit for development on Sepulveda Boulevard
e Lot Line Adjustment to combine 3 lots into 1

These approvals will be from the City of Manhattan Beach.

330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard Expansion Component

The second Manhattan Beach site is located on the east side of Sepulveda Boulevard between
Duncan Avenue and Longfellow Drive. The site that would accommodate the proposed
expansion of the existing Skechers building at 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard is currently occupied
by a vacant car wash. The 300 S. Sepulveda portion of the project would add a new addition to
two lots north of the existing Skechers office building at 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard.
Applications have already been submitted for demolition of the car wash site as it is an
attractive nuisance, has already been broken into, has been used by homeless people as a
shelter, and has become a harborage for rats.

The expansion includes a two level 30 foot high, office building above a 4-level subterranean
parking garage with an elevator. This height is within the height restrictions of the City of
Manhattan Beach Sepulveda Boulevard Development Guide. The building would comply with
all other development standards of the General Commercial zone and the Sepulveda Boulevard
Development Guide. The two existing parcels (APN 4168-025-006 and 4168-025-016) would be
merged into one.

The building expansion design would match the existing Skechers office building. The building
would have an exposed concrete frame with clear and colored spandrel glass. The expansion
would actually be an addition to the existing building to the south, adding a total of 20,328
square feet to the existing 54,875 square foot office building for a total Skechers office building
of 75,373 square feet. There would be a deck on thelst and 2rdfloors for employee use, which
would face Sepulveda Boulevard and the existing Skechers offices to the south. Pedestrian
walkways on the 1st and 24 floor would connect to the exiting Skechers building, allowing
access between the two buildings. The pedestrian entrance to the building expansion would be
at the northwest corner of the building at Sepulveda Boulevard, near Duncan Drive.

The office space would be designed to use for retail, real estate and construction office functions
of Skechers. The existing building is currently occupied by 150 employees, but it is
overcrowded. While the expansion could increase the occupancy by 75 employees, the total
proposed occupancy of the expanded office building would be only 225 people as employees
will spread out from the existing space. The building would provide space for retail, real estate,
and construction office functions.

r City of Hermosa Beach
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The entrance to the expanded parking garage would be through the existing vehicular access on
Sepulveda Boulevard and Longfellow Drive; no new vehicular access points are proposed. The
new subterranean parking garage area would provide 119 parking spaces and with the existing
270 parking spaces the building would have a total of 389 parking spaces, 51 spaces over the
required amount. The additional garage would connect to the exiting garage at all levels. The
entrance to the garage addition would be from the current driveways off of Longfellow Drive
and Sepulveda Boulevard, the existing garage entrance to 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard

The office portion of the building addition would have an approximately 21 foot setback from
Sepulveda Boulevard with approximately 14 feet of landscaping, above below-grade parking
structure. Landscaping would comprise 14% of the site, thus exceeding the 8% landscape
requirement. Landscaping would be added around the perimeter of the new building section,
except for where it connects to the existing building.

Required approvals for the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard component are:

e Use Permit Amendment for alteration of the existing building’s Use Permit
e Lot Merger to combine 2 lots into 1

These approvals will be from the City of Manhattan Beach.

Construction Schedule

The City of Hermosa and City of Manhattan Beach would process the applications concurrently
rather than consecutively for the construction of the proposed project. Skechers intends to be
ready to pull building permits for the Manhattan Beach buildings as soon as the entitlements
are approved, subject to City requirements and procedures, and to begin construction on the
two properties simultaneously. Therefore, it is anticipated that approximate 5 to 6 month lag
time would occur between the start of construction on the Manhattan Beach buildings and the
start of construction on the Hermosa Beach buildings. It is anticipated that construction of the
Manhattan Beach buildings would take 21 months and construction of the Hermosa Beach
buildings would take 24 months. Tenant improvements would add an additional 12 months to
each building.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting;

The new-building development sites for the Hermosa Beach and 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard
project components are located on the west side of PCH in Hermosa Beach and on the west side
of Sepulveda Boulevard in Manhattan Beach. The 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard component is
located on the east side of Sepulveda Boulevard in Manhattan Beach. The Pacific Ocean is
located approximately 3,700 feet west of all project sites. The closest residences are located
immediately adjacent to the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard and Hermosa Beach sites on the
western project boundary and across Kuhn Drive from 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard on the
eastern boundary.

r City of Hermosa Beach
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Table 1 summarizes existing land uses in the project sites” vicinity. Figure 1 shows the existing
land uses surrounding the project sites.

Table 1
Existing Land Uses and Zoning

Direction Existing Zoning Existing Use

Hermosa Beach Site

Longfellow Avenue is located immediately
north of the site. A child care center,
residences, and commercial uses are
North R-1and C-3 located on the north side of Longfellow
Avenue. Existing Skechers offices are
located north of Longfellow Avenue, east of
PCH

City of Manhattan

East Beach - CG PCH and commercial office buildings
R-1, C-3, and C- . .

South 3/AH-O Commercial uses and residence

West R-1 Single family residences

305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard Site

Duncan Avenue is located immediately
north of the site. Existing Skechers offices

North CG, RM, and RS are located North of Duncan Avenue, west
of Sepulveda
East cG Sepulveda and commercial office buildings,

including existing Skechers offices

Boundary Place is located immediately
south of the site, and the centerline of the

City of Hermosa street is the City boundary. A child care

South Beach — C3 and - -
R-1 center, residences, and commercial uses
are located on the south side of Boundary
Place
West RM Single family residences

330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard Site

Duncan Avenue is located immediately
north of the site. Existing commercial

North cG development is located North of Duncan
Avenue, east of Sepulveda

East RS Single family residences

South CG Parking lot and commercial office building
Sepulveda and commercial office buildings,

West CG include the proposed Manhattan Beach

Site

R-1 = Single Family Residential

C-3 = General Commercial

AH-O = Affordable Housing Overlay
CG = General Commercial

RM = Residential Medium Density
RS = Residential Single Family

#

r City of Hermosa Beach
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#
10. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required:

Manhattan Beach - as mentioned above, Manhattan Beach is responsible for issuing permits
relating to the Manhattan Beach component for a:

¢ Conditional Use Permits for development on Sepulveda Boulevard
e Lot Merger to combine 3 lots into 1 and 2 lots into 1

Caltrans

e Caltrans will need to issue encroachment permits for the tiebacks for the buildings.

r City of Hermosa Beach
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Photo 1: View looking south at 2851 & 2901 Pacific Coast Highway Photo 2: View looking south at 2851 Pacific Coast Highway

Photo 3: View looking north at 2901 Pacific Coast Highway Photo 4: View looking west at 2901 Pacific Coast Highway and down
30th street

Site Photos Figure 4a
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Photo 5: View looking south at 3001 Pacific Coast Highway Photo 6: View of 3001 & 2901 Pacific Coast Highway looking east on
30th street

Photo 7: View looking west at 3001 & 2901 Pacific Coast Highway and towards Photo 8: View looking southwest at 3125 Pacific Coast Highway
Pacific Ocean

Site Photos Figure 4b
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Photo 9: View looking northwest at 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard Photo 10: View looking west at 309 S. Sepulveda Boulvard

Photo 11: Looking southwest at 317 S. Sepulveda Boulevard Photo 12: Looking south at 1050 Duncan Avenue

Site Photos Figure 4c

r City of Hermosa Beach




Skechers Design Center and Offices Project
Initial Study

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,
involving at least one impact that is “Potentially Significant” or “Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Agriculture and Forestry -

. D . .

B Aesthetics Rosources Air Quality

B Biological Resources B Cultural Resources B Geology/Soils

n Greenhouse Gas - Hazards & Hazardous - Hydrology/Water

Emissions Materials Quality

B Land Use/Planning [1 Mineral Resources B Noise

B Population/Housing ] Public Services [0 Recreation

B Transportation/ Traffic B Utilities/Service Systems W Man.d ‘atory Findings of
Significance
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DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

O

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the
project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and
an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one
effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potential significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Signature Date

City of Hermosa Beach
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
I. AESTHETICS
-- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista? u O O o
b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock [ [ u O
outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual - O O 0
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or
) g n 0 O O

glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.

The Hermosa Beach development site is located on PCH in the northeastern part of the City.
The site slopes downwards from north to south and slopes upwards from west to east. The
Pacific Ocean is visible from the project site and surrounding areas. Photo 7 of Figure 4b
illustrates existing ocean views as seen on 30t Street east of the project site. The October 2014
Existing Conditions Report, a Technical Background Report written to support the City of
Hermosa Beach General Plan Update, characterizes scenic vistas in the City as predominately
focusing on the Pacific Ocean, which can be viewed from higher elevations in the City including
PCH (2014).

The proposed Hermosa Beach component of the project involves the construction of a new
Design Center and Offices for Skechers with a maximum height of 35 feet. This use would
replace the existing vacant single-family home, new and used auto sales facilities and auto
repair facilities. The proposed building would be of greater height and mass than the existing
buildings and would have the potential to block public views of the Pacific Ocean, which is
considered a scenic vista. The impact to scenic vistas would be potentially significant and will
be analyzed in an EIR.

The 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is located on Sepulveda Boulevard in the southern part of
Manhattan Beach. The site slopes downwards from north to south along Sepulveda, and slopes
upwards from west to east. The Pacific Ocean is visible from the project site and surrounding
areas. The Manhattan Beach General Plan considers the significant public views of the Pacific
Ocean as a scenic vista that requires protection (2003).
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The proposed project involves the construction of a new 2-story office building for Skechers
with a maximum height of 30 feet. The use would replace an auto-repair shop, a dry-cleaning
facility, a vacant copy shop and an existing 2-story, 30-foot high office building. The proposed
building would be of greater height and mass than the existing buildings fronting Sepulveda
Boulevard. However, the proposed building would not block existing views of the Pacific
Ocean, which is considered a scenic vista, because the Pacific Ocean is not currently visible
under existing conditions. Impacts to scenic vistas from the Manhattan Beach project are less
than significant and analysis in the EIR is not warranted.

The 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is located on Sepulveda Boulevard in the southern part of
Manhattan Beach, adjacent to the existing Skechers office building. The Pacific Ocean is visible
from the project site and surrounding areas.

The proposed project involves the expansion of the existing Skechers office building at 330 S.
Sepulveda Boulevard with a new addition of a 2-story office building with a maximum height
of 30 feet. The use would replace a vacant car wash exiting on the project site. The proposed
office building would be of greater height and mass than the existing building onsite and may
block views of the Pacific Ocean, which is considered a scenic vista. The impact to scenic vistas
on the Manhattan Beach expansion site would be potentially significant and will be analyzed in
an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway.

The Existing Conditions Report for the City of Hermosa Beach describes scenic resources such
as trees and landscaping, rock outcroppings, historic buildings, monuments, and public art.
There are no rock outcroppings, historic buildings, monuments or public art on site. There are
no designated scenic resources at the site or in the site’s immediate vicinity. Landscaping is
present but minimal and not maintained.

The Hermosa Beach project site is currently developed with a single-family home, new and
used auto sales facilities, and auto repair facilities. All buildings located on the project site are
vacant and not currently being maintained as illustrated in the photos provided in Figures 4a-
4c. A historic analysis was completed and found no historic resources onsite (Section V. Cultural
Resources; Appendix A).

Scenic resources are not formally defined in the Manhattan Beach General Plan and there are no
rock outcroppings, historic buildings, monuments or public art on either of the Manhattan
Beach sites. However, there are several trees on each Manhattan Beach site that would be
removed as a result of the project. On the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site there are nine palm
trees, two eucalyptus trees, and seven unidentified tree species. These trees are on private
property and are not street trees, which are protected and defined in section 7.32.020 of the
Manhattan Beach Municipal Code. The trees do no occur within a State scenic highway and
removal of the trees would therefore not impact a scenic resource. No impact would occur on
this site and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.
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Expansion at the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site may remove two small palm trees and three
unidentified tree species as part of project construction. The unidentified tree species are on
private property and not identified as street trees per section 7.32.020 of the Manhattan Beach
Municipal Code. The two palm trees are considered street trees because they occur along
Duncan Drive. If the two palm trees need to be removed during project construction the project
applicant may obtain a permit to remove the palm trees per section 7.32.040 of the Manhattan
Beach Municipal Code. The removal to two palm trees along Duncan Drive would not
substantially change the scenic resources in the project vicinity because there are many palm
trees within the surrounding area, such as the palm trees north across Duncan Drive, and the
existing urban landscape would not experience a considerable visual loss. Additionally, the
landscaping proposed as part of the project would add more vegetation to the urban landscape
and the trees are not within a State scenic highway. Therefore, their removal is not considered a
significant visual impact within a State scenic highway. Impacts on the Manhattan Beach
expansion site would be less than significant and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings.

The Hermosa Beach project site is currently developed with new and used auto sales facilities,
and auto repair facilities. All of these buildings are currently vacant and not being maintained
as illustrated in Figures 4a-4c. The proposed project would replace these buildings with a new
Design Center and Executive Offices for Skechers. The buildings would resemble existing
Skechers offices located at 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard in Manhattan Beach, which is across
PCH, approximately 120 feet from the project site in the City of Manhattan Beach. Renderings of
the proposed buildings are provided in Figure 5. These proposed buildings are larger in scale
and mass than the existing buildings. As such, the project has the potential to alter the visual
character of the project site and its surroundings. Therefore, this impact may be potentially
significant and will be analyzed in an EIR.

The 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is currently developed with an auto-repair shop, a vacant
copy shop, an office building, and a dry-cleaning facility. These buildings are directly on the
sidewalk and have no cohesive design element. The buildings would be demolished and
replaced with a modern Skechers’ office building that would match the design of the Skechers’
building at 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard, as well as the Hermosa Beach component. The
proposed buildings are larger in scale and mass than existing buildings. See Figure 6 for Project
Elevations. As such, the project has the potential to alter the visual character of the project site
and its surroundings including introducing new sources of shade and shadows on neighboring
residential properties. Therefore, this impact may be potentially significant and will be analyzed
in an EIR. The EIR will include a shade/shadow analysis that evaluates shadows generated by
the project on both the summer and winter solstices.

The 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is currently developed with a vacant car wash. The
building would be demolished and replaced with a modern Skechers’ office building that
would match the building adjacent to the site at 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard. The proposed
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expansion would connect to the existing Sketchers building, see Figure 7 for Project Elevations.
As such, the project has the potential to alter the visual character of the project site and its
surroundings including introducing new sources of shade and shadows on neighboring
residential properties. Therefore, this impact may be potentially significant and will be analyzed
in an EIR. The EIR will include a shade/shadow analysis that evaluates shadows generated by
the project on both the summer and winter solstices.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views
in the area.

The proposed project would involve the construction of a new Design Center and Executive
Offices for Skechers in a developed area of Hermosa Beach. Existing vacant buildings located on
the project site would be demolished and new sources of light and glare would be introduced.
Potential new sources of lighting include windows, lighting at the subterranean garage
entrance, illumination of exterior building areas and signage. Headlights from vehicles entering
and exiting the parking areas at night could cast light onto roadways and surrounding
properties. Potential new sources of glare include windows, signage and building materials.
The project site vicinity is urban in character, with generally high levels of existing lighting,
particularly along PCH. The nearest sensitive receptors are the residential buildings
immediately adjacent and west of the project site. Impacts related to light and glare would be
potentially significant and will be analyzed in an EIR.

The proposed project would also involve additional Skechers office spaces in a developed area
of Manhattan Beach new-building with development of a new building and expansion of the
existing Skechers building at 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard. Existing buildings located on the
project sites would be demolished and new sources of light and glare (as discussed above)
would be introduced. The nearest sensitive receptors are the residential buildings immediately
adjacent and west of the Manhattan Beach project site, with frontage on Boundary Place and
Duncan Avenue, and immediately adjacent to the east of the proposed Manhattan Beach
extension. However, Manhattan Beach Municipal Code requires the shielding of exterior lights
to inhibit off-site illumination or glare. However, the Manhattan Beach buildings would
introduce new sources of glare besides exterior lighting. Therefore, impacts related to light and
glare would be potentially significant and will be analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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Source: DFH. October 2014 Photo Renderings of Design Center and Execuive Offices Figure 5
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b)

c)

d)

e)

Potentially
Significant
Impact

AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
RESOURCES

-- In determining whether impacts to
agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model
(1997) prepared by the California Dept. of
Conservation as an optional model to use
in assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. In determining whether impacts
to forest resources, including timberland,
are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to information compiled
by the California Department of Forestry
and Fire Protection regarding the state’s
inventory of forest land, including the
Forest and Range Assessment Project and
the Forest Legacy Assessment Project;
and forest carbon measurement
methodology provided in Forest Protocols
adopted by the California Air Resources
Board. -- Would the project:

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland O
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract? O

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause

rezoning of, forest land (as defined in

Public Resources Code Section 12220(qg)),
timberland (as defined by Public

Resources Code Section 4526), or O
timberland zoned Timberland Production

(as defined by Government Code Section
51104(g))?

Result in the loss of forest land or

conversion of forest land to non-forest O
use?

Involve other changes in the existing

environment which, due to their location or

nature, could result in conversion of O
Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant No
Impact Impact

L [
L [
(I |
(I |
(I |
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a-e) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use; conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use,
or a Williamson Act contract. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code Section
51104(g); result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use, or involve other
changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use.

The Hermosa Beach site is currently zoned R-1 (Single Family Residential) and C-3/AH-O
(General Commercial/ Affordable Housing Overlay) and the General Plan designation is
General Commercial (CG). The site is developed with non-residential structures and
surrounded by commercial and residential uses. The vicinity of the site is entirely urbanized.

The 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site’s General Plan designation is General Commercial and is
currently zoned CG (General Commercial). The 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site’s General Plan
designation is also CG. Both Manhattan Beach sites are also developed in an urbanized area
with non-residential structures and surrounded by commercial and residential uses.

No agricultural activities presently occur on-site or adjacent to the sites. None of the sites are
classified as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Important
(California Division of Land Resource Protection, 2014). In addition, neither the City of
Hermosa Beach nor the City of Manhattan Beach has land zoned for agricultural or forest land,
nor are any lands within the cities are under a Williamson Act contract (City of Hermosa Beach,
2014; City of Manhattan Beach, 2003). No impact would occur with respect to this issue and
further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
lll. AIR QUALITY
-- Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan? u O [ [
b) Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation? u O [ [

c) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under
an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing | O [ ]
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
lll. AIR QUALITY
-- Would the project:
emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations? u O [ ]
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people? O O [ L

Greenhouse gas emissions are addressed in Section VII, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, below.
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan.

Vehicle use, energy consumption, and associated air pollutant emissions are directly related to
growth. A project may be inconsistent with the AQMP if it would generate population, housing
or employment growth exceeding the forecasts used in the development of the AQMP. Projects
that do not involve growth-inducing impacts or cause local or regional population/ growth
projections to be exceeded are generally considered consistent with the AQMP.

None of the project components include any residential components; however, all could lead to
population growth as a result of employment opportunities generated by the operation of the
Design Center and Executive Offices in Hermosa Beach, the office space for back office
corporate functions in Manhattan Beach, and the expansion of the existing Manhattan Beach
Skechers office.

As discussed in the Project Description, the Hermosa Beach project would accommodate up to
approximately 430 employees. According to the Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG) 2012 - 2035 RTP/SCS, Hermosa Beach had a total of 7,000 jobs in 2008.
Therefore, the 430 individuals employed by the proposed project would increase the number of
jobs in the City of Hermosa Beach by approximately six percent

The two Manhattan Beach projects would accommodate up to 225 employees in the new
proposed office building and expanded building. According to the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG) 2012 - 2035 RTP/SCS, Manhattan Beach had a total of
15,100 jobs in 2008. Therefore, the 225 individuals employed by the proposed project would
increase the number of jobs in the City of Manhattan Beach by approximately one percent.
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When compared to employment levels within the entire South Bay Cities subregion,! (reported
by SCAG to be 372,240 in 2008), the 725 additional jobs represents a 0.1 percent increase in
employment in South Bay cities area. As discussed in Section XIII, Population and Housing, the
additional employees and residents that would be added to the region are within the growth
forecast for the South Bay Cities region as a whole. Nevertheless, potential direct and indirect
impacts related to job growth will be studied in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b, ¢) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation or result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors).

The SCAQMD has established standards for air quality contaminants generated by construction
and by operational activities for such pollutants as ozone (Os), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen
dioxide (NOy), sulfur dioxide (SOz), and particulate matter (PMio). The SCAQMD maintains an
extensive air quality monitoring network to measure criteria pollutant concentrations
throughout the SCAB. The SCAB is in nonattainment for the federal standards for ozone, lead,
and particulate matter (PMas), as well as state standards for ozone and particulate matter (PMas,
PMy) (California Air Resources Board, 2014).

Dust would be generated during the construction of the Hermosa Beach and Manhattan Beach
project components and could contribute to particulate matter that may degrade local air
quality. Traffic and energy consumption associated with operations of the Hermosa Beach
component, 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard, and 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard would also generate
air pollutant emissions. These emissions could result in the violation of air quality standards or
exceedance of SCAQMD's significance thresholds. These short-term and long-term air quality
impacts may be potentially significant and will be assessed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

The sensitive receptors nearest to the Hermosa Beach site include adjacent residences and a
child care center located west of the project site between Boundary Place and south of 30t street.
The sensitive receptors nearest to the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site include adjacent
residences west of the project site, with frontage on Boundary Place and Duncan Avenue. The
sensitive receptors nearest the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site include adjacent residences east
of the project site with frontage on Kuhn Drive.

! South Bay Cities includes the following cities: Carson, El Segundo, Gardena, Hawthorne, Hermosa Beach,
Inglewood, Lawndale, Lomita, Manhattan Beach, Palos Verdes Estates, Rancho Palos Verdes, Redondo Beach,
Rolling Hills, Rolling Hills Estates, and Torrance.
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These sensitive residential receptors could be adversely affected by air pollutant emissions
associated with project construction and operation. This impact may be potentially significant
and will be analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people.

According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, land uses associated with odor
complaints typically include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing
plants, chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding.
Neither the Hermosa Beach design center nor the Manhattan Beach office projects include any
uses or operations that would generate significant odors. No impact would occur with respect
to odors and further analysis of this issue is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
-- Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations,
or by the California Department of Fish

and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service? [ | O O O

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? U O O u

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct

removal, filling, hydrological interruption,
or other means? U O O [ |

d) Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native U U O u
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
-- Would the project:

resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance? 0 O | O

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan? O O [ L

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

The Hermosa Beach site, 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site
within Manhattan Beach are within a highly urbanized area. In addition, all three sites have
been disturbed to accommodate past and present onsite development and are currently covered
with structures, as described in the Project Description. None of the sites contain native biological
habitats or habitats for special status species.

Existing street trees located on Kuhn Drive adjacent to and within the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site could be affected by the proposed project. These trees could contain bird nests
and birds that are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA - 16 United State Code
Section 703-711). Protected birds include common songbirds, waterfowl, shorebirds, hawks,
owls, eagles, ravens, crows, native doves and pigeons, swifts, martins, swallows and others,
including their body parts (feathers, plumes etc.), nests, and eggs. The 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site has the potential to impact migratory and other bird species if construction
activities occur during the nesting season, which is typically February 15 through September 15.
Construction-related disturbances could result in nest abandonment or premature fledging of
the young. Therefore, the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard component could result in potentially
significant impacts.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b, c) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; or have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
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wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means.

The Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site are all currently developed and within an urban setting. None of the sites
include any riparian or sensitive natural communities. No impact would occur and further
analysis of these issues in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites.

The Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site are all currently developed and within an urbanized area. The sites do not
provide for any substantial movement or nursery habitat. The proposed project would not
interfere with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or affect
any nursery sites as compared to the current site conditions. No impact would occur and
further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance.

The Hermosa Beach component of the project would not conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources. The existing street trees along S. Sepulveda
Boulevard could be affected by the project, however, these trees are not protected by any local
policies or ordinances. Therefore, no impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an
EIR is not warranted.

Several trees on the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site and the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site in
Manhattan Beach would be removed as a result of the project. The 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard
site has the potential to remove nine palm trees, two eucalyptus trees, and seven unidentified
tree species. However, these trees are on private property and are not street trees, as defined in
section 7.32.020 of the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code.

The 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site may remove two palm trees and three unidentified tree
species as part of project construction. The unidentified tree species are on private property and
not identified as street trees per section 7.32.020 of the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code. The
two palm trees at this site are street trees along Duncan Drive. The project applicant may obtain
a permit to remove the palm trees per section 7.32.040 of the Manhattan Beach Municipal Code
if the two palm trees need to be removed during project construction, complying with local
ordinances. Therefore, all three proposed projects would comply with local policies or
ordinances. Impacts would be less than significant and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is
not warranted.
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LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.

The Hermosa Beach, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard
site in Manhattan Beach are not within the area of any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES
-- Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical resource as
defined in §15064.57? O O O u

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological
resource as defined in §15064.5? L 0 0 0

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature? L O O O

d) Disturb any human remains, including

those interred outside of formal
cemeteries? | O O O

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in §15064.5.

The Hermosa Beach site is currently developed with new and used auto sales facilities and auto
repair facilities. All existing buildings onsite are currently vacant and would be demolished as
part of the project.

The 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is developed with single story commercial buildings and a
two story office building. Only the copy shop building and Auto Werxstatt facility are currently
vacant, however, all existing buildings would be demolished as part of the project.

The 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is currently developed with a vacant car wash building,
which would be demolished as part of the proposed project.
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Rincon Consultants, Inc. conducted a preliminary historic assessment of the Hermosa Beach
and 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard sites. That assessment included as Appendix A, finds that none
of the buildings located within either project area retain sufficient integrity of a historic
significance to warrant consideration for eligibility at the State or local levels of historic
significance. The Manhattan Beach expansion site car wash was constructed in 1955 and
remodeled in 1986 (Los Angeles County Assessor, 2016). Based on the nature of the building
and the fact that it has been remodeled from its original condition, the car wash does not appear
to be eligible for consideration as a historic resource. As such, none of the buildings located
within any of the three development sites are considered historical resources in accordance with
CEQA (Section 21084.1). Demolition and redevelopment of the parcels located within the three
project sites would not result in a significant adverse impact to historic resources in accordance
with CEQA. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT

b-d) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource as defined in
§15064.5;directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature; or disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries.

The Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site within Manhattan Beach are all within an urbanized area. All three sites have
been previously graded and paved; therefore, the likelihood that intact archaeological
resources, paleontological resources, or human remains are present is low. Because both sites
have been developed previously, any surficial paleontological resources that may have been
present at one time have likely been disturbed. Therefore, the topmost layers of soil in both
project areas are not likely to contain substantive fossils. Excavation to the depths proposed by
all three project components has not occurred under previous development. Although project
implementation is not expected to uncover archaeological resources, paleontological resources
or human remains, the possibility for such resources exists and impacts would be potentially
significant and will be assessed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
-- Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault,
as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State 0 O [ L
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
-- Would the project:
Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known
fault?
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? u 0 [ [
iii) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction? u 0 [ [
iv) Landslides? 0 O [ L
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil? | O [ ]
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction, or collapse? | O [ ]

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined
in Table 1-B of the Uniform Building Code,

creating substantial risks to life or
property? u O [ [

e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater? O O [ L

a(i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault.

Fault rupture is defined as the displacement that occurs at the ground surface along a
seismically active fault during an earthquake event. Based on criteria established by the
California Geological Survey (CGS), faults can be classified as active, potentially active, or
inactive. Active faults are those having historically produced earthquakes or shown evidence of
movement within the past 11,000 years (during the Holocene Epoch). The seismically active
southern California region is crossed by numerous active and potentially active faults and is
underlain by several blind thrust faults (i.e., low angle reverse faults with no surface exposure).
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones (formerly Special Study Zones) have been established
throughout California by CGS. These zones identify areas where potential surface rupture along
an active fault could prove hazardous and identify where special studies are required to
characterize the fault rupture hazard potential to habitable structures (CDMG 1999). Neither
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Hermosa Beach nor Manhattan Beach is located within a fault-rupture hazard zone area, as
defined by the Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zones Act, and no known major active faults are
located within Hermosa Beach or Manhattan Beach (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014; City of
Manhattan Beach, 2003). Therefore, there would be no impact associated with rupture of a
known earthquake fault and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
a(ii) Strong seismic ground shaking.

As with any site in the southern California region, the Hermosa Beach site and both Manhattan
Beach sites are susceptible to strong seismic ground shaking in the event of a major earthquake.
Nearby active faults include the Newport-Inglewood Fault, the Palos Verdes Fault, the San
Andreas Fault, the Elysian Park Thrust, and the San Jose Fault. These faults are capable of
producing strong seismic ground shaking at all three development sites. Impacts associated
with seismic-related ground shaking will be addressed via standard structure designs and
would be examined by each of the Cities” engineers. Nevertheless, there is the potential for
substantial adverse effects from strong seismic ground shaking; impacts are potentially
significant and will be assessed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
a(iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction.

Liquefaction is a form of earthquake-induced ground failure that occurs primarily in relatively
shallow, loose, granular, water-saturated soils. Liquefaction can occur when these types of soils
lose their inherent shear strength due to excess water pressure that builds up during repeated
movement from seismic activity. Shallow groundwater table, the presence of loose to medium
dense sand and silty sand, and a long duration and high acceleration of seismic shaking are
factors that contribute to the potential for liquefaction. Liquefaction usually results in horizontal
and vertical movements from lateral spreading of liquefied materials and post-earthquake
settlement of liquefied materials.

Neither the Hermosa Beach site nor either of the Manhattan Beach sites are within a potential
liquefaction zone as identified on the State Hazards map (California Department of
Conservation, Redondo Beach Quadrangle, 1999). However, all three developments include
subterranean parking, which can increase the risk of liquefaction hazards as construction occurs
closer to the water table. Therefore, impacts associated with seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction, would be potentially significant and will be assessed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
a(iv) Landslides.

During an earthquake event, the seismic shaking forces applied to native hillside areas can
result in “seismically induced landslides”. Seismically induced landslides typically occur in
areas of steeper hillsides, near the tops of ridges, where weathered surficial and bedrock
materials are exposed on slopes, and in areas of prior landslides. Neither the Hermosa Beach
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site nor the Manhattan Beach sites are within a potential landslide zone (City of Hermosa Beach,
2014; Manhattan Beach, 2003). Consequently, there would be no impact associated with
landslides and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.

Erosion is a normal and inevitable geologic process whereby earth materials are loosened, worn
away, decomposed, or dissolved and are removed from one place and transported to another.
Preparing land for construction can remove ground cover, exposing soils to wind erosion.
Accelerated erosion within an urban area can cause damage by undermining structures;
blocking storm sewers; and depositing silt, sand or mud in roads and tunnels. Eroded materials
are eventually deposited into coastal waters where the carried silt remains suspended for some
time. Temporary erosion could occur during the construction of all three developments and
would result in potentially significant impacts. Further evaluation of potential impacts
associated with soil erosion will be included in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse.

Subsidence is the sudden sinking or gradual downward settling of the earth’s surface with little
or no horizontal movement. Subsidence is caused by a variety of activities, which include, but
are not limited to, withdrawal of groundwater, pumping of oil and gas from underground, the
collapse of underground mines, liquefaction, and hydrocompaction. Lateral spreading is the
horizontal movement or spreading of soil toward an open face. The potential for failure from
subsidence and lateral spreading is highest in areas where the groundwater table is high and
where relatively soft and recent alluvial deposits exist. Lateral spreading hazards may also be
present in areas with liquefaction risks.

The City of Hermosa Beach identifies a liquefaction zone west of Hermosa Avenue, which is
west of the project site. This area has a high water table and therefore may be located on a
geologic unit or soil that is unstable (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

Liquefaction hazard areas in Manhattan Beach have been identified along the coast, particularly
the sandy areas of the beach. Only lifeguard towers and a partial portion of the Pier are located
in liquefaction areas (City of Manhattan Beach, 2003).

The Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site in Manhattan Beach are all located east of this liquefaction zone; however, due to
the proposed subterranean parking level for all developments, construction would occur in
closer proximity to the water table, which increases the likelihood of impacts associated with
liquefaction. Impacts would be potentially significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 1-B of the Uniform Building Code, creating
substantial risks to life or property.

Expansive soils are generally clays which increase in volume when saturated and shrink when
dried. The soils located at both project sites have not been mapped as part of the U.S.
Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation Service’s Web Soil Survey.

The Existing Conditions Report prepared as part of the Hermosa Beach General Plan Update
states that since no citywide soil report exists, expansive and collapsible soils are analyzed on a
project-by-project basis.

Manhattan Beach may be roughly divided into two sections based on its topography and soil
conditions. The areas are divided by a sand dune ridge which runs diagonally from a point on
the northwest City boundary approximately 2,000 feet from the coast to a point on the southern
City boundary approximately 1,000 feet east of Sepulveda Boulevard. To the west of this ridge,
where the development sites are located, the soil is fine dune sand and the topography is hilly
(City of Manhattan Beach Official Website). Therefore, impacts related to expansive soils would
be potentially significant and further analysis of potential impacts associated with expansive
soil will be included in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater.

The Hermosa Beach development and both Manhattan Beach developments would be
connected to local wastewater treatment systems. Septic systems would not be used. No impact
would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
VIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
-- Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may have
a significant impact on the environment? u O [ [
b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy,
or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse
gases? | O O O
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a-b) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact
on the environment; or conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases.

Construction and operation of all three developments would generate greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions through the burning of fossil fuels or other emissions of GHGs, thus potentially
contributing to cumulative impacts related to global climate change. Emissions could
potentially exceed locally adopted significance thresholds and the projects could potentially
conflict with local and regional plans adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions,
including AB 32 and applicable SCAQMD programs and policies. Impacts related to GHG
emissions would be potentially significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

VIIl. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

-- Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials? U O L [

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment? u O [ [

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within ¥
mile of an existing or proposed school? O O L [

d) Be located on a site which is included on
a list of hazardous material sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a

significant hazard to the public or the
environment? (| O O [ |

e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area? O O O u
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

VIIl. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

-- Would the project:

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in
the project area? 0 O O |

g) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency

response plan or emergency evacuation
plan? | O O O

h) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas

or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands? 0 0 [ L

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials.

The proposed project would involve the construction of three new commercial buildings and an
addition to an existing building. The proposed uses of the Hermosa Beach site consist of
executive offices and a design center. The design center includes show rooms and meeting
spaces for new products in various phases of development. The proposed use of the Manhattan
Beach site consists of office space for back office corporate functions. The proposed use of the
330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is for retail, real estate, and construction office functions of
Skechers.

No production or manufacturing of any kind that would involve the use or transport of
hazardous materials would occur on any site. None of the three developments would involve
the routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous substances, other than minor amounts
typically used for maintenance. In the unlikely scenario that licensed vendors or tenants bring
hazardous materials to and from the project sites, they would be required to provide all
appropriate documentation for all hazardous material that is transported in connection with
project-site activities (as required by the City’s Municipal Code). In addition, any hazardous
wastes produced on any of the three sites would be subject to requirements associated with
accumulation time limits, proper storage locations and containers, and proper labeling. As part
of any removal of any hazardous waste from the sites, hazardous waste generators are required
to use a certified hazardous waste transportation company, which must ship hazardous waste
to a permitted facility for treatment, storage, recycling, or disposal. Compliance with these
applicable regulations would reduce impacts associated with the use, transport, storage, and

r City of Hermosa Beach
42



Skechers Design Center and Offices Project
Initial Study

sale of hazardous materials to a less than significant level. Therefore, further analysis of this
issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment.

The Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site currently contain auto repair or car wash facilities. The auto repair site in
Hermosa Beach is vacant, while the Auto Werxstatt at the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is
vacant, and the car wash facility at the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is vacant.

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment prepared by SCS Engineers for the Hermosa Beach
site (approximately 200 feet from the Manhattan Beach site) indicates that the previous
automotive dealership activities (waste oil tank, hydraulic lifts, clarifier, etc.) resulted in site
contamination consisting of heavy hydrocarbons at concentrations above generally accepted
levels. This contamination was excavated and removed off-site for disposal. However, the
project involves the demolition of the existing buildings and construction of the Skechers
design center, executive offices, and a subterranean parking. It is possible that additional
contamination would be encountered during site preparation. Therefore, impacts related to
hazardous materials would be potentially significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

The Manhattan Beach project involves the demolition of a vacant auto-repair shop, a dry-
cleaning facility, a vacant copy center and office building. These facilities would be replaced
by office space for back office corporate functions, which would include subterranean
parking. Due to the current and previous uses, it is possible that contamination would be
encountered during site preparation. Therefore, impacts related to hazardous materials would
be potentially significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

The expansion at the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site involves the demolition of a vacant car
wash in the end of May. This facility would be replaced by commercial space for retail, real
estate, and construction office functions of Skechers, and would include subterranean
parking. Due to the previous use as a car wash, it is possible that contamination would be
encountered during site preparation. Therefore, impacts related to hazardous materials would
be potentially significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within Ya mile of an existing or proposed school.

All three development sites are located approximately 0.25 miles west of Mira Costa High
School (1401 Artesia Boulevard, Manhattan Beach) and Pennekamp Elementary School, and 0.35
miles east of Robinson Elementary School (80 S. Morningside Drive, Manhattan Beach).
Additionally, a child care center is located between the Hermosa Beach and Manhattan Beach
sites, on the northern side of Longfellow Avenue. A number of private schools and pre-schools
also occupy the area. Operation of the three developments would not involve the use or
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transport of hazardous materials. However, construction of the proposed developments would
involve demolition of the existing onsite structures and surface parking lots. All existing
buildings on the three sites would be demolished as part of the project. Many of these buildings
are older than 45 years of age. Due to their age, these buildings may contain asbestos and lead-
based paints and materials. The removal of any asbestos-containing materials would be
required to comply with all applicable existing rules and regulations, including SCAQMD Rule
1403 (Asbestos Demolition and Renovation Activities) and CalOSHA regulations regarding
lead-based materials. SCAQMD Rule 1403 specifies work practice requirements to limit asbestos
emissions from building demolition and renovation activities, including the removal and
associated disturbance of asbestos containing materials (ACMs). Requirements for demolition
and renovation activities include asbestos surveying, notification, ACM removal procedures
and time schedules, ACM handling and clean-up procedures, and storage, disposal, and
landfilling requirements for asbestos-containing waste materials (ACWM). All operators are
required to maintain records, including waste shipment records, and are required to use
appropriate warning labels, signs, and markings. California Code of Regulations, §1532.1,
requires testing, monitoring, containment, and disposal of lead-based materials, such that
exposure levels do not exceed CalOSHA standards. Therefore, impacts related to hazardous
emissions or materials affecting school sites would be less than significant and further analysis
of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous material sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment.

Neither the Hermosa Beach site nor either Manhattan Beach site appears on any hazardous
material site list compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. The following
databases were checked (September 14, 2015) for known hazardous materials contamination:

o GeoTracker (California State Water Resources Control Board): list of leaking underground
storage tank sites

e EnviroStor (California Department of Toxic Substances Control): list of hazardous waste and
substances sites

e Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
(CERCLIS) database

o Cortese list of Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites

e EnviroMapper (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency)

No impact would occur and further analysis of these issues is not warranted.
NO IMPACT

e, f) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area; or for a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area.
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There are no public or private airports on or adjacent to either the Hermosa Beach site,
Manhattan Beach site, or Manhattan Beach expansion site. The nearest airport is Los Angeles
International Airport, located approximately four miles north of the project sites. No impact
would occur and further analysis of these issues is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan.

The proposed project involves infill development in an urbanized area of Hermosa Beach and
Manhattan Beach. During project construction there may be temporary road or lane closures
that could impact emergency or evaluation plans by changing emergency response routes.
Therefore, impacts related to emergency response and evacuation plans would be potentially
significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands.

The Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site in Manhattan Beach are all in an urbanized area and are not within a wildland
fire hazard area. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
-- Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements? u O [ O

b) Substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or
a lowering or the local groundwater table
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-
existing nearby wells would drop to a level
which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits u O [ O
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d)

e)

)}

h)

)

. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

-- Would the project:
have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on-
or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including the
alteration of the course of a stream or
river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or off-
site?

Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?

Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Result in inundation by seiche, tsunami,
or mudflow?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

O

O

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant No
Impact Impact

(| O |

(| O |

a, c-f) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements; substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; substantially alter
the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including the alteration of the course of a stream or river,
or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding
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on- or off-site; create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or otherwise
substantially degrade water quality.

The Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site in Manhattan Beach are all within the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), which is responsible for the preparation and
implementation of the water quality control plan for the Los Angeles Region. Regulations
under the federal Clean Water Act require compliance with the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) storm water permit for projects disturbing more than one acre
during construction. All components of the project would be required to comply with the
NPDES Multiple Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit issued by the Los Angeles
RWQCB, which would require implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs). BMPs
would be required to reduce polluted runoff from the project sites by retaining, treating, or
infiltrating polluted runoff onsite. The project developer would also be required to prepare a
Standard Urban Storm Water Management Plan (SUSMP), which requires the integration of
post-construction BMPs into the sites” overall drainage system. This would further reduce the
potential for pollutants to enter the storm drain system.

The Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site are urbanized and almost entirely covered with impervious surfaces, and would
remain so under the proposed project. The project would redevelop the sites with buildings of
larger mass and scale and may incrementally increase the amount of impervious surfaces on the
site. All three developments would also involve re-grading of the sites from their existing
conditions and the final site improvement would change the surface runoff pattern. Water
drainage could potentially impact erosion or siltation on or off-site and introduce new
pollutants. Therefore, impacts related to site drainage and runoff would be potentially
significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such
that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering or the local groundwater table level (e.g.,
the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing
land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted).

The proposed project at the Hermosa Beach site involves the construction of a design center and
executive offices on a site currently developed with automotive industry uses. The existing
buildings are all currently vacant; therefore, the Hermosa Beach project would incrementally
increase water consumption. Potable water is provided to the City of Hermosa Beach by the
California Water Service Company (Cal Water). Hermosa Beach is located in Cal Water’s
Hermosa-Redondo District, which supplies groundwater, surface water, and recycled water.
Hermosa Beach is both located in the West Coast subbasin of the Coastal Plain of the Los
Angeles Watershed. There is an area within Hermosa Beach, located west of Hermosa Avenue
known to have a high water table (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014). While the project is not
located within an area known to have a high water table, the proposed project involves a
subterranean parking garage. Excavation and use of the subterranean parking garage may
impact groundwater resources. Impacts related to intrusion of site structures into the
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groundwater table would be potentially significant. This issue will be further analyzed in an
EIR.

The proposed project at the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site Manhattan Beach site would
involve the construction of office space for back office corporate functions on a site currently
developed with a vacant auto-repair shop which relocated just north of the former location, a
dry-cleaning facility, an office complex and a vacant copy center. Since several of the existing
buildings are currently vacant; the project may increase water consumption. The proposed
development at the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site would involve the construction of an
additional building connected to the existing Skechers office building south of the project site.
The existing car wash building on site is vacant; therefore, development at this site would
incrementally increase water consumption.

The City of Manhattan Beach is the direct provider of water within Manhattan Beach and
obtains water from three sources: (1) Metropolitan Water District (MWD), which represents
over eighty percent of the local water supply; (2) groundwater extracted by City-owned and
operated wells; and (3) reclaimed water supplied for landscape irrigation from the West Basin
Municipal Water District. Manhattan Beach owns the right to pump 3.8 million gallons per year
of groundwater from the West Coast Basin. As described in Section XVI, Utilities and Service
Systems, the EIR will evaluate the project’'s demand on the water supply, including
groundwater.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

g,h) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map; or place within a 100-year flood hazard
area structures which would impede or redirect flood flows.

A 100-year flood is an event that has a one percent chance of occurring in any given year. The
Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard
site in Manhattan Beach are all in Flood Zone X, which is an area outside of the 100-year flood
(FEMA FIRM Map No. 06037C1770F, 2008). Additionally, none of the project components
involve construction of a building that would impede flood flows. No impact related to flooding
would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

i, j) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam; or result in inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow.

No water reservoirs or dams are located in Hermosa Beach, Manhattan Beach or the vicinity of
the project site, which is approximately 0.7 miles from the Pacific Ocean and ranges from 190 to
230 feet above sea level. Neither the Hermosa Beach site nor either Manhattan Beach site is
located within a potential tsunami inundation area (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014; City of
Manhattan Beach, 2003). No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is
not warranted.
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NO IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING
-- Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established
community? (| (] | O

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of

avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect? u O O O

c) Conflict with an applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan? O O [ L

a) Physically divide an established community.

The Hermosa Beach site is located within an established urban area on land zoned C-3/ AH-O
(General Commercial/ Affordable Housing Overlay). The project is suited for general
commercial land use, no rezones would be necessary, and the project would not divide an
established community. Impacts would be less than significant and further analysis of this issue
is not warranted.

The 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is also located within an established urban area on land
zoned CG (General Commercial). Since the project is suited for general commercial land use, no
rezones would be necessary and therefore, the project would not physically divide an
established community. Impacts would be less than significant and further analysis of this
issue is not warranted.

The 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is also located within an established urban area and is
zoned CG (General Commercial) / Area District 1. Since the project is suited for general
commercial land use, no rezones would be necessary and therefore, the project would not
physically divide an established community. Impacts would be less than significant and further
analysis of this issue is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.

The Hermosa Beach component of the proposed project involves development of commercial
buildings on the site, which is currently C-3/ AH-O (General Commercial/ Affordable Housing
Overlay). The Hermosa Beach component would require the following;:

Conditional Use Permit for development in the Affordable Housing Overlay zone
Precise Development Plan

Lot Line Adjustments combining 4-parcels into 1 lot on each side of 30th Street
Administrative Use Permit for outdoor patio

Parking Plan to account for buses for conferences (Design Center only)

Vacation of alley west of /behind 2851 PCH

Easement to allow underground pedestrian tunnel between the two buildings
Construction and encroachment permits

Consistency of the Hermosa Beach component with the City’s General Plan, Sustainability Plan,
and other adopted plans and land use policies will be analyzed in an EIR.

The Manhattan Beach components of the project would require the following:

e CUP for development on Sepulveda Boulevard
e Lot Merger to combine 3 lots into 1 for the Manhattan Beach new-building site
e Lot Merger to combine 2 lots into 1 for the Manhattan Beach expansion site

Consistency of the Manhattan Beach components with the City’s General Plan, Sustainability
Plan, and other adopted plans and land use policies will be analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
c) Conflict with an applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan.

Neither the City of Hermosa Beach or Manhattan Beach have a Habitat Conservation Plan or
Natural Community Conservation Plan, therefore there would be no impact to any habitat
conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. No impact would occur and further
analysis of this issue is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
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XI.

MINERAL RESOURCES

-- Would the project:

a)

b)

Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state?

Result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan, or other land use plan?

(] O

(| [

a,b) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and
the residents of the state or result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan.

The Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site in Manhattan Beach are all in an urbanized area of Hermosa Beach and
Manhattan Beach that is not used for mineral resource extraction. No state-designated or locally
designated mineral resource zones exist in Hermosa Beach (City of Hermosa Beach, General
Plan 1979). No oil extraction activities have historically occurred or are presently conducted on
the Manhattan Beach site (DOGGR, 2015). Therefore, the proposed projects would not affect
mineral resources. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT

XIl. NOISE

-- Would the project result in:

a)

b)

c)

d)

Exposure of persons to or generation of
noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels above levels existing
without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

Potentially

Significant
Potentially Unless
Significant  Mitigation
Impact Incorporated

Less than
Significant No
Impact Impact

O O
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XIl. NOISE

-- Would the project result in:

e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working

in the project area to excessive noise
levels? U O O u

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise? O O [ L

a, ¢, d) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies; a substantial permanent
increase in ambient noise levels above levels existing without the project; or a substantial temporary or
periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project.

Construction and operation activities for all three proposed developments would potentially
increase noise levels in the vicinity of the sites and along transportation corridors. The most
common sources of noise in the project vicinity are transportation-related, such as automobiles,
trucks, and motorcycles. Motor vehicle noise is of concern because it is characterized by a high
number of individual events, which often create a sustained noise level, and because of its
proximity to areas sensitive to noise exposure.

The primary sources of roadway noise near both the Hermosa Beach site and the Manhattan
Beach sites are automobiles traveling on PCH/Sepulveda Boulevard, immediately east of the
Hermosa Beach and 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard sites and west of the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site. An increase in traffic associated with the proposed projects, as well as
operational noise generated on-site, could impact nearby sensitive receptors. These receptors
include residences located adjacent to all three development sites on the western, eastern, and
northern boundaries.

Noise associated with operation of the Hermosa Beach component project may be periodically
audible at adjacent uses. The Design Center would host conferences approximately twice per
year, which may increase noise levels on-site. The trash and recycling operations of the
Hermosa Beach component will be located on the lower level of the parking garage. The garage
mechanical ventilation exhaust grill is located on the east (PCH) side of the Design Building.
There would be an unimpeded 22'9” buffer zone between the Executive Building and the
residential properties to the west.
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Noise associated with the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard development would be less than the
Hermosa Beach project since it would only include office buildings. The Manhattan Beach
component would include a 5-foot setback on Duncan Avenue and a minimum of a 15" - 6”
setback on the west side of the property in order to provide a landscape buffer between the
building and the residential property to the west. Also, the transformer, cooling towers, and
refuse/recycling areas are all also along Boundary Place and would be screened by walls.

Noise associated with the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard development would be less than for the
Hermosa Beach site because this component would involve offices. The expanded office would
be used for retail, real estate, and construction office functions of Skechers and would only add
75 employees at the expanded building. However, periodic retail and real estate office functions
would bring in additional people, which may be periodically audible at adjacent uses.

Other on-site operations of all three developments are expected to involve noise associated with
rooftop ventilation, heating systems, and trash hauling, as well as general noise that would be
associated with increased traffic on the roadway system, which would also increase local traffic
noise levels. Such increases could be audible at nearby receivers. Both the Hermosa Beach site
and Manhattan Beach sites incorporate design features to minimize noise to nearby receptors.
However, given the proximity of both projects to nearby sensitive receptors, impacts would be
potentially significant for both and will be further analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels.

All three components of the proposed project would involve construction activities such as
demolition, grading, and excavation activities. Each of these is anticipated to result in some
vibration that affect nearby residential receptors. Operation of the proposed project would not
perceptibly increase ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise above existing conditions
due to the proposed commercial use of the site.

Vibration is a unique form of noise because its energy is carried through buildings, structures,
and the ground, whereas noise is simply carried through the air. Thus, vibration is generally felt
rather than heard. The ground motion caused by vibration is measured as particle velocity in
inches per second and is referenced as vibration decibels (VdB) in the U.S.

The City of Hermosa Beach has not adopted any thresholds or regulations addressing vibration,
but has been using the Los Angeles County threshold of 0.01 inches per second over the range
of 1 to 100 hertz (Section 12.08.560 Los Angeles County Municipal Code). Manhattan Beach
Municipal Code section 10.60.120 states that “No use, activity, or process shall

produce vibrations that are perceptible without instruments by a reasonable person at the
property lines of a site.”

Due to the presence of residences adjacent to both the Hermosa Beach and Manhattan Beach
sites, temporary groundborne vibration associated with construction activity could affect these
sensitive receptors. Impacts would be potentially significant and will be further analyzed in an
EIR.
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POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e-f) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels; or for a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise.

Neither the Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, nor the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site in Manhattan Beach are located within an airport land use plan or within two
miles of a public airport or public use airport. The nearest airport is Los Angeles International
Airport, located approximately four miles to the north. No impact would occur and further
analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XI.POPULATION AND HOUSING
-- Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)? u O [ ]
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere? O O [ L
c) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere? O O [ L

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes
and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure).

The proposed project would employ up to approximately 430 people at the Design Center and
Executive Offices in Hermosa Beach, 150 people at the office space at 305 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard, and 75 people at the expansion to the existing Skechers office building at 330 S.
Sepulveda Boulevard in Manhattan Beach. Skechers provided data reporting the zip codes of
the residences of current employees reporting to their existing offices in Manhattan Beach. Of
the 636 current employees, approximately 35 employees live in Manhattan Beach (5%) and 21
(3%) live in Hermosa Beach. Approximately 83% of current employees live within 20 miles of
the office, 91% live within 30 miles of the office, 96% live within 40 miles, and 98% live within
60 miles. This data indicates that existing employees live in locations throughout the Los
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Angeles area. It is anticipated that only a small portion of the 655 new employees would reside
within Hermosa Beach or Manhattan Beach.

Assuming that 3% of future employees would live within Hermosa Beach (consistent with
employee trends), 16 potential new employees would be expected to reside within Hermosa
Beach. As illustrated in Table 2, the most recently adopted regional growth forecast reported the
population of Hermosa Beach to be 19,400 in 2008. The Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG) forecasts that the population of Hermosa Beach will be 19,600 in 2020.
The 16 additional residents estimated to be added to Hermosa Beach as a result of the project
would result in a 0.1% increase in the Hermosa Beach population (based on the 2015 population
of 19,772 citizens).

Assuming that 5% of future employees would live in Manhattan Beach, 26 potential employees
would be expected to reside within Manhattan Beach. As illustrated in Table 2, the most
recently adopted regional growth forecast reported the population of Manhattan Beach to be
35,000 in 2008. The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) forecasts that the
population of Manhattan Beach will be 35,500 in 2020. The 26 additional residents to be added
to Manhattan Beach as a result of the project would result in a less than 0.1% increase in the
Manhattan Beach population (based on the 2015 population of 35,763 citizens).

If all 655 employees were to relocate to the South Bay cites area it would also represent less than
one percent increase in population to that region. The population projection for the South Bay
Cities region (excluding the portions of the City of Los Angeles and County of Los Angles
District 2 and 4) is 772,000 residents in 2020 and 810,800 residents in 2035 (SCAG, April 2012).
The additional employees who could relocate to the area as a result of the project represent 0.1%
of residents projected for 2020 and less than 0.1% of residents projected for 2035 in the South
Bay Cities.

Table 2
Population Forecast for Hermosa Beach,
Manhattan Beach and South Bay Cities

Population
Region
2008 2020 2035
Hermosa Beach 19,400 19,600 19700
Manhattan Beach 35,000 35,500 36,000
All South Bay Cities? 745,200 772,000 810,800

Source: SCAG 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan, April 2012.

2 South Bay Cities includes the following cities: Carson, El Segundo, Gardena, Hawthorne, Hermosa Beach,
Inglewood, Lawndale, Lomita, Manhattan Beach, Palos Verdes Estates, Rancho Palos Verdes, Redondo Beach,
Rolling Hills, Rolling Hills Estates, and Torrance.
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Despite the evidence that the proposed project would not induce substantial population
growth, direct and indirect population growth associated with the creation of new jobs may
occur and will be studied in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b, ¢) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere; or displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere.

The Hermosa Beach site is currently developed with new and used auto sales facilities and auto
repair facilities. All existing buildings are currently vacant and would be demolished as part of
the project.

The 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site is currently developed with a vacant auto-repair shop, a
dry-cleaning facility, an office building and a vacant copy shop. The 305 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site is currently developed with a vacant car wash, which would be demolished as
part of the project. Therefore, the proposed project would not displace housing or people or
necessitate the construction of replacement housing.

No impact would occur as a result of any of the three developments and further analysis of this
issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

Potentially

Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES
-- Would the project result in:

a) Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, or the need for
new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts,
in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the
public services:?

i) Fire protection? 0 O | O

i) Police protection? (| (] | O
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES
-- Would the project result in:
iii) Schools? 0 O L ]
iv) Parks? O O L ]
v) Other public facilities? 0 0 L [

a (i) Fire protection services.

The International City /County Management Association (ICMA) completed an Operations
Analysis Report for Fire and Emergency Medical Services Final Report for Hermosa Beach in
October 2013. Information included in this report is incorporated in the analysis below.

The Hermosa Beach Fire Department (HBFD) is a career fire and emergency medical services
(EMS) department that provides fire protection, first response emergency medical services, and
natural disaster preparedness services in Hermosa Beach. The HBFD consists of one fire station
located in the south-central part of Hermosa Beach at 540 Pier Avenue. The facility was
constructed in 1959 and is in poor condition (ICMA, 2013). The fire chief indicates that a new
fire station is under consideration, but the City has not been successful in finding an available
parcel in an optimal location for a new station (ICMA, October 2013).

The existing Hermosa Beach station has a total of 17 fire suppression personnel. These include
15 suppression shift personnel, a fire chief, and a civilian administrative assistant. The Assistant
Fire Chief position is currently unfunded. From May 2012 to April 2013, the HBFD operated
three frontline response apparatus: one engine, one advanced life support (ALS) ambulance,
and one basic life support (BLS) ambulance. In addition, the HBFD operated one reserve
engine/quint and one reserve utility vehicle. Between March 2012 and February 2013, HBFD
carried out a total of 911 transports. HBFD responded to 1,660 calls that originated from within
city limits during this time (ICMA, October 2013).

According to NFPA 1710, Standard for the Organization and Deployment of Fire Suppression
Operations, Emergency Medical Operations, and Special Operations to the Public by Career
Departments (2010 ed.) the alarm processing or dispatch time should be less than or equal to 60
seconds 90 percent of the time. The average dispatch time was 1.3 minutes and the average
response time for HBFD was 5.3 minutes (ICMA, October 2013).

The City of Hermosa Beach has "automatic" aid agreements with the Manhattan Beach and
Redondo Beach Fire Departments. This means that the dispatch of units to an incident is
handled automatically by the dispatch center and the dispatch of additional units does not
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require the input of a commander on the scene. Manhattan Beach and Hermosa Beach have the
same dispatch center. The City also has mutual aid agreements with the Los Angeles County
Fire Department and the Torrance and El Segundo Fire Departments. Under the mutual aid
agreement, units from the County, Torrance, and El Segundo could be dispatched to Hermosa
Beach under the request of the commander on the scene. Likewise, units from Hermosa Beach
could be requested to assist in those jurisdictions (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

The Manhattan Beach Fire Department (MBFD) consists of two fire stations, 30 career
Firefighters and 24 volunteer personnel who are trained to provide the highest level of fire,
medical and rescue assistance (Manhattan Beach General Plan, 2003). The MBFD has a constant
staffing policy that requires staffing nine firefighters per shift; a Battalion Chief, two Fire
Captains, two Fire Apparatus Engineers, and four Firefighters. All firefighters below the rank of
Battalion Chief are required to be Los Angeles County licensed paramedics. Station 1 was
officially opened July 1, 2006 and is located at 400 15th Street. The service area of Station 1 is
from the Pacific Ocean east to Sepulveda Boulevard and north and south to the city’s
boundaries. The proposed project is included in this service area. This station also responds to
mutual aid calls to western side of Hermosa Beach. Manhattan Beach’s other station, Station 2,
was officially opened December 12, 1954 and is located at 1400 Manhattan Beach Boulevard.
This station's main service area is Sepulveda Boulevard to Aviation Boulevard to the east and
from Artesia to Rosecrans. This station also responds to mutual aid calls in the surrounding
cities and strike teams to areas of southern California during brush fire seasons (City of
Manhattan Beach website, 2015).

The proposed project would involve the construction and operation of commercial
development that may incrementally increase demand for fire protection services in either
Hermosa Beach or Manhattan Beach. All components of the proposed project would be
required to comply with all applicable Fire Codes and the development sites are within the
existing service area of the HBFD and MBFD. With adherence to existing regulations, the
proposed project would not result in the need for new or expanded fire facilities beyond those
discussed above. Impacts would be less than significant and further analysis of this issue in an
EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
a (ii) Police protection services.

The ICMA completed a Police Operations Report for Hermosa Beach in August 2013 with the
following information. The Hermosa Beach Police Department (HBPD) provides police
protection service within the planning area. The HBPD has one police station, located at 540
Pier Avenue, which is less than one mile south of the project site. The existing building is in
poor condition and ICMA recommended that a team of representatives attend training to
design a new policy facility (ICMA, August 2013). The HBPD has 51 staff assigned to the
station, consisting of 39 sworn personnel and 12 civilian staff. According to the General Plan
Update Existing Conditions Report, the HBPD has 12 marked vehicles, 5 motorcycles, 10
unmarked vehicles, and 2 speed trailers (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).
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The Manhattan Beach Police Department (MBPD) is located at 420 15th St. The City of
Manhattan Beach’s website states that the Police and Fire Safety Facility, where the MBPD is
headquartered, is state-of-the-art and houses the latest in public safety technology. MBPD
employs approximately 68 sworn and 38 civilian full-time employees, and operates under two
Bureaus - Administration/Investigations and Field Operations. The MBPD is led by Chief Eve
Irvine who is supported by two Captains and five Lieutenants. MBPD operations are guided by
its 2016-2018 Strategic Plan. The average response time to emergency calls is two minutes and
nineteen seconds. The average response time for Priority 1 and 2 calls is four minutes and
twenty seconds.

The proposed project involves the construction and operation of commercial development that
would incrementally increase demand for police protection services in both Hermosa Beach and
Manhattan Beach. However, none of the project components would affect service ratios such
that new or expanded police facilities would be needed. Impacts would be less than significant
and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
a (iii-v) Schools, parks, and other public facilities.

The proposed project involves a commercial development that would not directly increase
population. As discussed in Section XIII, Population and Housing, it is anticipated that
approximately 507 new employees would be likely to be employed within Hermosa Beach and
Manhattan Beach. Assuming that 3% of future employees would live within Hermosa Beach
and 5% would live in Manhattan Beach (consistent with employee trends) only 16 potential new
employees would be expected to reside within Hermosa Beach and only 26 potential employees
would be expected to reside within Manhattan Beach. Remaining employees would reside in
other communities. Population driven public services (i.e., schools, parks, libraries) would not
experience substantial increases in service demand.

The Hermosa Beach City School District (HBCSD) provides elementary school (K-8) to students
living in the city. Hermosa View School houses kindergarten through second grade with an
enrollment of 467 in 2012-2013. Hermosa Valley School houses third through eighth grades with
an enrollment of 929 in 2012-2013. High school students attend either Mira Costa High School in
Manhattan Beach or Redondo Union High School in Redondo Beach.

The Manhattan Beach Unified School District (MBUSD) has eight schools, with education level
ranging from preschool up to high school and with an enrollment of 7,044 students in 2015
(MBUSD.org, 2015).

Based on the population increase anticipated in conjunction with the project, the HBCD and
MBUSD would be able to accommodate new students resulting from the project. Because
California Law allows children to be enrolled in the district where a child “resides” or where
the parent of a child “works,” there could be an increase in student population from the 655
employees working at the project site. However, pursuant to Senate Bill 50, payment of fees to
an affected school district would reduce school facility impacts to a less than significant level for
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CEQA purposes. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant for all three project
components and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XV.RECREATION
a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated? O [ u O
b) Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment? O [ u O

a, b) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated; or does
the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

The proposed project would involve the development of a new Skechers Design Center and
Executives Offices in Hermosa Beach, an additional Skechers corporate office space in
Manhattan Beach, and an expansion of the existing Skechers office in Manhattan Beach. The
Hermosa Beach site would employ up to 430 people and the Manhattan Beach sites would
employ up to 225 people.

There are 48.4 acres of parkland and 63.4 acres of public beaches within the City of Hermosa
Beach. According to the General Plan Existing Conditions Report, the City provides 5.70 acres
of parkland (which includes public beaches) per 1,000 residents (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).
If the current park acreage remained constant, the addition of 430 employees only reduce the
ratio to 5.5 acres per 1,000 people, still achieving the City’s target (City of Hermosa Beach, 2015).

The 2000 Census reported 33,852 Manhattan Beach residents and the General Plan states there
are approximately 179 acres of park, beach, and school grounds within the City. This results in a
ratio of 5.28 acres of parkland for every 1,000 people. Manhattan Beach has established a service
standard of providing 5.0 acres of park and recreation facilities per 1,000 residents. If the current
park acreage remained constant, the addition of 225 employees would only reduce the ratio to
5.26 acres per 1,000 people, still achieving the City’s target (City of Manhattan Beach, 2015).
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Both parkland ratios are above the goal or standard of 4 acres set by many cities in Los Angeles
County and above the 3 acres per 1,000 residents standard required under the Quimby Act.

As discussed in Section XIII, Population and Housing, a small proportion of the 655 new
employees would be likely to reside within Hermosa Beach or Manhattan Beach. Assuming that
3% of future employees would live within Hermosa Beach and 5% would live in Manhattan
Beach (consistent with employee trends) only 16 potential new employees would be expected to
reside within Hermosa Beach and only 26 potential employees would be expected to reside
within Manhattan Beach. Remaining employees would reside in other communities. Assuming
that this occurs, there would be an incremental change in the current parks per 1,000 residents
ratio. Additionally, Valley Park and the Hermosa Valley Greenbelt in Hermosa Beach are
located within % mile of all three development sites and the Strand is located within % miles of
all three sites. These recreational areas would provide recreational opportunities to employees.
Use of these facilities by employees commuting from other areas would incrementally increase
demand, but this increase would be incremental and limited to normal business hours. The
proposed Skechers facilities also include outdoor spaces for employees to relax and take lunch
breaks, thereby offsetting some of the increased demand for recreational facilities. Impacts
would be less than significant for all three project components and further analysis of this issue
in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
-- Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance
or policy establishing a measure of
effectiveness for the performance of the
circulation system, taking into account all
modes of transportation, including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation
system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways, and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths,
and mass transit? u O [ [

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including, but not
limited to level of service standards and
travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county
congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways? u 0 [ [

¢) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic U U O u
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
-- Would the project:
levels or a change in location that results
in substantial safety risks?
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
use (e.g., farm equipment)? u O O O
e) Resultin inadequate emergency access? u O [ [
f)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit,
bikeways, or pedestrian facilities, or
otherwise substantially decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities? | (| O O

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing a measure of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation, including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not
limited to intersections, streets, highways, and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit.

All three components of the proposed project would increase traffic compared to the existing
vacant residential and non-residential buildings. Project generated traffic during construction
would include worker-related commuter trips, trucks used for delivering construction
equipment, and trucks used for delivering and hauling construction materials and wastes.

Project generated traffic during operation would include worker-related commute trips, truck
delivery trips, and periodic bus trips for event transportation. The increase in traffic could
adversely affect levels of services (LOS) for the local roadway network within Hermosa Beach
and Manhattan Beach. Impacts resulting from all three project components would be potentially
significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to level of
service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or highways.

The Congestion Management Plan (CMP) is a state-mandated program enacted by the State
legislature to address the impacts that urban congestion has on local communities and the
region as a whole. Project-generated traffic due to all three project components could potentially
conflict with roadway and transit level of service standards established by the CMP. Project
impacts to regional roadway and traffic systems will be analyzed as part of an EIR to determine
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whether there are significant impacts that would occur based on CMP guidelines. Impacts
resulting from both projects would be potentially significant and will be analyzed further in an
EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in substantial safety risks

No airport or airstrip is located within either Hermosa Beach or Manhattan Beach. None of the
project components would affect air traffic patterns. No impact would occur as a result of either
project and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections)
or incompatible use (e.g., farm equipment).

The Hermosa Beach component of the project would be required to comply with the City of
Hermosa Beach’s roadway safety design standards. Nevertheless, proposed truck loading area
and transportation routes could potentially create hazards due to the introduction of the new
driveway on PCH/Sepulveda Boulevard, which is only associated with the Hermosa Beach
project. The potential to create traffic hazards due to a project design feature will be studied in
an EIR.

The Manhattan Beach components would be required to comply with standards outlined in the
City of Manhattan Beach’s roadway design standards, Sepulveda Boulevard Development
Guide, General Plan, and consider the draft Mobility Plan. At the 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard
project site, Boundary Place and the intersection at Sepulveda Boulevard are substandard, and
would require modifications to provide proper project access to the rear loading area. In
addition, the driveway access and visibility on Duncan Place for the same building may have
the potential to create traffic hazards; therefore impacts resulting from hazards due to project
design would be potentially significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e) Result in inadequate emergency access.

All of the roads associated with the development would need to be evaluated to ensure they
would allow for emergency vehicle access. Further evaluation of the potentially significant
impact related to emergency access of both projects will be included in an EIR

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bikeways, or pedestrian
facilities, or otherwise substantially decrease the performance or safety of such facilities.
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Three transportation agencies provide transit services within the cities of Hermosa Beach and
Manhattan Beach: Beach Cities Transit (BCT), LADOT Commuter Express, and Los Angeles
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA, or Metro). The nearest transit stop
is Metro line 232 located north of the project Hermosa Beach project site across Longfellow
Avenue on PCH. Another Metro line 232 transit stop exists east of the Manhattan Beach and
Hermosa Beach sites, east of PCH and south of Duncan Drive, near the entrance to the proposed
Manhattan Beach expansion site building at 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard.

The City of Hermosa Beach provides many pedestrian facilities including the Hermosa Valley
Greenbelt and the Strand, two miles of continual pedestrian access along the beach. The City of
Hermosa Beach does not have a Mobility Plan and is currently updating their General Plan
from 1979 which will address circulation and transportation. In 2011, Hermosa Beach adopted
the South Bay Bicycle Master Plan (SBBMP), which proposes to add 9.2 miles of bicycle facilities
within the City and connects to neighboring networks in Manhattan Beach and Redondo Beach.

The City of Manhattan Beach published a Draft Mobility Plan in June 2014 which seeks to
provide for a balanced, multi-modal transportation system for the movement of people and
goods within, to and from the City. This updated plan reflects the City’s greater emphasis on
non-motorized modes of transportation (bicycling and walking) as well as implementing
Complete Streets and emphasizing “Living Streets by providing high quality pedestrian,
bicycling, and transit access to all destinations throughout the city, as appropriate, and design
streets to be inviting places for all users, with beauty and amenities. The City of Manhattan
Beach has also adopted the SBBMP, in concept, and has taken each proposed bicycle path, lane
and route into consideration on a case-by-case basis. However, some routes identified in The
Plan are difficult to implement due to lack of adequate roadway width, public opposition to
some routes, and/or route redundancy. For these reasons, the Mobility Plan prioritizes the
suggested bike facilities from The Plan into three categories; Phase 1, Phase 2, and Future,
implementing the most desirable and feasible routes first, followed by a Phase 2 plan and a
long-term future long-term recommendations.

The City of Manhattan Beach General Plan Infrastructure Element (2003) is the City’s most current
circulation document, as the City’s Draft Mobility Plan has not yet been adopted. The goal of
the Circulation Element is to provide safe and efficient movement of people and goods
throughout the City. Policies within the Circulation Element relate to the Manhattan Beach sites
and would help to achieve Goal I-1, particularly Policy I-1.12 to “monitor and minimize traffic
issues associated with construction activities” (City of Manhattan Beach, 2003).

All three project components include bicycle parking and a public walk outside the buildings
on PCH. Nevertheless, all three project components have the potential to conflict with adopted
policies, plans, and programs related to public transit, bicycle and pedestrian facilities,
including the SBBMP, will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

)

-- Would the project:

Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board?

Require or result in the construction of
new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilities,
the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Require or result in the construction of
new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or
expanded entitlements needed?

Result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?

Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless Less than
Mitigation Significant No
Incorporated Impact Impact
] O ]
] U ]
L] U L]
L] l L]
] O ]
] U ]
] U ]

a, b, e) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board; require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects; or result in a
determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing
commitments.

All three components of the proposed project would generate wastewater during construction

and operation. Wastewater collection services are provided by the cities of Hermosa Beach and
Manhattan Beach. The City of Hermosa Beach has a sanitary sewer system network of 37 miles
of sewer lines. The City of Manhattan Beach has a sanitary sewer system network of 81.6 miles
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of sewer lines. The effluent collected by each city’s sewer lines is discharged into the Sanitation
Districts of Los Angeles County (LACSD) trunk lines. The LACSD trunk lines flow to a Joint
Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP), located in Carson. The JWPCP is one of the largest
wastewater plants in the world and is the largest of the LACSD wastewater treatment plants.
The facility provides both primary and secondary treatment for approximately 280 million
gallons of wastewater per day and has a total permitted capacity of 400 million gallons per day
(City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

The proposed project would generate additional wastewater, which could impact wastewater
collection and treatment facilities, and could potentially conflict with the Regional Water
Quality Control Board standards. Impacts resulting from all three project components would be
potentially significant and will be evaluated in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

¢) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects.

As discussed in Section IX, Hydrology and Water Quality, all three components of the proposed
project would alter site drainage due to grading and an increase in mass and scale of buildings
located on the sites. Impacts resulting from all three project components would be potentially
significant and will be evaluated further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and resources,
or are new or expanded entitlements needed.

Potable water is provided to Hermosa Beach by the California Water Service Company (Cal
Water). Hermosa Beach is located in Cal Water’s Hermosa-Redondo District, which supplies
groundwater, surface water, and recycled water.

The City of Manhattan Beach is the direct provider of water and obtains water from three
sources: (1) Metropolitan Water District (MWD), which represents over eighty percent of the
local water supply; (2) groundwater extracted by City-owned and operated wells; and (3)
reclaimed water supplied for landscape irrigation from the West Basin Municipal Water
District. Manhattan Beach owns the right to pump 3.8 million gallons per year of groundwater
from the West Coast Basin.

All three components of the project would utilize both potable and recycled water for
construction, operations, and landscape maintenance. Impacts to the cities” water supplies
would be potentially significant and will be evaluated further in an EIR. Analysis will include
the effect of current drought conditions on each city’s water supplies and the requirements of
the cities” Water Conservation Ordinances.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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f, g) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs and comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste.

Solid waste disposal services in Hermosa Beach are provided by a commercial vendor, Athens
Services, pursuant to an agreement for Integrated Solid Waste Management Services dated
May 24, 2013. Athens Services provides collection service, including recycling, to both
residential and commercial properties in the City of Hermosa Beach. Solid waste is hauled to
the Athens United Waste Materials Recovery Facility in the City of Industry, where it is sorted
and recycled in compliance with state Assembly Bill (AB) 341. Waste materials are then
transported to a variety of landfills identified in the Integrated Solid Waste Management
agreement (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

Waste Management, Inc. has been the City of Manhattan Beach’s franchise waste hauler for all
residential and commercial refuse for over 20 years. Waste Management disposes the trash
from Manhattan Beach at the El Sobrante Landfill, which is owned and operated by Waste
Management, Inc. Recycling is taken to a Waste Management Recycle America "MRF" or
"Material Recovery Facility" to be sorted by material type, then baled and sold. Green waste is
first sorted at Waste Management's Carson Transfer Station to rake out any debris. The clean
green waste is sold to various organics farms in California.

Solid waste generated by construction and operation of all three project components would
have the potential to generate solid waste in amounts that exceed the capacity of local and
regional solid waste facilities. Any of the three project components could also potentially
conflict with local and statewide regulations pertaining to solid waste reduction and
recycling. Impacts related to solid waste generation of all three project components would be
potentially significant and will be evaluated in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE
a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self- sustaining
levels, eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or
prehistory? u [ O [
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental
effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current

projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)? u [ 0 [

c) Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly? u [ O O]

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self- sustaining levels, eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory.

The Hermosa Beach site, the 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard site, and the 330 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard site are all located within an urbanized area that lacks native biological habitats, as
discussed under item IV, Biological Resources. As discussed under item V, Cultural Resources,
there are no historic resources or known archaeological or paleontological resources onsite.
None of the project components would significantly degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. Implementation
of a pre-construction nesting bird survey and avoidance of any active nests during
construction would address potential impacts to active bird nests. Implementation of
proposed mitigation measures would address potential impacts to any as yet undiscovered
archaeological and paleontological resources. Impacts related to these issues would be
potentially significant and will be evaluated in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects).
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In combination with other planned and pending development in the area, all three components
of the proposed project could contribute to significant cumulative impacts. In particular,
cumulative impacts could occur with respect such issues as transportation, air quality,
greenhouse gases, wastewater generation, and noise. The cumulative effects of the project, in
combination with other planned projects in the vicinity, will be evaluated in an EIR

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly.

All three components of the proposed project may result in potential adverse impacts to human
beings. Impacts related to aesthetics, air quality, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous
materials, noise, and transportation would be potentially significant. These impacts will be
analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

r City of Hermosa Beach
69



Skechers Design Center and Offices Project
Initial Study

REFERENCES
Bibliography

California Air Resources Board, Air Quality Standards and Area Designations, 2015.
http:/ /www.arb.ca.gov/desig/desig.htm

California Air Resources Board. AB 32 Scoping Plan Website. Accessed February 24, 2015.
Available at: http:/ /www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scopingplan.htm

California Department of Finance, Population and Housing Estimates for Cities, Counties, and
the State January 2011-2015, with 2010 Benchmark. Available at:
http:/ /www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/estimates/e-5/2011-20/ view.php

California Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program,
2014. Available at:
http:/ /redirect.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp/county _info results.asp

California Environmental Protection Agency. Climate Action Team Biennial Report. Final Report.
April 2010.

California Environmental Protection Agency, March 2006. Climate Action Team Report to
Governor Schwarzenegger and the Legislature.
http:/ /www.climatechange.ca.gov/climate_action_team/reports/2006report/2006-04-
03_FINAL_CAT_REPORT.PDF

California Department of Conservation Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources
(DOGGR), 2015. [GIS well data for District 2]. Available at:
http:/ /www.conservation.ca.gov/dog/maps/Pages/GISMapping2.aspxv

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), Flood Insurance Rate Map, No.
06037C1770F. Effective September 26, 2008. (www.msc.fema.gov)

Hermosa Beach, City of, General Plan, 1979. Available at:
http:/ /www.hermosabch.org/index.aspx?page=500

Hermosa Beach, City of, General Plan Update Existing Conditions Report, October 2014.
Available at:
http:/ /www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=5179

Los Angeles County Office of the Assessor, Property Assessment Information System, April
2016. Available at:
http:/ /maps.assessor.lacounty.gov/GVH_2_2/Index.html?configBase=http:/ /maps.assess
or.Jacounty.gov/Geocortex/Essentials/ REST/sites/PAIS/viewers/PAIS_hv/virtualdirecto
ry/Resources/Config/Default

Manhattan Beach, City of, General Plan, 2003. Available at:

r City of Hermosa Beach
70



Skechers Design Center and Offices Project
Initial Study

http:/ /www.ci.manhattan-beach.ca.us/ city-officials/community-development/planning-
zoning / general-plan/final-general-plan

Manhattan Beach, City of. Draft Urban Forest Master Plan, 2015.

Manhattan Beach Unified School District (MBUSC). 2015. Available at:
http:/ /www.mbusd.org/

International City/County Management Association (ICMA). Operations Analysis Report Fire
and Emergency Medical Services, Hermosa Beach California. October 2013. Available at:
http:/ /www.hermosabch.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=3783

Sepulveda Boulevard Development Guide, COMB. August 11, 1999. Available online:
http:/ /www.citymb.info/home/showdocument?id=83

Southern California Association of Governments. April 2012. Regional Transportation Plan
2012-2035, Growth Forecast. Available at:
http:/ /rtpscs.scag.ca.gov/Documents/2012/final /SR /2012fRTP_GrowthForecast.pdf

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Web Soil Survey, December 2013. Available at:
http:/ /websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/ App/HomePage htm

U.S. Department of Transportation, Harris, Miller, Miller, and Hanson Inc., Transit Noise and
Vibration Impact Assessment, May 2006. Available at:
http:/ /www.fta.dot.gov/documents/FTA Noise and Vibration Manual.pdf

r City of Hermosa Beach
71



Appendix A



Rincon Consultants, Inc.

180 Morth Ashwood Avenue

Ventura, LA

September 21, 2015
Project # 14-01140

Larry Lawrence

Project Planner

City of Hermosa Beach

Via email: Ix4@sbcglobal.net

RE: Built Environment Assessment for the Skechers Design Center and Offices
Project, Cities of Hermosa Beach and Manhattan Beach, County of Los Angeles,
California

Dear Mr. Lawrence,

Rincon Consultants (Rincon) was retained to provide a preliminary historic assessment for
the Skechers Design Center project. The proposed project development is being considered
at two separate locations, one within the city of Hermosa Beach and a second location
within the city of Manhattan Beach, California. Specifically the sites are as follows:

e 2851, 2901, 3001, and 3125 Pacific Coast Highway and 744 Longfellow Avenue
(project site) in the City of Hermosa Beach, County of Los Angeles, California.

e 1050 Duncan Avenue and 3055, 319 and 305/309 South Sepulveda Boulevard in the
City of Manhattan Beach, County of Los Angeles, California.

Rincon understands that proposed project will require the demolition of the extant
buildings on the selected project site. This memorandum summarizes the results of Rincon’s
review of historic documentation, a reconnaissance-level field survey, and evaluation of the

subject properties as historical resources under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA).

Survey work and preparation of this memorandum was conducted by Architectural
Historian Shannon Carmack, BA, who has over 15 years of experience conducting historic
resource analysis and preparing environmental compliance documentation throughout
California. Ms. Carmack meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
Standards for architectural history and history.

REGULATORY SETTING

The current study was completed to comply with the provisions of CEQA, including the
CEQA Statutes (PRC Sections 21083.2 and 21084.1), the CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 CCR,
Section 15064.5), and PRC 5024.1 (Title 14 CCR, Section 4850 et seq.). These statutes and
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regulations, as amended, are summarized in an annually updated handbook (Association of
Environmental Professionals 2010).

Properties that can be expected to be directly or indirectly affected by a proposed project
must be evaluated for potential eligibility as a historical resource (Public Resources Code
(PRC) Section 5024.1). The term historical resource includes a resource listed in, or determined
to be eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), a
resource included in a local register of historical resources, and any object, building,
structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines to be
historically significant (CCR Section 15064.5(a)). The criteria for listing properties in the
CRHR were expressly developed in accordance with previously established eligibility
criteria developed for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The California Office
of Historic Preservation (OHP) regards “any physical evidence of human activities over 45
years old” as meriting recordation and evaluation (OHP 1995:2).

According to PRC Section 5024.1(c)(1-4), a resource may be considered historically significant
if it retains integrity and meets at least one of the following criteria. A property may be
listed in the CRHR if the resource:

1) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of California's history and cultural heritage;

(2) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or

method of installation, or represents the work of an important creative
individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

4) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in
prehistory or history.

Impacts that adversely alter the significance of a resource listed in or eligible for listing in
the CRHR are considered a significant effect on the environment. Impacts to historical
resources from the proposed project are thus considered significant if the project physically
destroys or damages all or part of a resource, changes the character of the use of the
resource or physical feature within the setting of the resource which contribute to its
significance or introduces visual, atmospheric, or audible elements that diminish the
integrity of significant features of the resource.

Integrity Considerations for the CRHR

A historical resource eligible for listing in the CRHR must meet one or more of the criteria of
significance described above and retain enough of its integrity, historic character or
appearance to be recognizable as a historical resource and to convey the reasons for its
significance. Historical resources that have been rehabilitated or restored may be evaluated
for listing. Integrity is evaluated with regard to the retention of seven aspects of integrity
that follow those outlined in the NRHP: location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association. Also like the NRHP, a resource must also be judged with reference
to the particular criteria under which a resource is proposed for eligibility. Alterations over
time to a resource or changes in its use may themselves have attained historical, cultural, or
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architectural significance. It is possible that historical resources may not retain sufficient
integrity to meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP but they may still be eligible for listing
in the CRHR in consideration of local, regional or state architectural and historical contexts
and integrity thresholds. A resource that has lost its historic character or appearance may
still have sufficient integrity for the CRHR if it maintains the potential to yield significant
scientific or historical information or specific data (usually under Criterion 4).

The evaluation of integrity is sometimes a subjective judgment, but it must always be
grounded in an understanding of a property's physical features and how they relate to its
significance. Historic resources either retain integrity (this is, convey their significance) or
they do not. To retain historic integrity a property will always possess several, and usually
most, of the aspects. The retention of specific aspects of integrity is paramount for a
property to convey its significance. Determining which of these aspects are most important
to a particular property requires knowing why, where, and when the property is significant.

Local Regulations

City of Hermosa Beach

In 1998, the City of Hermosa Beach adopted a preservation ordinance (Hermosa Beach
Municipal Code, Chapter 17.53, Ordinance 98-1186). Under the City’s current policies and
ordinance, only resources that are listed as federal, state or local landmarks are protected.
Other potential resources are only protected when proposed alterations or demolition
requires a “discretionary’ review, pursuant to CEQA.

An historic resource may be designated a local landmark, pursuant to Sections 17.53.070
through 17.53.120, if it meets one or more of the following criteria:

A. It exemplifies or reflects special elements of the City's cultural, social, economic,
political, aesthetic, engineering, or architectural history;

B. Itis identified with persons or events significant in local, state, or national history;

C. Itembodies distinctive characteristics of a style, type, period, or method of

construction, or is a valuable example of the use of indigenous materials or

craftsmanship;

It is representative of the notable work of a builder, designer, or architect;

Its unique location or singular physical characteristic(s) represents an established

and familiar visual feature or landmark of a neighborhood, community, or the City.

O

Nominations of an historic resource as a landmark shall be made by the City, or by
application of the property owner or property owners representing a majority or controlling
interest in the property on which the resource is located. In order to be eligible for
consideration as a landmark, an historic resource must be at least 50 years old; with the
exception that an historic resource of at least 30 years old may be eligible if the City Council
determines that the resource is exceptional, or that it is threatened by demolition, removal,
relocation, or inappropriate alteration.
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City of Manhattan Beach

The City of Manhattan Beach is currently revising the historic preservation ordinance;
however the ordinance has bot been formally adopted at this time. Therefore the 2006
Landmark Ordinance Guidance is provided below.

Ordinance No. 2089, Designation of Culturally Significant Landmarks Chapter 10.86 MBMC
approved on October 5, 2006 by the City Council, adopted a process for the purpose of
acknowledging and preserving notable historic sites, structures and significant horticultural
developments considered meaningful to the character, background, and evolution of the
City of Manhattan Beach.

Any owner may nominate their private property to be designated as a culturally significant
landmark and any Manhattan Beach resident may also nominate a publicly owned property
or significant development. This process is voluntary and does not restrict the alteration,
development or demolition of the property. The designation is only honorary and has no
effect on property rights. After city approval, these sites are forwarded to the State of
California for potential inclusion in the registry of historic places to acknowledge that
Manhattan Beach is truly a historic place deserving of public recognition.

1) Its character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage, or cultural
characterization of the community;

2) Its identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the
development of the community;

3) Its embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style valuable for
the study of a period, type, method of construction, or use of indigenous materials;

4) Its identification as the work of a master builder, designer, architect, or landscape
architect whose individual work has influenced the development of the community;

5) Its embodiment of elements of design, detailing, materials, or craftsmanship that
render it architecturally significant;

6) Its embodiment of design elements that make it structurally or architecturally
innovative;

7) Its unique location or singular physical characteristics that make it an established or
familiar visual feature;

8) Its suitability for preservation or restoration. Any structure, property, or area that
meets one (1) or more of the above criteria shall also have sufficient integrity of
location, design, materials, and workmanship to make it worthy of preservation or
restoration;

9) It shall have historic, aesthetic, or special character or interest for the general public
and not be limited in interest to a special group or person;

10) Its designation shall not infringe upon the rights of a private owner thereof to make
any and all reasonable uses thereof which are not in conflict with the purposes of
this chapter;

11) It has been previously designated in the National Register at the State-wide or
federal level of significance (including National Historic Landmarks) and is historic
resource that is significant at a City, regional, State, or federal level, and is an
exemplary representation of a particular type of historic resource.
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ASSESSMENT METHODS

Research Sources

Rincon conducted property-specific research for this project in February and September
2015. The following sources were examined to establish known historical land uses and the
locations of research materials pertinent to the subject property:

o City of Hermosa Beach Existing Conditions Report, October 2014;

o Phase 1 Environmental Assessment, 2851, 2901 and 3001 Pacific Coast Highway Hermosa
Beach, CA, prepared by SCS Engineers, March 2014;

e Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment 3125 Pacific Coast Highway, Hermosa Beach, JHA
Environmental August 18, 2010;

¢ City of Manhattan Beach Building Permits;

o Los Angeles Times Index, ProQuest Database, Los Angeles Public Library, City of Los
Angeles

e Photo Collection, Los Angeles Public Library, City of Los Angeles

e Aerial photographs

Survey

On February 18, 2015, Architectural Historian Shannon Carmack conducted a field survey of
the Hermosa Beach project site. On September 21, 2015, Ms. Carmack conducted a field
survey of the Manhattan Beach project site. Field methods consisted of a reconnaissance-
level survey of the exterior of each building to assess the overall condition and integrity, and
to identify and document any character-defining features. Field surveys of the surrounding
areas were also completed to assess if the buildings within either proposed project site are
potential contributors to any potential historic districts. None of the buildings were
recorded on California Department of Recreation 523 Series (DPR) forms.

RESULTS

Hermosa Beach Site Survey

A total of four properties containing buildings older than 45 years of age were identified
within the project site. These include three commercial properties and one single-family
residence (Table 1).

A review of the City’s General Plan Update (October 2014) provided substantial information
about the extant historic resources within the City. According to the General Plan Land Use
Element (Historic Resources), there are three landmarked properties within the City and 28
potential locally significant properties. None of these include any properties within the
project site. In addition, as part of the General Plan update, a windshield survey of the built
environment was conducted to establish the presence of any additional historical resources
within the city limits. An additional 220 properties were found to retain integrity and
qualify for the CRHR or local. None of the buildings within the project site were found
eligible as a result of the survey.
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Table 1 — Hermosa Beach Properties Surveyed
Address APN No. Year Discussion
Constructed

Single story building with painted
brick walls and large non-original
4169-034-020 ca. 1966 aluminum fixed windows. Flat
parapet roof with wide hipped
overhang on N and E elevations.
Property appears to be three
separate buildings that have been
4169-034-021 ca. 1950s joined over time. Original styles and
details no longer discernable from
extant appearance.

2851 Pacific
Coast Highway

2901 Pacific
Coast Highway

Single story auto garage with three
4169-029-044 1964 mechanical bays, Concrete block
walls, no windows and a flat roof.

3125 Pacific
Coast Highway

Single story post-war tract-style

744 Longfellow 4169-029-045 ca. 1945 reS|denc_e with stucco walls, wood-
Avenue frame ribbon windows and a low-

pitched, segmented roof.

Rincon examined supplemental data pertaining to each of the buildings within the project
site, to establish the developmental history of the properties and confirm the findings of the
General Plan historic resources survey. The results of this research review are summarized
below.

2851 Pacific Coast Highway

The subject property was constructed circa 1966. Historic research failed to reveal any
pertinent information about the property to indicate any potential for historic significance.
Since at least the late 1980s, the property has been used as part of the adjacent automobile
dealership. Over the years, the property has undergone major alterations, including the
replacement of original doors and windows and roof modifications. As a result of these
changes, the property does not retain any integrity, and does not warrant consideration for
listing in the CRHR or local designation as a City landmark.

2901 Pacific Coast Highway

The subject property was constructed circa 1950s and appears to have been three separate
buildings that were joined over time as a result of their use as an auto dealership. Historic
research failed to reveal any pertinent information about the property to indicate any
potential historic significance. The property has been used as an auto dealership since at
least the 1960s. Over the years, the property has undergone major alterations, including the
replacement of original doors and windows and wall and roof modifications. As a result of
these changes, the property does not retain any integrity, and does not warrant
consideration for listing in the CRHR or local designation as a City landmark.

3125 Pacific Coast Highway
The subject property was constructed in 1964 and has operated as a muffler shop since its
construction. Historic research failed to reveal any pertinent information about the property
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beyond its historic function. The property is a modestly constructed, utilitarian auto garage.
Because the building is a ubiquitous ancillary property type that lacks any defined style or
historic associations, there is no evidence to warrant consideration for listing in the CRHR
or local designation as a City landmark.

744 Longfellow Avenue

The subject property was constructed circa 1945. Historic research failed to reveal any
pertinent information about the property to indicate any potential for historic significance.
Although the residence retains some of its original details, including wood-frame windows,
and pitched roofline, the property is a very modest example of a post-war single-family
home. The property does not warrant consideration for listing in the CRHR or local
designation as a City landmark, or as a potential contributor to a historic district.

Manhattan Beach Site Survey
A total of two properties containing buildings older than 45 years of age were identified
within the project site. These include two commercial properties (Table 2).

Table 2 — Manhattan Beach Properties Surveyed

Address APN No. Year Discussion
Constructed
Single story building with stucco
305/309 South walls and one addition (309 S.
Sepulveda 4169-024-002 ca. 1940/1961 Sepulveda segment of building).
Boulevard Flat roofs and large aluminum fixed

windows and doors.
Single story commercial building

319 South with modern windows and awnings
Sepulveda 4169-024-003 ca. 1940 o it Soanish .? :
Boulevard at parapet roof with Spanish tile

overhang

Rincon examined supplemental data pertaining to each of the buildings within the project
site, to establish the developmental history of the properties. The results of this research
review are summarized below.

305/309 South Sepulveda Boulevard

The subject property was constructed circa 1940. The property was originally built as a
produce market; Raasch and Chrisman are noted as the builders and Garabed Ezmirlian is
the property owner. No architect is listed on the original building permit. In 1943 the
building was converted into two rear apartments as part of the overflow military housing
needed for the World War II effort. The southern elevation addition (309 S. Sepulveda
Boulevard) was constructed in 1955. Since the building was constructed, it has had
numerous uses including an art gallery, a Western store and copy shop. Since the 1960s the
portion of the building at 305 S. Sepulveda Boulevard has housed various auto-related
businesses. In 1982 the building was extensively remodeled as a Porsche repair shop and the
adjacent shop at 309 S. Sepulveda Boulevard was an automobile upholstery shop. As noted
the property has undergone major alterations over the years, including the replacement of
original doors and windows and wall and roof modifications. As a result of these changes,
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the property does not retain any integrity, and does not warrant consideration for listing in
the CRHR or local designation as a City landmark.

319 South Sepulveda Boulevard

The subject property was constructed circa 1950s. Historic research failed to reveal any
pertinent information about the property to indicate any potential historic significance. In
1943 the building was converted into two rear apartments as part of the overflow military
housing needed for the World War II effort. Over the years, the property has undergone
considerable alterations, including the replacement of original doors and windows and wall
and roof modifications. As a result of these changes, the property does not retain any
integrity, and does not warrant consideration for listing in the CRHR or local designation as
a City landmark.

CONCLUSION

Rincon finds that none of the buildings located within the Hermosa Beach site or the
Manhattan Beach site retain sufficient integrity and or historic significance to warrant
consideration for eligibility at the State or local levels of historic significance. As such, none
of the buildings located within either proposed project site are considered historical
resources in accordance with CEQA (Section 21084.1). Demolition and redevelopment of the
parcels located within the Skechers Design Center project site will not result in a significant
adverse impact to historical resources in accordance with CEQA.

Should you have any questions or comments regarding this report, please do not hesitate to
contact me at 562.676.6485, or scarmack@rinconconsultants.com

Sincerely,

e

Shannon Carmack
Architectural Historian
Rincon Consultants, Inc.
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May 13, 2015

&r. Ken Robertson

City of Hermosa Beach
1315 Valley Drive
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

R Skeehers Design Center and
Exccutive Offices Projeet

Wic: AT/ 22104

SCH# 201504 1081

[GRA 1 SHMHAE0ME -NOP

Dear Mr. Robertson:

The Califormia Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation
(NGIF) prepared tor the proposed Skechers Deatgn Center and Executive Oifices Progect. The
propect consists of demolition of gl vacant structures currently on the project site, and the
development of a Design Center and Executive Offices for Skechers USA. The Executive
Offices are proposed 1o ke located on propery north of 30™ Sireet and wonld encompass 34,468
square Fecl of floor arca, Total Aoor arca would be 133,139 squarc ool

To assist in evatuating the impacts of this project on State transportation facilities, & trallic study
should be prepared prior to preparing the Drafl Fnvironmental fmpact Report (DEIR). Please
tefer the project’s trathic consudtant to Caltrens’ tealic siudy guede Website:

http:/fwww. dot.ca.govhg/tpp/offhices’ocpfer cega lles/tsguide. pdf

Listed helow are elements of whal i generally expected in the tralfic stedy:

1. A boef discussion ol the iwallic mpacts on Pacilic Coast Hwhway (Sepulveda
Beulevard}), State Eoute 1, and all affected significanily impacted streets, crossroads and
contrelling intersections. as well as analysis of existing and futore conditions including
construction pericds.

2. Traflic volume counts 1o include anlicipated AM and PM peak-hour volemes,

30 Level of service (LOS) kefore, durng constriction, and alter development.

“Frarade i AQfe. ruiianatde, gy et sl e i Trirdy WLt g A1
feo e Cerlifseming 1 acomoop and it



Mr, Eoberlson
hay 13, 2015
Page 2

4. Fuhwe conditions, which ioclode both, project and projcet plus cumulative traffic
generated up 10 General Flan boild el year,

5. A briel walhe discussion showing ingress'egress, wming movemenls, and a directional
flow for projoct wehicle trips. Caltrans noted that the exisling raised median island
Incated onn SH-1 (Sepulveda Boulevard), south of Keats Sircet would aced to be modificd
o provide a nonhbound leli-um poacket for access inlo the site.

. Discossion of mitigation medsures appropeiate (o alleviste anticipated waffic impacis,
ineluding sharing of mitigalion costs.

Please continuee o keep us informed of this project and any futore developments, which could
potentialy impact ihe Siatc ransportation facililics. 11 you have any questions regarding these

commenls, please contact project coordinator Miya Edmenson, at {213} 897-6536 and refer w
[GR/CEQA No. 150460-ME

Sincerely, .

DIANNA WATSON
IGH/CEQA Branch Chiet

cg: Roott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

' Fronide o sqre. merRTanadnhe, et Fes el el e i Ieranaese iintno Ayt
Iey endasyy Canliferur T o e i



\ South Coast

w8 Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, Ca 91765-4178

South Coast - U
AQMD (909) 396-2000 -aqmd. gov April 30, 2015

Ken Roberson, Cumrnunity [2velopment Lirector
City of Hermaosa Beach

1315 Valley Drive

Hermoza Berach, Ta 0254

Mutice of Prepuration of a CEQA Decyment for the
Skeehers Design Center LUC Projeed

The Xaueth Coast Aidr Cuality Maragement Dsirien (SCAQMD siafl appraciale s she apportoniny w cwnmnoent on the
above-mentioned docoment. The SCACQM stalls eomments are recomimendations regarding the analvsis of poemial wr
quality impacts lroa 1he propesed project that shuold be included in the draft CECA document. Piease send the
ROCADMIY a copy of 1he CEOA docwment wpoh iz completian, Botc than copies af 1he Deaft LI alacare subaaned w the
S1me Cleannghouse are nm forwarded to the SCAQMDL Please forwand o copy of iy Draft EIR dirgaily 10 SCAOQMD m
tire address imour ctteilead. [n addition, please send with (he draft E1IR all appendices or technical documenis
related fo the atr quality and greeohouse pus analyses and eleetronie versions of wll air quatity modeling aod beaith
risk asseszmenl files. These include orlpinal emission celewlation spreadsheets and modeling fites (not Adobe PIDF
filesy, Without all fites wnd supporting air quality documentation, the SCAGMD will be unshlc 10 complede if3
review of the air quality analyvsis in o fimtely nianner, Any delayvd in providing &l supporting ®ir quality
decumerndation will require additional tnee for review beyond the end of the conment periad,

Air Qualiby Analysis

The SCAOMD adopled s California Eovicommental Quality Act §CECE) Adr Quality Handbonk in 1993 to agsisg mher
puhlic agencivs with the preparation ol air qualiny amalyses. The SCAQMD recommends tiat he Lead Apency use this
Handbowk as gundance when preparing its air quality amalysis, Copics of the Hasdbook are available Trarm e

MIADMD s Subserniplion Srrvices Depariment by calling (M09} 396-3724. hone recent puidane deve loped singe this
Handbook was putished is alse available on SCAOMD™s websie here: httpaSwww. agmd. govihome/regulations/ceqalair-
quality-analysis-handbook/cega-air-guality-handbook-( 1993). SCAQMUL stadl also recommends 1hat the Tead apancy use
the CalERMed land wse ermssions softnare. Uhis software has recently been opdated 1o incorporate upin-date siate and
Iocally approved gmissinn faciors and methodologies lor esumading pollutant cinizsions from Wgical land use
develeprment. CalkEMupd is the only soltvare model maintained by the California Air Pollinion Contrel Otligess
Agzpciation (CAPCOAY and replaces the pow vutdaed URBEMIS. Thes model 1s available free of charpe at:

wrw valedmod com.

The Lead Agency should idenify amy porential adverse air quality inpacts hat could vecur from all phases ol 1he projest
and all air pollutant sources relabed to the progect. Ajr quenlity impacts from both const noction {incheding demolilion, iF
anyy and operations should b calvulated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically inelude, bol anc net imited to,
emissions froim the wee af heavye-3uty egquipaeem from grading. varth-lvadingunloading. paving, architectural coatings,
off-coad mobile sources {e.g., heavy-duty construciion equipmen) and an-road mohils sources (€2, CONSIWRe jion worcker
vehicle irips, material transpor iipsy. Operation-related air guality nnpacts may inclode, bt are nol limited 1o, @ missions
from stationary sources (2.2, totlers), area sources (8.0, solvents and coatings), and vehicular rips (e, on- and oft-road
lailpips emissions and eotrained dust). Adr gualily impacts feom indiced sounces, that is, sowrces (that penarane of wlirc
vehioultar Irips should De ineludad in the analysis.

The SCACKEE has alzo develeped both repional ard Incalized significance thresholds. The SOACK LY slat] requests Mt
the Icad ageney quantily criteria pollutane emnssivns and vormpare 13 resules to e recormmended regional signiticanes:
thresholds found here: httpafwww.agmd. govidocs/defauli-source/ceqahandbook/scaqmd -air-guality-significance-
thresholds pdTsfvrg™2. In additim to analyzing reginnal sir guality impacts, the SCACHAT slad recommeands
caloulaving localized air qualiny irnpases aed comparing the results 10 loealized significance threshoelds (LS. |57 can
b wsiad in addition wo the recomimended regional signittcance threskalds 25 & second indication of air quality impacs
when preparing a CEOQA doecumenn, Tleersfoze, when preparing tee aif Quilily andlysis for the propused project, it is



Een Boberdsan a Aperil 30k, 2075

recimmended Unat the lead agency perform & leealized analy sis by eiller wsing the LS3Ts developaed by e SCACMD or
performing dispersion wiodeling as recessary. Guidapce for perfnoming a localived air quality analvais ¢an ke foumd at:
hitp:ifwwow. agmd. govihome/regulations/cega/air-gual ity -analvsis-handbook localized-signi fcance-thresholds.

[n the cvent that the proposed project generdles or attricts vichicular trips, especially beave-duty dicsel-tacled vehicles, o
15 recomitended that the lead agency perform a naobile source healih risk assessment. Guidance for perferming a mohile
source health risk assazsrment " ffealth Risk Assessurent Cuidoea for Analyzing Cangear Bk feome Mobile Source D vel
delfivgr Eetissocns jor CEQA Air Ouelity Asrodvsis”) can be Tound al: hitpafwww.agmd. govihome/regulations/cega/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/maobile-source-toxics-analvsis. Ananalysis of all i air comaminant inwpasls due o the use
of equiptme nt petentially generiting such air pollutants should alsa be incheded.

I wddinion, guidanee on siting incompatible land uses (augh 25 placing homees near feceways) can be found in e
Califoenia Air Resonrces Board's e Qwaling and Land Lire Sundbook: 4 Commsnine: Peespeerive, whicl can be found a1
The fioll pwing imymt addeess: hitpe/Swww arb.cogovich/handbook.pdf. CARB's Land Use Hlandbuook b5 2 gencral
reference gunde Tor evatuating and reducing air pollution impacts associabed with new prajecls than zo Lhraugh due land
use decision-making process,

Mitigativn Mcasures

In Lhe event that the projeet gencrates sipnificant adverse i1 quality impacts, CEOQA regquires ihat all fzasible mitigation
measures Lthat go beyvond what is required by T be wrilized durimg project construction and oparation e minimize or
climinate 1hese impacls. Marsuan 1o stae CRQA Guidelines 151264 (al1){ 0} any impacts resulting {rom micagalion
measurc: must alace be discussed, S verl resources are available woassist the Lead Agency with identifying pozsible
Mitigalion measures (or the project, including:
»  Chapler 11 of the SCAQMD CECE Afr Oreetite Flanelboak
 RCAOQMDS CEQA welb pages a1: hitpiswaow. sgmd. gowT
handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies.
o CAPCOAs (hewatefiing Clreenfionese Ol Morgernoe Megseees Available hore;
hitpe/wwnw capeon orgfwp-content/uploads 201001 1ACA FC{M-ﬂu_a_miﬁﬁuiﬂn-ngﬂij_d;l;‘i_tm_l_,m]_[
o HCAQMD's Bule 403 - Fogitive Dust. and the lnplementation Hardbaok for controtling gosaireetionerelaned
CITiEsicns
¢ Dther measures o reduce air quality impacts from Taed use projects can be found in the SCADMD s Guidance
Crocumtent fur Addressing Air Qualily lssees in General Plans and Local Planning. This docwment €A1 e foud
it the tollovwing internet addecss: httpa/www.agmd gov/docs/default-source/planning/air-quality-

guidance/complete-guidance-document, pdf7sfvrsn=4.

Clw Sources
SCADMLY rules and ralevant ir gqualiyy repoms and data are available by calling the SOCAQRD: Public Information
Center an (9045 36-203%9. 3uch of the informarion availalie throug the Public haformation Center i also available via

the SCAQMD s webpigs (hjpsfwww. aqmdg. gov).

The SCAQMIE <tafl i5 available to work with the Laad Agency o ensure thal peoject emissions are accueately evaliated
and mitigated wheee feasible. 16 you hivee any questions regarding this [ofer, please contact me at Jwong Li@agmd. oy or
call moe af (%) 3963174,

Sincyrely,
lillian Wong, Ph..

Program Supervizur
Planning, Fule Development & Area Sources

LACISIE03
Cantrol Mawmber



Heather Imgrund

From: Ken Robertson <krobertson@hermosabch.org>

Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 11:35 AM

To: ‘Larry Lawrence (Ix4@sbcglobal.net)’; Heather Imgrund
Cc: Yu-Ying Ting

Subject: FW: Sepulveda Design Center

Ken Robertson

Director, Community Development Department
City of Hermosa Beach
(310) 318-0242

From: Deirdre West [mailto:deirdregeraghty@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2015 11:18 AM

To: Ken Robertson

Subject: Sepulveda Design Center

Hello,

| am a homeowner residing at 703 Longfelow Avenue. | request that the Draft EIR include substantial
mitigation measures to reduce impacts to nearby residents during construction and operation of this
facility. My preeminent resource concerns are traffic and noise.

Longfellow Avenue is already a busy, noisy, and narrow street with traffic counts that exceed what is
appropriate for a residential neighborhood. In addition to congestion, speeding, and noise from excessive
traffic, this overused and narrow street (two cars cannot pass each other without one car pulling to the side)
poses safety concerns to residents, particularly children, as a result of the aforementioned conditions. A
project of this size (perhaps inappropriately large and expansive compared to existing uses on Sepulveda
Boulevard) will only increase these impacts, resulting in significant cumulative long-term impacts to residents
along the street. CEQA requires that significant impacts be mitigated unless there is an overriding
consideration adopted by the City stating that the essential need for the project overrides these significant
impacts; a new facility for Sketchers absolutely does not rise to this level (economic considerations are not a
part of CEQA). Consequently, at a minimum, speed humps or other traffic diverting devices should be
included as mitigation measures to divert commuting and construction traffic away from this residential
street. Moreover, the EIR should prohibit construction vehicles and workers from accessing the site via
Longfellow and upon operation of the facility, prohibit Sketchers employees from commuting to the site via
Longfellow. These measures need to include detailed enforcement provisions, including reporting to the City,
to ensure compliance with these directives. This is a busy, narrow, and dangerous street, it is absolutely
inappropriate for it to be used as a causeway for a facility of this magnitude.

| am also concerned about the significant noise impacts associated with two years of construction activity.
Amidst other noise mitigation measures that should be proposed (e.g., sound blankets, requirements for quiet
generators and/or other construction equipment, no idling vehicles, reduction in volume of back-up alarms),
construction should be limited, at a minimum, to weekdays between the hours of 7:00 am to 6:00 pm. If

1



residents are to be subjected to this much noise intrusion for such an extended period of time, they should at
least be able to enjoy their weekends.

| appreciate your consideration throughout this process.

Deirdre West



May 21, 2015

Ken Kobertson

Community Development Director - Hermusa Beach
1315 Valley Drive

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Dear Mr, Roberzon

| would like to express my concern and formally lodgs a protest against the current
version of the Skechers Design and Executive offices proposal. Although the draft
EIR poinws to many environmental factors that are potentially affected, 1 would like
Lo point out and emphasize several thal that are most important to my Bamily at 737
Longlellow Avenae,

i

3.

The size and scope of this Bailding is completely dispraportlenal to the
city ang unprecedented in size. At 133,000 s5q ft | cannot think of apetiier
structure in town that is that big. The merger of so many lots opens the city
up for other inappropriate potential mega projects as well. The alley
between 30 Street and Longfellow was closed several years before | arrived
a5 a concession to the businesses on Sepulveda. And now this piroject asks
for total cottral of an additional easement off of 30t Street. Nowhere did [
see the city being compensated for- the airspace above and below 30% street,
where a bridge and subterranean parking structure are 1o be built.

1am against the rezening requirements. It was proposed yoars ago that
744 Longfellow be torn down 1o expand a Vasek Polak auto dealership. The
neighborhood rallied against it and until recently Chere was a petltion Ln the
Nle of that address, We have invested botl) financially and emotionally in this
vommunily for 12 years, and the rules were established long ago as to what
could be built [R-1] on that site. Changing these rales ] feel will negatively
affect that investment

Trafflc congestion citywide will exacerbate an already bad situation.
The addition of 636 cars would dramatically affect the traffic situation in the
immediate neiphborhoods. As itis, Longfellow acts as a cut through street,
Twa cars cannot pags one another because the street is nobwide enough
when there are cars parked on both sides of the streel. Tralfic backs up for
quitc some distance [rom the light at Sepulveda. There is already frequent
horn blowing and unsavory behavior from drivers frustrated by the situation,
Although not part of the plan, a proposed left turn cut of the new building
{northbound onto Sepulveda) is not within the punaew af the city to grant as
Sepulveda im controlled by Callrans. Noris amuch needed i turn on



Sepulveda at Longlellow. This will push traflic westinto other parts of the
cliy.

4. This project is inconsistent with the goals of Hermosa Beach being a
“Green” city. In its current form, this project effectively replaces a home on
Longfellow Avenue with an exhaust vent for a 636 space parking garage.
There is a preschool directly across the street Furthermore, on Longfellow
alone, there are seven young children living swithin 50 vards of the vent, ]
haven' seen a requirement for electric charging statlons,

5. The constructlon pracess of & bullding this big will adversely affect the
quality of tHife In my home. Having endured the construction of Lhe
Skechers building at 330 Sepulveda, | am dreading the total disruption of the
peace and guiet at my house. A preojected two-year construction time line
with the modified comstruction rules Skechers is asKing for, assurcs the Joss
of full use of my home,

&, The city must nat make malor concesslons for only marginal gains in
revenue. | would hare b see the quality of lile on my street down-graded for
anly moderate gains in revenue for the city, There will be no malor source of
revenue to justify thal As stated In the EIR, less than 3% of the employees
would be Hermasa Beach residents. There will be no sales or occupancy
taxes collected. And. a home, tor lamilies will be removed,

7. It must not be ignored that this multikillion-dellar corpsration owns
the property north of Longfellow t¢ Duncan. [tis reascnable to include, in
the scope of consideration, that thiz oLher property could be developed into
something similar that will negatively impact the surrounding envircoment.

Io conclusion, the EIR clearly states that there WILL BE signlficant impact to the
assthelics, air quality, cultural resources, geology fsoils, preenhouse gas emissions,
hazards and hazardous material, hydrology fwater qualily, land use/planning, noize,
population fhousing, public services, recreation, transportation /iraffic,
wrilities/service systems..ete, Owrhouse is very close to, an the frent ling of, Lhis
project and we would bear a signilicant portion of the negative affects.

Stuort Wesolik and Julle Nemeth
737 Longlellow Avenug
Hermosa Beach, CA



May 26, 2013

Kan Rebertson

Community Davelopment Direclar-Henmosa Beach
1315 valley Drive

Hermpsa Baach, CA. 90254

Chaar Mr Robertzon

1 woauld lika t0 join my neighbors and yvoice my opinion and concer gver the Skechers
magsive project looming our "Best Litle Baach City” in America. | bought 738 Longlellow in
lhe Mineties thinking of my quiet reliramanl years, {| am now 85 years young} Hermosa Beach
was & wonderful solution. 1 am angry and disappointed that at the end "big manay wins®
again, W the tax payers are lefl to deal with Iraffic, noise, polution and buildings that

should e i an industial complax not in ous Herm osa-Hermmosa,

| furiharmare regret the facl that | will lose my ocean view to Palos Yerdes Feninsula thus
wutling at isk my home valpe and lifetime of sacnfice. | have allergies to dust 2nd will
probably have to visit the dactor fregquently,

| &m enclosing the lattars my neighbors wiote to you to avoid beating a dead horae. Mr
Wesaolik and Mr Yasment have balliantly outlined the problems we will face and | couldn’
HGrEs mane an every evel,

Pleass et me know when you will have a meeling of he Longlallow rasidants to funthar
diScuSS Our CONCams.

Sinceraly,

- "7 e ._.-'.-"".. ;

L i
Elfe Cardenas

38 Longfeliow Ave.

Hearmmosa Beach, CA. 90254
ecardengstod roadrninne LUDMm
J10-935-5843
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¥en Robertsan
Cirector of Community Development
City of Hermosa Beach

Mr. Robertson,

I fagl it s important that [ express my coencern regarding the SKETCHERS Design
and Executive Offices which are being proposed in Hermosa Beach,...not only out of
raspect for my Family, but also the community,

First off, my faruly will be 0 the direct line of this project, since our home 15 at 740
Longfellow Ave, Qur home is THE house next door to where the offices are slated to
be built, We moved to Hermosa Beach two years ago for a bettar life., ... imaur
mind {as well as on the City of Hermosa Beach's website), Hermosa is "The Bast
Little Beach Ciry'. I was under the assumption that Hermosa Beach is MOT &
caommunity which allows big business to expand far the betterment of their
sharehalders, not the community. Espedially with this project._...since it is located
at the 'Gateway' of Hermaosa, and the first thing people see when entering our
'Little Beach City'. As I'm sure you remember, we as a community had an
overwhelming vote to take down Measure O this year, with the motto "Keep
Hermosa Hermosa'. I hope the City of Hermosa feels the same way when analy2ing
the SKETCHERS Design and Executive Offices.

ty family's concerns are as follows;

= HMpise and extrame hindrance to guality of life is a concern, Our home has
three levels, and both of my young sons....Max (& years old) and Oliver (3
years old) have raams gn the first flpor. With the building of this MASSIVE
ctructure over a minimum of bwo vears_ .. it will sound and feel like a war
zong. They've annpunced three floors of sub berrain parking....and 35 feat
above grade, Qur house will be shaking, putting stress onome and my family
during the construction of these & floprs...which is basically in a residential
neighborhood.

« Traffic and congestion is a concern, Bringing in up @ 500 ermployees over the
next five to ten years is crazy....especially since this represants 2.5% of
Hermuosa's tetal population (which by the way, is only locking to grow by 200
resident in the next 20 years), When the employees get off work,...they'l}
heasd west b the beach to ook at the beautiful sunset, Or, go through our
neighborhood to get back onte Sepulveda to head home {Executive parking
off of 30tk St. They'll make their way to Longfellow due to our {ight]), Alsa,
we do not want visitors bt park on Longfellow. .. and are requesting permit
parking on gur street,

» Privacy is a concern, As mentioned above, they want to build up 35 feet
above grade... which would TOWER over our house by 10 feet, allowing
SKETCHERS employesas to literally look into our house, and our backyard.
Cur privacy will become public, &lso, how will this massive building affect the
light going intg our hoyse? T know they're going to conduct a



shadefshadowing analysis....it will be interesting to see how this turns out. It
can't be good.

= Devaluation of cur house is a concern. Qur house is by far owr biggest
investment. When we purchased the house two years ago, our realtor did
disclose that SKETCHERS owned the properties in discussion. HOWEVER, he
alsa menticned that there were ng plans to build big, and 744 was zoned R1.
Now, SKETCHERS has requested the city to zone it as C-3.

= Additional constructianfexpansion by SKETCHERS ig a concern. Waord on the
street is that SKETCHERS is in escrow with Debonair Cleaners, and owns the
variaus buildings in the vicinity (including the Chiropractar building on the
MW corner of Laongfellow). Is SKETCHERS going to add ko their Campus
NORTH of Longfallow on Sepulveda after the Executive/Design Center is
built? Again, how many offices does SKETCHERS need? | know they have the
money, but is this what Hermosa wants or neads?

= Probable Envirenmental Effects is a concern. As stated in the Notice of
Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report, Public Review Perigd,
and Public Scoping Meeting: Based on the findings af the initial study, the
proposed project could have potentially significant impacts on the foliowing
ervironmental factors: Aesthetics, A Qualiby, Cultural Resources,
Geology/Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials,
Hydrology/Water Quality, Land Use/Flanning, Moise, Population/Housing,
Public Services, Recreation, Transportation/Traffic, Utilities/Service Hystems,
and Mandatory Findings of SIGMNIFICANCE.

I've been in contact with SKETCHERS {Peter Mow, SVF/Real Estate}. He's walked
me through their plans, and T've seen the actual 3-D Medel. T understand they awn
the land, and have the right to build on it.....with approval from the City of
Hermosa Beach. I've also been in contact with most of my neighbaors, and they also
are voicing their concarns. We just feel that the project is WAY koo big for Hermosa
Beach.....and will take away from its charm and identity to itself and the outside
world. The massive SKETCHERS “carmpus’ wlll look out of place. We will be known at
the City where SKETCHERS GLOBAL HQ is located instead of "The Best Little Beach
City' in Amenca!

Thark you far taking the time o read my concerns. Please do the right thing. 1 look
forward fo hearing your thoughts,

Sipcerely, L -,I ____T
|

Jaton Yasment
740 Longfellow Ave.
(310} 2662064

—rh
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From: Deirdre West [mailtocdeirdregoragnby Sh@mail.com)
Sent: Wednesday, May 0o, 2015 11,15 AM

To: Ken Robertson

Subject: Sepulveda Dessgn Center

Hellg,

| am a homeowner residing at 703 Longfelow Avenue. | request that the Draft EIR include
substantial miligation measures to reduce impacts to nearby residents during construction and
operation of this facility. My praemment resource cancerns are traffic and noise.

Langfellow Avenue is already a busy, noisy, and narrow street with traffic counts that exceed
what is appropriate for a residential neighborhood. In addition to congestion, speeding, and
naise from excessive traffic, this overvsed and narrow street {Lwe cars cannot pass each other
withaut one car polling to the side) poses safety caoncerns to residents, particularly children, as
a result of the aforementioned conditions, A pregect of this size (perhaps inappropriately large
and expansive campared to existing uses on Sepulveda Boulgvard) will only increase these
impacts, resulting in sigmfrcant curmulative long-tern impacts to residents along the street,
CE{YA requires that significant impacts ke miligated wnless there is an gwernding consideration
adopted by the City stating that the essential need for the project overrides these significant
impacts; a maw facility for Sketchers absolutely does not rise to this level [econamic
considerations are not a part of CEQA). Consequently, at @ minirmum, speed humps or ather
watfic diverting devices should be included as mitigation measures to divert commuoting and
construction traffic away fram this residential street. foreaver, the EIR should prohiba
construction vehicles and workers from accessing the site va Longlellow and upon operaticn of
the facility, prohibit Sketchers employees from commuting to the site via tangfellow. These
measures need to include detailed enforcement provisions, including reporting to the City, to
ensure compliance with these directives, This is 3 busy, narrgw, and dangerous street, it is
absolutely inappropriate far it 13 be used as a causeway for 3 facility of this magnitude.

1am also cancerned about the significant noise impacts associated with two years of
construction actwity. Amidst other noise mitigation measures that should be proposed {e.g.,
cound blankets, requirarments for guiet generators andfor other ¢onsiruction equipment, no
idling vehicles, reduction in volume of back-up alarms), construction should be hrmited, at a
mimirmum, to weekdays between the hours of 7200 am Ly 6:00 pm. If residents are to be
subjected to this much neise mtrusion for such an extended pertad of time, they should at [east
be able to enjoy their weekends.

| appreciate your consideration throughout this process.

Deirdre West



Fat Lucy
2016 Tennyson Place
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

I am writing to voice my concerns about the Sketchers buildings at 30th and
Pacific Coast Highway in Hermosa.

We have lived in our heme, down the street west of this location, since 18481,

When we first moved here in 1881 the Vasek Pollak BMW dealership was in the
location that | am discussing. There was a stgn posted at the westem end of the
praperty on 30th Street that slated “no deatership parking beyond this point.” For
the most part the employees hongred this requirement.

| noticg now that about 50 cars of Sketchers amployees park in the empty lol &t
30th and Sepulveda and also behind the vacant buildirg.

My concerns are as follows;

1. Where will those 50 cars park once this process bagins?

2. Where will the consbruclion workers park during s procass?

3. Where will the machinery be parked in non-working hours,

4 |z the underground parking that is projected in the plan sufficient? Obwviously
there is not enough parking now at the existing Sketchers bulldings in nearby
Manhattan Beach.

5. Where is the entrance and exit for the underground parking? |t looks 1o me to
e onto Sepulveda south of 30th Street. |5 this correct? I itis not, | have
senous congems about employeses uening wesl on 30th street at the close of
working hours. My hope is that all the cars will enler and exit on Sepulveda
QNLY, leaving the narrow seeets of 30h and Longfellow for the residents,

&. | think that the buildings are o big and bulky loking. | imaging they are legal
heights but that doesn't mean the size is pleasing 1o look at, it (akes away from
the quiet, serene, small bnvn atmosphere Lhat we enjoy now.

7. And then there is THE BRIDGE., |5 there not another sclulion? it seams ko
impinge oh our privacy. At lhe minimum the west facing side should nol be
transparent. Why not underground aceess?

B. The conventions: noise, traffic, parking, overflow onlo the residential streets.
Where will the buses park after delivering the attendees? The cutdoor patios will
be noisy for the residents, Will the hours of the event be limited ?

9. Wil there be a designated person to whom parking viclations can be reported?

Thank you for taking my concerns into consideration,
Flease lel me know that you have received this email. Will someone respond to
my concerns?

Sincersaly, Pat Lucy



\ South Coast

w8 Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, Ca 91765-4178

South Coast - U
AQMD (909) 396-2000 -aqmd. gov April 30, 2015

Ken Roberson, Cumrnunity [2velopment Lirector
City of Hermaosa Beach

1315 Valley Drive

Hermoza Berach, Ta 0254

Mutice of Prepuration of a CEQA Decyment for the
Skeehers Design Center LUC Projeed

The Xaueth Coast Aidr Cuality Maragement Dsirien (SCAQMD siafl appraciale s she apportoniny w cwnmnoent on the
above-mentioned docoment. The SCACQM stalls eomments are recomimendations regarding the analvsis of poemial wr
quality impacts lroa 1he propesed project that shuold be included in the draft CECA document. Piease send the
ROCADMIY a copy of 1he CEOA docwment wpoh iz completian, Botc than copies af 1he Deaft LI alacare subaaned w the
S1me Cleannghouse are nm forwarded to the SCAQMDL Please forwand o copy of iy Draft EIR dirgaily 10 SCAOQMD m
tire address imour ctteilead. [n addition, please send with (he draft E1IR all appendices or technical documenis
related fo the atr quality and greeohouse pus analyses and eleetronie versions of wll air quatity modeling aod beaith
risk asseszmenl files. These include orlpinal emission celewlation spreadsheets and modeling fites (not Adobe PIDF
filesy, Without all fites wnd supporting air quality documentation, the SCAGMD will be unshlc 10 complede if3
review of the air quality analyvsis in o fimtely nianner, Any delayvd in providing &l supporting ®ir quality
decumerndation will require additional tnee for review beyond the end of the conment periad,

Air Qualiby Analysis

The SCAOMD adopled s California Eovicommental Quality Act §CECE) Adr Quality Handbonk in 1993 to agsisg mher
puhlic agencivs with the preparation ol air qualiny amalyses. The SCAQMD recommends tiat he Lead Apency use this
Handbowk as gundance when preparing its air quality amalysis, Copics of the Hasdbook are available Trarm e

MIADMD s Subserniplion Srrvices Depariment by calling (M09} 396-3724. hone recent puidane deve loped singe this
Handbook was putished is alse available on SCAOMD™s websie here: httpaSwww. agmd. govihome/regulations/ceqalair-
quality-analysis-handbook/cega-air-guality-handbook-( 1993). SCAQMUL stadl also recommends 1hat the Tead apancy use
the CalERMed land wse ermssions softnare. Uhis software has recently been opdated 1o incorporate upin-date siate and
Iocally approved gmissinn faciors and methodologies lor esumading pollutant cinizsions from Wgical land use
develeprment. CalkEMupd is the only soltvare model maintained by the California Air Pollinion Contrel Otligess
Agzpciation (CAPCOAY and replaces the pow vutdaed URBEMIS. Thes model 1s available free of charpe at:

wrw valedmod com.

The Lead Agency should idenify amy porential adverse air quality inpacts hat could vecur from all phases ol 1he projest
and all air pollutant sources relabed to the progect. Ajr quenlity impacts from both const noction {incheding demolilion, iF
anyy and operations should b calvulated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically inelude, bol anc net imited to,
emissions froim the wee af heavye-3uty egquipaeem from grading. varth-lvadingunloading. paving, architectural coatings,
off-coad mobile sources {e.g., heavy-duty construciion equipmen) and an-road mohils sources (€2, CONSIWRe jion worcker
vehicle irips, material transpor iipsy. Operation-related air guality nnpacts may inclode, bt are nol limited 1o, @ missions
from stationary sources (2.2, totlers), area sources (8.0, solvents and coatings), and vehicular rips (e, on- and oft-road
lailpips emissions and eotrained dust). Adr gualily impacts feom indiced sounces, that is, sowrces (that penarane of wlirc
vehioultar Irips should De ineludad in the analysis.

The SCACKEE has alzo develeped both repional ard Incalized significance thresholds. The SOACK LY slat] requests Mt
the Icad ageney quantily criteria pollutane emnssivns and vormpare 13 resules to e recormmended regional signiticanes:
thresholds found here: httpafwww.agmd. govidocs/defauli-source/ceqahandbook/scaqmd -air-guality-significance-
thresholds pdTsfvrg™2. In additim to analyzing reginnal sir guality impacts, the SCACHAT slad recommeands
caloulaving localized air qualiny irnpases aed comparing the results 10 loealized significance threshoelds (LS. |57 can
b wsiad in addition wo the recomimended regional signittcance threskalds 25 & second indication of air quality impacs
when preparing a CEOQA doecumenn, Tleersfoze, when preparing tee aif Quilily andlysis for the propused project, it is



Een Boberdsan a Aperil 30k, 2075

recimmended Unat the lead agency perform & leealized analy sis by eiller wsing the LS3Ts developaed by e SCACMD or
performing dispersion wiodeling as recessary. Guidapce for perfnoming a localived air quality analvais ¢an ke foumd at:
hitp:ifwwow. agmd. govihome/regulations/cega/air-gual ity -analvsis-handbook localized-signi fcance-thresholds.

[n the cvent that the proposed project generdles or attricts vichicular trips, especially beave-duty dicsel-tacled vehicles, o
15 recomitended that the lead agency perform a naobile source healih risk assessment. Guidance for perferming a mohile
source health risk assazsrment " ffealth Risk Assessurent Cuidoea for Analyzing Cangear Bk feome Mobile Source D vel
delfivgr Eetissocns jor CEQA Air Ouelity Asrodvsis”) can be Tound al: hitpafwww.agmd. govihome/regulations/cega/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/maobile-source-toxics-analvsis. Ananalysis of all i air comaminant inwpasls due o the use
of equiptme nt petentially generiting such air pollutants should alsa be incheded.

I wddinion, guidanee on siting incompatible land uses (augh 25 placing homees near feceways) can be found in e
Califoenia Air Resonrces Board's e Qwaling and Land Lire Sundbook: 4 Commsnine: Peespeerive, whicl can be found a1
The fioll pwing imymt addeess: hitpe/Swww arb.cogovich/handbook.pdf. CARB's Land Use Hlandbuook b5 2 gencral
reference gunde Tor evatuating and reducing air pollution impacts associabed with new prajecls than zo Lhraugh due land
use decision-making process,

Mitigativn Mcasures

In Lhe event that the projeet gencrates sipnificant adverse i1 quality impacts, CEOQA regquires ihat all fzasible mitigation
measures Lthat go beyvond what is required by T be wrilized durimg project construction and oparation e minimize or
climinate 1hese impacls. Marsuan 1o stae CRQA Guidelines 151264 (al1){ 0} any impacts resulting {rom micagalion
measurc: must alace be discussed, S verl resources are available woassist the Lead Agency with identifying pozsible
Mitigalion measures (or the project, including:
»  Chapler 11 of the SCAQMD CECE Afr Oreetite Flanelboak
 RCAOQMDS CEQA welb pages a1: hitpiswaow. sgmd. gowT
handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies.
o CAPCOAs (hewatefiing Clreenfionese Ol Morgernoe Megseees Available hore;
hitpe/wwnw capeon orgfwp-content/uploads 201001 1ACA FC{M-ﬂu_a_miﬁﬁuiﬂn-ngﬂij_d;l;‘i_tm_l_,m]_[
o HCAQMD's Bule 403 - Fogitive Dust. and the lnplementation Hardbaok for controtling gosaireetionerelaned
CITiEsicns
¢ Dther measures o reduce air quality impacts from Taed use projects can be found in the SCADMD s Guidance
Crocumtent fur Addressing Air Qualily lssees in General Plans and Local Planning. This docwment €A1 e foud
it the tollovwing internet addecss: httpa/www.agmd gov/docs/default-source/planning/air-quality-

guidance/complete-guidance-document, pdf7sfvrsn=4.

Clw Sources
SCADMLY rules and ralevant ir gqualiyy repoms and data are available by calling the SOCAQRD: Public Information
Center an (9045 36-203%9. 3uch of the informarion availalie throug the Public haformation Center i also available via

the SCAQMD s webpigs (hjpsfwww. aqmdg. gov).

The SCAQMIE <tafl i5 available to work with the Laad Agency o ensure thal peoject emissions are accueately evaliated
and mitigated wheee feasible. 16 you hivee any questions regarding this [ofer, please contact me at Jwong Li@agmd. oy or
call moe af (%) 3963174,

Sincyrely,
lillian Wong, Ph..

Program Supervizur
Planning, Fule Development & Area Sources

LACISIE03
Cantrol Mawmber



From: Heather Imagrund

To: Heather Imarund
Subject: FW: Skechers Development
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:48:12 AM

From: Autumn Browning [mailto:autumnbrowning.ab@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, December 11, 2015 3:50 PM

To: Ken Robertson

Subject: Skechers Development

Hello Mr. Robertson,
I just finished reading about the proposed development by Skechers.

I am generally in favor of growth and progress, but I think the following issues need to be addressed before this is
approved:

1. It does not seem that neither the city of Manhattan Beach nor Hermosa Beach have any immediate plans to
address traffic congestion, not to mention the number of wrecks that occur on Sepulveda/PCH. Even if 'deceleration
lanes' are included, how is it that anyone would expect that 600 additional people trying to make a turn off of
Sepulveda in the exact same location every day during rush hour is feasible?

2. Residents should get to see what the pedestrian bridge and the current building plans will really look like -
before-and-after - how they really change the landscape and view for better or worse.

3. Growth and progress in a small town such as Hermosa Beach really should include benefits for the community,
not just Skechers. 1'd like to hear, specifically, how this can financially benefit the city of Hermosa Beach.

Thank you,

Autumn Crockford
Hermosa Beach Resident


mailto:/O=RINCON/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=HIMGRUND
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From: Heather Imagrund

To: Heather Imarund
Subject: FW: Skechers Development
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:48:24 AM

From: bethrohrer24 . [mailto:bethrohrer24@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, December 11, 2015 4:19 PM

To: Ken Robertson

Subject: Skechers Development

I'm writing to voice my support for the Skechers plan of developing on additional properties
on Sepulveda Blvd. Skechers has proven to be a good citizen to both Manhattan Beach and
Hermosa Beach. They are strong supporters of our schools, and most especially the
Friendship Circle. 600 additional jobs to our community is very important and would make a
huge impact. Many of these people would live within our community, and even if they don't,
these workers would eat and shop within our community driving sales up.

These properties have been unused or in disrepair for the 30 years that I've lived here. The
car dealerships were the last viable business that occupied the space. I don't believe that area
can support small businesses. A large proven corporate is a much better solution.

The last thing we would want to do is make it difficult to run a business in our city and drive
away business and money. We need to work with Skechers on approving an acceptable plan.

Thank you,

Beth Rohrer

1055 8th PI.
Hermosa Beach, CA
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f— 044108
RECORDING REQUESTED BY AND Iﬁﬁﬁ ﬁﬁ EEHE Eﬂﬂﬂ

WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: 20080839348

Sepulveda Blvd. Properties, LLE.
228 Muanharlan Beach Blvd
Manharian Heach, CA 90266
Attn: Fhalip Pacocione

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO:
Sepulveda Blvd. Properties, LLC
218 Manhattan Beach Blvd
Menhattan Beach CA Q0205
Attn: Peter Mow

(Space Above This Line For Recorder’s Ll Only)

GRANT DEED lﬂ'.".l}?”%ﬁg EE::FQRD

FOR AND N CONSIDERATION of (he sum af ten doltars (810.00) and
other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and suficiency of which are hereby
acknowledped, 2351 PCH PARTNERS, LLC , a Californue limited Liability compeny
{hereinafter “Orantor™), hereby granlr, sells and conveys to SEPULVEDA BLVD.
PROPERTICS, LLC, a Calilornia limited leability company (hereinafter “Grantee™), the
land or real properiy tying, being, and simated in Lhe City of *+ . County of Los
Angeles, State of California, more particulardy deseribed in Exhibit A attached herelo and
meorporated herein by reference, together wilth all improvernents Lhereon and Axtures
affixed therewe and all privileges, easemenis, tenements and appurienances thereon of in
any way appertaimng to such real property (colleciively, the "'Property™).

THE PROPERTY 15 CONVEYED TO GRANTEE SUBIECT TO: (a) all
liens, cncumbrances, easements, covenants, conditions, and restactions of recond; (b all
matters that woilld be reveale] or disclosed in an accurale survey of the Property; (c) a
lien for not yel dehinguent laxes, and any pgemeral or special aszegssments againgt the
Property allocable to Lhe period after Grantee becomes the owner of Lhe Property; (d}
zoning ordinances and regulations and any other laws, omdinances, or governmental
regulations restrieling or repulaiing the use, sccupancy, or enjoyment of the Property; (e}
Grantce's covenant not to use the 207 alley located on the western portion of the land for
any vehicular use whalsoever, 1nciuding parking, deliverics, loading or unloading or
dnveway purpases, starage or trash purposes; (£) Grantee’s covenant Lo reques! that the
Cily wacate its public casement for use of this alley in connection with any proposed

development of the land; and (g) Granlee’s agreement to prokibit use of the roof of any
structure which may be constructed on the Property for any public purposes.

*#+* Hormosa Beach
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TO HAYE AND TO HOLD the Properly with all rghts, privileges,
appurtetances, and immunitics thereto belonging or in any way appenaining unto the
said Grantec and unto Grattec s heirs, successors and assigns forever.

i~ WITNESS WHERECQE, the undersignud has executed this Grant Decd
dated as of April 7. 208k,

2851 PCH PARTNERS [1C.
a Calitorma linued liability company

By: 2851 MCI Managemient, Toe.
a Califormiy corporation,
its Manaper

i AL Benpamin, Presidyg
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State of Califorma )
£ ounty of Lﬂﬁﬂ?ﬁ_{_ﬂa 1

- ‘ wddg & Alstany 1161
on Aprig 1 ave?  befreme, £ /A Code MoTRRy IO

porsonally appearcd

— F""J.ﬂ LAy '

whe proved 1o me on the basis of satistactory evidence to be the personie] whose pamelsT
iv/are subscrbed to the within instrument and acknowledped to me that he iy
cxecuted the same i hishersremauthorized capacitylie), and that by hisReedher
sigrustucefs on the instrument the person{s, of the entity apon bohall of which the
personie acted. executed the insitumant.

| cenify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of Califormia thal
the forceaing paragraph is iree and oomect.

WITNESS my hand and «flicial seal.

Sigratire 0, Colr. — ___(su i‘“‘“‘“"““@ Sy
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION
EXHIBIT ™A~

PARLCE 1:

THE FEUMHERLY 100 FEET OF THE NOETHERLY ASDIFEET CF THE EASTERLY 160 FEET OF LOT "A" OF TRALT

B, 1594, §M THE CITY OF HERMOSS BERCH, COUNTY OF LS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFCRKLA, AS FER

?S.P"IEIEEEI?IDEU IN BOOK 73 PAGE 16 OF MAPS, [N THE QFFICE OF THE COLUNTY RECORDER OF SAID
u .

SAID LAMD BEING SHOWWM OH THE CERTIFICATE OF COMPLLAMCE FUR, LOT LINE AQILSTMENT RECORDED
MARCH J4, 208 AT IWSTRLUMENT HC: 200805808 OF OFFICTAL RECORDS.

PARLEL I:

THAT PORTION OF THE WEST 20 FEET O CaMING AEAL AS SHUMYN OM ST MAP OF THACT M 1554,
TITLE TO WHICH WOLRLG PASS BY & COMWVEYANCE DESCRIBED PARCEL | HERETMBEFRE DESLRIGED.

S0 LAND GEING SHOWM 0N THE CERTIFICATE COF CDMPLIANCE FQR LOT LINE ADGUSTHENT RECORDED
MARCT 24, 2008 AS IMSTRUMENT NO: 200E0TH0E OF OFFICIAL RIS,

PARTEL 3

THAT PORTION OF LOT *A" OF TRACT 1554, 1N THE CITY OF HERMIOSA BEACH, CTUNTY OF LOG ANGELES,
STATE OF CALIFORKLA, AS PER MAF RECORDED 1M BODK 22 PA-E 16 OF MAPS, IN THE OFFICE OF THE
COUNTY RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS;

BEGTMMING AT THE NORTHEASTERLY COMRMER OF SAID LOT "A7, THEMCE ALOMG THE NORTHEALY LINE OF
SAID LOT, MORTH B9® 56' 307 WEST 180,05 FEET T} THE MO THEASTERLY QORNER OF LOT 24 0F TRACT
WO 15243 A5 PER MAP RECORDCED TN BOOW 379 PAGES M) AND 11 OF MAPS, RECORDS CF SALD CCRMTY,
THENCE AL ONG THE EASTERLY LINDS OF LOTS 44, 23, 2.2 AND 21 OF ATL TRACT ND. 1524, 300TH (F 15
50" WEST 342 50 FEET TO THE SOUTHEASTERLY CORMER OF 10 LOT 21, THENCE ALCKG THE HCRTHERLY
LINE OF LOT 19 OF SAID TRACT NO. 15243, ZOUTH B9 56' 30" EAST 20,05 FEET TO THE HORTHEASTERLY
COAMER DF SA10 LOT 19, THEWCE SOUTH 892 44 10 EAST 160,00 FEET T THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID
LOT "A°, THEMCE ALONG SAID LAST MENTIDNED EALTERLY LINE, NOMTH O 15 50 EAST 343.1% FEET 1O
THE POINT OF BEGIMNLNG,

EXCEFT THE EASTERLY 160 FEET THERELF
ALS0 EXCEPT THE MCIRTHERLY 250 FEET THEREOF

SAI0 LANDY BETMG SHOWN IOM THE CERTIFICATE OF COMPLLANCE FOR LOT LINE ADIUSTMENT RECORDED
MARCH 24, 2008 AS INSTRUMENT MO. 20080958083 (F OFFICIAL RECOADS.

APN: 4169-034-017, 4169-133-018 pm

CLTA, Pryl prerary Fagart; Faen - Modidfisd (1111758
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Dac Gih, 2015
COMMLIPG T |,

Kon Roberizon,

Community Development Liccetor
1315 Valley 13

lHlermosa Beach, Ca 90254

Mear Ken,

I am extramely concerned about the 5 block. mulin levet, 650 emplovee Skechers campuos that ix
being propesed to Flemosa and Manbatan, Twent to the meeting put on by Skechens al the
Beach House, Skechers shed some light at the mecting on Tee 2md on some issues that many of
us were shacked 10 see. One being that they realize thae their ticks would not be able to
arciind 4t the loading dock on Boundary so they will e using residential strects 1o make the tum.
Duncan and 30ih. Equally shacking is the free land (Air and underground on 301h) that tey will
getting w do this progect, and the sbility 10 chanpge a Ri (residential} bot 1o a C1 {commetcial),

Skechers relayed that they are pood neighbors even though they have oot maimained any of the
properties an Scpulveda ollen requiring residents to weed wack due (o neglect. Skechers
representative aviaally sand they would pet aut there toengreow and clean i up, O coorse it did
not happen. | have had never had @ good eneoomter with Skechers as a neighbor. And | have had
Many.

Fersonally | found the Skechers represematives uninformed and many times tongue tied.

| dov ot want my residential nesghborhood turning indo 2 comimereial ok route, Skochers s
saying that they do not intend 1o wse the loading docks but how will they get food for their
caleteria? | have a simall business in the souh bay and | cheeked with a trucking company tha
delivers lo me and the trucks they use are over 3000 toos. There is o smen on PDunean that
prohibits commercial vehictes over 30 tons on the sireet however | soc them as T live 1here.
Wil this be a law constantly broken?? How will it be enforced 7

Please respond o our neghborhood coneems,

Carol [eker
Concerned cilizen
X100 2R3-Fa07

eccker 5% e mail_com

A0 Traetbe



From: Larry Lawrence

To: mlundstedt@citymb.info; Laurie B. Jester; Eric Haaland; Peter Mow; Tim Ball; lisa@wkrklaw.com

Cc: kehafin@hermosabch.org; Joe Power; David Hibbert; Clare Look-Jaeger; Heather Imgrund; Ken Robertson;
Scott Lawrence

Subject: Fw: Comments regarding proposed Skechers campus project

Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:40:03 PM

FYI, project comments.

Larry

From: Tom Bakaly

Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:13 AM

To: Kim Chafin

Subject: FW: Comments regarding proposed Skechers campus project

Please include as an official comment to the EIR. Thanks - Tom

From: Chris Prenter [mailto:chris@prenterdesign.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:43 AM

To: Ken Robertson; Tom Bakaly
Subject: Comments regarding proposed Skechers campus project

Ken,

Last night I attended the Skechers community presentation for their Hermosa Beach campus
project on PCH. | came away from the meeting convinced that this project is not a good fit for Hermosa. Our
city needs more retail businesses to generate sales tax for our city, but Skechers wants to take away — forever
— those two full blocks of potential sales tax generating commercial properties on our crucial PCH corridor. In
return we get a mega-campus generating ~600 cars worth of increased traffic and just the city’s portion of income
from the property taxes. There are many reasons that this project is not a good fit for our city.

There is greater risk for our city with a project that serves only one business. What happens if Skechers goes
bankrupt? It is much better to have a diversity of businesses occupying that corridor on PCH to reduce the risk of
loss. Development with retail on the bottom floor and office space above would be a much better use of those
properties as it would greatly increase tax revenue. Even a hotel would be better than a mega-campus. A great
example of business that can thrive on that corridor is the new Dunn Edwards paint store located adjacent to the
proposed project. Yet, Skechers’s representative was quick to dismiss the viability of retail business on that
corridor. You may recall that automotive businesses on that same stretch generated a lot of sales tax for
Hermosa before Skechers bought all those properties and left them to rot.

The fact that Skechers has let that strip run fallow for all these years without even having the decency to maintain
the properties is proof that they are not good neighbors. Neighboring residents scolded the Skechers
representatives for ignoring their pleas for many years to clear weeds and fix broken windows. It seems Skechers
would rather have the area appear rundown so that people will beg them to build something — anything — just to
improve the appearance. This is not how a business wins favor with the community.

Finally, Skechers estimates only 15 Hermosa residents will actually work at their new campus. Most of the ~500
new employees will be commuting from other areas. This project does not appear to be a major job provider for
our city and that, combined with the negative traffic impact and the lack of substantial financial benefit, illustrates
the incompatibility of the project with our community’s sustainability goals and need for sales tax generating
business. This project is simply too big and provides too little benefit for our community to proceed.

Thank you for your time reviewing this letter. | hope you will take what | have written into consideration.
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Sincerely,

Chris Prenter

Prenter Dersign
Group, Inc.

marketing | branding | communications

Prenter Design Group, Inc.

625 Loma Drive

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254
Phone: 310.379.4514

Email: chris@prenterdesign.com
Website: www.prenterdesign.com
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From: Kim Chafin

To: Larry Lawrence; Joe Power; Heather Imgrund; Laurie B. Jester
Subject: FW: Skechers DIER and Other General Comments on the Process
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:11:11 PM

FYI

From: Kim Chafin

Sent: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:11 PM

To: 'lisa@wkrklaw.com'

Subject: FW: Skechers DIER and Other General Comments on the Process

FYI

From: Kim Chafin On Behalf Of Ken Robertson

Sent: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:09 PM

To: 'Claudia Berman'; Ken Robertson

Subject: RE: Skechers DIER and Other General Comments on the Process

Good afternoon, Ms. Berman!

Thank you for contacting us. | have been checking Mr. Robertson’s emails while he is out.

Your comments are being forwarded to the EIR consultants, representatives of both cities, and the
development team.

Thank you for taking the time to provide your comments; we appreciate it.

And thank you for your suggestion about the web page! We just finished updating it, and you can

now find the video from the Nov 18" Scoping Meeting, as well all the other documents we have
regarding the Skechers project on the same page: http://www.hermosabch.org/index.aspx?

page=482.
Thank you, Ms. Berman!

Kimv Chafiny, AICP, LEED -AP

Senior Planner, Community Development Department
City of Hermosa Beach
(310) 318-0242

From: Claudia Berman [mailto:its 42@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, December 04, 2015 4:32 PM

To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Skechers DIER and Other General Comments on the Process

Hi Ken,

- o Here are my comments concerning the Skechers Project as a whole:

0 The city website needs to have a separate web page with a link from the
“What's New” menu for Skechers. It is too difficult to find information on
the Skechers project.

o | am very concerned that the Skechers complex will cause the traffic on
PCH to grind to a halt during rush hour. If that is the case, it is possible


mailto:kchafin@hermosabch.org
mailto:lx4@sbcglobal.net
mailto:JPower@rinconconsultants.com
mailto:himgrund@rinconconsultants.com
mailto:ljester@citymb.info
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that Skechers may have issues in the campus being viable in the long
term. If they abandon the project in let's say, 5 years due people not
wanting to work there because of traffic, other businesses requiring
office space would also not be interested, due to traffic as well. | had a
2 hour commute for 2 years, and | left my job rather than continue that
commute.

0 There may be other reasons in the future that would cause Skechers to
vacate. What other companies would want that amount off office space?
Would it lie vacant? Retail wouldn’t be an option without the campus
being torn down and rebuilt. That would be a huge expense.

o In the cost/benefit analysis, I'd like to see 1) That it be very clear on
existing vs. net new cost/benefit to the city and 2) I'd like to see
alternative land use scenarios, such as retail, rather than office space,
that would create less traffic and bring in more city revenue. Or a
combination of retail and office space that is greatly scaled down.

o | would like to see a list of “asks” form Skechers for all zoning changes
requested or any other “special”’ requests.

« Here are my inputs to the Skechers DEIR:
o In the traffic analysis, | would like to see, not just the delays at the key
intersections noted, but also cumulative drive time estimates. | go to the
airport frequently, and traffic on PCH can be absolutely horrible. Just 2

weeks ago, it took me 45 minutes to get from 2"4 & Valley to LAX via
PCH at 8AM. With the Skechers project will the 45 minutes become 90
minutes? This would be unacceptable.
o I'dlike to see estimated drive times for the following.
= In the peak AM rush hour, I'd like to see an estimate of drive time

on PCH heading north from 190" to Skechers , from Pier to
Skechers, and from Skechers to Manhattan Beach Blvd.

* In the peak PM rush hour, I'd like to see an estimate of drive time
on PCH heading south from Manhattan Beach Blvd to Skechers,

and from Skechers to Pier, and from Skechers to 190™".

» These drive times need to include all time on the PCH, including
the wait time for people either entering the garage or people who
want to pass Skechers but have to wait until the employees enter
the parking garage. So I'm really asking for is a queuing
simulation of aggregate time spent on PCH.

o For any traffic/transportation mitigation recommendations, please be very
specific. For example, “Taking the bus or Encourage carpooling” is not
specific enough of a plan. There needs to be a specific enough plan in
order to have a faith that the mitigation measure would really work. In
the community meeting on 12/2/15, it was clear that Skechers has no
clear policy on trying to reducing the number of cars.

o For the cumulative traffic estimates, there should be a “worst case”
model to include Redondo Beach’s transportation estimates from their
proposed Waterfront project. Hermosa and Manhattan beaches are part
of their “key market areas” and PCH traffic will increase from that



project. I'm primarily concerned about the evening rush hour traffic from
Skechers adding to the possible dinner/movie traffic to Redondo
Waterfront. See their DIER with traffic estimates:
http://www.redondo.org/depts/planning/waterfront_draft eir/default.asp.
| would also like to see an “guessitmate” of potential impact of the AES
site going “commercial and/or residential”.
o I'd like the project description to be very clear on where the buildings are

located for the entire Skechers footprint (Hermosa, Manhattan, New,
Existing).

Thank you,

Claudia Berman

443 2" Street, Hermosa Beach


http://www.redondo.org/depts/planning/waterfront_draft_eir/default.asp
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Dicar M. Holaerrson:

Tam a resident of Longfellow Avenoe in ] leeoosa Beach, On Wednesduy, Decemnber 2% [

anrendeodd o commniry meeting regarding the new Sketchers faolines proposed alons
Seprlveda havdevaed i rhe ciges of Manhaman Beach and Flermosa Beach, Whale |
apprveiate Sketchets pesture to diseuss the perjest wich rhe comumanity, the inberooaticn
prowithed at that naeetbly depened iy concepnz ot the inpace: on tocal residents
associated with this peject, 1 respeetfully reguest thae the Ciny of Herimosa Beach, actiog as
Lead svgency vnder the Califoria Fovaommental Chediey Aer (CTICAY for the
Lviroomental Impact Repoct (LR ewrg poopared for this projecr, identifies a valile
alweratveds) o the proposed pooect that 209 nor result e signidican mpasrs oo local
resrdences.

sketchers propascd projeet involves constroction smd operation of mume cons krge-seade
buildings for o varicry of conmergial uses. Borh consoouctinn and aperation of these
Evellaies will have sigmalacam topacss o the Ineal neighlroreod. Construcnon will mke
place over 1 two year erbad, resulimg m, baee et Jinired oo, significant aie gualey, traffic,
and nolse tnpacts, Opetaion of these Gualiries sll also pesuln i significant impaces on
nearhy cesllences, pomadily fram i and amse.

As currenily proposed, the project aall eesalt I barge tracks eravelling devan Bendary Place
andd ather residendal streees every day, all day, Boundaoy Place is o narroess alley aath
residents’ bedegnms and living arcas located immediately adjacent o the moadway, The oear
aif coamimereial Teucks weavelling dovwn tius alley 2 a comnplerely snappropnate use tor ths
restdennal setpng. The nolie mpacts to resdens would be signiicant and vnacceptable.



-2- Lrecember 51, 20635

The project will alsa result in op w 1R peopte commuaing to il from these faclines,
with a fair number of them using local steeets, some of which ace aleeidy overbuploned
Tongfellow), for their duly comoute, Besdemial siceets shouald o, and st nee, b wsed
15 hiphways For wrucks and commuters. Moreover, cormmerclal tucks and mvreased traflic
sl resole in 2 signidicant safery eisk to the many childeen, pets, and elderly people sl eavel
diraen these streers and allesaavs and o readents pulling in and oat of ther deiveways,

Luring the communety mevtiog, 1wass tobld by Skerchet's arrorney fhar che Plancing
Comoussion regured Ioading docks fur the alfiee Gooling proposced ar Sepabeeda anl
Bewundary Place, but that “they werrn't plaiomg on asing them' with the excepiion of
pecasional deliveries of office supphes. 1 Lowever, duneg the waffie presenearion, the
cempmnun ity was told that 1rucks would epularly vse these loaliog doczs aod sioce thore s
Ao roeen e e aroand, rrocks weold be sraveling dovwen Bowndany Place tooesie ek ono
Sepuleeds From varther Lunean Siecer o W5 Strecr. Cbviowsly, these bvo seatements se
coodlice. 1 wus alsa rold that the losdiye ducks swere heing constmgred st in case Shetchers
stald the building at soime point, = these docks would be deateable e porenmal buyvees. In
Light oof these Bees, the ity Counol anmd the Planomg Corenissien should keep in oand char
they are not only approving Sketchees proposed use of the progrerty, butalso the we afany
suhsequent owners of the property. Thercby, even JF the Ciry werne W regurve o Coponiiment
feenm Skechers that they would only oceasionally vse these loadiong docks, the Line cimner
puarmires that fuhure awpers would rot sepalarly wie these tosdige docks s srore
inportantly, the local strect netweek, fot comenercaad reafhic.

Sketchers also stated that they comot coostouct truck wnloading docks o1 parkiog garages off
of Bepulvedn broause this would reguire aceclertion and deceleration lanes. Whale T realize
dus worll be difficult and peolsbly vxpensive, 17 s ar apaossilile, and shoald be
considered, At the very Least, wll i rkir'l[..r, anpl eeuck hoading doghes shoadd be located nothe
north side of Sepulaeda, whick s alreacdy o commercial area. I chis s ner possible, Sketchers
should construct undergeound loadioyr ducks that provide enrogh tooi For the brucks W
tuzn aronnd and exit onto Sepulveda. Commercial acuvites spalling oo owe reside il
stroets aid neighborlonds st ot be permitted or sioctioned ly 1he Ciey il Elermuasg
Bench.

-l Iy, ray prelimonary ndersmanding is that techomcal shudies conducied for the LR haee
derermined rhar ihe projecr will vesulr in sipnificao impacts to the communite from oote,
teal (e, anll alr pollunen. D aceordanc with C1-00A 0Fa project resalts inspmibcant
mmpacts Ut canoot e imilpated to belaw a level of sipnificance, the Lead Apency (m this
ease, the Uity of Hermaosa Beach) mwst adopt o Stateinent of Ovciending Consideralnons
) concluding that the benefits of the propoesed preject sulstandally ourweigh the
unavuidable sipnificant adhverse impacts rhat waocld resalt from peoject imple me e oon.
Since thiz project will result in de oninimus reveone o the Cay of Heemosa Beach, @ notan
essemial pblic o private Facihify, and negatecely wnpacts almost as many jpeogle ws the
nuenber of peaple that may e eoploved ad the feility, Teamon imagme bes the Uity of
Hermosa Beagh weauld jusnfy thae the benefits of the project salsstantially eureceigh the
anpraces oo Jocal tesndems. Ler's he glear, the benebcianies of the peoject aoe the owners and
sharcholders of Sketchers, not the iy ol Henmesa Seach. Flaving said that, i principal, T
am ot oppased to Skerchers buildiog nes facilioes an tlds hocaren, bur Lam oppansad 1o rhe
facilities s presporsed.



ecembar 13, M5

Again, T resprevfully request char the Cigy Councl and the Flapning Commussion, a3
representatives and stewards of oue Ciy, work wih Skewchers to develop a project

alternative that is acceprable o both Sketchers and the leeal neighborhood. For cur
community, the henefits of this project a5 praposed, does not curweigh our peace of mind

Qf o qu:a-]jt:.' of Lfe.

"v‘.im;q:rr:]'l.r
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From: Kim Chafin

To: Joe Power; Heather Imgrund; Laurie B. Jester; Ed Almanza

Cc: Larry Lawrence; Ken Robertson

Subject: FW: Skechers DIER and Other General Comments on the Process
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 5:04:19 PM

Attachments: comment 11-24-15 Skechers EIR #1.pdf

ADDENDUM SKE C HE R S SCOPING MEETING !.msa

EW Proposed Skechers" Project and Its Impact to Residents in 1000 Block of Duncan Avenue.msqg

EW Skechers Corporate Office Project.msa

EW follow up to our meeting today on the subject noted below.msa

FW Comments regarding proposed Skechers campus project.msq

EW Skechers DEIR Comments.msa

COMMENTS 11-22-15 REGARDING SKECHERS DESIGN CENTER 111915.pdf
comment letter re Skechers from Merfy 12-7-15.pdf

Adencies 5-27-15.pdf

SCAQOMD.pdf

Just want to make sure everyone has copies of all the comments received thus far.
Thanks!

Kimv Chafin, AICP, LEED -AP
Senior Planner, Community Development Department

City of Hermosa Beach
(310) 318-0242

From: Kim Chafin

Sent: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 4:58 PM

To: 'Lisa Kranitz'

Cc: Ken Robertson; Larry Lawrence

Subject: RE: Skechers DIER and Other General Comments on the Process

Good afternoon, Lisal!

Attached are the eight public comment emails we have received thus far in response to the NOP,

plus a PDF of a USPS-mailed letter that came in yesterday.

Also attached are two agency letters in response to the previous NOP, just in case you don’t have a

copy for your files.
Thanks!

Kimv Chafiny, AICP, LEED -AP

Senior Planner, Community Development Department
City of Hermosa Beach
(310) 318-0242

From: Lisa Kranitz [mailto:lisa@wkrklaw.com]

Sent: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:26 PM

To: Kim Chafin

Cc: Ken Robertson

Subject: RE: Skechers DIER and Other General Comments on the Process

Kim,

Thanks. So far we have received 2 e-mails that have been forwarded. Have there been any other


mailto:kchafin@hermosabch.org
mailto:JPower@rinconconsultants.com
mailto:himgrund@rinconconsultants.com
mailto:ljester@citymb.info
mailto:superpark@igc.org
mailto:lx4@sbcglobal.net
mailto:krobertson@hermosabch.org
mailto:lisa@wkrklaw.com

Name: Richard Sullivan

Address: 2954 La Carlita St. HB 90254

Affiliation: Resident

Phone: 310-372-8681

Email: Sullivan.richard.w@att.net

Subject: Comments on Skechers EIR Scoping Meeting 18 Nov 2015

To: Ken Robertson, Director Community Development, Hermosa Beach, krobertson@hermosabch.org

Kent Allen, Hermosa Beach Planning Commission, kentallen@gmail.com

Gentlemen:

| would like to make the following comments on the EIR and the scoping process:

1.

What is the legal status of the EIR? Does it constitute an enforceable legal restriction on the owners, occupants
and operators of the properties described in the EIR? What is the relationship between a Conditional Use
Permit (CUP) and the EIR? Does the Planning Commission plan to issue a CUP to Skechers? If so, when and how
will this be done?
Many of the questions and concerns raised at the scoping meeting referenced above are typically addressed in
the CUP, such as:

a. Hours of operation, weekend operations, the exact nature of operations (retail, sales, offices,

manufacturing etc.

b. Times permitted for deliveries, loading, unloading, etc.

c. Parking off premises
The City and many of its residents have extensive experience with the CUP process as an enforceable agreement
between the City and its residents. It seems to me that we cannot properly evaluate the environmental impact
of the Skechers operation without a CUP.
| would like to formally object to permitting construction starting at 7:30am. This means that in practice
workers and their associated equipment will start showing up at 7:00am or sooner which is disruptive to the
residential neighborhood. It also seems to me that an EIR is not the proper place to grant exceptions to city laws
and regulations.
I am concerned that there are no provisions for parking for the workers and their equipment, and no restrictions
stated on the delivery and storage of construction materials and equipment. Absent restrictions, this stuff
invariably ends up on various side streets near the construction site, which is disruptive.
I am concerned about the status of the alleyway behind the design center, which abuts my property. What type
of activities will be permitted there and during what hours?

Thank you for your consideration,

Richard Sullivan



mailto:Sullivan.richard.w@att.net

mailto:krobertson@hermosabch.org




ADDENDUM: S K E C H E R S SCOPING MEETING !

		From

		HBresident@roadrunner.com

		To

		HBresident@roadrunner.com

		Recipients

		HBresident@roadrunner.com



I've provided a more-extensive rendering below than the one mistakenly sent in my prior reminder.

PROPOSED SKECHERS FOLLY ADDENDUM: 

IMPORTANT PUBLIC DRAFT-EIR PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING Wednesday, November 18, at 7-PM in the Hermosa Beach Community Center Theater, 710 Pier Avenue.  (To be video-taped for delayed-replay.  Important-Please attend as it will not be live-broadcast or live-streamed.)   

Note: As I understand it, the purpose of a scoping meeting and during its additional time period is, among other things, for you to comment and provide input as to what you believe should be considered, included, and answered in the scope of the Draft Environmental Impact Report.  (The draft-EIR)   This right is provided for by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

Now, is this SKECHERS project actually a shopping Mall disguised as a corporate campus?  Just joking. That would be as dumb and out-of-scale a project as this appears to be.

I  had meant to include the image below (looks like a shopping mall doesn't it?) with the prior reminder to you which only showed a portion of the SKECHERS train of linked structures.

Be sure to click the image (or if attached) and/or scroll left-right to view all of its length. 

    See more comments below this image.

The image above does not begin to indicate the scale and high-density/intensity of this project in terms of people, vehicles, multiple-subterranean levels of parking, etc.  (the trees rendered in the foreground make the complex appear smaller)

Interesting to note:  SKECHERS evidently is planning a corporate-campus that 'Parkour' enthusiasts will absolutely have their eyes trained upon as being the ultimate Hermosa Beach urban obstacle course.  Rooftops to rooftops to walls to sidewalks via its entire mega-monolith train-of sterile robotic appearing boxes.


Let's face it, SKECHERS apparently cares little about the Hermosa Beach and PCH impacts their project portends.   Btw, get in line for lots of corporate write-off, charitable donations for SKECHERS to buy their way in to the city.  Can you say E&B oil?

This monster belongs in the maze of El Segundo corporate campuses where there's a "Green Line" train, and Freeway off-ramps present, to bring their hundreds of minions to work.  It clearly does not belong in and overwhelming Hermosa Beach, especially on already GRID-LOCKED, DANGEROUS, PCH.

BTW, has anyone wondered what this monster-monolith will become when SKECHERS goes the route of so many other shoe companies?  Perhaps it could become an indoor automobile dealership with three levels of mechanics' shops in the basements.    At least that would bring some  revenue to the city.  This thing will bring little more than impacts and a token annual business license fee.  With time the property tax itself, basis Prop-13 and inflation will become insignificant in the scheme of things.  Properties like this are corporate owned and seldom get resold and thus their property tax bumped-up as with residential.

Hermosa Beach evidently allows the unlimited purchase and merging of as many parcels as you like for one corporate complex.  Note the downtown monster hotels being absurdly facilitated by the city on multiple parcels.

Did you know that the height limit is 5 feet higher (35 feet) in Hermosa Beach on PCH, then it is at (30 feet) in Manhattan Beach on Sepulveda Blvd.  Additionally, Hermosa Beach allows all kinds of junk above the height limit, rarely  shown on renderings.  The drawings in the report (link below) show the height values displayed on the low ends of each structure in sea-level elevations, i.e., clearly trying to deceive the reviewer of the drawings.

Did you ever attend a Hermosa Beach Planning Commission meeting and hear a developer's paid shill state, "This will be a boootiful addition to the community, and it will clean up a blighted area"?  Or, "We would like a continuation to work with the neighbors", never mentioning that the project will seriously impact the whole city and South Bay as such, not just the lives of some immediate neighbors who get the notice and will feel the direct brunt of the project.

Every abomination built to date in Hermosa Beach, and there are plenty of them, once had just such statements made in a Planning Commission or City Council meeting before being rubber-stamped and built.  Just look around.

One of the most over-used statements made by commissioners on the Hermosa Planning Commission is, "It meets all codes, I will be voting for it".

For a company, SKECHERS, that makes a myriad of shoe designs, they evidently want their designers working in something that looks like a factory filled with robots making robots.

If it were black in color it would remind one of the aging TRW (now Northrop Corp's) 'Space Park' corporate-campus at the South-East corner of Marine Avenue and Aviation Blvd that was built in 1961.  Except that campus has open space and is lower in profile.




IMPORTANT: Review the public notice and significant additional information re: the Hermosa Beach SKECHERS project for PCH at the following PDF file's link.

You are invited to a Manhattan Beach / Hermosa Beach combined cities Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Public Scoping meeting which is to take place Wednesday, November 18, at 7-PM in the Hermosa Beach Community Center Theater, 710 Pier Avenue.

The link follows here to a 76-page PDF document.  Note, this is a direct-PDF file and thus you can zoom in to any level of detail. If you are not aware of how to zoom, rotate, etc., typically you can move your mouse over a page image and then right-click to get a context menu of additional tools.

http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=6495

Also: I just received the following reply from the city indicating that a video will be made, archived, and replayed of the scoping  meeting in the Community Center Theater.   Thanks go to resident Al Benson for again providing his services.
__________________

Thank you for contacting us regarding the Skechers Draft EIR Public Scoping Meeting scheduled for Wednesday, November 18th from 7-9 pm at the Community Center.

Arrangements have made for the meeting to be videotaped by Mr. Benson, and it will be added to Granicus and replayed on the cable as well.

Kim Chafin, AICP, LEED-AP
Senior Planner, Community Development Department
City of Hermosa Beach
(310) 318-0240
______________________
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FW: Proposed Skechers' Project and Its Impact to Residents in 1000 Block of Duncan Avenue

		From

		Ken Robertson

		To

		'Larry Lawrence (lx4@sbcglobal.net)'; Kim Chafin; Heather Imgrund

		Recipients

		lx4@sbcglobal.net; kchafin@hermosabch.org; himgrund@rinconconsultants.com



I guess I will forward all comments to you three.



 



Ken Robertson



Director, Community Development Department



City of Hermosa Beach



(310) 318-0242



 



From: Marisa Lundstedt [mailto:mlundstedt@citymb.info] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:29 AM
To: Laurie B. Jester; Eric Haaland; Erik Zandvliet
Cc: Ken Robertson
Subject: FW: Proposed Skechers' Project and Its Impact to Residents in 1000 Block of Duncan Avenue



 



FYI



 



Marisa Lundstedt
Director of Community Development
P: (310) 802-5503
E: mlundstedt@citymb.info
Image removed by sender. City of Manhattan Beach, CA



From: Jacqueline Zuanich-Ferrell [mailto:jzuanichferrell@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:50 AM
To: Marisa Lundstedt
Subject: Proposed Skechers' Project and Its Impact to Residents in 1000 Block of Duncan Avenue



 



 



I am unable to attend the Scoping meeting for the Manhattan Beach Component of Skechers’ expansion. Here are my thoughts:



 



My biggest concern is the impact of an additional driveway on Duncan Avenue (south side) for exiting employees. In the document, Skechers admits that their current underground parking (north side) is inadequate so they will build additional spaces for that purpose in the new underground parking lot. It is my belief that this will increase the traffic west on our block (due to employees making a right turn on Dianthus to travel to 2nd Street for access to a signal light).  



 



Should the city of MB even allow two driveways for Skechers’ employees to exit onto Duncan Avenue? Why not place the entry and exit driveway for the new MB building on Sepulveda Blvd and require a deceleration and acceleration lane (similar to the lane planned for the Hermosa Beach Component)? (Actually on page 16 in pdf, there is no garage exit shown for underground parking in the new MB building).



 



Minimally, since the city of Manhattan Beach makes all decisions concerning the posting and enforcement of no left turn signs and no right turn signs for business driveways, it could make these a requirement for approval. Two examples where this has been done are the exit onto 1st Street from La Marina Pre-School and exit onto 3rd Street from Taco Bell). I had a series of email exchanges with our city traffic engineer regarding this issue. Erik Zandvliet (city traffic engineer) stated that a prohibition on turns can be made a condition of project approval, if justified.



 



My overall concern is that Skechers has chosen a highly dense area to build their corporate headquarters and because of that we will either face additional west-bound traffic on our street from exiting employees of Skechers or we may face additional intersections being controlled by signal lights, including Duncan Avenue.



 



Also as part of the Hermosa Beach Component, Skechers is asking (from Cal Trans) for a new signal at Keats to allow north-bound employees to enter a new business driveway just south of 30th Street. It is rare that a signal light is placed on the Sepulveda Blvd/Pacific Coast Hwy corridor where the only reason for the signal light is to provide a left turn for northbound drivers into a business driveway. Should Skechers be required to re-design to relocate this driveway? 



 



My final thought is that there is no new building planned at this time by Skechers for the frontage along Sepulveda Blvd between Boundary Place and Longfellow Avenue. There is an office building there but it is vacant. (Skechers’ employees are permitted to park under the office building). Will Skechers maintain the building and property so it is not an eyesore? The same concern is for the other properties (Auto Werxstatt Auto Repair, the former Copy Shop and Debonair Cleaners) in this proposed development during the time it will take for the project to receive approval and begin construction. Already the properties (including landscaping ) have begun to look shabby.



 



Jackie Zuanich-Ferrell



resident at 1018 Duncan Avenue



310-748-2181
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FW: Skechers Corporate Office Project

		From

		Ken Robertson

		To

		'Larry Lawrence (lx4@sbcglobal.net)'; Kim Chafin; Heather Imgrund

		Recipients

		lx4@sbcglobal.net; kchafin@hermosabch.org; himgrund@rinconconsultants.com



More comments



 



Ken Robertson



Director, Community Development Department



City of Hermosa Beach



(310) 318-0242



 



From: Hong Fang [mailto:fanghong50@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:16 AM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: Jim Fang
Subject: Re: Skechers Corporate Office Project



 



Hello Mr. Robertson:



 



We learnt from the public notice on Easy Reader about the proposed office building project of Skechers around the boundary line of Hermosa Beach and Manhattan Beach. In the process of preparing EIR by both cities, you are soliciting comments from the local residents.

While having a corporate office built in the city will enhance the appearance of the city and generate revenues for the future development of the cities and well being of the neighborhood, the negative impact, particularly on environment should be well attended in the planning stage. We would like have our voice heard, and share the hard lesson with our planning officials and other local residents.

Our immediate concern is noise even though the proposed building will be for the office and design center purpose. We live at 1034 Duncan Place sharing the boundary line with one of the Skechers office buildings on 225. S. Sepulveda Blvd. Manhattan Beach. There is a large machine built next to the boundary (which is, according to Skechers, a device to cool the water for its air conditioner). The machine runs from 6:00am to 8:00pm Mondays through Fridays making noise penetrating through our double panel windows and insulating wall into our home, forcing us to close all our windows and doors facing to Skechers all day, every day to reduce the noise! This noise created by this Skechers' machine is so lasting and pervasive that intrudes the peace and quiet life becoming a nuisance to the neighbors.

Besides, it is our understanding that Skechers building in Manhattan Beach is for office use only.  Incident use of the site for truck loading and unloading may be permitted, however, it becomes unbearable when the premise becoming virtually a docking yard with trucks starting roaring and backing sound beeping starting as early as 7:00am.

We are new to this neighborhood (since early 2013), and know little about the history of Skechers building and the city requirements. We do hope that these issues, such with unfriendly environment potential can be addressed at planning stage, higher standards be held and insisted, and routine enforcement be made.

Based on the above hard lesson, we would propose the EIR scope to include the following factors:

1. Noise.  Noise making from the operations, some devices, though for the office use only, when it covers large building could make significant noise intruding peaceful enjoyment of the neighboring residents.

2. Higher standard should apply.  The city should require the noise be significantly below the permitted level. Any noise, even within permitted level, but only marginally, should not be allowed. For example, a device creating noise at 35 dBA on the boundary line with residential property like ours where 40 dBA should not be considered as permissible. The noise such like we presently suffer, even though below 40 dBA, when it becomes lasting and pervasive, is a nuisance. Further, an obsolete device could make more noise than a new one at a time when it was installed. 




3. Location of the noise making device should be strictly scrutinized and balanced. In our situation, the intruding device is not located closer to Skechers’ building with the windows closed all year round, instead located along the boundary line, when Skechers has more than enough premise to house the device away from our residential building . Unless absolutely necessary, or economically impracticable, any noise making devise should be built far away from any residential property. If it is absolutely to build the devise close to residential property, proper remedial measures should be required at design stage to ensure to minimize the impact on the neighbors. 



 



4. Post-construction enforcement should be another factor to take into consideration in EIR.



 



Thank you for your attention. Should you have any questions, please contact us by e-mail fanghong50@gmail.com or phone at (310) 544-8991.   



 



Jim Fang and Hong Fang                                                                                 



Owners of 1034 Duncan Pl.



 






FW: follow up to our meeting today on the subject noted below

		From

		Ken Robertson

		To

		Kim Chafin; 'Larry Lawrence (lx4@sbcglobal.net)'; 'Edward Almanza (superpark@igc.org)'; Heather Imgrund; Joe Power

		Recipients

		kchafin@hermosabch.org; lx4@sbcglobal.net; superpark@igc.org; himgrund@rinconconsultants.com; JPower@rinconconsultants.com



Here’s info from Mr. Benjamin regarding the covenants on use of the alley and other stuff



 



Ken Robertson



Director, Community Development Department



City of Hermosa Beach



(310) 318-0242



 



From: Kim Benjamin [mailto:Kim@laeroc.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:21 PM
To: Ken Robertson; Robertson Ken
Subject: Fwd: follow up to our meeting today on the subject noted below



 



Ken just following up to the meeting right now. Then covenants on title for 2851 PCH specifically prohibits trash or parking or ingress or egress on the west side of the property alley and south portion of the property is prohibited. Please read it. And have the project adhere to all these requirements before a CUP and permit



For construction is issued. In this regard staging for and during construction up the alley should be prohibited at all times of the day and after construction is completed. No ingress or egress 



 



In fact if you read it they can't use the for loading or unloading, parking, any vehicular use, and he city as you know as you signed off on it that the city gave up its easement rights for use of any kind of development there. It's very clear. 



 



Thanks 



 



 



Other comments below also apply here   Thanks 



 



 



Kim Benjamin 


Begin forwarded message:



From: "Kim Benjamin" <Kim@laeroc.com>
To: "krobertson@hermosabch.org" <krobertson@hermosabch.org>
Subject: follow up to our meeting today on the subject noted below



 



Dear Ken:



 



Thanks for your time this morning to go over this proposed project, and the Notice for the draft  Environmental Impact Report, Public Review Period and the Public Scoping Meeting we all attended last month.



 



I want to thank you for extending the deadline for me to offer you my comments, so you can have them incorporated into the EIR process and final report.



 



In this regard, below is an excerpt from the Grant Deed for purchase of the 2851 PCH property, which requires that certain conditions be met by the owner developer, and which I handed you along with the related 



excerpt from the purchase agreement for that property this morning.  Those conditions, which apply to the 2851 PCH site and the alley behind it, as well as use of the roof and other matters, are set out in the Deed as follows:



 





image001.png

‘THE PROPERTY IS CONVEYED TO GRANTEE SUBIJECT TO: (a) all
liens, encumbrances, easements, covenants, conditions, and restrictions of record; (b) all
matters that would be revealed or disclosed in an accurate survey of the Property; (c) a
lien for not yet delinquent taxes, and any general or special assessments against the
Property allocable to the period after Grantee becomes the owner of the Property; (d)
zoning ordinances and regulations and any other laws, ordinances, or governmental
regulations restricting or regulating the use, occupancy, or enjoyment of the Property; ()
Grantee’s covenant not to use the 20 alley located on the western portion of the land for
any vehicular use whatsoever, including parking, deliveries, loading or unloading or
driveway purposes, storage or trash purposes; (f) Grantee’s covenant to request that the
City vacate its public easement for use of this alley in connection with any proposed
development of the land; and (g) Grantee's agreement to prohibit use of the roof of any
structure which may be constructed on the Property for any public purposes.






ATT00001.htm




 


Please note particularly items (e), (f), and (g), as we would like you to be aware of them and insure the City does not approve a project that runs in contravention of these restrictions.


 


You have indicated that the proposed development entails use of the green belt on the west portion of the property, with no access except for fire or police vehicles in times of emergency or related needs.  This makes sense, provided that the alleyway is accessible only for these uses.  I We understand that you are considering raised metal balusters that can be moved up or down to allow access in times of such emergency, and look forward to hearing more details on how such an arrangement will work.


 


We want to make sure that these requirements and limitations are fully addressed in the project, and that you the city are fully aware of these restrictions so as to insure they are implemented accordingly. Please confirm that the EIR and the City permitting processes will be conducted in accordance with these restrictions.  


 


Other concerns we want to raise include the following:


 


            (1)  The daily start time for construction and related work should not begin at 7 am, but at 8 am as is usually required for construction projects in the City;.   


 


            (2) The prohibitions on all vehicular use of the alley way will apply during construction and anything related to the construction of this project, as well as during operations of the Skechers facility or other commercial use;


 


            (3)  During construction, and thereafter during operations, the following security and safety issues should also be addressed:


 


a.         Requirements should be put in place for security cameras and security personnel to insure the safety of the area;


 


b.         There be no parking provision on El Oeste or the alleyway by construction workers or later by employees, business invitees or other parties attending events at the project;


 


c.         Safety and operational limitations be placed on excavation and construction associated with the project to prevent the potential for undermining the support for adjacent properties and causing possible damages to property such as our residence; this is a very important issue which the developer will have to address; and


 


d.         Security camera and related systems and plans be provided for the back part of the project and its structures, to protect the homes adjacent to the alley from the risks of traffic and criminal incursion presented by this 


                                large commercial project.


 


Thank you for your courtesy and for your time. We are available to meet with you and the developer to go over any of these issues. We want you to know we strongly support the development of the sites involved in this project, through a responsible process and project that meets with the requirements of our title and contract restrictions and rights. Thank you !


 


Kim Benjamin 
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WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: 2008063934

Sepulveda Blvd. Properties, LLC.
228 Manhattan Beach Blvd
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
Attn: Philip Paccione

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO:
Sepulveda Blvd. Properties, LLC
228 Manhattan Beach Blvd
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
Attn: Peter Mow

(Space Above This Line For Recorder’s Use Only)

GRANTDEED  |NOT APUBL i RARORD

FOR AND IN CONSIDERATION of the sum of ten dollars ($10.00) and
other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby
acknowledged, 2851 PCH PARTNERS, LLC , a California limited liability company
(hereinafter “Grantor”), hereby grants, sells and conveys to SEPULVEDA BLVD.
PROPERTIES, LLC, a California limited liability company (hereinafter “Grantee™), the
land or real property lying, being, and situated in the City of *#* , County of Los
Angeles, State of California, more particularly described in Exhibit A attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference, together with all improvements thereon and fixtures
affixed thereto and all privileges, easements, tenements and appurtenances thereon or in
any way appertaining to such real property (collectively, the “Property™).

NELSIEY

THE PROPERTY IS CONVEYED TO GRANTEE SUBJECT TO: (a) all :»1;;?:_

liens, encumbrances, easements, covenants, conditions, and restrictions of record; (b) all ;:gg_‘;"
matters that would be revealed or disclosed in an accurate survey of the Property; (c) a g’z}g
lien for not yet delinquent taxes, and any general or special assessments against the gfﬁ%
Property allocable to the period after Grantee becomes the owner of the Property; (d) §§;
zoning ordinances and regulations and any other laws, ordinances, or governmental g:}%
regulations restricting or regulating the use, occupancy, or enjoyment of the Property; () 2

Grantee’s covenant not to use the 20’ alley located on the western portion of the land for
any vehicular use whatsoever, including parking, deliveries, loading or unloading or
driveway purposes, storage or trash purposes; (f) Grantee’s covenant to request that the
City vacate its public easement for use of this alley in connection with any proposed
development of the land; and (g) Grantee’s agreement to prohibit use of the roof of any
structure which may be constructed on the Property for any public purposes.

*% Hermosa Beach
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TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the Property with all rights, privileges,
appurtenances, and immunities thereto belonging or in any way appertaining unto the
said Grantee and unto Grantee’s heirs, successors and assigns forever.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has executed this Grant Deed
dated as of April 7, 2008.

2851 PCH PARTNERS LLC,
a California limited lability company

By: 2851 PCH Management, Inc.
a California corporation,
its Manager

By:
im A. Benjamin,
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State of Califorma )

County of Los An?et.ds )

On A,PR:'L 7, 2007 before me, £ /l)\/cjﬁ Co le /Mf)f/?ﬂ)/ b/,
personally appeared
im A. BedjAmin

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the persongs] whose nametsy
is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they
executed the same in his/kesitheirauthorized capacity(ies), and that by his/heritheir
signature(s) on the instrument the person¢s), or the entity upon behalf of which the
person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that
the foregoing paragraph is true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Si gnatut% ﬁ ﬁ & 4; (Seal)

A2 LINDA COLE

4 -t \:‘ Commission # 1742540

i g},‘ fil) Notary Public — California
\Gh.F/ Los Angeies County -

i MyCarmmn, Bpmeiay 26, 2011








Title No, 08-725112664-A-D]
Locate No. CAFNT0972-0972-0051-0725112664

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
EXHIBIT “A"

PARCEL 1:

THE SOUTHERLY 100 FEET OF THE NORTHERLY 350 FEET OF THE EASTERLY 160 FEET OF LOT "A" OF TRACT
NO. 1594, IN THE CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AS PER
MAP RECORDED IN BOOK 22 PAGE 16 OF MAPS, IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER QOF SAID
COUNTY.

SAID LAND BEING SHOWN ON THE CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE FOR LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT RECORDED
MARCH 24, 2008 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 20080499808 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS,

PARCEL 2:

THAT PORTION OF THE WEST 20 FEET OF CAMINO REAL AS SHOWN ON SAID MAP OF TRACT NO 1594,
TITLE TO WHICH WOULD PASS BY A CONVEYANCE DESCRIBED PARCEL 1 HEREINBEFORE DESCRIBED.

SAID LAND BEING SHOWN ON THE CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE FOR LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT RECORDED
MARCH 24, 2008 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 20080499808 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS.

PARCEL 3:

THAT PORTION OF LOT "A" OF TRACT 1594, IN THE CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AS PER MAP RECORDED IN BOOK 22 PAGE 16 OF MAPS, IN THE OFFICE OF THE
COUNTY RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS;

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT "A", THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF
SAID LOT, NORTH 89° 56' 30" WEST 180.05 FEET TO THE NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF LOT 24 OF TRACT
NO 15243, AS PER MAP RECORDED IN BOOK 379 PAGES 10 AND 11 OF MAPS, RECORDS OF SAID COUNTY,
THENCE ALONG THE EASTERLY LINES OF LOTS 24, 23, 22 AND 21 OF SAID TRACT NO. 15243, SOUTH 0° 15'
50" WEST 342.50 FEET TO THE SOUTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 21, THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY
LINE OF LOT 19 OF SAID TRACT NO. 15243, SOUTH 89° 56' 30" EAST 20.05 FEET TO THE NORTHEASTERLY
CORNER OF SAID LOT 19, THENCE SOUTH 89° 44' 10" EAST 160.00 FEET TO THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID
LOT "A", THENCE ALONG SAID LAST MENTIONED EASTERLY LINE, NORTH 0° 15’ 50" EAST 343.15 FEET TO
THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

EXCEPT THE EASTERLY 160 FEET THEREOF
ALSO EXCEPT THE NORTHERLY 250 FEET THEREQF

SAID LAND BEING SHOWN ON THE CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE FOR LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT RECORDED
MARCH 24, 2008 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 20080499808 OF QOFFICIAL RECORDS.

APN: 4169-034-017, 4169-034-018 ptn

CLTA Preliminary Repart Form - Modified {11/17/06)
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Website Notice draft EIR posted 4-23-15.pdf

City of Hermosa Beach

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT,
PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD, AND PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

Notice is hereby given that the City of Hermosa Beach, Community Development Department, will be
the Lead Agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project identified below.
We need to know your views as to the scope and content of the environmental information to be
prepared for the proposed project.

PROJECT TITLE: Skechers Design Center and Executive Offices Project

PROJECT APPLICANT: Sepulveda Design Center LLC (Skechers USA Inc.), 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard,
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

PROJECT LOCATION: The project site would be located on the west side of Pacific Coast Highway (PCH),
north and south of 30" Street, in the City of Hermosa Beach. Specifically, 2851, 2901, 3001, & 3125
Pacific Coast Highway; 744 Longfellow Avenue. (Assessor Parcel Numbers: 4169-034-020; 4169-034-021;
4169-029-044; 4169-029-045; and 4169-029-052).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The proposed project would involve the demolition of all vacant structures
currently on the project site, including a single-family residence and auto sales and repair facilities, and
the development of a Design Center and Executive Offices for Skechers USA. The project site
encompasses 83,956 square feet located north and south of 30" Street on two lots.

The Design Center is proposed to be located on the property south of 30" Street and would encompass
98,871 square feet of floor area. The Design Center would contain approximately 35 to 40 showrooms
with an average of 1,000 square feet, and 35 to 40 product development rooms with an average size of
500 square feet. In addition the Design Center would house general offices, a company cafeteria,
conference rooms, shoe libraries, storage areas and other ancillary uses for company use. Levels 2 and
3 of the Design Center would include an outdoor terrace that would be utilized for company events. The
Design Center would accommodate up to 350 employees. Additionally, it would be used to host
conferences approximately twice a year. Approximately 450-500 conference attendees would be
transported to the Design Center from the Redondo Beach Performing Arts Center where the
conference has historically been held. The Redondo Beach Performing Arts Center is located about two
miles to the south on Manhattan Beach Boulevard between Doolittle Street and Aviation Boulevard.
Attendees would be transported via eight buses, each with a seating capacity of 60 people.

The Executive Offices are proposed to be located on property north of 30" Street and would encompass
34,468 square feet of floor area. Total floor area would be 133,339 square feet. The Executive Offices
would contain offices, additional showrooms, a management dining area, a lobby and reception area
and an outdoor patio located on Level 1. The Executive Offices would employ up to 150 people.

The maximum building height for both the Design Center and the Executive Offices would be 35 feet
above grade. Due to the grade of the project site, a portion of the first floor of the Design Center would
be located below grade. An enclosed pedestrian bridge spanning close to 77 feet over 30" Street at the
2" floor level, with a clearance of 14 feet, 8 inches over the street, is proposed to connect the Design
Center to the Executive Offices. Subterranean parking three to four levels deep would be located under
both the Design Center and Executive Offices. The parking garages underneath the two buildings would







be connected by a tunnel located under 30™ Street, and bike lockers would be provided on the first
parking level below the Design Center. Additionally, the project would comply Chapter 17.48, Trip
Reduction and Travel Management, of the Hermosa Beach Municipal Code which requires commercial
development provide public transit, ridesharing, bicycle route, carpooling and other information to
employees through a display case or bulletin board in the building.

Business hours for the Design Center and Executive Offices would be 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m, Monday
through Friday. The project would accommodate up to 500 additional employees in the City of Hermosa
Beach. The maximum number of people on site would be 1,000 and would occur during conference
events.

PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF THE PROJECT: Based on the findings of the Initial Study, the
proposed project could have potentially significant impacts on the following environmental factors:
Aesthetics, Air Quality, Cultural Resources, Geology/Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards &
Hazardous Materials, Hydrology/Water Quality, Land Use/Planning, Noise, Population/Housing, Public
Services, Recreation, Transportation/Traffic, Utilities/Service Systems, and Mandatory Findings of
Significance.

SCOPING MEETINGS: Pursuant to Section 21083.9 of the Public Resources Code, two Scoping Meetings
will be held, one for the general public and one for the responsible and trustee public agencies. The
purpose of the Scoping Meetings is to discuss the proposed project EIR and assist the City in identifying
the range of actions, alternatives, mitigation measures, and significant effects to be analyzed in depth in
the EIR. A Public Scoping Meeting for the general public will be held on May 5, 2015, from 7:00 to 9:00
p.m. at City Council Chambers, 1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, California, 90254. The Agency
Scoping Meeting will be held on the same day (May 5, 2015) at 4:00 to 5:30 p.m. at in the same location
as the Public Scoping Meeting.

A copy of the Initial Study describing the project location and potential environmental effects is available
at the Community Development Department, City of Hermosa Beach, 1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa
Beach, California, 90254, or may be reviewed at http://www.hermosabch.org/index.aspx?page=482.

The public review period for submitting comments on the scope of the EIR is April 27, 2015, to May
27, 2015. All comments need to be mailed or submitted no later than May 27, 2015. Please send your
response to Ken Robertson, Community Development Director, City of Hermosa Beach, 1315 Valley
Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA, 90254, (310) 318-0242 or via email to krobertson@hermosabch.org including
your name, address, and concerns.

Ken Robertson
Director of Community Development Department




http://www.hermosabch.org/index.aspx?page=482
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INITIAL STUDY

1. Project Title:

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:

4. Project Location:

5. Project Sponsor’s Name/Address:

6. General Plan
Designation:

7. Zoning:

Skechers Design Center and Executive Offices
Project

City of Hermosa Beach

Community Development Department
1315 Valley Drive

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Ken Robertson, Director
(310) 318-0242

2851, 2901, 3001, & 3125 Pacific Coast Highway
(PCH); 744 Longfellow Avenue
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

The following parcels comprise the project site:
e 4169-034-020;
e 4169-034-021;
o 4169-029-044;
e 4169-029-045; and
e 4169-029-052.

Figure 1 shows the regional location of the project
site. Figure 2 shows the project site and its local
vicinity.

Sepulveda Design Center LLC (Skechers USA Inc.)
330 S. Sepulveda Blvd.
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

General Commercial (GC)

R-1 (One Family Residential)
C-3/ AH-O (General Commercial/ Affordable
Housing Overlay)

City of Hermosa Beach
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8. Description of Project:

The proposed project (the “project”) would involve the development of a Design Center and
Executive Offices for Skechers USA. The project would be located on the west side of Pacific
Coast Highway (PCH), north and south of 30t Street, in the City of Hermosa Beach. The project
site encompasses 83,956 square feet located north and south of 30th Street on two lots.

The Design Center is proposed to be located on the property south of 30th Street and would
encompass 98,871 square feet of floor area. The Executive Offices are proposed to be located on
property north of 30t Street and would encompass 34,468 square feet of floor area. Total floor
area would be 133,339 square feet.

The maximum building height for both the Design Center and the Executive Offices would be
35 feet above grade. Screened mechanical equipment would be located on the roof of both the
Design Center and Executive Offices above the 35 foot building height limit as allowed per
Hermosa Beach Municipal Code Section 17.46.101. There would be up to three levels above
grade and three to four levels below grade, encompassing subterranean parking. Due to the
grade of the project site, a portion of the first floor of the Design Center would be located below
grade. An enclosed pedestrian bridge spanning 30t Street at the 2nd floor level is proposed to
connect the Design Center to the Executive Offices.

The Design Center would contain approximately 35 to 40 showrooms with an average of 1,000
square feet, and 35 to 40 product development rooms with an average size of 500 square feet. In
addition the Design Center would house general offices, a company cafeteria, conference rooms,
shoe libraries, storage areas and other ancillary uses for company use. Levels 2 and 3 of the
Design Center would include an outdoor terrace that would be utilized for company events.
The Design Center would accommodate up to 350 employees. Additionally, it would be used to
host conferences approximately twice per year. Approximately 450-500 conference attendees
would be transported to the Design Center from the Redondo Beach Performing Arts Center
where the conference has historically been held. The Redondo Beach Performing Arts Center is
located about two miles to the south on Manhattan Beach Boulevard between Doolittle Street
and Aviation Boulevard. Attendees would be transported via eight buses, each with a seating
capacity of 60 people.

The Executive Offices would contain offices, additional showrooms, a management dining area,
a lobby and reception area and an outdoor patio located on Level 1. The Executive Offices
would employ up to 150 people.

The pedestrian bridge would span close to 77 feet over 30th Street at the 2nd level. The bridge
would be 11.5 feet in height and 100 feet in width (depth). It would have 14 feet, 8 inches of
clearance over the street.

Subterranean parking three to four levels deep would be located under both the Design Center
and Executive Offices. The parking garages underneath the two buildings would be connected
by a tunnel located under 30th Street. A total of 636 parking spaces would be provided,
including 13 disabled spaces, 367 regular spaces, and 256 compact spaces. Of the total, 182
spaces would be tandem spaces. Fifteen bike lockers would be provided on the first parking
level below the Design Center. Additionally, the project would comply Chapter 17.48, Trip

r City of Hermosa Beach
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Reduction and Travel Management, of the Hermosa Beach Municipal Code which requires
commercial development provide public transit, ridesharing, bicycle route, carpooling and
other information to employees through a display case or bulletin board in the building.

Deliveries would be made in a designated truck loading area off of 30th Street on the west side
of the Design Center outside of the right-of-way. A fire lane would be located on the west side
of the Design Center.

Refuse and recycling bins would be located on the west side of each building.

Access to the subterranean parking garage would be provided through an driveway on PCH
below the Design Center. A deceleration and acceleration lane is provided, within the project
boundaries, for entry and exit to the parking garage. The driveway is located in essentially the
same location as the existing site driveway at the site which forms the west leg of the
PCH/Keats Street intersection. The planned PCH project driveway is expected to accommodate
restricted access vehicular movements, including left-turn and right-turn ingress turning
movements and right-turn only egress turning movements into and out of the site.

The existing raised median island located on PCH south of Keats Street would need to be
modified to provide a northbound left-turn pocket for access into the site. This project site
driveway on PCH will be the primary access point for employees, guests and visitors. The
planned project site driveway will be constructed to City of Hermosa Beach design standards.
The northbound left-turn pocket design would require review and approval by the State of
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) because PCH is a Caltrans facility.

A site plan is provided in Figure 3.

Business hours for the Design Center and Executive Offices would be 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m,
Monday through Friday. The project would accommodate up to about 500 additional
employees in Hermosa Beach. The maximum number of people on site would be about 1,000,
which would occur during conference events.

The project applicant is seeking Leadership in Energy & Environmental Design (LEED) Gold
Certification. Measures proposed to meet LEED Gold Certification requirements include site
location, indoor and outdoor water efficiency, energy efficiency, renewable energy production,
construction waste management, and green materials for high indoor environmental quality.

The project site is currently developed with a single-family home (744 Longfellow Avenue),
new and used auto sales facilities, and auto repair facilities on the other parcels. All existing
buildings onsite are currently vacant. All onsite structures would be demolished as part of the
project. Figures 4a-c provides photos of the existing site conditions.

Construction of the project is expected to take 23 months to complete. Grading would be
required to complete the project, with an estimated 144,000 cubic yards of cut and 5,200 cubic
yards of fill. Thus, an estimated 138,800 cubic yards of material would be exported.

The following discretionary entitlements would be needed:

r City of Hermosa Beach
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City of Hermosa Beach

e DPrecise Development Plan: Development of a project exceeding 1500 square feet in size

¢ General Plan Amendment: Amend Land Use Element text to eliminate statements that
744 Longfellow Avenue should be reclassified as Low Density residential

e Zoning Amendment: Amend 744 Longfellow Avenue from R-1 to C-3

e Parking Plan to allow offsite parking for events and use of tandem spaces (636 are
provided; 539 spaces are required for 133,339 square feet of space plus assembly parking
standard for certain flexible use spaces

¢ Conditional Use Permit to allow commercial development within the Affordable
Housing Overlay zone (AH/O) confirming the Regional Housing Needs Allocation is
met

e Tentative Parcel Map to combine 9 parcels into 2 parcels, one for each building

e Vacation of alley west of /behind 2851 PCH

e Easement to utilize airspace and subterranean space for pedestrian bridge over and
tunnel beneath 30th Street

¢ Construction and encroachment permits

Caltrans
e Approval of northbound left-turn pocket design

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting;:

The project site is located on the west side of PCH in Hermosa Beach. The project site is
bordered by the following uses:

Table 1
Existing Land Uses and Zoning

Direction Existing Zoning Existing Use

Longfellow Avenue is located immediately
north of the site. A child care center,
residences, and commercial uses are
North R-1 and C-3/AH-O | located on the north side of Longfellow
Avenue. Existing Skechers offices are
located north of Longfellow Avenue, east of
PCH

City of Manhattan

East PCH and commercial office buildings
Beach
R-1, C-3, and C- . .
South 3/AH-O Commercial uses and residences
West R-1 Single family residences

The Pacific Ocean is located approximately 3,700 feet west of the site. The closest residences are
located immediately adjacent to the site on Longfellow Avenue and 30t Street. Figure 1 shows
the existing land uses surrounding the project site.

10. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required:

The northbound left-turn pocket design would require review and approval by the Caltrans for
an encroachment permit because PCH is a Caltrans facility.

r City of Hermosa Beach
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Photo 2: View looking south at 2851 Pacific Coast Highway

Photo 3: View looking north at 2901 Pacific Coast Highway Photo 4: View looking west at 2901 Pacific Coast Highway and down
30th street

Site Photos Figure 4a
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Photo 5: View looking south at 3001 Pacific Coast Highway Photo 6: View of 3001 & 2901 Pacific Coast Highway looking east on
30th street

Photo 7: View looking west at 3001 & 2901 Pacific Coast Highway and towards Photo 8: View looking southwest at 3125 Pacific Coast Highway
Pacific Ocean

Site Photos Figure 4b
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Photo 10: Aditinal viw of residenée

at 744 Longféllow Avenue.

Site Photos Figure 4c
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,
involving at least one impact that is “Potentially Significant” or “Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics

Biological Resources

Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Land Use/Planning

Population/Housing

Transportation/ Traffic

O

Agriculture and Forestry
Resources

Cultural Resources

Hazards & Hazardous
Materials

Mineral Resources

Public Services

Utilities /Service Systems

Air Quality

Geology/Soils

Hydrology/Water
Quality

Noise
Recreation

Mandatory Findings of
Significance
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DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

O

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the
project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and
an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one
effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potential significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Signature Date

City of Hermosa Beach
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
I. AESTHETICS
-- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista? u O O o
b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock [ [ O u
outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual - O O 0
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or
) g n 0 O O

glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

a) The project site is located on PCH in the northeastern part of the City. The project site slopes
downwards from north to south and slopes upwards from west to east. The Pacific Ocean is
visible from the project site and surrounding areas. Photo 7 of Figure 4b illustrates existing
ocean views as seen on 30t Street east of the project site. The October 2014 Existing Conditions
Report, a Technical Background Report written to support the City of Hermosa Beach General
Plan Update, characterizes scenic vistas in the City as predominately focusing on the Pacific
Ocean, which can be viewed from higher elevations in the City include PCH (2014).

The proposed project involves the construction of a new Design Center and Executive Offices
for Skechers with a maximum height of 35 feet. This use would replace the existing vacant
single-family home, new and used auto sales facilities and auto repair facilities. The proposed
building would be of greater height and mass than the existing buildings and would have the
potential to block views of the Pacific Ocean, which is considered a scenic vista. Additionally,
the project includes a pedestrian bridge spanning 30t Street the 2nd floor level which would
connect the Design Center to the Executive Offices. The pedestrian bridge would have the
potential to block views of the Pacific Ocean as currently seen from 30t street east of the project
site. The impact to scenic vistas would be potentially significant and will be analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The Existing Conditions Report for the City of Hermosa Beach describes scenic resources
such as trees and landscaping, rock outcroppings, historic buildings, monuments, and public
art. There are no rock outcroppings, historic buildings, monuments or public art on site. There

r City of Hermosa Beach
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are no designated scenic resources at the site or in the site’s immediate vicinity. Landscaping is
present but minimal and not maintained.

The project site is currently developed with a single-family home, new and used auto sales
facilities, and auto repair facilities. All buildings located on the project site are vacant and not
currently being maintained as illustrated in the photos provided in Figures 4a-4c. A historic
analysis was completed and found no historic resources onsite (Section V. Cultural Resources;
Appendix A). Therefore, the project would have no impact on scenic resources and further
analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

c) The project site is currently developed with a single-family home, new and used auto sales
facilities, and auto repair facilities. All of these buildings are currently vacant and not being
maintained as illustrated in Figures 4a-4c. The proposed project would replace these buildings
with a new Design Center and Executive Offices for Skechers. The buildings would resemble
existing Skechers offices located at 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard in Manhattan Beach, which is
across PCH, approximately 120 feet from the project site in the City of Manhattan Beach.
Renderings of the proposed buildings are provided in Figure 5. These proposed buildings are
larger in scale and mass than the existing buildings. As such, the project has the potential to
alter the visual character of the project site and its surroundings including introduce new
sources of shade and shadows on neighboring residential properties. Therefore, this impact
may be potentially significant and will be analyzed in an EIR. The EIR will include a shade/
shadow analysis that evaluates shadows generated by the project on both the summer and
winter solstices.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) The proposed project would involve the construction of a new Design Center and Executive
Offices for Skechers in an already developed area of Hermosa Beach. Existing vacant buildings
located on the project site would be demolished and new sources of light and glare would be
introduced. Potential new sources of lighting include windows, lighting at the subterranean
garage entrance, illumination of exterior building areas and signage. Headlights from vehicles
entering and exiting the parking areas at night could cast light onto roadways and surrounding
properties. Potential new sources of glare include windows, signage and building materials.
The project site vicinity is urban in character, with generally high levels of existing lighting,
particularly along PCH. The nearest sensitive receptors are the residential buildings
immediately adjacent and west of the project site. Impacts related to light and glare would be
potentially significant and will be analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

r City of Hermosa Beach
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Photo Renderings of Design Center and Executive Offices Figure 5b

r City of Hermosa Beach
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b)

c)

d)

e)

Potentially
Significant
Impact

AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
RESOURCES

-- In determining whether impacts to

agricultural resources are significant

environmental effects, lead agencies may

refer to the California Agricultural Land

Evaluation and Site Assessment Model

(1997) prepared by the California Dept. of
Conservation as an optional model to use

in assessing impacts on agriculture and

farmland. In determining whether impacts

to forest resources, including timberland,

are significant environmental effects, lead

agencies may refer to information compiled

by the California Department of Forestry

and Fire Protection regarding the state’s

inventory of forest land, including the

Forest and Range Assessment Project and

the Forest Legacy Assessment Project;

and forest carbon measurement

methodology provided in Forest Protocols

adopted by the California Air Resources

Board. -- Would the project:

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique

Farmland, Farmland of Statewide

Importance (Farmland), as shown on the

maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland O
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the

California Resources Agency, to non-

agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural

use, or a Williamson Act contract? O
Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause

rezoning of, forest land (as defined in

Public Resources Code Section 12220(qg)),
timberland (as defined by Public

Resources Code Section 4526), or O
timberland zoned Timberland Production

(as defined by Government Code Section
51104(qg))?

Result in the loss of forest land or

conversion of forest land to non-forest O
use?

Involve other changes in the existing

environment which, due to their location or

nature, could result in conversion of O
Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant No
Impact Impact

d |
d |
O [
O [
O [
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a-e) The project site is currently zoned R-1 (One Family Residential) and C-3/ AH-O (General
Commercial/ Affordable Housing Overlay. The General Plan designation is General
Commercial (GC). The site is developed with residential and non-residential structures and
surrounded by commercial and residential uses. The site vicinity is entirely urbanized. No
agricultural activities presently occur on-site or adjacent to the site. This site is not classified as
Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Important (California Division of
Land Resource Protection, 2014). In addition, the City of Hermosa Beach does not include land
zoned for agricultural or forest land, nor are any lands within the City under a Williamson Act
contract (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014). No impact would occur with respect to this issue and
further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
lll. AIR QUALITY
-- Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of

the applicable air quality plan? O O L [
b) Violate any air quality standard or

contribute substantially to an existing or

projected air quality violation? u O [ [
¢) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net

increase of any criteria pollutant for which

the project region is non-attainment under

an applicable federal or state ambient air

quality standard (including releasing

emissions which exceed quantitative

thresholds for ozone precursors)? u 0 [ [
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial

pollutant concentrations? u 0 [ [
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a

substantial number of people? 0 0 [ L

Greenhouse gas emissions are addressed below in Section VII, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, below.

a) Vehicle use, energy consumption, and associated air pollutant emissions are directly related
to population growth. A project may be inconsistent with the AQMP if it would generate
population, housing or employment growth exceeding the forecasts used in the development of
the AQMP. Projects that do not involve growth-inducing impacts or cause local or regional
population/ growth projections to be exceeded are generally considered consistent with the
AQMP.

r City of Hermosa Beach
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The proposed project does not include any residential components; however, it could lead to
population growth as a result of employment opportunities generated by the operation of the
Design Center and Executive Offices. As discussed in the Project Description, above, the project
would accommodate up to about 500 employees. According to the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG) 2012 - 2035 RTP/SCS, Hermosa Beach had a total of 7,000
jobs in 2008. Therefore, the 500 individuals employed by the proposed project would increase
the number of jobs in the City by about seven percent. When compared to employment levels
within the entire South Bay Cities subregion,! (reported by SCAG to be 372,240 in 2008), the 500
additional jobs represents a 0.1 percent increase in employment in South Bay cities area. As
discussed in Section XIII, Population and Housing, the additional employees and residents that
would be added to the region are well within the growth forecast for the South Bay Cities
region as a whole. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur and further analysis of
this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b, c) The SCAQMD has established standards for air quality constituents generated by
construction and by operational activities for such pollutants as ozone (O3), carbon monoxide
(CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO»), sulfur dioxide (SO2), and particulate matter (PMig). The SCAQMD
maintains an extensive air quality monitoring network to measure criteria pollutant
concentrations throughout the SCAB. The SCAB is in nonattainment for the federal standards
for ozone, lead, and particulate matter (PMa5), as well as state standards for ozone and
particulate matter (PMzs, PMio) (California Air Resources Board, 2014).

During project construction, dust will be generated and could contribute to particulate matter
that may degrade local air quality. Traffic and energy consumption associated with project
operation would also generate air pollutant emissions. These emissions could result in the
violation of air quality standards or exceedance of SCAQMD's significance thresholds. These
short-term and long-term air quality impacts may be potentially significant and will be assessed
in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) The sensitive receptors nearest to the project site include adjacent residences and a child care
center located on the northern side of Longfellow Avenue. These sensitive residential receptors
could be adversely affected by air pollutant emissions associated with project construction and
operation. This impact would be potentially significant and will be analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e) According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, land uses associated with odor
complaints typically include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing
plants, chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding. The

! South Bay Cities includes the following cities: Carson, El Segundo, Gardena, Hawthorne, Hermosa Beach, Inglewood, Lawndale,
Lomita, Manhattan Beach, Palos Verdes Estates, Rancho Palos Verdes, Redondo Beach, Rolling Hills, Rolling Hills Estates, and
Torrance.

r City of Hermosa Beach
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proposed project does not include any uses or operations that are expected to generate
significant odors. No impact would occur with respect to odors and further analysis of this
issue is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

a)

b)

d)

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
-- Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations,
or by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption,
or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery

sites?

Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Potentially
Significant
Potentially
Significant
Incorporated

Less than
Significant No
Impact Impact

[ L]
O [
[ [
O [
| ]
L [
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a) The project site is within a highly urbanized area. In addition, the site has been disturbed to
accommodate past and present onsite development and is currently covered with structures, as
described in the Project Description. The project site does not contain native biological habitats or
habitats for special status species.

Existing street trees located on Longfellow Avenue could be affected by the proposed project.
These trees could contain bird nests and birds that are protected under the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act (MBTA - 16 United State Code Section 703-711). Therefore, the proposed project
could result in potentially significant impacts on bird nest and birds protected under the
Migratory Bird Act and will be assessed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b, c) The project site is currently developed and is within an urban setting. The project site does
not include any riparian or sensitive natural communities. No impact would occur and further
analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

d) The project site is currently developed and is within an urbanized area. The site does not
provide for any substantial movement or nursery habitat. The proposed project would not
interfere with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or affect
any nursery sites as compared to the current site conditions. No impact would occur and
further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

e) The proposed project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources. The existing street trees along Longfellow Avenue could be affected by the
project. However these trees are not protected by any local policies or ordinances. No impact
would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
f) The project site is not within the area of any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

r City of Hermosa Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES
-- Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical resource as
defined in §15064.5? O O O u

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological
resource as defined in §15064.5? O u O 0

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature? [ u O O

d) Disturb any human remains, including

those interred outside of formal
cemeteries? O | (| (|

a) The project site is currently developed with a single-family home, new and used auto sales
facilities, and auto repair facilities. All existing buildings onsite are currently vacant and would
be demolished as part of the project.

Rincon Consultants, Inc. conducted a preliminary historic assessment of the proposed project
for the City of Hermosa Beach. That assessment included as Appendix A, finds that none of the
buildings located within the project area retain sufficient integrity of a historic significance to
warrant consideration for eligibility at the State or local levels of historic significance. As such,
none of the buildings located within the project site are considered historical resources in
accordance with CEQA (Section 21084.1). Demolition and redevelopment of the parcels located
within the project site would not result in a significant adverse impact to historic resources in
accordance with CEQA. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is
not warranted.

NO IMPACT

b-d) The project site is within an urbanized area. Because the site has been developed
previously, any surficial paleontological resources that may have been present at one time have
likely been disturbed. Therefore, the topmost layers of soil in the project area are not likely to
contain substantive fossils. Excavation to the depths proposed by the project has not occurred
under previous development. Although project implementation is not expected to uncover
archaeological resources, paleontological resources or human remains, the possibility for such
resources exists and impacts would be potentially significant and will be assessed in an EIR

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS MITIGATION INCORPORATED

r City of Hermosa Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
-- Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault,
as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known
fault? 0 O [ L
i) Strong seismic ground shaking? u O [ ]
iii) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction? | 0 ] ]
iv) Landslides? 0 O [ L
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil? | O O a
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction, or collapse? u O [ ]

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined
in Table 1-B of the Uniform Building Code,

creating substantial risks to life or
property? | O O O

e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater? 0 O [ L

a(i) Fault rupture is defined as the displacement that occurs at the ground surface along a
seismically active fault during an earthquake event. Based on criteria established by the
California Geological Survey (CGS), faults can be classified as active, potentially active, or
inactive. Active faults are those having historically produced earthquakes or shown evidence of
movement within the past 11,000 years (during the Holocene Epoch). The seismically active
southern California region is crossed by numerous active and potentially active faults and is

r City of Hermosa Beach
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underlain by several blind thrust faults (i.e., low angle reverse faults with no surface exposure).
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones (formerly Special Study Zones) have been established
throughout California by CGS. These zones identify areas where potential surface rupture along
an active fault could prove hazardous and identify where special studies are required to
characterize the fault rupture hazard potential to habitable structures (CDMG 1999). The City of
Hermosa Beach is not located within a fault-rupture hazard zone area, as defined by the
Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zones Act, and no known major active faults are located within
the City (City of Hermosa Beach 2014). Therefore, there would be no impact associated with
rupture of a known earthquake fault and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT

a(ii) As with any site in the southern California region, the project site is susceptible to strong
seismic ground shaking in the event of a major earthquake. Nearby active faults include the
Newport-Inglewood Fault, the Palos Verdes Fault, the San Andreas Fault, the Elysian Park
Thrust, and the San Jose Fault. These faults are capable of producing strong seismic ground
shaking at the project site. Therefore, impacts associated with seismic-related ground shacking
are potentially significant and will be assessed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a(iii) Liquefaction is a form of earthquake-induced ground failure that occurs primarily in
relatively shallow, loose, granular, water-saturated soils. Liquefaction can occur when these
types of soils lose their inherent shear strength due to excess water pressure that builds up
during repeated movement from seismic activity. Shallow groundwater table, the presence of
loose to medium dense sand and silty sand, and a long duration and high acceleration of
seismic shaking are factors that contribute to the potential for liquefaction. Liquefaction usually
results in horizontal and vertical movements from lateral spreading of liquefied materials and
post-earthquake settlement of liquefied materials.

The project site is not within a potential liquefaction zone as identified on the State Hazards
map (California Department of Conservation, Redondo Beach Quadrangle, 1999). However, the
proposed project includes subterranean parking, which can increase the risk of liquefaction
hazards as construction occurs closer to the water table. Therefore, impacts associated with
seismic-related ground failure including liquefaction are potentially significant and will be
assessed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a(iv) During an earthquake event, the seismic shaking forces applied to native hillside areas can
result in “seismically induced landslides”. Seismically induced landslides typically occur in
areas of steeper hillsides, near the tops of ridges, where weathered surficial and bedrock
materials are exposed on slopes, and in areas of prior landslides. The project site is not within a
potential landslide zone (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014). Therefore, there would be no impact
associated with landslides and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

r City of Hermosa Beach
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NO IMPACT

b) Erosion is a normal and inevitable geologic process whereby earth materials are loosened,
worn away, decomposed, or dissolved and are removed from one place and transported to
another. Preparing land for construction can remove ground cover, exposing soils to wind
erosion. Accelerated erosion within an urban area can cause damage by undermining
structures; blocking storm sewers; and depositing silt, sand or mud in roads and tunnels.
Eroded materials are eventually deposited into coastal waters where the carried silt remains
suspended for some time. Temporary erosion could occur during project construction and this
would be a potentially significant impact. Further evaluation of potential impacts associated
with soil erosion will be included in the EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c) Subsidence is the sudden sinking or gradual downward settling of the earth’s surface with
little or no horizontal movement. Subsidence is caused by a variety of activities, which include,
but are not limited to, withdrawal of groundwater, pumping of oil and gas from underground,
the collapse of underground mines, liquefaction, and hydrocompaction. Lateral spreading is the
horizontal movement or spreading of soil toward an open face. The potential for failure from
subsidence and lateral spreading is highest in areas where the groundwater table is high and
where relatively soft and recent alluvial deposits exist. Lateral spreading hazards may also be
present in areas with liquefaction risks.

The City of Hermosa Beach identifies a liquefaction zone west of Hermosa Avenue, which is
west of the project site. This area has a high water table and therefore may be located on a
geologic unit or soil that is unstable (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014). The project site is located
east of this liquefaction zone; however, due to the proposed subterranean parking level,
construction would occur in closer proximity to the water table, which increases the likelihood
of impacts associated with liquefaction. Impacts are potentially significant and will be analyzed
further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) Expansive soils are generally clays which increase in volume when saturated and shrink
when dried. The soils located at the project site have not been mapped as part of the U.S.
Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation Service’s Web Soil Survey. The
Existing Conditions Report prepared as part of the General Plan Update states that since no
citywide soil report exists, expansive and collapsible soils are analyzed on a project-by-project
basis. Therefore, impacts related to expansive soils need to be evaluated for the project site and
are considered potentially significant and further analysis of potential impacts associated with
expansive soil will be included in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e) The proposed project would be connected to the local wastewater treatment system. Septic
systems would not be used. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR
is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
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Potentially
Significant
Impact
VIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
-- Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may have
a significant impact on the environment? |
b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy,
or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse
gases? u

Potentially
Significant
Unless Less than
Mitigation Significant No
Incorporated Impact Impact
(Il O ]
(Il O ]

a-b) Project construction and operation would generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
through the burning of fossil fuels or other emissions of GHGs, thus potentially contributing to
cumulative impacts related to global climate change. Emissions could potentially exceed locally
adopted significance thresholds and the project could potentially conflict with local and
regional plans adopted for the purpose of reduce GHG emissions, including AB 32 and
SCAQMD applicable programs and policies. Impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions
would be potentially significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Impact

VIIILHAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

-- Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials? U

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment? |

Potentially
Significant
Unless Less than
Mitigation Significant No
Incorporated Impact Impact
L | L]
(Il O ]
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
VIILHAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS
-- Would the project:
¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within ¥4
mile of an existing or proposed school? O O L [

d) Be located on a site which is included on
a list of hazardous material sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a

significant hazard to the public or the
environment? U O O [

e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area? U O [ L

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in
the project area? O O [ L

g) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation

plan? U O O [

h) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas

or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands? U O O [ |

a) The proposed project would involve the construction of new commercial buildings. The

proposed uses consist of Executive Offices and a Design Center for Skechers. The Design Center

includes show rooms and meeting spaces for new products in various phases of development.
No shoe production or manufacturing that would involve the use or transport of hazardous
materials would occur on site. The project would not involve the routine transport, use or

disposal of hazardous substances, other than minor amounts typically used for maintenance. In
the unlikely scenario that licensed vendors or tenants bring hazardous materials to and from the
project site, they would be required to provide all appropriate documentation for all hazardous
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material that is transported in connection with project-site activities (as required by the City’s
Municipal Code). In addition, any hazardous wastes produced onsite would be subject to
requirements associated with accumulation time limits, proper storage locations and containers,
and proper labeling. As part of any removal of any hazardous waste from the site, hazardous
waste generators are required to use a certified hazardous waste transportation company,
which must ship hazardous waste to a permitted facility for treatment, storage, recycling, or
disposal. Compliance with these applicable regulations would reduce impacts associated with
the use, transport, storage, and sale of hazardous materials to a less than significant level.
Therefore, further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The project site currently contains a vacated auto repair facility. A Phase I Environmental
Site Assessment prepared by SCS Engineers indicates that the previous automotive dealership
activities (waste oil tank, hydraulic lifts, clarifier, etc) resulted in site contamination consisting
of heavy hydrocarbons at concentrations above generally accepted levels. This contamination
was excavated and removed off-site for disposal. However, the project involves the
demolition of the existing buildings and construction of the Skechers Design Center and
Executive Offices including subterranean parking. It is possible that additional contamination
would be encountered during site preparation. Therefore, impacts related to hazardous
materials at the project site would be potentially significant and will be analyzed further in an
EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

) The project site is located approximately 0.25 miles west of Mira Coast High School (1401
Artesia Boulevard, Manhattan Beach) and 0.35 miles east of Robinson Elementary School (80 S.
Morningside Drive, Manhattan Beach). Additionally, a child care center is located adjacent to
the site on the northern side of Longfellow Avenue. Operation of the proposed project would
not involve the use or transport of hazardous materials. However, construction of the project
would involve demolition of the existing onsite structures and surface parking lots. All existing
buildings onsite are currently vacant and would be demolished as part of the project. Four of
these buildings are older than 45 years of age. Due to their age, these buildings may contain
asbestos and lead-based paints and materials. The removal of any asbestos-containing materials
would be required to comply with all applicable existing rules and regulations, including
SCAQMD Rule 1403 (Asbestos Demolition and Renovation Activities) and CalOSHA
regulations regarding lead-based materials. SCAQMD Rule 1403 specifies work practice
requirements to limit asbestos emissions from building demolition and renovation activities,
including the removal and associated disturbance of asbestos containing materials (ACMs).
Requirements for demolition and renovation activities include asbestos surveying, notification,
ACM removal procedures and time schedules, ACM handling and clean-up procedures, and
storage, disposal, and landfilling requirements for asbestos-containing waste materials
(ACWM). All operators are required to maintain records, including waste shipment records,
and are required to use appropriate warning labels, signs, and markings. California Code of
Regulations, §1532.1, requires testing, monitoring, containment, and disposal of lead-based
materials, such that exposure levels do not exceed CalOSHA standards. Therefore, impacts
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related to hazardous emissions or materials affecting school sites would be less than significant
and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) The project site does not appear on any hazardous material site list compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5. The following databases were checked (February 19, 2015)
for known hazardous materials contamination at the project site:

e GeoTracker (California State Water Resources Control Board): list of leaking underground
storage tank sites

e  EnviroStor (California Department of Toxic Substances Control): list of hazardous waste and
substances sites

o Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
(CERCLIS) database

o Cortese list of Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites

e EnviroMapper (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency)

No impact would occur and further analysis of these issues is not warranted.
NO IMPACT

e, f ) There are no public or private airports on or adjacent to the project site. The nearest airport
is Los Angeles International Airport, located approximately four miles north of the project site.
No impact would occur and further analysis of these issues is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

g) The proposed project involves infill development in an urbanized area of Hermosa Beach.
Project implementation would not involve any changes to emergency response or evacuation
routes. The project would be required to comply with applicable California Fire Code
requirements. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT

h) The project site is in an urbanized area and is not within a wildland fire hazard area. No
impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
-- Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements? u O [ ]

b) Substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or
a lowering or the local groundwater table
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-
existing nearby wells would drop to a level
which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)? | O [ ]

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on-

or off-site? | (| O O

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including the
alteration of the course of a stream or
river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner

which would result in flooding on- or off-
site? | O O O

e) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff? u 0 [ [

f)  Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality? | L O O

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map? O O O u

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area

structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows? O 0 0 u
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
-- Would the project:
i) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam? O O [ L
j) Result in inundation by seiche, tsunami,
or mudflow? O O [ L

a, c-f) The project site is within the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB), which is responsible for the preparation and implementation of the
water quality control plan for the Los Angeles Region. Regulations under the federal Clean
Water Act require compliance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) storm water permit for projects disturbing more than one acre during construction.
The project would be required to comply with the NPDES Multiple Separate Storm Sewer
System (MS4) Permit issued by the Los Angeles RWQCB, which would require implementation
of Best Management Practices (BMPs). BMPs would be required to reduce polluted runoff from
the project site by retaining, treating, or infiltrating polluted runoff onsite. The project developer
would also be required to prepare a Standard Urban Storm Water Management Plan (SUSMP),
which requires the integration of post-construction BMPs into the site’s overall drainage system,
which would further reduce the potential for pollutants to enter the storm drain system.

The project site is urbanized and almost entirely covered with impervious surfaces, and would
remain so under the proposed project. The project would redevelop the site, which is greater
than one acre, with buildings of larger mass and scale and may incrementally increase the
amount of impervious surfaces on the site. The project would also involve re-grading of the site
from its existing conditions and the final site improvement would change the surface runoff
pattern. Water drainage could potentially impact erosion or siltation on or off-site and introduce
new pollutants. Therefore, impacts related to site drainage and runoff are potentially significant
and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The proposed project involves the construction of a Design Center and Executive Offices for
Skechers on a site currently developed with automotive industry uses and a single family
residence. The existing buildings are currently vacant; therefore, the project would
incrementally increase water consumption.

Potable water is provided to the City of Hermosa Beach by the California Water Service
Company (Cal Water). Hermosa Beach is located in Cal Water’s Hermosa-Redondo District,
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which supplies groundwater, surface water, and recycled water. As described in Section XVI,
Utilities and Service Systems, the EIR will evaluate the project’s demand on the water supply,
including groundwater.

Hermosa Beach is located in the West Coast subbasin of the Coastal Plain of the Los Angeles
Watershed. There is an area within the City, located west of Hermosa Avenue known to have
with a high water table (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014). While the project is not located within
an area known to have a high water table, the proposed project involves a subterranean parking
garage. Excavation and use of the subterranean parking garage may impact groundwater
resources. Impacts related to intrusion of site structures into the groundwater table would be
potentially significant. This issue will be further analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

g,/h) A 100-year flood is an event that has a 1 percent chance of occurring in any given year. The
project site is in Flood Zone X, which is an area outside of the 100-year flood (FEMA FIRM Map
No. 06037C1907F, 2008). Additionally, the project would not involve construction of a structure
that would impede flood flows. No impact related to flooding would occur and further analysis
of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

i, j) No water reservoirs or dams are located in Hermosa Beach or the vicinity of the project site,
which is approximately 0.7 miles from the Pacific Ocean and ranges from 190 to 230 feet above
sea level. The site is not located within a potential tsunami inundation area (City of Hermosa
Beach, 2014). No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING
-- Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established
community? U O | O

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of

avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect? u O [ [
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
X. LAND USE AND PLANNING
-- Would the project:
c) Conflict with an applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan? O O [ L

a) The project site is located within an established urban area on land zoned R-1 (One Family
Residential) and C-3/AH-O (General Commercial/ Affordable Housing Overlay). The proposed
project would require the rezone of one parcel from R-1 to C-3. This parcel is located adjacent to
parcels already zoned C-3; therefore, this re-zone would not divide a residential community.
Impacts would be less than significant and further analysis of this issue is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The proposed project involves development of commercial buildings on the site, which is
currently zoned R-1 (One Family Residential) and C-3/ AH-O (General Commercial/ Affordable
Housing Overlay). The project would require the following:

¢ General Plan Amendment: Amend Land Use Element to eliminate statements that
744 Longfellow Avenue should be reclassified as low density residential.

e Zoning Amendment: Amend 744 Longfellow Avenue from R-1 to C-3.

e Parking Plan to address offsite parking for events and allow an increase in compact
spaces and use of tandem spaces.

e Conditional Use Permit to allow development within the Affordable Housing
Overlay zone.

e Tentative Parcel Map to combine 9 parcels into 2 parcels, one for each building.

e Vacation of alley west of /behind 2851 PCH.

Because the project would require General Plan and zoning amendments, consistency of the
project with the City’s General Plan, , Sustainability Plan, and other adopted plans and land use
policies will be analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

) The City of Hermosa Beach does not have a tree preservation policy or other Habitat
Conservation Plan or Natural Community Conservation Plan. No impact would occur and
further analysis of this issue is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

r City of Hermosa Beach
34







Skechers Design Center and Executive Offices Project

Initial Study
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Xl. MINERAL RESOURCES
-- Would the project:
a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state? O [ O u
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan,
O O U |

specific plan, or other land use plan?

a,b) The project site is in a highly urbanized area of Hermosa Beach that is not used for mineral
resource extraction. No state-designated or locally designated mineral resource zones exist in
the City (City of Hermosa Beach, General Plan 1979). The proposed project would not affect
mineral resources. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT

XIl. NOISE

-- Would the project result in:

a)

b)

d)

Exposure of persons to or generation of
noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels above levels existing
without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant No
Impact Impact
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XIl. NOISE

-- Would the project result in:

e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working

in the project area to excessive noise
levels? O O [ L

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise? O O [ L

a, ¢, d) Construction and operation activities for the proposed project would potentially increase
noise levels in the vicinity of the site and along transportation corridors. The most common
sources of noise in the project vicinity are transportation-related, such as automobiles, trucks,
and motorcycles. Motor vehicle noise is of concern because it is characterized by a high number
of individual events, which often create a sustained noise level, and because of its proximity to
areas sensitive to noise exposure.

The primary sources of roadway noise near the project site are automobiles traveling on
PCH/Sepulveda) immediately east of the site. An increase in traffic associated with the
proposed project, as well as operational noise generated on-site could impact nearby sensitive
receptors. These receptors include residences located adjacent to the project site on the western
and northern boundaries, as well as residences located north and south of the site along PCH.

Noise associated with operation of the proposed project may be periodically audible at adjacent
uses. The Design Center would host conferences approximately twice per year, which may
increase noise levels on-site. Other on-site operations are expected to involve noise associated
with rooftop ventilation, heating systems, and trash hauling, as well as general noise that would
be associated with increased traffic on the roadway system, which would also increase local
traffic noise levels. Such increases could be audible at nearby receivers. Impacts would be
potentially significant and will be further analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The proposed project would involve construction activities such as demolition, grading, and
excavation activities. Each of these is anticipated to result in some vibration that affect nearby
residential receptors. Operation of the proposed project would not perceptibly increase
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groundborne vibration or groundborne noise on the project site above existing conditions, due
to the proposed commercial use of the site.

Vibration is a unique form of noise because its energy is carried through buildings, structures,
and the ground, whereas noise is simply carried through the air. Thus, vibration is generally felt
rather than heard. The ground motion caused by vibration is measured as particle velocity in
inches per second and is referenced as vibration decibels (VdB) in the U.S. The City has not
adopted any thresholds or regulations addressing vibration.

Due to the presence of residences adjacent to the project site, temporary groundborne vibration
associated with construction activity could affect these sensitive receptors. Impacts would be
potentially significant and will be further analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e-f) The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport. The nearest airport is Los Angeles International Airport, located
approximately four miles north of the project site. No impact would occur and further analysis
of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XIII.POPULATION AND HOUSING
-- Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)? O O L [
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere? 0 O [ L
c) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere? 0 O [ L

a) The proposed project would employ up to about 500 people at the Design Center and
Executive Offices. Skechers provided data reporting the zip codes of the residences of current
employees reporting to their existing offices in Manhattan Beach. Of the 636 current employees,
approximately 35 employees live in Manhattan Beach (5%) and 21 (3%) live in Hermosa Beach.
Approximately 83% of current employees live within 20 miles of the office, 91% live within 30
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miles of the office, 96% live within 40 miles, and 98% live within 60 miles. This data indicates
that existing employees live in locations throughout the Los Angeles area.

It is anticipated that only a small portion of the 500 new employees would be likely to reside
within Hermosa Beach. Assuming that 3% of future employees would live within Hermosa
Beach, consistent with employee trends, only 15 of the 500 potential new employees would be
expected to reside within Hermosa Beach. As illustrated in Table 2, the most recently adopted
regional growth forecast reported the population of Hermosa Beach to be 19,400 in 2008. The
Southern California Association of Governments forecasts the population of Hermosa Beach
will be 19,600 in 2020. The 15 additional residents estimated to be added to Hermosa Beach as a
result of the project is within SCAG population forecast for Hermosa Beach and would
represent less than one percent increase in current population.

Additionally, if all 500 employees were to relocate to the South Bay cites area it would also
represent less than one percent increase in population to that region. The population projection
for the South Bay Cities region (excluding the portions of the City of Los Angeles and County of
Los Angles District 2 and 4) is 772,000 residents in 2020 and 810,800 residents in 2035 (SCAG,
April 2012). The additional employees who could relocate to the area as a result of the project
represent 0.1% of residents projected for 2020 and less than 0.1% of residents projected for 2035
in the South Bay Cities.

Table 2
Population Forecast for Hermosa Beach
and South Bay Cities

Region Population
2008 2020 2035
Hermosa Beach 19,400 19,600 19700
All South Bay Cities” 745,200 772,000 810,800

Source: SCAG 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan, April 2012

The proposed project would not induce substantial population growth. Therefore, impacts
related to population growth would be less than significant and further analysis of this issue in
an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b, c) The project site is currently developed with a single-family home, new and used auto sales
facilities, and auto repair facilities. All existing buildings onsite are currently vacant and would
be demolished as part of the project. The proposed project involves the demolition of one vacant
residential unit and would not displace housing or people or necessitate the construction of
replacement housing. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT

2 South Bay Cities includes the following cities: Carson, El Segundo, Gardena, Hawthorne, Hermosa Beach, Inglewood, Lawndale,
Lomita, Manhattan Beach, Palos Verdes Estates, Rancho Palos Verdes, Redondo Beach, Rolling Hills, Rolling Hills Estates, and
Torrance.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES
a) Would the project result in substantial

adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, or the need for
new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts,
in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the
public services:
i) Fire protection? (] O [ | O
i) Police protection? O ] u O
iii)y Schools? O ] | O
iv) Parks? O ] u O
v) Other public facilities? O [ u O

a (i) The International City/County Management Association (ICMA) completed an Operations
Analysis Report for Fire and Emergency Medical Services Final Report for Hermosa Beach in
October 2013. Information included in this report is incorporated in the analysis below.

The Hermosa Beach Fire Department (HBFD) is a career fire and emergency medical services
(EMS) department that provides fire protection, first response emergency medical services, and
natural disaster preparedness services in Hermosa Beach. The HBFD consists of one fire station
located in the south-central part of Hermosa Beach at 540 Pier Avenue. The facility was
constructed in 1959 and is in poor condition (ICMA, 2013). The fire chief stated that a new fire
station is under consideration, but the City has not been successful in finding an available
parcel in an optimal location for a new station (ICMA, October 2013).

The existing station has a total of 17 fire suppression personnel. These include 15 suppression
shift personnel, a fire chief, and a civilian administrative assistant. The Assistant Fire Chief
position is currently unfunded. From May 2012 to April 2013, the HBFD operated three
frontline response apparatus: one engine, one advanced life support (ALS) ambulance, and one
basic life support (BLS) ambulance. In addition, the HBFD operated one reserve engine/quint
and one reserve utility vehicle. Between March 2012 and February 2013, HBFD carried out a
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total of 911 transports. HBFD responded to 1,660 calls that originated from within city limits
during this time (ICMA, October 2013).

According to NFPA 1710, Standard for the Organization and Deployment of Fire Suppression
Operations, Emergency Medical Operations, and Special Operations to the Public by Career
Departments (2010 ed.) the alarm processing or dispatch time should be less than or equal to 60
seconds 90 percent of the time. The average dispatch time was 1.3 minutes and the average
response time for HBFD was 5.3 minutes (ICMA, October 2013).

The City has "automatic" aid agreements with the Manhattan Beach and Redondo Beach Fire
Departments. This means that the dispatch of units to an incident is handled automatically by
the dispatch center and the dispatch of additional units does not require the input of a
commander on the scene. Manhattan Beach and Hermosa Beach have the same dispatch center.
The City also has mutual aid agreements with the Los Angeles County Fire Department and the
Torrance and El Segundo Fire Departments. Under the mutual aid agreement, units from the
County, Torrance, and El Segundo could be dispatched to Hermosa Beach under the request of
the commander on the scene. Likewise, units from Hermosa Beach could be requested to assist
in those jurisdictions (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

The proposed project would involve the construction and operation of commercial
development that may incrementally increase demand for fire protection service. The proposed
project would be required to comply with all applicable Fire Codes and the project site is within
the existing service area of the HBFD. With adherence to existing regulations, the proposed
project would not result in the need for new or expanded fire facilities beyond those identified
by ICMA (October 2013) and summarized above. Impacts would be less than significant and
further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a (ii) The ICMA completed a Police Operations Report was completed by for Hermosa Beach in
August 2013. Information included in this report is incorporated in the analysis below.

The Hermosa Beach Police Department (HBPD) provides police protection service within the
planning area. The HBPD has one police station, located at 540 Pier Avenue, which is less than
one mile south of the project site. The existing building is in poor condition and ICMA
recommended that a team of representatives attend training to design a new policy facility
(ICMA, August 2013). The HBPD has 51 staff assigned to the station, consisting of 39 sworn
personnel and 12 civilian staff. According to the General Plan Update Existing Conditions
Report , the HBPD has 12 marked vehicles, 5 motorcycles, 10 unmarked vehicles, and 2 speed
trailers (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

The proposed project involves the construction and operation of commercial development that
would incrementally increase demand for police protection service. The proposed project
would not affect service ratios such that new or expanded police facilities beyond those needs
identified by ICMA (October 2013) would be needed. Impacts would be less than significant
and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.
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LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a (iii-v) The proposed project involves a commercial development that would not directly
increase population. As discussed in Section XIII, Population and Housing, it is anticipated
approximately 3% or 15 employees of the 500 new employees may live in Hermosa Beach, with
the remaining employees residing in other communities. Therefore, population driven public
services (i.e., schools, parks, libraries) would not experience substantial increases in service
demand.

The Hermosa Beach City School District (HBCSD) provides elementary school (K-8) to students
living in the city. Hermosa View School houses kindergarten through second grade with an
enrollment of 467 in 2012-2013. Hermosa Valley School houses third through eighth grades
with an enrollment of 929 in 2012-2013. High school students attend either Mira Costa High
School in Manhattan Beach or Redondo Union High School in Redondo Beach. Based on the
small population increase anticipated by the project, the Hermosa Beach City School District
would be able to accommodate new students resulting from the project. Because California Law
allows children to be enrolled in the district where a child “resides” or where the parent of a
child “works,” there could be an increase in student population from the 500 employees
working at the project site. However, pursuant to Senate Bill 50, payment of fees to an affected
school district would reduce school facility impacts to a less than significant level for CEQA
purposes. Therefore, the project would not create any new, significant demand for schools.
Impacts would be less than significant and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XV.RECREATION
a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated? 0 [ u 0
b) Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment? O ] u O

a, b) There are 48.4 acres of parkland and 63.4 acres of public beaches within the City of
Hermosa Beach. According to the Existing Conditions Report, the City provides 5.7 acres of
parkland per 1,000 residents. This is above the goal or standard of 4 acres set by many cities in
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Los Angeles County and above the 3 acres per 1,000 residents standard required under the
Quimby Act (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

The proposed project would involve the development of a new Design Center and Executives
Offices for Skechers and would employ up to 500 people. As discussed in Section XIII,
Population and Housing, it is anticipated that a small portion of the 500 new employees (3% or
15 employees) would relocate to Hermosa Beach with the remaining residing in other
communities. Therefore, there would be an incremental change in the current parks per 1,000
residents ratio. Additionally, Valley Park and the Hermosa Valley Greenbelt are located within
Ya mile of the project site and the Strand is located within %2 miles of the project site and would
provide recreational opportunities to employees. Use of these facilities by employees
commuting from other areas would incrementally increase the level of demand but would be
incremental and limited to normal business hours. The proposed Skechers facilities also include
outdoor spaces for employees to relax and take lunch breaks thereby offsetting some of the
increased demand for recreational facilities. Impacts would be less than significant and further
analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
-- Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance
or policy establishing a measure of
effectiveness for the performance of the
circulation system, taking into account all
modes of transportation, including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation
system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways, and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths,
and mass transit? u O [ [

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including, but not
limited to level of service standards and
travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county
congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways? u 0 [ [

¢) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results
in substantial safety risks? O 0 O u
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
-- Would the project:
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
use (e.g., farm equipment)? u O [ ]
e) Resultin inadequate emergency access? u 0 [ [
f)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit,
bikeways, or pedestrian facilities, or
otherwise substantially decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities? u 0 ] O

a) The proposed project would increase traffic compared to the existing vacant residential and
non-residential buildings. Project generated traffic during construction would include worker-
related commuter trips, trucks used for delivering construction equipment, and trucks used for
delivering and hauling construction materials and wastes. Project generated traffic during
operation would include worker-related commute trips and periodic bus trips for event
transportation. The increase in traffic could adversely affect levels of services (LOS) for the local
roadway network within Hermosa Beach and Manhattan Beach. Impacts would be potentially
significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The Congestion Management Plan (CMP) is a state-mandated program enacted by the State
legislature to address the impacts that urban congestion has on local communities and the
region as a whole. Project-generated traffic could conflict with roadway and transit level of
service standards established by the CMP. Project impacts to regional roadway and traffic
systems will be analyzed as part of an EIR to determine whether there significant impacts
would occur based on CMP guidelines. Impacts would be potentially significant and will be
analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c) No airport or airstrip is located within Hermosa Beach. The proposed project would not affect
air traffic patterns. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT
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d) The project would be required to comply with the City of Hermosa Beach’s roadway safety
design standards. Nevertheless, proposed truck loading areas and transportation routes could
potentially create hazards due to the introduction of a new driveway on PCH. The potential to
create traffic hazards due to a project design feature will be studied in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e) All of the roads associated with the development would need to be evaluated to ensure they
would allow for emergency vehicle access. Further evaluation of the potentially significant
impact related to emergency access will be included in the EIR

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

f) There are three transportation agencies providing transit services within the City of Hermosa
Beach: Beach Cities Transit (BCT), LADOT Commuter Express, and Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA, or Metro). The nearest transit stop is Metro
line 232 located north of the project site across Longfellow Avenue on PCH. The City provides
many pedestrian facilities including the Hermosa Valley Greenbelt and the Strand adjacent to
the Pacific Ocean. However, City infrastructure also lacks in sidewalk continuity making
pedestrian circulation difficult in some areas. In 2011, the City adopted the South Bay Bicycle
Master Plan (SBBMP) which proposes to add 9.2 miles of bicycle facilities within the City and
connects to neighboring networks in Manhattan Beach and Redondo Beach.

The project includes bicycle lockers and a public walk outside the building on PCH. However,
the project has the potential to conflict with adopted policies, plans, and programs related to
public transit, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, including the SBBMP, will be analyzed further in
an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
-- Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board? u ] O ]
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
-- Would the project:
b) Require or result in the construction of
new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilities,
the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects? u [ O [
¢) Require or result in the construction of
new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects? | ] 0 ]

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or
expanded entitlements needed? | ] 0 ]

e) Resultin a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the
provider’'s existing commitments? u ] O ]

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs? u ] O ]

g) Comply with federal, state, and local

statutes and regulations related to solid
waste? u [ O [

a, b, ) The proposed project would generate wastewater during construction and operation.
Wastewater collection services are provided by the City of Hermosa Beach, which has a sanitary
sewer system network of 37 miles of sewer lines. The effluent collected by sewer lines is
discharged into the Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (LACSD) trunk lines, which flow
in a northwesterly direction toward the City of Manhattan Beach. The LACSD trunk lines flow
to a Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP), located in Carson. The JWPCP is one of the
largest wastewater plants in the world and is the largest of the LACSD wastewater treatment
plants. The facility provides both primary and secondary treatment for approximately 280
million gallons of wastewater per day and has a total permitted capacity of 400 million gallons
per day (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).
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The proposed project would generate additional wastewater, which could impact wastewater
collection and treatment facilities, and could potentially conflict with the Regional Water
Quality Control Board standards. Impacts would be potentially significant and will be
evaluated in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c) As discussed in Section IX, Hydrology and Water Quality, the proposed project would alter
site drainage due to grading and an increase in mass and scale of buildings located on the site.
Impacts are potentially signification and will be evaluated further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) Potable water is provided to the City of Hermosa Beach by the California Water Service
Company (Cal Water). Hermosa Beach is located in Cal Water’s Hermosa-Redondo District,
which supplies groundwater, surface water, and recycled water. The project would utilize both
potable and recycled water for construction, operations, and landscape maintenance. Impacts to
the City’s water supply would be potentially significant and will be evaluated further in an EIR.
Analysis will include the effect of current drought conditions on City water supplies, the
requirements of the City’s Water Conservation and Drought Management Plan Ordinance.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

f, g) Solid waste disposal services in Hermosa Beach are provided by a commercial vendor,
Athens Services, pursuant to an agreement for Integrated Solid Waste Management Services
dated May 24, 2013. Athens Services provides collection service, including recycling, to both
residential and commercial properties in the City of Hermosa Beach. Solid waste is hauled to
the Athens United Waste Materials Recovery Facility in the City of Industry, where it is sorted
and recycled in compliance with state Assembly Bill (AB) 341. Waste materials are then
transported to a variety of landfills identified in the Integrated Solid Waste Management
agreement (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

Solid waste generated by construction and operation of the project would have the potential
to generate solid waste in amounts that exceed the capacity of local and regional solid waste
facilities. The project could also potentially conflict with local and statewide regulations
pertaining to solid waste reduction and recycling. Impacts related to solid waste generation
would be potentially significant and will be evaluated in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self- sustaining
levels, eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of

the major periods of California history or
prehistory? O L U O

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental
effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current

projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)? | O O m

c) Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly? | ] 0 O

a) The project site is located within an urbanized area that lacks native biological habitats, as
discussed under item IV, Biological Resources. As discussed under item V, Cultural Resources,
there are no historic resources or known archaeological or paleontological resources onsite. The
proposed project would not significantly degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or prehistory. Implementation of a pre-construction
nesting bird survey and avoidance of any active nests during construction would address
potential impacts to active bird nests. Implementation of proposed mitigation measures would
address potential impacts to any as yet undiscovered archaeological and paleontological
resources. Impacts would be less than significant with mitigation and further analysis of these
issues in an EIR is not warranted.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS MITIGATION INCORPORATED
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b) In combination with other planned and pending development in the area, the proposed
project could contribute to significant cumulative impacts. In particular, cumulative impacts
could occur with respect such issues as transportation, air quality, greenhouse gases,
wastewater generation, and noise. The cumulative effects of the project, in combination with
other planned projects in the vicinity, will be evaluated in an EIR

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c) The proposed project may result in potential adverse impacts to human beings. Impacts
related to aesthetics, air quality, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, noise, and
transportation would be potentially significant. These impacts will be analyzed further in an
EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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Rincon Consultants, Inc.

180 North Ashwood Avenue
Ventura, Californita 93003

805 644 4455
FAX 644 4240

info@rinconconsultants.com
www.rinconconsultants.com

February 25, 2015
Project # 14-01140

Pamela Townsend

Project Manager

City of Hermosa Beach

Via email: ptownsend@hermosabch.org

RE: Built Environment Assessment for the Skechers Design Center Project, City of
Hermosa Beach, County of Los Angeles, California

Dear Ms. Townsend,

Rincon Consultants (Rincon) was retained to provide a preliminary historic assessment for
the Skechers Design Center project located at 2851, 2901, 3001, and 3125 Pacific Coast
Highway and 744 Longfellow Avenue (project site) in the City of Hermosa Beach, County of
Los Angeles, California. Rincon understands that current property owners wish to
redevelop the parcels, which will require the demolition of the extant buildings on the
project site. This memorandum summarizes the results of Rincon’s review of historic
documentation, a reconnaissance-level field survey, and evaluation of the subject properties
as historical resources under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Survey work and preparation of this memorandum was conducted by Architectural
Historian Shannon Carmack, BA, who has over 15 years of experience conducting historic
resource analysis and preparing environmental compliance documentation throughout
California. Ms. Carmack meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
Standards for architectural history and history.

REGULATORY SETTING

The current study was completed to comply with the provisions of CEQA, including the
CEQA Statutes (PRC Sections 21083.2 and 21084.1), the CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 CCR,
Section 15064.5), and PRC 5024.1 (Title 14 CCR, Section 4850 et seq.). These statutes and
regulations, as amended, are summarized in an annually updated handbook (Association of
Environmental Professionals 2010).

Properties that can be expected to be directly or indirectly affected by a proposed project
must be evaluated for potential eligibility as a historical resource (Public Resources Code
(PRC) Section 5024.1). The term historical resource includes a resource listed in, or determined
to be eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), a
resource included in a local register of historical resources, and any object, building,
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structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines to be
historically significant (CCR Section 15064.5(a)). The criteria for listing properties in the
CRHR were expressly developed in accordance with previously established eligibility
criteria developed for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The California Office
of Historic Preservation (OHP) regards “any physical evidence of human activities over 45
years old” as meriting recordation and evaluation (OHP 1995:2).

According to PRC Section 5024.1(c)(1-4), a resource may be considered historically significant
if it retains integrity and meets at least one of the following criteria. A property may be
listed in the CRHR if the resource:

(1) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of California's history and cultural heritage;

(2) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or

method of installation, or represents the work of an important creative
individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

4) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in
prehistory or history.

Impacts that adversely alter the significance of a resource listed in or eligible for listing in
the CRHR are considered a significant effect on the environment. Impacts to historical
resources from the proposed project are thus considered significant if the project physically
destroys or damages all or part of a resource, changes the character of the use of the
resource or physical feature within the setting of the resource which contribute to its
significance or introduces visual, atmospheric, or audible elements that diminish the
integrity of significant features of the resource.

Integrity Considerations for the CRHR

A historical resource eligible for listing in the CRHR must meet one or more of the criteria of
significance described above and retain enough of its integrity, historic character or
appearance to be recognizable as a historical resource and to convey the reasons for its
significance. Historical resources that have been rehabilitated or restored may be evaluated
for listing. Integrity is evaluated with regard to the retention of seven aspects of integrity
that follow those outlined in the NRHP: location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association. Also like the NRHP, a resource must also be judged with reference
to the particular criteria under which a resource is proposed for eligibility. Alterations over
time to a resource or changes in its use may themselves have attained historical, cultural, or
architectural significance. It is possible that historical resources may not retain sufficient
integrity to meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP but they may still be eligible for listing
in the CRHR in consideration of local, regional or state architectural and historical contexts
and integrity thresholds. A resource that has lost its historic character or appearance may
still have sufficient integrity for the CRHR if it maintains the potential to yield significant
scientific or historical information or specific data (usually under Criterion 4).

The evaluation of integrity is sometimes a subjective judgment, but it must always be
grounded in an understanding of a property's physical features and how they relate to its
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significance. Historic resources either retain integrity (this is, convey their significance) or
they do not. To retain historic integrity a property will always possess several, and usually
most, of the aspects. The retention of specific aspects of integrity is paramount for a
property to convey its significance. Determining which of these aspects are most important
to a particular property requires knowing why, where, and when the property is significant.

Local Regulations

In 1998, the City of Hermosa Beach adopted a preservation ordinance (Hermosa Beach
Municipal Code, Chapter 17.53, Ordinance 98-1186). Under the City’s current policies and
ordinance, only resources that are listed as federal, state or local landmarks are protected.
Other potential resources are only protected when proposed alterations or demolition
requires a ‘discretionary’ review, pursuant to CEQA.

An historic resource may be designated a local landmark, pursuant to Sections 17.53.070
through 17.53.120, if it meets one or more of the following criteria:

A. It exemplifies or reflects special elements of the City's cultural, social,
economic, political, aesthetic, engineering, or architectural history;

B. It is identified with persons or events significant in local, state, or national
history;

C. It embodies distinctive characteristics of a style, type, period, or method of
construction, or is a valuable example of the use of indigenous materials
or craftsmanship;

D. It is representative of the notable work of a builder, designer, or architect;

E. Its unique location or singular physical characteristic(s) represents an
established and familiar visual feature or landmark of a neighborhood,
community, or the City.

Nominations of an historic resource as a landmark shall be made by the City, or by
application of the property owner or property owners representing a majority or controlling
interest in the property on which the resource is located. In order to be eligible for
consideration as a landmark, an historic resource must be at least 50 years old; with the
exception that an historic resource of at least 30 years old may be eligible if the City Council
determines that the resource is exceptional, or that it is threatened by demolition, removal,
relocation, or inappropriate alteration.

ASSESSMENT METHODS

Research Sources

Rincon conducted property-specific research for this project in February 2015. The following
sources were examined to establish known historical land uses and the locations of research

materials pertinent to the subject property:

e (City of Hermosa Beach Existing Conditions Report, October 2014;
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e Phase 1 Environmental Assessment, 2851, 2901 and 3001 Pacific Coast Highway Hermosa
Beach, CA, prepared by SCS Engineers, March 2014;

e  Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment 3125 Pacific Coast Highway, Hermosa Beach, JHA
Environmental August 18, 2010;

e Los Angeles Times Index, ProQuest Database, Los Angeles Public Library, City of Los
Angeles

e Photo Collection, Los Angeles Public Library, City of Los Angeles

e Aerial photographs

Survey

On February 18, 2015, Architectural Historian Shannon Carmack conducted a
reconnaissance survey of the project site. Field methods consisted of a reconnaissance-level
survey of the exterior of each building to assess the overall condition and integrity, and to
identify and document any character-defining features. A survey of the surrounding area
was also completed to assess if the buildings within the project site are potential
contributors to any potential historic districts. None of the buildings was recorded on
California Department of Recreation 523 Series (DPR) forms.

RESULTS

A total of four properties containing buildings older than 45 years of age were identified
within the project site. These include three commercial properties and one single-family
residence (Table 1).

Address APN No. Year Discussion
Constructed

Single story building with painted
brick walls and large non-original
4169-034-020 ca. 1966 aluminum fixed windows. Flat
parapet roof with wide hipped
overhang on N and E elevations.
Property appears to be three
separate buildings that have been
4169-034-021 ca. 1950s joined over time. Original styles and
details no longer discernable from
extant appearance.

2851 Pacific
Coast Highway

2901 Pacific
Coast Highway

Single story auto garage with three
4169-029-044 1964 mechanical bays, Concrete block
walls, no windows and a flat roof.

3125 Pacific
Coast Highway

Single story post-war tract-style

744 Longfellow 4169-029-045 ca. 1945 reS|denqe with s_tucco walls, wood-
Avenue frame ribbon windows and a low-

pitched, segmented roof.

A review of the City’s General Plan Update (October 2014) provided substantial information
about the extant historic resources within the City. According to the General Plan Land Use
Element (Historic Resources), there are three landmarked properties within the City and 28
potential locally significant properties. None of these include any properties within the
project site. In addition, as part of the General Plan update, a windshield survey of the built
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environment was conducted to establish the presence of any additional historical resources
within the city limits. An additional 220 properties were found to retain integrity and
qualify for the CRHR or local. None of the buildings within the project site were found
eligible as a result of the survey.

Rincon examined supplemental data pertaining to each of the buildings within the project
site, to establish the developmental history of the properties and confirm the findings of the
General Plan historic resources survey. The results of this research review are summarized
below.

2851 Pacific Coast Highway

The subject property was constructed circa 1966. Historic research failed to reveal any
pertinent information about the property to indicate any potential for historic significance.
Since at least the late 1980s, the property has been used as part of the adjacent automobile
dealership. Over the years, the property has undergone major alterations, including the
replacement of original doors and windows and roof modifications. As a result of these
changes, the property does not retain any integrity, and does not warrant consideration for
listing in the CRHR or local designation as a City landmark.

2901 Pacific Coast Highway

The subject property was constructed circa 1950s and appears to have been three separate
buildings that were joined over time as a result of their use as an auto dealership. Historic
research failed to reveal any pertinent information about the property to indicate any
potential historic significance. The property has been used as an auto dealership since at
least the 1960s. Over the years, the property has undergone major alterations, including the
replacement of original doors and windows and wall and roof modifications. As a result of
these changes, the property does not retain any integrity, and does not warrant
consideration for listing in the CRHR or local designation as a City landmark.

3125 Pacific Coast Highway

The subject property was constructed in 1964 and has operated as a muffler shop since its
construction. Historic research failed to reveal any pertinent information about the property
beyond its historic function. The property is a modestly constructed, utilitarian auto garage.
Because the building is a ubiquitous ancillary property type that lacks any defined style or
historic associations, there is no evidence to warrant consideration for listing in the CRHR
or local designation as a City landmark.

744 Longfellow Avenue

The subject property was constructed circa 1945. Historic research failed to reveal any
pertinent information about the property to indicate any potential for historic significance.
Although the residence retains some of its original details, including wood-frame windows,
and pitched roofline, the property is a very modest example of a post-war single-family
home. The property does not warrant consideration for listing in the CRHR or local
designation as a City landmark, or as a potential contributor to a historic district.

Environmental Scientists Planners Engineers







Built Environment Assessment
Skechers Design Center Project
City of Hermosa Beach

Page 6

CONCLUSION

Rincon finds that none of the buildings located within the property area retain sufficient
integrity and or historic significance to warrant consideration for eligibility at the State or
local levels of historic significance. As such, none of the buildings located within the project
site are considered historical resources in accordance with CEQA (Section 21084.1).
Demolition and redevelopment of the parcels located within the Skechers Design Center
project site will not result in a significant adverse impact to historical resources in
accordance with CEQA.

Should you have any questions or comments regarding this report, please do not hesitate to
contact me at 562.676.6485, or scarmack@rinconconsultants.com

Sincerely,

Passsnf ook

Shannon Carmack
Architectural Historian
Rincon Consultants, Inc.
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FW: Comments regarding proposed Skechers campus project

		From

		Tom Bakaly

		To

		Kim Chafin

		Recipients

		kchafin@hermosabch.org



Please include as an official comment to the EIR.  Thanks - Tom



 



From: Chris Prenter [mailto:chris@prenterdesign.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:43 AM
To: Ken Robertson; Tom Bakaly
Subject: Comments regarding proposed Skechers campus project



 



Ken,



 



Last night I attended the Skechers community presentation for their Hermosa Beach campus project on PCH. I came away from the meeting convinced that this project is not a good fit for Hermosa. Our city needs more retail businesses to generate sales tax for our city, but Skechers wants to take away — forever — those two full blocks of potential sales tax generating commercial properties on our crucial PCH corridor. In return we get a mega-campus generating ~600 cars worth of increased traffic and just the city’s portion of income from the property taxes. There are many reasons that this project is not a good fit for our city.



 



There is greater risk for our city with a project that serves only one business. What happens if Skechers goes bankrupt? It is much better to have a diversity of businesses occupying that corridor on PCH to reduce the risk of loss. Development with retail on the bottom floor and office space above would be a much better use of those properties as it would greatly increase tax revenue. Even a hotel would be better than a mega-campus. A great example of business that can thrive on that corridor is the new Dunn Edwards paint store located adjacent to the proposed project. Yet, Skechers’s representative was quick to dismiss the viability of retail business on that corridor. You may recall that automotive businesses on that same stretch generated a lot of sales tax for Hermosa before Skechers bought all those properties and left them to rot.



 



The fact that Skechers has let that strip run fallow for all these years without even having the decency to maintain the properties is proof that they are not good neighbors. Neighboring residents scolded the Skechers representatives for ignoring their pleas for many years to clear weeds and fix broken windows. It seems Skechers would rather have the area appear rundown so that people will beg them to build something — anything — just to improve the appearance. This is not how a business wins favor with the community.



 



Finally, Skechers estimates only 15 Hermosa residents will actually work at their new campus. Most of the ~500 new employees will be commuting from other areas. This project does not appear to be a major job provider for our city and that, combined with the negative traffic impact and the lack of substantial financial benefit, illustrates the incompatibility of the project with our community’s sustainability goals and need for sales tax generating business. This project is simply too big and provides too little benefit for our community to proceed.



 



Thank you for your time reviewing this letter. I hope you will take what I have written into consideration.








Sincerely,



 



Chris Prenter



 








Prenter Design Group, Inc.



625 Loma Drive



Hermosa Beach, CA 90254



Phone: 310.379.4514



Email: chris@prenterdesign.com



Website: www.prenterdesign.com
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FW: Skechers DEIR Comments

		From

		Tom Bakaly

		To

		Kim Chafin

		Recipients

		kchafin@hermosabch.org



FYI – EIR Comments – Thanks - Tom



 



From: Claudia Berman [mailto:its_42@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:48 AM
To: Yu-Ying Ting; Elaine Doerfling
Cc: Tom Bakaly
Subject: Skechers DEIR Comments



 



Yu-Ying, Elaine or Tom,



My DIER comments got kicked back from Ken's email, since he's on vacation.



Can you please forward to whoever is handling in his absence and cc me, just so I know that they go there?



Thank you!



 



Dear Planning Commission,



*	 Here are my comments concerning the Skechers Project as a whole:



o   The city website needs to have a separate web page with a link from the “What’s New” menu for Skechers.  It is too difficult to find information on the Skechers project.



o   I am very concerned that the Skechers complex will cause the traffic on PCH to grind to a halt during rush hour. If that is the case, it is possible that Skechers may have issues in the campus being viable in the long term. If they abandon the project in let’s say, 5 years due people not wanting to work there because of traffic, other businesses requiring office space would also not be interested, due to traffic as well.  I had a 2 hour commute for 2 years, and I left my job rather than continue that commute. 



o   There may be other reasons in the future that would cause Skechers to vacate. What other companies would want that amount off office space? Would it lie vacant? Retail wouldn’t be an option without the campus being torn down and rebuilt. That would be a huge expense. 



o   In the cost/benefit analysis, I’d like to see 1) That it be very clear on existing vs. net new cost/benefit to the city and 2) I’d like to see alternative land use scenarios, such as retail, rather than office space, that would create less traffic and bring in more city revenue.  Or a combination of retail and office space that is greatly scaled down. 



o   I would like to see a list of “asks” form Skechers for all zoning changes requested or any other “special” requests. 



*	Here are my inputs to the Skechers DEIR:



o   In the traffic analysis, I would like to see, not just the delays at the key intersections noted, but also cumulative drive time estimates. I go to the airport frequently, and traffic on PCH can be absolutely horrible. Just 2 weeks ago, it took me 45 minutes to get from 2nd & Valley to LAX via PCH  at 8AM. With the Skechers project will the 45 minutes become 90 minutes? This would be unacceptable. 



o    I’d like to see estimated drive times for the following. 



*	In the peak AM rush hour, I’d like to see an estimate of drive time on PCH heading north from 190th to Skechers , from Pier to Skechers, and from Skechers to Manhattan Beach Blvd. 

*	In the peak PM rush hour, I’d like to see an estimate of drive time on PCH heading south from Manhattan Beach Blvd to Skechers, and from Skechers to  Pier, and from Skechers to 190th

*	These drive times need to include all time on the PCH, including the wait time for people either entering the garage or people who want to pass Skechers but have to wait until the employees enter the parking garage. So I’m really asking for is a queuing simulation of aggregate time spent on PCH. 



o   For any traffic/transportation mitigation recommendations, please be very specific. For example, “Taking the bus or Encourage carpooling” is not specific enough of a plan. There needs to be a specific enough plan in order to have a faith that the mitigation measure would really work. In the community meeting on 12/2/15, it was clear that Skechers has no clear policy on trying to reducing the number of cars. 



o   For the cumulative traffic estimates, there should be a “worst case” model to include Redondo Beach’s transportation estimates from their proposed Waterfront project. Hermosa and Manhattan beaches are part of their “key market areas” and PCH traffic will increase from that project. I’m primarily concerned about the evening rush hour traffic from Skechers adding to the possible dinner/movie traffic to Redondo Waterfront. See their DIER with traffic estimates: http://www.redondo.org/depts/planning/waterfront_draft_eir/default.asp. I would also like to see a “guessitmate” of potential impact of the AES site going “commercial and/or residential”. 



o   I’d like the project description to be very clear on where the buildings are located for the entire Skechers footprint (Hermosa, Manhattan, New, Existing). 



Thank you,



Claudia Berman



443 2nd Street, Hermosa Beach






Comments Regarding:

PROPOSED SKECHERS DESIGN CENTER
AND
OFFICES PROJECT

I would request that the EIR for the proposed Skechers Design Center and Offices Project
consider and take into account the following items:

1. The impact on Boundary Place. Boundary Place is basically an alley, and it does not have
the width of a normal residential (let alone commercial) street. There is no access to Boundary
Place from northbound Sepulveda Blvd., and there is virtually no ability to access Boundary
Place from southbound Sepulveda Blvd. due to the narrow width of the alley and the inability for
a vehicle to sufficiently slow down before making a sharp right turn to enter it from southbound
Sepulveda Blvd. As such, it is very difficult and unsafe for a passenger car to make the turn, and
it is nearly impossible for a truck to make such turn. A traffic survey would show that very few
vehicles access Boundary Place other than from the west end thereof off of Dianthus Street,
Manhattan Beach (also known as Tennyson in Hermosa Beach). As such, the EIR should
consider not only the impact (traffic, noise, pollution, etc.) caused by Skechers’ bound traffic
(whether passenger cars, trucks, delivery vehicles, trash trucks, etc.) making use of Boundary
Place to access the proposed Manhattan Beach facility, but also that such traffic will need to
transit through the surrounding residential streets in both Hermosa Beach and Manhattan Beach
in order to head east-bound up Boundary Place to the proposed Manhattan Beach facility.

The EIR should consider that the proposed Skechers’ plan shows that various refuse receptacles,
loading docks and other pads and improvements will be located along Boundary Place and that
as such, heavy trucks and maintenance vehicles are intended to make use of Boundary Place to
service the Manhattan Beach facility and that as previously mentioned, they will be required to
transit thereto from the nearby residential areas in that access from Sepulveda Blvd. is either
unavailable or virtually impossible. The EIR should also address that once traffic has travelled
east-bound up Boundary Place to the Manhattan Beach Skechers’ facility that such traffic,
especially truck traffic, will not be able to make U-turns to come back down Boundary Place, but
that such traffic will then be required to access Sepulveda Blvd. from the east end of Boundary
Place and that it is virtually impossible to safely do so.

The EIR should address the significant impact that will result from Skechers’ actual use of the
refuse receptacles, loading areas, pads and other improvements proposed to be located along
Boundary Place. At present, two passengers cars cannot adequately pass each other on Boundary
Place. The EIR should thus address the impact of having Skechers’ bound vehicles (e.g.,
delivery trucks, trash trucks, etc.) not only transiting up and down Boundary Place, but also
parking (whether short-term or long-term) directly on Boundary Blvd. adjacent to the proposed
refuse receptacles, loading areas and other pads while accessing the Skechers’ facility, in that,
there are no off-alley dedicated places for such vehicles to park at the Manhattan Beach facility.





The EIR should address the noise and pollution generated by Skechers bound vehicles on a small
residential alley that is the sole access to the residences located thereon, and the fact that these
residences do not have access via any main street which would typically be located on the
opposite side of the residences.

The EIR should consider the impact placed on Boundary Place, as mentioned above, during the
construction process.

The EIR should consider the impact and advisability (for purposes of alleviation) of making
Boundary Place a one-way street for residential only access up to the Skechers’ facility, with no
access to the proposed Skechers’ facility. This would separate Skechers’ traffic and use from
that of the nearby residents. The EIR should reference that a prior study and resident survey was
previously conducted by the cities of Manhattan Beach/Hermosa Beach as to the advisability of
making Boundary Place a one-way street in recognition of the difficult traffic flow presently
existing on the alley.

The EIR should consider the impact and advisability (for purposes of alleviation) of requiring
that Skechers dedicate a portion of its property along Sepulveda Blvd. (adjacent to the proposed
Manhattan Beach facility) for construction of a de-acceleration lane so that traffic may safely
enter Boundary Place from southbound Sepulveda Blvd. and thereby not have to access
Boundary Place through the residential sections thereof. Such a de-acceleration lane would also
allow Skechers’ traffic to safely exit from Boundary Place onto southbound Sepulveda Blvd.

2. Construction Hours. The EIR should address the impact of allowing construction to
commence earlier than current City rules allow in a residential area, and particularly in regard to
where workers will park and congregate prior to commencing work. It is not uncommon for
workers to arrive early to a job site and “hang out” prior to commencing work. How will this
impact the nearby residents? Also, will food trucks and similar vehicles then tend to congregate
in the area at earlier “off-hours™?

3. Construction in_General. In that Sepulveda Blvd. is a busy commercial street, it is
likely that construction workers, vehicles and equipment would choose to avoid accessing the
Manhattan Beach and Hermosa Beach job sites therefrom, and would instead prefer to circulate
through and park on the nearby residential streets. The EIR should address the impact resulting
therefrom and means to alleviate such problems.

4, Parking in Residential Areas. The local residents in Manhattan Beach have lodged
numerous complaints with the City and Skechers regarding parking by Skechers’ employees and
visitors on nearby residential streets in regard to Skechers present use of its existing buildings.
The EIR should address the additional impact that will result by now having hundreds of
additional employees and visitors at the newly proposed sites who will likely similarly choose to
park on the local residential streets. The EIR should address the reality that even if Skechers
supplies adequate numbers of parking spots at the new facilities that many employees and
visitors will nevertheless find it easier to park on nearby residential streets so as not to have to
circumnavigate through multiple levels of employee parking with limited egress and ingress.
The EIR should address the problems that local residents have had in the past, and will likely






have in the future, in getting Skechers to address such issues. The EIR should address the
requirement that Skechers have a community liaison person tasked with the on-going job, both
during the construction phase, and thereafter, who could directly handle such issues.

5. Conferences. Skechers is proposing that conferences will take place at its proposed
facilities several times a year and that attendees will be bused in. The EIR should address the
fact that many of these attendees will for convenience choose to park nearby in the residential
areas. The EIR should also address the impact of these buses accessing the Skechers’ facilities,
such as where they will load and off-load, where they will wait, whether they will be kept idling,
and other related noise, traffic and pollution issues. The EIR should also address Skechers’ plan
to build outside open areas and terraces where conference attendees and employees may
congregate and the impact thereof on the local residents.

6. Traffic Flow on Sepulveda Blvd. As proposed, traffic exiting the Hermosa Beach
underground parking lot will only be allowed to make a right turn heading southbound on
Sepulveda Blvd. The EIR should address what this will due to traffic patterns on Sepulveda
Blvd., especially for exiting traffic that wishes to ultimately travel northbound. The EIR should
address the impact of this on local residential streets for U-turns, etc. and the effect of such
traffic wishing to make a U-turn at the intersection of Sepulveda Blvd. and Artesia Blvd.
Likewise, the EIR should address the impact of traffic flows from the various proposed
Skechers’ buildings directly onto Duncan Avenue and 30™ Street, and whether for alleviation
purposes such traffic should be directed by appropriate right-hand or left-hand turn only signs
strictly to and from Sepulveda Blvd. so as to avoid additional traffic flows on to nearby
residential streets. Likewise, for alleviation purposes, the EIR should address that no access to
the Skechers’ facilities should be allowed from eastbound Duncan Avenue or eastbound 30"
Street via the nearby residential streets, and that all access should only be to and from Sepulveda
Blvd.

7. Closure of 30" Street, Hermosa Beach. The EIR should address the impact on the
local residents that would arise from a closure of 30™ Street for an extended period of time in
order to allow both the construction of the proposed overhead walk-way and the underground
parking which is envisioned to go under 30™ Street.

8. Deteriorated Condition of Present Properties. The EIR should address that the
proposed locations have in fact been owned by Skechers’ or related persons or entities for
numerous years and that they have been allowed to fall into neglect and ruin during such period,
and that any overall claimed “improvement” of the designated areas by the construction of the
proposed facilities actually derives in good measure from Skechers’ own decision to have
allowed the current structures located thereon to fall into disrepair. The EIR should address
whether Skechers has been a “good neighbor” in the past as shown by its other developments in
the area, and its (and its related parties’) ownership thereof, including the properties in issue, and
whether its past behavior may be indicative as to how the proposed Skechers’ facilities will in
fact impact nearby residents.






9. Other Nearby Properties Owned by Skechers. The EIR should take into account other
nearby properties owned or controlled by Skechers, or related persons and entities, and the
impact that would result from a future development of one or more of these properties for the
benefit of Skechers. Skechers should be asked to address what it intends to do with such other
properties, and the EIR should address how a future development thereof would add to the
impact caused by the current proposed project.

10.  Other Unintended Effects. The EIR should address the impact upon the City and nearby
residents that would result from allowing Skechers to build the proposed project to the extent
that it would set a precedent for other developers in the area to then request similar treatment.

11. Decline in Value. The EIR should address the effect of the proposed Skechers’ facilities
on the market value of the surrounding residences due to the extended construction period
expected for the Skechers’ buildings, and likewise thereafter due to their presence adjacent to a
residential area.

Harris D. Bass
318 South Dianthus Street
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

(310) 918-8585 cell
Harris@ BusinessStreet.com






December 7, 2015 RECEIVED

DEC 07 2015
Ken Robertson COMMUNITY DEV. DEP*
Community Development Director, City of Hermosa Beach
1315 Valley Drive

Hermosa Beach, CA. 90254
Dear Mr. Robertson,

I would like to express my concern and protest the current version of the Sketchers
Design & Executive Offices proposal. I have lived at 732 Longfellow Ave. for 27 years
and my wife and I are currently enjoying our retirement years in this fine city. We like
the small town feel that this city currently provides.

We would be 5 houses away from this enormous development that will not only tower
over the neighborhood but add potentially 600-700 cars to an already congested area.
Not only on Sepulveda Blvd. but on the currently narrow Longfellow Av. and all the
surrounding streets. As it is Longfellow acts as a cut through street. Two cars cannot
pass one another because the street is not wide enough when there are cars parked on
both sides of the street. Traffic already backs up in front of my house from the light at
Sepulveda during rush hour making backing out of my driveway impossible at times.
Also because u-turns are not allowed when traveling North at Sepulveda and Longfellow
many cars turn left onto Longfellow and use my double wide driveway approach as a
turn around then drive back to Sepulveda to turn right and drive South.

I would like to point out many factors that are most important to my family.

The project will take about two years to complete. During this time they will be digging
& shoring a below grade four level parking basement. Can you imagine the noise,
shaking and dust this will create? We have already endured the construction of the
Sketchers building at 330 Sepulveda, we are dreading the total disruption to the peace
and quiet at our house. They are asking to allow the start time of construction to begin at
7:30 instead of the normal 8:00. There will be an enormous amount of earth moving
trucks staging along Sepulveda way before then. Where are the contractors along with
all their supply's, tools and vehicles going to park? Don't tell me they are going to shuttle
all this from elsewhere to the job site. I was in construction for 30 years and this is not
freezable. Once completed can you imagine how long, noisy and how much exhaust
fumes will be created when arriving and leaving the work place trying to get out of a
four level underground tandem parking structure? Then trying to negotiate traffic while
driving through our neighborhood to get home?

The size and scope of this building is completely disproportional to the city and
unprecedented in size. Additionally they are asking to create parking below 30™ street





and a bridge over the street to connect the two buildings. This will close 30" street for at
least a year. They want to allow Executive parking to exit onto 30™ street which means
if they want to travel north they will be using city streets to negotiate this.

I am against the rezoning of 744 Longfellow. Why should they be allowed to further
encroach into our neighborhood. Where will this end and what's next? I was around
when Vasek Polak who provided much more revenue to the city than this project will
ever do was turned down. They are also asking too build North of Longfellow to Duncan
in Manhattan Beach adding more time, noise and traffic. Now I heard they are in
escrow on the car wash north of their current site. Are they trying to turn our beach city
into a commercial /industrial park like Torrance or El Segundo?

This project is inconsistent with the goals of Hermosa Beach being a “Green City™.

I am concerned this project would d evaluate my home. My home is by far our biggest
investment.

The city must not make major concessions for small gains in revenue. As stated in the
EIR, less than 3% of the employees would be Hermosa Beach residents. There will be
no sales or occupancy taxes collected. The additional burden on the current utility's and
roadways that are in dire need of repair will only be exacerbated. I would hate to see the
quality of life on my street and neighborhood down-graded.

In conclusion, the EIR clearly states that there WILL BE significant impact to the
aesthetics, air quality, cultural resources, geology/soils, greenhouse gas emissions,
hazards and hazardous material, hydrology/water quality, land use/planning, noise,
population/housing, public services, recreation, transportation/traffic, utility's/service
systems...etc. Our home is very close to this project and we would bear a significant
portion of the negative affects.

John Elder and Margaret Merfy
732 Longfellow Avenue
Hermosa Beach, CA.






STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr,, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7-OFFICE OF TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
100 S. MAIN STREET, MS 16

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PHONE (213) 897-9140 Serious drought.
FAX (213) 897-1337 Help save water!
www.dot.ca.gov

May 13, 2015

Mr. Ken Robertson

City of Hermosa Beach
1315 Valley Drive
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Re: Skechers Design Center and
Executive Offices Project

Vic: LA-1/PM 22.104

SCH# 2015041081
IGR#150460ME -NOP

Dear Mr. Robertson:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation
(NOP) prepared for the proposed Skechers Design Center and Executive Offices Project. The
project consists of demolition of all vacant structures currently on the project site, and the
development of a Design Center and Executive Offices for Skechers USA. The Executive
Offices are proposed to be located on property north of 30™ Street and would encompass 34,468
square feet of floor area. Total floor area would be 133,339 square feet.

To assist in evaluating the impacts of this project on State transportation facilities, a traffic study
should be prepared prior to preparing the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). Please
refer the project’s traffic consultant to Caltrans’ traffic study guide Website:
hitp://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/tpp/offices/ocp/igr_ceqa_files/tisguide.pdf

Listed below are elements of what is generally expected in the traffic study:

1. A brief discussion of the traffic impacts on Pacific Coast Highway (Sepulveda
Boulevard), State Route 1, and all affected significantly impacted streets, crossroads and
controlling intersections, as well as analysis of existing and future conditions including
construction periods.

2. Traffic volume counts to include anticipated AM and PM peak-hour volumes.

3. Level of service (LOS) before, during construction, and after development.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”





Mr. Robertson
May 13, 2015
Page 2

4. Future conditions, which include both, project and project plus cumulative traffic
generated up to General Plan build out year.

5. A brief traffic discussion showing ingress/egress, turning movements, and a directional
flow for project vehicle trips. Caltrans noted that the existing raised median island
located on SR-1 (Sepulveda Boulevard), south of Keats Street would need to be modified
to provide a northbound left-turn pocket for access into the site.

6. Discussion of mitigation measures appropriate to alleviate anticipated traffic impacts,
including sharing of mitigation costs.

Please continue to keep us informed of this project and any future developments, which could
potentially impact the State transportation facilities. If you have any questions regarding these

comments, please contact project coordinator Miya Edmonson, at (213) 897-6536 and refer to
IGR/CEQA No. 150460-ME

Sincerely, /
[Qat Porn f/@D{_
DIANNA WATSON

IGR/CEQA Branch Chief

cc:  Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

“Provide a sqfe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California's economy and livability”
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Ken Robertson, Community Development Director
City of Hermosa Beach

1315 Valley Drive

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the
Skechers Design Center LLC Project

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
above-mentioned document. The SCAQMD staff’s comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air
quality impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft CEQA document. Please send the
SCAQMD a copy of the CEQA document upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the
State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD at
the address in our letterhead. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all appendices or technical documents
related to the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and health
risk assessment files. These include original emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling files (not Adobe PDF
files). Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the SCAQMD will be unable to complete its
review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air quality
documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist other
public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency use this
Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. More recent guidance developed since this
Handbook was published is also available on SCAQMD’s website here: http:/www.aqgmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993). SCAQMD staff also recommends that the lead agency use
the CalEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date state and
locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from typical land use
development. CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air Pollution Control Officers
Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This model is available free of charge at:
www.caleemod.com.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the project
and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including demolition, if
any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to,
emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings,
off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker
vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, emissions
from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road
tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources, that is, sources that generate or attract
vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD staff requests that
the lead agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to the recommended regional significance
thresholds found here: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa’handbook/scagmd-air-quality-significance-
thresholds.pdf?sfvrsn=2. In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, the SCAQMD staff recommends
calculating localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST’s can
be used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts
when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is
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recommended that the lead agency perform a localized analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or
performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:

http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.

In the event that the proposed project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, it
is recommended that the lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile
source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel
Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can be found at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use
of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be included.

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) can be found in the
California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Perspective, which can be found at
the following internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. CARB’s Land Use Handbook is a general
reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through the land
use decision-making process.

Mitigation Measures

In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible mitigation
measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize or
eliminate these impacts. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation
measures must also be discussed. Several resources are available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible
mitigation measures for the project, including:
e Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook
e SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-
handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies.
e CAPCOA’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available here:
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf.
e SCAQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling construction-related
emissions
e Other measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD’s Guidance
Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found
at the following internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/planning/air-quality-
guidance/complete-guidance-document.pdf?sfvrsn=4.

Data Sources

SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public Information
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available via
the SCAQMD’s webpage (http://www.agmd.gov).

The SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project emissions are accurately evaluated
and mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at Jwongl@aqmd.gov or
call me at (909) 396-3176.

Sincerely,

Jillian Wong
Jillian Wong, Ph.D.
Program Supervisor

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

LAC150428-03
Control Number
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Ken Robertson, Community Development Director
City of Hermosa Beach

1315 Valley Drive

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the
Skechers Design Center LLC Project

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
above-mentioned document. The SCAQMD staff’s comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air
quality impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft CEQA document. Please send the
SCAQMD a copy of the CEQA document upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the
State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD at
the address in our letterhead. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all appendices or technical documents
related to the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and health
risk assessment files. These include original emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling files (not Adobe PDF
files). Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the SCAQMD will be unable to complete its
review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air quality
documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist other
public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency use this
Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. More recent guidance developed since this
Handbook was published is also available on SCAQMD’s website here: http:/www.aqgmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993). SCAQMD staff also recommends that the lead agency use
the CalEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date state and
locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from typical land use
development. CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air Pollution Control Officers
Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This model is available free of charge at:
www.caleemod.com.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the project
and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including demolition, if
any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to,
emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings,
off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker
vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, emissions
from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road
tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources, that is, sources that generate or attract
vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD staff requests that
the lead agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to the recommended regional significance
thresholds found here: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa’handbook/scagmd-air-quality-significance-
thresholds.pdf?sfvrsn=2. In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, the SCAQMD staff recommends
calculating localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST’s can
be used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts
when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is
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recommended that the lead agency perform a localized analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or
performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:

http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.

In the event that the proposed project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, it
is recommended that the lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile
source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel
Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can be found at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use
of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be included.

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) can be found in the
California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Perspective, which can be found at
the following internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. CARB’s Land Use Handbook is a general
reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through the land
use decision-making process.

Mitigation Measures

In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible mitigation
measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize or
eliminate these impacts. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation
measures must also be discussed. Several resources are available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible
mitigation measures for the project, including:
e Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook
e SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-
handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies.
e CAPCOA’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available here:
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf.
e SCAQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling construction-related
emissions
e Other measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD’s Guidance
Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found
at the following internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/planning/air-quality-
guidance/complete-guidance-document.pdf?sfvrsn=4.

Data Sources

SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public Information
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available via
the SCAQMD’s webpage (http://www.agmd.gov).

The SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project emissions are accurately evaluated
and mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at Jwongl@aqmd.gov or
call me at (909) 396-3176.

Sincerely,

Jillian Wong
Jillian Wong, Ph.D.
Program Supervisor

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

LAC150428-03
Control Number






written comments — e-mail or mail — that have come in so far? Once the scoping period closes and
we have everything we can finalize our traffic report and get it turned in so we can move on.

Lisa Kranitz
Wallin, Kress, Reisman & Kranitz LLP

2800 28 Street, Suite 315
Santa Monica, CA 90405
310/450-9582, ext. 215 (work)
310/962-2049 (mobile)
lisa@wkrklaw.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail transmission (and/or the attachments accompanying it) may
contain confidential information belonging to the sender which is protected by the attorney-client
privilege. The information is intended only for the use of the intended recipient. If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or the taking of any
action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited. Any unauthorized interception
of this transmission is illegal. If you have received this transmission in error, please promptly notify the
sender by reply e-mail, and then destroy all copies of the transmission.

From: Kim Chafin [mailto:kchafin@hermosabch.org]

Sent: Tuesday, December 8, 2015 2:11 PM

To: lisa@wkrklaw.com

Subject: FW: Skechers DIER and Other General Comments on the Process

FYI

From: Kim Chafin On Behalf Of Ken Robertson

Sent: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:09 PM

To: 'Claudia Berman'; Ken Robertson

Subject: RE: Skechers DIER and Other General Comments on the Process

Good afternoon, Ms. Berman!

Thank you for contacting us. | have been checking Mr. Robertson’s emails while he is out.

Your comments are being forwarded to the EIR consultants, representatives of both cities, and the
development team.

Thank you for taking the time to provide your comments; we appreciate it.

And thank you for your suggestion about the web page! We just finished updating it, and you can

now find the video from the Nov 18" Scoping Meeting, as well all the other documents we have
regarding the Skechers project on the same page: http://www.hermosabch.org/index.aspx?

page=482.
Thank you, Ms. Berman!

Kimv Chafiny, AICP, LEED -AP

Senior Planner, Community Development Department
City of Hermosa Beach
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mailto:lisa@wkrklaw.com
http://www.hermosabch.org/index.aspx?page=482
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(310) 318-0242

From: Claudia Berman [mailto:its 42@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, December 04, 2015 4:32 PM

To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Skechers DIER and Other General Comments on the Process

Hi Ken,

- o Here are my comments concerning the Skechers Project as a whole:
0 The city website needs to have a separate web page with a link from
the “What's New” menu for Skechers. It is too difficult to find
information on the Skechers project.
o | am very concerned that the Skechers complex will cause the traffic
on PCH to grind to a halt during rush hour. If that is the case, itis
possible that Skechers may have issues in the campus being viable in
the long term. If they abandon the project in let’s say, 5 years due
people not wanting to work there because of traffic, other businesses
requiring office space would also not be interested, due to traffic as
well. | had a 2 hour commute for 2 years, and | left my job rather than
continue that commute.
o There may be other reasons in the future that would cause Skechers
to vacate. What other companies would want that amount off office
space? Would it lie vacant? Retail wouldn’t be an option without the
campus being torn down and rebuilt. That would be a huge expense.
o In the cost/benefit analysis, I'd like to see 1) That it be very clear on
existing vs. net new cost/benefit to the city and 2) I'd like to see
alternative land use scenarios, such as retail, rather than office space,
that would create less traffic and bring in more city revenue. Or a
combination of retail and office space that is greatly scaled down.
o | would like to see a list of “asks” form Skechers for all zoning
changes requested or any other “special” requests.

« Here are my inputs to the Skechers DEIR:
o In the traffic analysis, | would like to see, not just the delays at the
key intersections noted, but also cumulative drive time estimates. | go to
the airport frequently, and traffic on PCH can be absolutely horrible. Just

2 weeks ago, it took me 45 minutes to get from 2nd g Valley to LAX via
PCH at 8AM. With the Skechers project will the 45 minutes become 90
minutes? This would be unacceptable.
o I'dlike to see estimated drive times for the following.

= In the peak AM rush hour, I'd like to see an estimate of drive

time on PCH heading north from 190" to Skechers , from Pier to
Skechers, and from Skechers to Manhattan Beach Blvd.

= In the peak PM rush hour, I'd like to see an estimate of drive
time on PCH heading south from Manhattan Beach Blvd to
Skechers, and from Skechers to Pier, and from Skechers to
190t

= These drive times need to include all time on the PCH,
including the wait time for people either entering the garage or


mailto:its_42@yahoo.com

Thank you,

people who want to pass Skechers but have to wait until the

employees enter the parking garage. So I'm really asking for is a

gueuing simulation of aggregate time spent on PCH.
o For any traffic/transportation mitigation recommendations, please be
very specific. For example, “Taking the bus or Encourage carpooling” is
not specific enough of a plan. There needs to be a specific enough plan
in order to have a faith that the mitigation measure would really work. In
the community meeting on 12/2/15, it was clear that Skechers has no
clear policy on trying to reducing the number of cars.
o For the cumulative traffic estimates, there should be a “worst case”
model to include Redondo Beach’s transportation estimates from their
proposed Waterfront project. Hermosa and Manhattan beaches are part
of their “key market areas” and PCH traffic will increase from that
project. I'm primarily concerned about the evening rush hour traffic from
Skechers adding to the possible dinner/movie traffic to Redondo
Waterfront. See their DIER with traffic estimates:
http://www.redondo.org/depts/planning/waterfront_draft eir/default.asp.
| would also like to see an “guessitmate” of potential impact of the AES
site going “commercial and/or residential”.
o I'd like the project description to be very clear on where the buildings
are located for the entire Skechers footprint (Hermosa, Manhattan,
New, Existing).

Claudia Berman
443 2" Street, Hermosa Beach


http://www.redondo.org/depts/planning/waterfront_draft_eir/default.asp

Comments Regarding:

PROPOSED SKECHERS DESIGN CENTER
AND
OFFICES PROJECT

I would request that the EIR for the proposed Skechers Design Center and Offices Project
consider and take into account the following items:

1. The impact on Boundary Place. Boundary Place is basically an alley, and it does not have
the width of a normal residential (let alone commercial) street. There is no access to Boundary
Place from northbound Sepulveda Blvd., and there is virtually no ability to access Boundary
Place from southbound Sepulveda Blvd. due to the narrow width of the alley and the inability for
a vehicle to sufficiently slow down before making a sharp right turn to enter it from southbound
Sepulveda Blvd. As such, it is very difficult and unsafe for a passenger car to make the turn, and
it is nearly impossible for a truck to make such turn. A traffic survey would show that very few
vehicles access Boundary Place other than from the west end thereof off of Dianthus Street,
Manhattan Beach (also known as Tennyson in Hermosa Beach). As such, the EIR should
consider not only the impact (traffic, noise, pollution, etc.) caused by Skechers’ bound traffic
(whether passenger cars, trucks, delivery vehicles, trash trucks, etc.) making use of Boundary
Place to access the proposed Manhattan Beach facility, but also that such traffic will need to
transit through the surrounding residential streets in both Hermosa Beach and Manhattan Beach
in order to head east-bound up Boundary Place to the proposed Manhattan Beach facility.

The EIR should consider that the proposed Skechers’ plan shows that various refuse receptacles,
loading docks and other pads and improvements will be located along Boundary Place and that
as such, heavy trucks and maintenance vehicles are intended to make use of Boundary Place to
service the Manhattan Beach facility and that as previously mentioned, they will be required to
transit thereto from the nearby residential areas in that access from Sepulveda Blvd. is either
unavailable or virtually impossible. The EIR should also address that once traffic has travelled
east-bound up Boundary Place to the Manhattan Beach Skechers’ facility that such traffic,
especially truck traffic, will not be able to make U-turns to come back down Boundary Place, but
that such traffic will then be required to access Sepulveda Blvd. from the east end of Boundary
Place and that it is virtually impossible to safely do so.

The EIR should address the significant impact that will result from Skechers’ actual use of the
refuse receptacles, loading areas, pads and other improvements proposed to be located along
Boundary Place. At present, two passengers cars cannot adequately pass each other on Boundary
Place. The EIR should thus address the impact of having Skechers’ bound vehicles (e.g.,
delivery trucks, trash trucks, etc.) not only transiting up and down Boundary Place, but also
parking (whether short-term or long-term) directly on Boundary Blvd. adjacent to the proposed
refuse receptacles, loading areas and other pads while accessing the Skechers’ facility, in that,
there are no off-alley dedicated places for such vehicles to park at the Manhattan Beach facility.



The EIR should address the noise and pollution generated by Skechers bound vehicles on a small
residential alley that is the sole access to the residences located thereon, and the fact that these
residences do not have access via any main street which would typically be located on the
opposite side of the residences.

The EIR should consider the impact placed on Boundary Place, as mentioned above, during the
construction process.

The EIR should consider the impact and advisability (for purposes of alleviation) of making
Boundary Place a one-way street for residential only access up to the Skechers’ facility, with no
access to the proposed Skechers’ facility. This would separate Skechers’ traffic and use from
that of the nearby residents. The EIR should reference that a prior study and resident survey was
previously conducted by the cities of Manhattan Beach/Hermosa Beach as to the advisability of
making Boundary Place a one-way street in recognition of the difficult traffic flow presently
existing on the alley.

The EIR should consider the impact and advisability (for purposes of alleviation) of requiring
that Skechers dedicate a portion of its property along Sepulveda Blvd. (adjacent to the proposed
Manhattan Beach facility) for construction of a de-acceleration lane so that traffic may safely
enter Boundary Place from southbound Sepulveda Blvd. and thereby not have to access
Boundary Place through the residential sections thereof. Such a de-acceleration lane would also
allow Skechers’ traffic to safely exit from Boundary Place onto southbound Sepulveda Blvd.

2. Construction Hours. The EIR should address the impact of allowing construction to
commence earlier than current City rules allow in a residential area, and particularly in regard to
where workers will park and congregate prior to commencing work. It is not uncommon for
workers to arrive early to a job site and “hang out” prior to commencing work. How will this
impact the nearby residents? Also, will food trucks and similar vehicles then tend to congregate
in the area at earlier “off-hours™?

3. Construction in_General. In that Sepulveda Blvd. is a busy commercial street, it is
likely that construction workers, vehicles and equipment would choose to avoid accessing the
Manhattan Beach and Hermosa Beach job sites therefrom, and would instead prefer to circulate
through and park on the nearby residential streets. The EIR should address the impact resulting
therefrom and means to alleviate such problems.

4, Parking in Residential Areas. The local residents in Manhattan Beach have lodged
numerous complaints with the City and Skechers regarding parking by Skechers’ employees and
visitors on nearby residential streets in regard to Skechers present use of its existing buildings.
The EIR should address the additional impact that will result by now having hundreds of
additional employees and visitors at the newly proposed sites who will likely similarly choose to
park on the local residential streets. The EIR should address the reality that even if Skechers
supplies adequate numbers of parking spots at the new facilities that many employees and
visitors will nevertheless find it easier to park on nearby residential streets so as not to have to
circumnavigate through multiple levels of employee parking with limited egress and ingress.
The EIR should address the problems that local residents have had in the past, and will likely




have in the future, in getting Skechers to address such issues. The EIR should address the
requirement that Skechers have a community liaison person tasked with the on-going job, both
during the construction phase, and thereafter, who could directly handle such issues.

5. Conferences. Skechers is proposing that conferences will take place at its proposed
facilities several times a year and that attendees will be bused in. The EIR should address the
fact that many of these attendees will for convenience choose to park nearby in the residential
areas. The EIR should also address the impact of these buses accessing the Skechers’ facilities,
such as where they will load and off-load, where they will wait, whether they will be kept idling,
and other related noise, traffic and pollution issues. The EIR should also address Skechers’ plan
to build outside open areas and terraces where conference attendees and employees may
congregate and the impact thereof on the local residents.

6. Traffic Flow on Sepulveda Blvd. As proposed, traffic exiting the Hermosa Beach
underground parking lot will only be allowed to make a right turn heading southbound on
Sepulveda Blvd. The EIR should address what this will due to traffic patterns on Sepulveda
Blvd., especially for exiting traffic that wishes to ultimately travel northbound. The EIR should
address the impact of this on local residential streets for U-turns, etc. and the effect of such
traffic wishing to make a U-turn at the intersection of Sepulveda Blvd. and Artesia Blvd.
Likewise, the EIR should address the impact of traffic flows from the various proposed
Skechers’ buildings directly onto Duncan Avenue and 30™ Street, and whether for alleviation
purposes such traffic should be directed by appropriate right-hand or left-hand turn only signs
strictly to and from Sepulveda Blvd. so as to avoid additional traffic flows on to nearby
residential streets. Likewise, for alleviation purposes, the EIR should address that no access to
the Skechers’ facilities should be allowed from eastbound Duncan Avenue or eastbound 30"
Street via the nearby residential streets, and that all access should only be to and from Sepulveda
Blvd.

7. Closure of 30" Street, Hermosa Beach. The EIR should address the impact on the
local residents that would arise from a closure of 30™ Street for an extended period of time in
order to allow both the construction of the proposed overhead walk-way and the underground
parking which is envisioned to go under 30™ Street.

8. Deteriorated Condition of Present Properties. The EIR should address that the
proposed locations have in fact been owned by Skechers’ or related persons or entities for
numerous years and that they have been allowed to fall into neglect and ruin during such period,
and that any overall claimed “improvement” of the designated areas by the construction of the
proposed facilities actually derives in good measure from Skechers’ own decision to have
allowed the current structures located thereon to fall into disrepair. The EIR should address
whether Skechers has been a “good neighbor” in the past as shown by its other developments in
the area, and its (and its related parties’) ownership thereof, including the properties in issue, and
whether its past behavior may be indicative as to how the proposed Skechers’ facilities will in
fact impact nearby residents.




9. Other Nearby Properties Owned by Skechers. The EIR should take into account other
nearby properties owned or controlled by Skechers, or related persons and entities, and the
impact that would result from a future development of one or more of these properties for the
benefit of Skechers. Skechers should be asked to address what it intends to do with such other
properties, and the EIR should address how a future development thereof would add to the
impact caused by the current proposed project.

10.  Other Unintended Effects. The EIR should address the impact upon the City and nearby
residents that would result from allowing Skechers to build the proposed project to the extent
that it would set a precedent for other developers in the area to then request similar treatment.

11. Decline in Value. The EIR should address the effect of the proposed Skechers’ facilities
on the market value of the surrounding residences due to the extended construction period
expected for the Skechers’ buildings, and likewise thereafter due to their presence adjacent to a
residential area.

Harris D. Bass
318 South Dianthus Street
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

(310) 918-8585 cell
Harris@ BusinessStreet.com



From: Heather Imgrund

To: Heather Imgrund

Subject: FW: ADDENDUM: SKE C HE R S SCOPING MEETING !
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 9:53:33 AM
Attachments: diafcafi.ong
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From: HBresident@roadrunner.com [mailto:HBresident@roadrunner.com]
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:36 PM

To: HBresident@roadrunner.com

Subject: ADDENDUM: S K E CH E R S SCOPING MEETING !

I've provided a more-extensive rendering below than the one mistakenly sent in my prior reminder.
PROPOSED SKECHERS FOLLY ADDENDUM:

IMPORTANT PUBLIC DRAFT-EIR PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING Wed i i
Theater, 710 Pier Avenue. (To be video-taped for delayed-replay. Important Please attend as it WI|| not be live- broadcast or Ilve streamed)

Note: As | understand it, the purpose of a scoping meeting and during its additional time period is, among other things, for you to comment and
provide input as to what you believe should be considered, included, and answered in the scope of the Draft Environmental Impact Report. (The
draft-EIR) This right is provided for by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Now, is this SKECHERS project actually a shopping Mall disguised as a corporate campus? Just joking.
That would be as dumb and out-of-scale a project as this appears to be.

I had meant to include the image below (looks like a shopping mall doesn't it?) with the prior reminder to you which only showed a portion of the SKECHERS train
of linked structures.

Be sure to click the image (or if attached) and/or scroll left-right to view all of its length.

See more comments below this image.

The image above does not begin to indicate the scale and high-density/intensity of this project in terms of people, vehicles, multiple-subterranean levels of parking, etc.
(the trees rendered in the foreground make the complex appear smaller)

Interesting to note: SKECHERS evidently is planning a corporate-campus that ‘Parkour’ enthusiasts will absolutely have their eyes trained upon as being the
ultimate Hermosa Beach urban obstacle course. Rooftops to rooftops to walls to sidewalks via its entire mega-monolith train-of sterile robotic appearing boxes.

s P
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Let's face it, SKECHERS apparently cares little about the Hermosa Beach and PCH impacts their project portends. Btw, get in line for lots of corporate write-off,
charitable donations for SKECHERS to buy their way in to the city. Can you say E&B oil?

This monster belongs in the maze of El Segundo corporate campuses where there's a *'Green Line" train, and Freeway off-ramps present, to bring their hundreds of
minions to work. It clearly does not belong in and overwhelming Hermosa Beach, especially on already GRID-LOCKED, DANGEROUS, PCH.

BTW, has anyone wondered what this monster-monolith will become when SKECHERS goes the route of so many other shoe companies? Perhaps it could become
an indoor automobile dealership with three levels of mechanics' shops in the basements. At least that would bring some revenue to the city. This thing will bring
little more than impacts and a token annual business license fee. With time the property tax itself, basis Prop-13 and inflation will become insignificant in the scheme
of things. Properties like this are corporate owned and seldom get resold and thus their property tax bumped-up as with residential.
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Hermosa Beach evidently allows the unlimited purchase and merging of as many parcels as you like for one corporate complex. Note the downtown monster hotels
being absurdly facilitated by the city on multiple parcels.

Did you know that the height limit is 5 feet higher (35 feet) in Hermosa Beach on PCH, then it is at (30 feet) in Manhattan Beach on Sepulveda Blvd. Additionally,
Hermosa Beach allows all kinds of junk above the height limit, rarely shown on renderings. The drawings in the report (link below) show the height values displayed
on the low ends of each structure in sea-level elevations, i.e., clearly trying to deceive the reviewer of the drawings.

Did you ever attend a Hermosa Beach Planning Commission meeting and hear a developer's paid shill state, **This will be a boootiful addition to the community, and
it will clean up a blighted area? Or, ""We would like a continuation to work with the neighbors", never mentioning that the project will seriously impact the whole
city and South Bay as such, not just the lives of some immediate neighbors who get the notice and will feel the direct brunt of the project.

Every abomination built to date in Hermosa Beach, and there are plenty of them, once had just such statements made in a Planning Commission or City Council
meeting before being rubber-stamped and built. Just look around.

One of the most over-used statements made by commissioners on the Hermosa Planning Commission is, "1t meets all codes, | will be voting for it

For a company, SKECHERS, that makes a myriad of shoe designs, they evidently want their designers working in something that looks like a factory filled with
robots making robots.

If it were black in color it would remind one of the aging TRW (now Northrop Corp's) ‘Space Park® corporate-campus at the South-East corner of Marine Avenue
and Aviation Blvd that was built in 1961. Except that campus has open space and is lower in profile.

IMPORTANT: Review the public notice and significant additional information re: the Hermosa Beach SKECHERS project for PCH at the
following PDF file's link.

You are invited to a Manhattan Beach / Hermosa Beach combined cities Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Public Scoping meeting which is to
take place Wednesday, November 18, at 7-PM in the Hermosa Beach Community Center Theater, 710 Pier Avenue.

The link follows here to a 76-page PDF document. Note, this is a direct-PDF file and thus you can zoom in to any level of detail. If you are not aware of
how to zoom, rotate, etc., typically you can move your mouse over a page image and then right-click to get a context menu of additional tools.

http: herm h.org/modules/sh men X 2 mentid=64

Also: 1 just received the following reply from the city indicating that a video will be made, archived, and replayed of the scoping meeting in the
Community Center Theater. Thanks go to resident Al Benson for again providing his services.

Thank you for contacting us regarding the Skechers Draft EIR Public Scoping Meeting scheduled for Wednesday, November 18th from 7-9 pm at the Community
Center.

Arrangements have made for the meeting to be videotaped by Mr. Benson, and it will be added to Granicus and replayed on the cable as well.

Kim Chafin, AICP, LEED-AP

Senior Planner, Community Development Department
City of Hermosa Beach

(310) 318-0240


http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=6495

From: Ken Robertson

To: "Larry Lawrence (Ix4@sbcalobal.net)"; Kim Chafin; Heather Imarund

Subject: FW: Proposed Skechers" Project and Its Impact to Residents in 1000 Block of Duncan Avenue
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:15:00 AM

I guess | will forward all comments to you three.

Ken Robertson

Director, Community Development Department
City of Hermosa Beach
(310) 318-0242

From: Marisa Lundstedt [mailto:mlundstedt@citymb.info]

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:29 AM

To: Laurie B. Jester; Eric Haaland; Erik Zandvliet

Cc: Ken Robertson

Subject: FW: Proposed Skechers' Project and Its Impact to Residents in 1000 Block of Duncan Avenue

FYI

Marisa Lundstedt

Director of Community Development
P: (310) 802-5503

E: mlundstedt@citymb.info

From: Jacqueline Zuanich-Ferrell [mailto:jzuanichferrell@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:50 AM

To: Marisa Lundstedt

Subject: Proposed Skechers' Project and Its Impact to Residents in 1000 Block of Duncan Avenue

I am unable to attend the Scoping meeting for
the Manhattan Beach Component of Skechers’
expansion. Here are my thoughts:

My biggest concern is the impact of an additional
driveway on Duncan Avenue (south side) for
exiting employees. In the document, Skechers
admits that their current underground parking
(north side) is inadequate so they will build
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additional spaces for that purpose in the new
underground parking lot. It is my belief that this
will increase the traffic west on our block (due to
employees making a right turn on Dianthus to

travel to 2"9 Street for access to a signal light).

Should the city of MB even allow two driveways
for Skechers’ employees to exit onto Duncan
Avenue? Why not place the entry and exit
driveway for the new MB building on Sepulveda
Blvd and require a deceleration and acceleration
lane (similar to the lane planned for the Hermosa
Beach Component)? (Actually on page 16 in pdf,
there is no garage exit shown for underground
parking in the new MB building).

Minimally, since the city of Manhattan Beach
makes all decisions concerning the posting and
enforcement of no left turn signs and no right
turn signs for business driveways, it could make
these a requirement for approval. Two examples

where this has been done are the exit onto 15t
Street from La Marina Pre-School and exit onto

3'd Street from Taco Bell). | had a series of email
exchanges with our city traffic engineer regarding
this issue. Erik Zandvliet (city traffic engineer)
stated that a prohibition on turns can be made a
condition of project approval, if justified.

My overall concern is that Skechers has chosen a
highly dense area to build their corporate



headquarters and because of that we will either
face additional west-bound traffic on our street
from exiting employees of Skechers or we may
face additional intersections being controlled by
signal lights, including Duncan Avenue.

Also as part of the Hermosa Beach Component,
Skechers is asking (from Cal Trans) for a new

signal at Keats to allow north-bound employees
to enter a new business driveway just south of

30th Street. It is rare that a signal light is placed
on the Sepulveda Blvd/Pacific Coast Hwy corridor
where the only reason for the signal light is to
provide a left turn for northbound drivers into a
business driveway. Should Skechers be required
to re-design to relocate this driveway?

My final thought is that there is no new building
planned at this time by Skechers for the frontage
along Sepulveda Blvd between Boundary Place
and Longfellow Avenue. There is an office building
there but it is vacant. (Skechers’ employees are
permitted to park under the office building). Will
Skechers maintain the building and property so it
IS not an eyesore? The same concern is for the
other properties (Auto Werxstatt Auto Repair, the
former Copy Shop and Debonair Cleaners) in this
proposed development during the time it will take
for the project to receive approval and begin
construction. Already the properties (including
landscaping ) have begun to look shabby.



Jackie Zuanich-Ferrell
resident at 1018 Duncan Avenue
310-748-2181



From: Ken Robertson

To: "Larry Lawrence (Ix4@sbcalobal.net)"; Kim Chafin; Heather Imarund
Subject: FW: Skechers Corporate Office Project
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 3:40:53 PM

More comments

Ken Robertson

Director, Community Development Department
City of Hermosa Beach
(310) 318-0242

From: Hong Fang [mailto:fanghong50@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:16 AM
To: Ken Robertson

Cc: Jim Fang

Subject: Re: Skechers Corporate Office Project

Hello Mr. Robertson:

We learnt from the public notice on Easy Reader about the proposed office building
project of Skechers around the boundary line of Hermosa Beach and Manhattan
Beach. In the process of preparing EIR by both cities, you are soliciting comments
from the local residents.

While having a corporate office built in the city will enhance the appearance of the
city and generate revenues for the future development of the cities and well being of
the neighborhood, the negative impact, particularly on environment should be well
attended in the planning stage. We would like have our voice heard, and share the
hard lesson with our planning officials and other local residents.

Our immediate concern is noise even though the proposed building will be for the
office and design center purpose. We live at 1034 Duncan Place sharing the
boundary line with one of the Skechers office buildings on 225. S. Sepulveda Blvd.
Manhattan Beach. There is a large machine built next to the boundary (which is,
according to Skechers, a device to cool the water for its air conditioner). The machine
runs from 6:00am to 8:00pm Mondays through Fridays making noise penetrating
through our double panel windows and insulating wall into our home, forcing us to
close all our windows and doors facing to Skechers all day, every day to reduce the
noise! This noise created by this Skechers' machine is so lasting and pervasive that
intrudes the peace and quiet life becoming a nuisance to the neighbors.

Besides, it is our understanding that Skechers building in Manhattan Beach is for
office use only. Incident use of the site for truck loading and unloading may be
permitted, however, it becomes unbearable when the premise becoming virtually a
docking yard with trucks starting roaring and backing sound beeping starting as early
as 7:00am.

We are new to this neighborhood (since early 2013), and know little about the history
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of Skechers building and the city requirements. We do hope that these issues, such
with unfriendly environment potential can be addressed at planning stage, higher
standards be held and insisted, and routine enforcement be made.

Based on the above hard lesson, we would propose the EIR scope to include the
following factors:

1. Noise. Noise making from the operations, some devices, though for the office use
only, when it covers large building could make significant noise intruding peaceful
enjoyment of the neighboring residents.

2. Higher standard should apply. The city should require the noise be significantly
below the permitted level. Any noise, even within permitted level, but only marginally,
should not be allowed. For example, a device creating noise at 35 dBA on the
boundary line with residential property like ours where 40 dBA should not be
considered as permissible. The noise such like we presently suffer, even though
below 40 dBA, when it becomes lasting and pervasive, is a nuisance. Further, an
obsolete device could make more noise than a new one at a time when it was
installed.

3. Location of the noise making device should be strictly scrutinized and balanced.
In our situation, the intruding device is not located closer to Skechers’ building with
the windows closed all year round, instead located along the boundary line, when
Skechers has more than enough premise to house the device away from our
residential building . Unless absolutely necessary, or economically impracticable, any
noise making devise should be built far away from any residential property. If it is
absolutely to build the devise close to residential property, proper remedial measures
should be required at design stage to ensure to minimize the impact on the
neighbors.

4. Post-construction enforcement should be another factor to take into
consideration in EIR.

Thank you for your attention. Should you have any questions, please contact us by e-

mail fanghong50@gmail.com or phone at (310) 544-8991.

Jim Fang and Hong Fang
Owners of 1034 Duncan PI.
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RECEIVED
UEC (7 2005

Community Development Director, City of Heninosa Beach
1315 Valley Drive
Hermosa Beach, CA. 40254

December 7, 2015

Deusr Mr. Robertson,

I'would like to express my concern and protest the current version of the Sketchers
Design & Executive Offtces proposal. 1 have lived at 732 Longfellow Ave. for 27 years
and my wife and [ are currently enjoying our retirement years in this fine city. We iike
the small own feel that this city currently provides.

We would be 5 houses away from this enormous development that will not only tower
over the neighborhood but add potential |y 6(K-70(0 cars 0 an already congested area.
Mot only on Sepulveda Blvd. but on the currently narrow Longfellow Av. and all the
surrcunding streets. As it is Longfellow acts as a cut through street. Two cars cannot
pass one another because the street is not wide enough when there are cars pairked on
both sides of the street. Traffie already backs up in front of my house trom the light at
Sepuiveda during rush hour making backing out of my drveway impossible at imes,
Also because u-turns are not ellowed when traveling North a1 Sepulveda and Longfellow
tmany cars lum left onte Longfellow and use my double wide driveway approach as a
turn around then drive back ko Sepulveda to tum right and dove South.

| would like to point out many factors that are most important (o my family.

The project will take about two years to complete, During this time they will be digging
& shoring a below grade four level parking basement. Can you imagine the noise,
shaking and dust this will create? We have already endured the construction of the
Sketchers building at 330 Sepulveda, we are dreading the total disruption to the peace
and quiet at our house. They are asking to allow the start time of construction to begin al
7:30 instead of the normal &:00. There will be an enormous amount of earth moving
trucks staging along Sepulveda way before then, Where are the contractors along with
ail their supply's, tools and vehicles going to park? Don't tell me they are gaing to shutte
all this from elsewhere to the job site. | was in construction for 30 years and this is not
freczable. Once completed can vou Imagine how long, noisy 2nd how much exhausl
fumes will be created when amiving and leaving the work place trying to get out of a
four level underground tandem parking structure? Then trying to negotiate traffic while
driving through our neighborhood to get home?

The size and scope of this building is completely disproportional to the city and
unprecedented in size. Additionally they are asking to create parking below 307 straet



and a bridge over the street to connect the two buildings. This will close 30" sireet for at
ieast a vear. They want 1o allow Executive parking to exit onto 30V sireet which means
if they want to travel north they will be using city streets to negotiate this.

| am against the rezoning of 744 Longlellow. Why should they be allowed to further
encroach into our neighborhood. Where will this end and what's next? [ was around
when Vasek Polak who provided much imore revenue to the city than this project will
ever do was temed down. They are also asking too build North of Loagfellow 10 Duncan
i Manhattan Beach adding more time, noise anmd traffic. Now | heard they are in
cserow on the car wash north of their current site. Are they trying to turn our beach city
Into a commercial fndustrial park like Torrance or El Segundo?

This project is incansistent with the goals of Hermosa Beach being a “Green Ciy™,

1 am concened this project would d evaluate my home. My home ts by far our biggest
investment.

The city must not make magor concessions for small gains in revenue. As stated i the
EIR, less than 3% of the emplovees would be Hermosa Beach residents. There will be
no sales or occupancy taxes collected. The additional burden on the current utility's and
roadways that are in dire need of repair will only be exacerbated. 1 would hate 1o see the
quality of life on my street and neighborhood down-graded.

In conclusion, the EIR clearly states that there WILL BE significant impact to the
aesthetics, air quality, cultural resources, peology/soils, greenhouse gas emissions,
hazards and hazardous material, hvdrology/water quality, land use/planming, noise,
populationdhousing, public services, recreation, transportation/traffic, utility's/service
systems...etc. Our home is very close o this project and we would bear a significant
portion of the negative atfects.

John Elder and Margarel hMerfy
732 Longfellow Avenue
Hermosa Beach, CA.



Meredith & Josh Kaplan
2l Brecholm Flace
Hermosa Beoch, TA 40254

Drecumber [0, 20]3 EECEIVED
P R

Eeen Roherlson

Community Deyelopmest Direcdor - Hemmosa Beach ORI D

1315 Yalley Drive

Hermosa Besch, CA #1254

Crear Fozn Roberisoen:

We gre writing 1o you abou the proposed Sketclers huilding project. We are oware thal Skitchent as been in the
South Lo fur inany vesrs nd secms to do a lot of great Ihings tor cur community, Howaver, ihis praject camently
seimis (0 B gne sided in Sketchers favar and we have concemns,

Some of aur concems afe ag i lowa:

|. Thesize and scope of this building seems dispropontional to the city and unprevedented jn size 2 135.000
5.

2. O hame is aff of 30% streed and the proposed building with 44 3-4 bevels of underground parking for 636
spaces on 1™ will undoubiedly add irnffic and congsslion 1 out residerniel neighbarhood.

3. The bridge spanning 30™ streer thin will be approsimately 50 feet wide which is the length of & sermi rock.

4. Tearing down homes on Loaggl=itow and chenging the zoning of the Jand &llows Tor deepar encroachmen
ol badistesids mig our residential areas.

% The Inading docks facing boundary and thet the big trecks will turn right onts Boundary, pick up or unlead
and then continue down Boeundary 10 wum fight un Dipnthos all day overy day.

f.  The probuble énvironmenril afes ad a result from all the above-mentioned conuerns,

As of now this propased building scems to bring many sradecfls o our community. ncregsed pollution, traffic and

B pariendial egative 3flect on propemy value. We are having a hard time secing whot the benefid to ua, the residents °
home owarers of Hernnsa Beach are. We look forwacd to your response,

'Hﬂ =k gé\f?{@ o

Mercdith & Josh Kaplan

Simcgrely,




From: Heather Imagrund

To: Heather Imarund
Subject: FW: Sketchers EIR
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:48:35 AM

From: Kevin Kellogg [mailto:kevin.kellogg@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, December 11, 2015 10:14 AM

To: Ken Robertson

Subject: Sketchers EIR

Mr. Robertson,

I noticed you were accepting comments on the scope of the EIR for the new sketchers
building. I don't know if this is premature but I would like to express my support for this
project. I look forward to reviewing the EIR when it comes out.

Thanks,
Kevin
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From: Ken Robertson

To: Kim Chafin; Heather Imgrund
Subject: FW: Boundary Place
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 6:19:06 PM

Ken Robertson

Director, Community Development Department
City of Hermosa Beach

(310) 318-0242

————— Original Message-----

From: Lori Miller [mailto:nharmin@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 2:24 PM
To: Ken Robertson; ezandvliet@citymb.info

Cc: Daniel Bath

Subject: Boundary Place

I realize my comments on Skechers expansion on Boundary are way too late but I'm wondering if you
all realize Boundary is not a street it's an alley. We lived at 319 south Poinsettia right on Boundary for
10 years. It was never meant for lots of traffic or big houses. The "thing" that is being built on
Boundary east of Ardmore is laughable in its size. | wonder how many accidents it's going to create
right there. There is zero setback between the units and Boundary. Whoever let that size of building
there has clearly never lived on the street. And now you want to put a business on Boundary? | would
say the safety hazards that are going to occur between the new building at the bottom and what you
are planning at the top, whew. It really is crazy. Please reexamine the size and nature of properties on
Boundary Place. Lori Bath

Sent from my iPad
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From: Kim Chafin

To: Larry Lawrence; Joe Power; Heather Imgrund; Laurie B. Jester
Subject: FW: Concerns/Input Regarding Skechers Project
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 3:48:35 PM

From: Kim Chafin

Sent: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 3:48 PM

To: 'Lisa Kranitz'

Subject: FW: Concerns/Input Regarding Skechers Project

From: Kim Chafin
Sent: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 3:48 PM
To: 'Abbott, Matt'

Cc: Caaren H; Mmabbott77@yahoo.com
Subject: RE: Concerns/Input Regarding Skechers Project

Thank you for contacting us, Matt!

We appreciate you taking the time to provide your comments regarding the proposed Skechers
project. | will ensure your email gets to the proper folks at City of Manhattan Beach, City of Hermosa
Beach, the EIR consultants and the developer.

Thanks again, Matt!

Kimv Chafin, AICP, LEED -AP

Senior Planner, Community Development Department
City of Hermosa Beach
(310) 318-0242

From: Abbott, Matt [mailto:Matt.Abbott@bain.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:00 PM
To: Kim Chafin

Cc: Caaren H; Mmabbott77@yahoo.com; Abbott, Matt
Subject: FW: Concerns/Input Regarding Skechers Project

Hello Kim,

I understand that Ken is on vacation and this note should potentially go to you in his
absence. Is that correct?

Thank you,
Matt

From: Abbott, Matt

Sent: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:42 AM

To: 'krobertson@hermosabch.org'

Cc: 'Caaren H'; 'Mmabbott77@yahoo.com'; Abbott, Matt
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Subject: Concerns/Input Regarding Skechers Project
Dear Mr. Robertson,

My wife and I, Caaren Abbott, own the property at 641-643 30t street, about a block
and a half down the hill (towards Ardmore) from the proposed Skechers project. We have
owned this property for nearly 9 years and expect to own it long into the future. Getting
this project right is critical to the community and for our property value. We have three
young daughters and their safety is also of utmost importance to us.

Context: We are generally supportive of Skechers as a productive, generous member of
the South Bay community. We are excited for the prospect of high quality development

both north and south of 30" street as these parcels have been a significant blight on our
community. That said, we recognize that Skechers has owned these parcels for some time
and they are complicit in the more recent degradation of the parcels and the
disappointing (and sometime dangerous) use of those facilities as overflow parking for
other Skechers buildings.

Concerns: We are extremely concerned about certain aspects of the proposed project and
believe that continued shaping of the project scope could make this project much more of
a win-win for Skechers and the community. Our most pressing concerns are outlined
below:

e Secretive nature of Skechers land acquisition and unclear master plan. As you
know, Skechers has acquired a number of parcels in the area. The project has
recently grown from just the Hermosa piece to include a Manhattan Beach part of
the project as well. It is not yet clear how many parcels Skechers owns or what
the full plan is for the Manhattan Beach/Hermosa Beach border area. This could
become a major source of traffic congestion, foot traffic, etc. if not understood fully
and managed accordingly. We recommend that the communications around this
project expand significantly (beyond the 500 foot radius) given the scale and
potential impact on Hermosa Beach and Manhattan Beach communities.

e Increased traffic on 30" Street, Longfellow, Dianthus, etc. With the steep slope of

30t and Longfellow, in particular, cars and trucks often speed down these streets.
We are already extremely concerned for the safety of our young children and
worry that traffic will only be made worse. Options to investigate as part of the
project should include:

0 Ingress/egress for the new buildings should only be physically possible
from/onto Sepulveda.

0 The end of 30" Street (at Sepulveda) should be evaluated for high quality,
aesthetically-pleasing dead end. This has been done at other intersections in
Hermosa Beach.

0 Speed bumps (or similar) should be added to 30t Street to discourage
speeding.

0 Parking should not be allowed outside of the new buildings/parking
structures.

e Impact on the aesthetics and visual quality of Hermosa Beach. We are very
concerned by the proposed footbridge. While we agree that pedestrian safety and
traffic flow are both critically important, we are extremely concerned with the
visual impact of a modern overhead footbridge, which would make the northern
entryway to Hermosa Beach much more akin to West LA, Culver City or even



Hollywood. This type of bridge just does not belong in Hermosa Beach. Options to
investigate should include:

0 As noted above, the end of 30th Street should be evaluated for a dead end.

This would allow foot traffic to safely cross 30t street without the need for
an expensive and visually disturbing bridge.

0 Undergrounding of the electric distribution circuit. Residents of the nhill
section (both Hermosa and Manhattan) have paid dearly for the visual
aesthetics of our neighborhood. The proposed Skechers development will
have a significant impact on those visual resources. Undergrounding the
distribution facilities would help residents regain a critical resource we are
losing as a result of this new development. Undergrounding could also help
declutter and open up the neighborhood, offsetting some of the increase in
construction, delivery and business traffic. Finally, we imagine that these
new Skechers buildings will require significant upgrades to the local
electrical circuit(s) anyways, so now would be the time for planning and
executing the undergrounding of the local electrical facilities.

e Apparent lack of additional business tax revenue for the city. We are having a hard
time understanding why there would only be minimal financial benefit to Hermosa
Beach for such an increase in economic activity. Unfortunately, we are unfamiliar
with the Hermosa Beach business tax codes and do not know how they compare to
those of neighboring cities. We recommend a comparison of business tax codes
across Hermosa Beach, Manhattan Beach, Redondo Beach and El Segundo to
ensure all Hermosa Beach residents are getting their fair share of business tax
revenue from use of Hermosa Beach resources.

Thank you for your consideration. Please contact us at any time for clarification.

Sincerely,
Matt and Caaren Abbott

Matt Abbott

Partner

Bain & Company, Inc. | 1901 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 2000 | Los Angeles, CA 90067 | United States
Tel: +1 310 229 4608

Web: www.bain.com | Email: Matt.Abbott@bain.com

This e-mail, including any attachments, contains confidential information of Bain & Company, Inc. ("Bain") and/or its clients.
It may be read, copied and used only by the intended recipient. Any use by a person other than its intended recipient, or by
the recipient but for purposes other than the intended purpose, is strictly prohibited. If you received this e-mail in error,
please contact the sender and then destroy this e-mail. Opinions, conclusions and other information in this message that
do not relate to the official business of Bain shall be understood to be neither given nor endorsed by Bain.
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From: Kim Chafin

To: Larry Lawrence; Joe Power; Heather Imgrund; Laurie B. Jester
Subject: FW: Skechers EIR
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 5:41:53 PM

This has been provided to Lisa Kranitz.

From: Kim Chafin

Sent: Thursday, December 10, 2015 5:41 PM
To: 'Lisa Kranitz'

Subject: FW: Skechers EIR

From: mike flaherty [mailto:mikeflaherty2010@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 10, 2015 5:35 PM

To: Ken Robertson; Kim Chafin
Subject: Skechers EIR

The following are some of the issues and questions I have for the Skechers project, and if
appropriate, to be considered in the upcoming Skechers EIR.

Also, if appropriate, could your please forward these questions the HB City Consultants for
their review.

Demolition Phase
What is the estimated time of the the demolition phase ?
Are both the HB/MB sites going to be demolished at the same time ?

What is the estimated amount of debris(yards/tons) removed from the sites?
What are the estimated number of vehicle trips needed in this phase ?

What are the size/weight of the vehicles used for hauling the debris ?

Is there a designated truck route established ?

Is any of the debris going to be recycled on site ?

Excavation/Shoring Phase

What is the estimated time of the excavation/shoring phase ?

Are both the HB/MB sites going to be excavated at the same time ?

What is the estimated amount of dune sand (tons/yards) that will be removed from the sites ?
What is the estimated number of vehicle trips needed in this phase ?

What are the size and weight of the vehicles used for hauling the sand ?
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Has a site been selected for the sand deposal ?

Is there a designated truck route established ?

Can this sand be used in any beach sand replenishment projects ?

Are all trucks/vehicles/equipment etc on site during the loading process?

Are any trucks lined up in the immediate neighborhood as they wait their loads ?
Can the vehicles be turned off rather than ideling during the waiting period?

During the excavation, are there plans to protect existing utilities, in particular, the HB sewer
system, that run adjacent or inside the proposed project. ?

Construction Phase

Where are the construction workers going to park their vehicles during the project?

How many yards of concrete will be used for this project ?

What are the size and weight of the concrete trucks?

Is there a designated truck route for the concrete trucks?

Is there a estimated number of vehicle trips for the concrete trucks?

Will any over size vehicles for the project require neighborhood parking restrictions during
ingress/egress?

Street/ROW issues

Will the existing HB City streets of Boundary, Gould, 30th, Longfellow, the west adjacent
alley, etc. and the CalTrans property (PCH) be inspected prior to and after this construction
for possible repairs ?

Will that inspection be documented and be part of a contract or agreement?
Is there a Bond that would require repairs be made to any City streets if damaged. This
would not include the required ROW improvements.

Will the new 30th street curbs /gutters sidewalks match up with any of the existing curb/
gutter/sidewalk that exist west of the project ?

Please note that 30th street has many inconsistencies in road width, missing sidewalks,
sidewalk landscape etc.

Also, some consideration should be to review the newest residential project immediately west
on 30th so both projects aline.

How long will 30th street be closed during the excavation phase and the subterranean
construction in the ROW ?

Has there been any discussion regarding a permanent closure west of the project of 30th



street?

Thanks again for this opportunity,
Mike Flaherty



From: Ken Robertson

To: Kim Chafin; “Larry Lawrence (Ix4@sbcglobal.net)"; "Edward Almanza (superpark@igc.orq)"”; Heather Imgrund;
Joe Power

Subject: FW: follow up to our meeting today on the subject noted below

Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 8:00:36 AM

Attachments: imaage001.png

ATT00001.htm

CA-LA-Document - Year.DoclD-2008.639348.pdf
ATT00002.htm

Website Notice draft EIR posted 4-23-15.pdf
ATT00003.htm

Here’s info from Mr. Benjamin regarding the covenants on use of the alley and other stuff

Ken Robertson

Director, Community Development Department
City of Hermosa Beach
(310) 318-0242

From: Kim Benjamin [mailto:Kim@Ilaeroc.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:21 PM

To: Ken Robertson; Robertson Ken

Subject: Fwd: follow up to our meeting today on the subject noted below

Ken just following up to the meeting right now. Then covenants on title for 2851 PCH specifically prohibits trash or
parking or ingress or egress on the west side of the property alley and south portion of the property is prohibited.
Please read it. And have the project adhere to all these requirements before a CUP and permit

For construction is issued. In this regard staging for and during construction up the alley should be prohibited at all
times of the day and after construction is completed. No ingress or egress

In fact if you read it they can't use the for loading or unloading, parking, any vehicular use, and he city as you know
as you signed off on it that the city gave up its easement rights for use of any kind of development there. It's very

clear.

Thanks
Other comments below also apply here Thanks
Kim Benjamin

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Kim Benjamin" <Kim@Iaeroc.com>
To: "krobertson@hermosabch.org" <krobertson@hermosabch.org>
Subject: follow up to our meeting today on the subject noted below

Dear Ken:

Thanks for your time this morning to go over this proposed project, and the
Notice for the draft Environmental Impact Report, Public Review Period and the
Public Scoping Meeting we all attended last month.


mailto:krobertson@hermosabch.org
mailto:kchafin@hermosabch.org
mailto:lx4@sbcglobal.net
mailto:superpark@igc.org
mailto:himgrund@rinconconsultants.com
mailto:JPower@rinconconsultants.com
mailto:Kim@laeroc.com
mailto:krobertson@hermosabch.org
mailto:krobertson@hermosabch.org

‘THE PROPERTY IS CONVEYED TO GRANTEE SUBIJECT TO: (a) all
liens, encumbrances, easements, covenants, conditions, and restrictions of record; (b) all
matters that would be revealed or disclosed in an accurate survey of the Property; (c) a
lien for not yet delinquent taxes, and any general or special assessments against the
Property allocable to the period after Grantee becomes the owner of the Property; (d)
zoning ordinances and regulations and any other laws, ordinances, or governmental
regulations restricting or regulating the use, occupancy, or enjoyment of the Property; ()
Grantee’s covenant not to use the 20 alley located on the western portion of the land for
any vehicular use whatsoever, including parking, deliveries, loading or unloading or
driveway purposes, storage or trash purposes; (f) Grantee’s covenant to request that the
City vacate its public easement for use of this alley in connection with any proposed
development of the land; and (g) Grantee's agreement to prohibit use of the roof of any
structure which may be constructed on the Property for any public purposes.






 

Please note particularly items (e), (f), and (g), as we would like you to be aware of them and insure the City does not approve a project that runs in contravention of these restrictions.

 

You have indicated that the proposed development entails use of the green belt on the west portion of the property, with no access except for fire or police vehicles in times of emergency or related needs.  This makes sense, provided that the alleyway is accessible only for these uses.  I We understand that you are considering raised metal balusters that can be moved up or down to allow access in times of such emergency, and look forward to hearing more details on how such an arrangement will work.

 

We want to make sure that these requirements and limitations are fully addressed in the project, and that you the city are fully aware of these restrictions so as to insure they are implemented accordingly. Please confirm that the EIR and the City permitting processes will be conducted in accordance with these restrictions.  

 

Other concerns we want to raise include the following:

 

            (1)  The daily start time for construction and related work should not begin at 7 am, but at 8 am as is usually required for construction projects in the City;.   

 

            (2) The prohibitions on all vehicular use of the alley way will apply during construction and anything related to the construction of this project, as well as during operations of the Skechers facility or other commercial use;

 

            (3)  During construction, and thereafter during operations, the following security and safety issues should also be addressed:

 

a.         Requirements should be put in place for security cameras and security personnel to insure the safety of the area;

 

b.         There be no parking provision on El Oeste or the alleyway by construction workers or later by employees, business invitees or other parties attending events at the project;

 

c.         Safety and operational limitations be placed on excavation and construction associated with the project to prevent the potential for undermining the support for adjacent properties and causing possible damages to property such as our residence; this is a very important issue which the developer will have to address; and

 

d.         Security camera and related systems and plans be provided for the back part of the project and its structures, to protect the homes adjacent to the alley from the risks of traffic and criminal incursion presented by this 

                                large commercial project.

 

Thank you for your courtesy and for your time. We are available to meet with you and the developer to go over any of these issues. We want you to know we strongly support the development of the sites involved in this project, through a responsible process and project that meets with the requirements of our title and contract restrictions and rights. Thank you !

 

Kim Benjamin 
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WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: 2008063934

Sepulveda Blvd. Properties, LLC.
228 Manhattan Beach Blvd
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
Attn: Philip Paccione

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO:
Sepulveda Blvd. Properties, LLC
228 Manhattan Beach Blvd
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
Attn: Peter Mow

(Space Above This Line For Recorder’s Use Only)

GRANTDEED  |NOT APUBL i RARORD

FOR AND IN CONSIDERATION of the sum of ten dollars ($10.00) and
other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby
acknowledged, 2851 PCH PARTNERS, LLC , a California limited liability company
(hereinafter “Grantor”), hereby grants, sells and conveys to SEPULVEDA BLVD.
PROPERTIES, LLC, a California limited liability company (hereinafter “Grantee™), the
land or real property lying, being, and situated in the City of *#* , County of Los
Angeles, State of California, more particularly described in Exhibit A attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference, together with all improvements thereon and fixtures
affixed thereto and all privileges, easements, tenements and appurtenances thereon or in
any way appertaining to such real property (collectively, the “Property™).

NELSIEY

THE PROPERTY IS CONVEYED TO GRANTEE SUBJECT TO: (a) all :»1;;?:_

liens, encumbrances, easements, covenants, conditions, and restrictions of record; (b) all ;:gg_‘;"
matters that would be revealed or disclosed in an accurate survey of the Property; (c) a g’z}g
lien for not yet delinquent taxes, and any general or special assessments against the gfﬁ%
Property allocable to the period after Grantee becomes the owner of the Property; (d) §§;
zoning ordinances and regulations and any other laws, ordinances, or governmental g:}%
regulations restricting or regulating the use, occupancy, or enjoyment of the Property; () 2

Grantee’s covenant not to use the 20’ alley located on the western portion of the land for
any vehicular use whatsoever, including parking, deliveries, loading or unloading or
driveway purposes, storage or trash purposes; (f) Grantee’s covenant to request that the
City vacate its public easement for use of this alley in connection with any proposed
development of the land; and (g) Grantee’s agreement to prohibit use of the roof of any
structure which may be constructed on the Property for any public purposes.

*% Hermosa Beach
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TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the Property with all rights, privileges,
appurtenances, and immunities thereto belonging or in any way appertaining unto the
said Grantee and unto Grantee’s heirs, successors and assigns forever.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has executed this Grant Deed
dated as of April 7, 2008.

2851 PCH PARTNERS LLC,
a California limited lability company

By: 2851 PCH Management, Inc.
a California corporation,
its Manager

By:
im A. Benjamin,
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State of Califorma )

County of Los An?et.ds )

On A,PR:'L 7, 2007 before me, £ /l)\/cjﬁ Co le /Mf)f/?ﬂ)/ b/,
personally appeared
im A. BedjAmin

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the persongs] whose nametsy
is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they
executed the same in his/kesitheirauthorized capacity(ies), and that by his/heritheir
signature(s) on the instrument the person¢s), or the entity upon behalf of which the
person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that
the foregoing paragraph is true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Si gnatut% ﬁ ﬁ & 4; (Seal)

A2 LINDA COLE

4 -t \:‘ Commission # 1742540

i g},‘ fil) Notary Public — California
\Gh.F/ Los Angeies County -

i MyCarmmn, Bpmeiay 26, 2011






Title No, 08-725112664-A-D]
Locate No. CAFNT0972-0972-0051-0725112664

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
EXHIBIT “A"

PARCEL 1:

THE SOUTHERLY 100 FEET OF THE NORTHERLY 350 FEET OF THE EASTERLY 160 FEET OF LOT "A" OF TRACT
NO. 1594, IN THE CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AS PER
MAP RECORDED IN BOOK 22 PAGE 16 OF MAPS, IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER QOF SAID
COUNTY.

SAID LAND BEING SHOWN ON THE CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE FOR LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT RECORDED
MARCH 24, 2008 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 20080499808 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS,

PARCEL 2:

THAT PORTION OF THE WEST 20 FEET OF CAMINO REAL AS SHOWN ON SAID MAP OF TRACT NO 1594,
TITLE TO WHICH WOULD PASS BY A CONVEYANCE DESCRIBED PARCEL 1 HEREINBEFORE DESCRIBED.

SAID LAND BEING SHOWN ON THE CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE FOR LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT RECORDED
MARCH 24, 2008 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 20080499808 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS.

PARCEL 3:

THAT PORTION OF LOT "A" OF TRACT 1594, IN THE CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AS PER MAP RECORDED IN BOOK 22 PAGE 16 OF MAPS, IN THE OFFICE OF THE
COUNTY RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS;

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT "A", THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF
SAID LOT, NORTH 89° 56' 30" WEST 180.05 FEET TO THE NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF LOT 24 OF TRACT
NO 15243, AS PER MAP RECORDED IN BOOK 379 PAGES 10 AND 11 OF MAPS, RECORDS OF SAID COUNTY,
THENCE ALONG THE EASTERLY LINES OF LOTS 24, 23, 22 AND 21 OF SAID TRACT NO. 15243, SOUTH 0° 15'
50" WEST 342.50 FEET TO THE SOUTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 21, THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY
LINE OF LOT 19 OF SAID TRACT NO. 15243, SOUTH 89° 56' 30" EAST 20.05 FEET TO THE NORTHEASTERLY
CORNER OF SAID LOT 19, THENCE SOUTH 89° 44' 10" EAST 160.00 FEET TO THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID
LOT "A", THENCE ALONG SAID LAST MENTIONED EASTERLY LINE, NORTH 0° 15’ 50" EAST 343.15 FEET TO
THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

EXCEPT THE EASTERLY 160 FEET THEREOF
ALSO EXCEPT THE NORTHERLY 250 FEET THEREQF

SAID LAND BEING SHOWN ON THE CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE FOR LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT RECORDED
MARCH 24, 2008 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 20080499808 OF QOFFICIAL RECORDS.

APN: 4169-034-017, 4169-034-018 ptn

CLTA Preliminary Repart Form - Modified {11/17/06)













City of Hermosa Beach

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT,
PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD, AND PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

Notice is hereby given that the City of Hermosa Beach, Community Development Department, will be
the Lead Agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project identified below.
We need to know your views as to the scope and content of the environmental information to be
prepared for the proposed project.

PROJECT TITLE: Skechers Design Center and Executive Offices Project

PROJECT APPLICANT: Sepulveda Design Center LLC (Skechers USA Inc.), 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard,
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

PROJECT LOCATION: The project site would be located on the west side of Pacific Coast Highway (PCH),
north and south of 30" Street, in the City of Hermosa Beach. Specifically, 2851, 2901, 3001, & 3125
Pacific Coast Highway; 744 Longfellow Avenue. (Assessor Parcel Numbers: 4169-034-020; 4169-034-021;
4169-029-044; 4169-029-045; and 4169-029-052).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The proposed project would involve the demolition of all vacant structures
currently on the project site, including a single-family residence and auto sales and repair facilities, and
the development of a Design Center and Executive Offices for Skechers USA. The project site
encompasses 83,956 square feet located north and south of 30" Street on two lots.

The Design Center is proposed to be located on the property south of 30" Street and would encompass
98,871 square feet of floor area. The Design Center would contain approximately 35 to 40 showrooms
with an average of 1,000 square feet, and 35 to 40 product development rooms with an average size of
500 square feet. In addition the Design Center would house general offices, a company cafeteria,
conference rooms, shoe libraries, storage areas and other ancillary uses for company use. Levels 2 and
3 of the Design Center would include an outdoor terrace that would be utilized for company events. The
Design Center would accommodate up to 350 employees. Additionally, it would be used to host
conferences approximately twice a year. Approximately 450-500 conference attendees would be
transported to the Design Center from the Redondo Beach Performing Arts Center where the
conference has historically been held. The Redondo Beach Performing Arts Center is located about two
miles to the south on Manhattan Beach Boulevard between Doolittle Street and Aviation Boulevard.
Attendees would be transported via eight buses, each with a seating capacity of 60 people.

The Executive Offices are proposed to be located on property north of 30" Street and would encompass
34,468 square feet of floor area. Total floor area would be 133,339 square feet. The Executive Offices
would contain offices, additional showrooms, a management dining area, a lobby and reception area
and an outdoor patio located on Level 1. The Executive Offices would employ up to 150 people.

The maximum building height for both the Design Center and the Executive Offices would be 35 feet
above grade. Due to the grade of the project site, a portion of the first floor of the Design Center would
be located below grade. An enclosed pedestrian bridge spanning close to 77 feet over 30" Street at the
2" floor level, with a clearance of 14 feet, 8 inches over the street, is proposed to connect the Design
Center to the Executive Offices. Subterranean parking three to four levels deep would be located under
both the Design Center and Executive Offices. The parking garages underneath the two buildings would





be connected by a tunnel located under 30™ Street, and bike lockers would be provided on the first
parking level below the Design Center. Additionally, the project would comply Chapter 17.48, Trip
Reduction and Travel Management, of the Hermosa Beach Municipal Code which requires commercial
development provide public transit, ridesharing, bicycle route, carpooling and other information to
employees through a display case or bulletin board in the building.

Business hours for the Design Center and Executive Offices would be 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m, Monday
through Friday. The project would accommodate up to 500 additional employees in the City of Hermosa
Beach. The maximum number of people on site would be 1,000 and would occur during conference
events.

PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF THE PROJECT: Based on the findings of the Initial Study, the
proposed project could have potentially significant impacts on the following environmental factors:
Aesthetics, Air Quality, Cultural Resources, Geology/Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards &
Hazardous Materials, Hydrology/Water Quality, Land Use/Planning, Noise, Population/Housing, Public
Services, Recreation, Transportation/Traffic, Utilities/Service Systems, and Mandatory Findings of
Significance.

SCOPING MEETINGS: Pursuant to Section 21083.9 of the Public Resources Code, two Scoping Meetings
will be held, one for the general public and one for the responsible and trustee public agencies. The
purpose of the Scoping Meetings is to discuss the proposed project EIR and assist the City in identifying
the range of actions, alternatives, mitigation measures, and significant effects to be analyzed in depth in
the EIR. A Public Scoping Meeting for the general public will be held on May 5, 2015, from 7:00 to 9:00
p.m. at City Council Chambers, 1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, California, 90254. The Agency
Scoping Meeting will be held on the same day (May 5, 2015) at 4:00 to 5:30 p.m. at in the same location
as the Public Scoping Meeting.

A copy of the Initial Study describing the project location and potential environmental effects is available
at the Community Development Department, City of Hermosa Beach, 1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa
Beach, California, 90254, or may be reviewed at http://www.hermosabch.org/index.aspx?page=482.

The public review period for submitting comments on the scope of the EIR is April 27, 2015, to May
27, 2015. All comments need to be mailed or submitted no later than May 27, 2015. Please send your
response to Ken Robertson, Community Development Director, City of Hermosa Beach, 1315 Valley
Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA, 90254, (310) 318-0242 or via email to krobertson@hermosabch.org including
your name, address, and concerns.

Ken Robertson
Director of Community Development Department



http://www.hermosabch.org/index.aspx?page=482
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INITIAL STUDY

1. Project Title:

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:

4. Project Location:

5. Project Sponsor’s Name/Address:

6. General Plan
Designation:

7. Zoning:

Skechers Design Center and Executive Offices
Project

City of Hermosa Beach

Community Development Department
1315 Valley Drive

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Ken Robertson, Director
(310) 318-0242

2851, 2901, 3001, & 3125 Pacific Coast Highway
(PCH); 744 Longfellow Avenue
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

The following parcels comprise the project site:
e 4169-034-020;
e 4169-034-021;
o 4169-029-044;
e 4169-029-045; and
e 4169-029-052.

Figure 1 shows the regional location of the project
site. Figure 2 shows the project site and its local
vicinity.

Sepulveda Design Center LLC (Skechers USA Inc.)
330 S. Sepulveda Blvd.
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

General Commercial (GC)

R-1 (One Family Residential)
C-3/ AH-O (General Commercial/ Affordable
Housing Overlay)

City of Hermosa Beach





Skechers Design Center and Executive Offices Project
Initial Study

8. Description of Project:

The proposed project (the “project”) would involve the development of a Design Center and
Executive Offices for Skechers USA. The project would be located on the west side of Pacific
Coast Highway (PCH), north and south of 30t Street, in the City of Hermosa Beach. The project
site encompasses 83,956 square feet located north and south of 30th Street on two lots.

The Design Center is proposed to be located on the property south of 30th Street and would
encompass 98,871 square feet of floor area. The Executive Offices are proposed to be located on
property north of 30t Street and would encompass 34,468 square feet of floor area. Total floor
area would be 133,339 square feet.

The maximum building height for both the Design Center and the Executive Offices would be
35 feet above grade. Screened mechanical equipment would be located on the roof of both the
Design Center and Executive Offices above the 35 foot building height limit as allowed per
Hermosa Beach Municipal Code Section 17.46.101. There would be up to three levels above
grade and three to four levels below grade, encompassing subterranean parking. Due to the
grade of the project site, a portion of the first floor of the Design Center would be located below
grade. An enclosed pedestrian bridge spanning 30t Street at the 2nd floor level is proposed to
connect the Design Center to the Executive Offices.

The Design Center would contain approximately 35 to 40 showrooms with an average of 1,000
square feet, and 35 to 40 product development rooms with an average size of 500 square feet. In
addition the Design Center would house general offices, a company cafeteria, conference rooms,
shoe libraries, storage areas and other ancillary uses for company use. Levels 2 and 3 of the
Design Center would include an outdoor terrace that would be utilized for company events.
The Design Center would accommodate up to 350 employees. Additionally, it would be used to
host conferences approximately twice per year. Approximately 450-500 conference attendees
would be transported to the Design Center from the Redondo Beach Performing Arts Center
where the conference has historically been held. The Redondo Beach Performing Arts Center is
located about two miles to the south on Manhattan Beach Boulevard between Doolittle Street
and Aviation Boulevard. Attendees would be transported via eight buses, each with a seating
capacity of 60 people.

The Executive Offices would contain offices, additional showrooms, a management dining area,
a lobby and reception area and an outdoor patio located on Level 1. The Executive Offices
would employ up to 150 people.

The pedestrian bridge would span close to 77 feet over 30th Street at the 2nd level. The bridge
would be 11.5 feet in height and 100 feet in width (depth). It would have 14 feet, 8 inches of
clearance over the street.

Subterranean parking three to four levels deep would be located under both the Design Center
and Executive Offices. The parking garages underneath the two buildings would be connected
by a tunnel located under 30th Street. A total of 636 parking spaces would be provided,
including 13 disabled spaces, 367 regular spaces, and 256 compact spaces. Of the total, 182
spaces would be tandem spaces. Fifteen bike lockers would be provided on the first parking
level below the Design Center. Additionally, the project would comply Chapter 17.48, Trip

r City of Hermosa Beach
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Reduction and Travel Management, of the Hermosa Beach Municipal Code which requires
commercial development provide public transit, ridesharing, bicycle route, carpooling and
other information to employees through a display case or bulletin board in the building.

Deliveries would be made in a designated truck loading area off of 30th Street on the west side
of the Design Center outside of the right-of-way. A fire lane would be located on the west side
of the Design Center.

Refuse and recycling bins would be located on the west side of each building.

Access to the subterranean parking garage would be provided through an driveway on PCH
below the Design Center. A deceleration and acceleration lane is provided, within the project
boundaries, for entry and exit to the parking garage. The driveway is located in essentially the
same location as the existing site driveway at the site which forms the west leg of the
PCH/Keats Street intersection. The planned PCH project driveway is expected to accommodate
restricted access vehicular movements, including left-turn and right-turn ingress turning
movements and right-turn only egress turning movements into and out of the site.

The existing raised median island located on PCH south of Keats Street would need to be
modified to provide a northbound left-turn pocket for access into the site. This project site
driveway on PCH will be the primary access point for employees, guests and visitors. The
planned project site driveway will be constructed to City of Hermosa Beach design standards.
The northbound left-turn pocket design would require review and approval by the State of
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) because PCH is a Caltrans facility.

A site plan is provided in Figure 3.

Business hours for the Design Center and Executive Offices would be 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m,
Monday through Friday. The project would accommodate up to about 500 additional
employees in Hermosa Beach. The maximum number of people on site would be about 1,000,
which would occur during conference events.

The project applicant is seeking Leadership in Energy & Environmental Design (LEED) Gold
Certification. Measures proposed to meet LEED Gold Certification requirements include site
location, indoor and outdoor water efficiency, energy efficiency, renewable energy production,
construction waste management, and green materials for high indoor environmental quality.

The project site is currently developed with a single-family home (744 Longfellow Avenue),
new and used auto sales facilities, and auto repair facilities on the other parcels. All existing
buildings onsite are currently vacant. All onsite structures would be demolished as part of the
project. Figures 4a-c provides photos of the existing site conditions.

Construction of the project is expected to take 23 months to complete. Grading would be
required to complete the project, with an estimated 144,000 cubic yards of cut and 5,200 cubic
yards of fill. Thus, an estimated 138,800 cubic yards of material would be exported.

The following discretionary entitlements would be needed:

r City of Hermosa Beach
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City of Hermosa Beach

e DPrecise Development Plan: Development of a project exceeding 1500 square feet in size

¢ General Plan Amendment: Amend Land Use Element text to eliminate statements that
744 Longfellow Avenue should be reclassified as Low Density residential

e Zoning Amendment: Amend 744 Longfellow Avenue from R-1 to C-3

e Parking Plan to allow offsite parking for events and use of tandem spaces (636 are
provided; 539 spaces are required for 133,339 square feet of space plus assembly parking
standard for certain flexible use spaces

¢ Conditional Use Permit to allow commercial development within the Affordable
Housing Overlay zone (AH/O) confirming the Regional Housing Needs Allocation is
met

e Tentative Parcel Map to combine 9 parcels into 2 parcels, one for each building

e Vacation of alley west of /behind 2851 PCH

e Easement to utilize airspace and subterranean space for pedestrian bridge over and
tunnel beneath 30th Street

¢ Construction and encroachment permits

Caltrans
e Approval of northbound left-turn pocket design

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting;:

The project site is located on the west side of PCH in Hermosa Beach. The project site is
bordered by the following uses:

Table 1
Existing Land Uses and Zoning

Direction Existing Zoning Existing Use

Longfellow Avenue is located immediately
north of the site. A child care center,
residences, and commercial uses are
North R-1 and C-3/AH-O | located on the north side of Longfellow
Avenue. Existing Skechers offices are
located north of Longfellow Avenue, east of
PCH

City of Manhattan

East PCH and commercial office buildings
Beach
R-1, C-3, and C- . .
South 3/AH-O Commercial uses and residences
West R-1 Single family residences

The Pacific Ocean is located approximately 3,700 feet west of the site. The closest residences are
located immediately adjacent to the site on Longfellow Avenue and 30t Street. Figure 1 shows
the existing land uses surrounding the project site.

10. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required:

The northbound left-turn pocket design would require review and approval by the Caltrans for
an encroachment permit because PCH is a Caltrans facility.

r City of Hermosa Beach
4





Skechers Design Center and Executive Offices Project
Initial Study

= T w = i »;
3 - £
A % R Q0 = o ) ]
\Q\“v y & S 9th St T » T 2 o ath-St
AN o e 5 z 0 = z
W o8y L 8th St ; s - 8th St
“5\ l%\“g\';.'. 1 - 5 d c n
{ o ¥ - 1) =
i) - » & |lsthste tr =
o % R 5 T g 0 5
A © T 5] s 12 ]
® Y S W o | i~
LS q © ‘ﬁ: 8 | Sth St LIS
O 5t T 3rd St 5 ‘ i
f)b.‘\“ ?\‘ a d 3rd St
g5 (R
.” \.’D “d?\ 2nd-St 0 2nd 9§
-,_\; e g 5 El 1st Pl
A TN ") 1st St o 15t'S
A |
N A < = 'Ron
B 2 © Duncan Pl o %
% o8 3 %
> A @, = Duncan Ave ‘ o
o o o g2 e | ©
-y o - Aanhattan Besci@® ¢ > © .
&\“‘3 g i :tD = =4 - w
n g e i’ [%] L= c
R~ b = s -
= A (=] =
o 30th St 7:\5 T 5 ® o
A S iR 2 Keats St P CL ™
10 ) a % o = i 1
% \ 1d A £ S 5 "
- u v D
2 ‘1%\‘05 GO N af
?n 0 Valley |, .I- N
2 Park i)
2 7 &=k i
%0 PortenS o ~— Artesia BWd _ CA-91 Wy
o 25th St \ 3 "G pwn
o | 2 ;- alsacgern= U
% (1] o, TR
A 24th P » gL % P i
- \“:\ 'g- X 6 ; 8
24th St S »
Edly S |
Loy ° -t o
< ‘;é) X% -g z V0 [s) 419th S N
NN " e ] POk 't > AN 1
® % ok R 4 B E 52 o g
| 5 o)
® % v’oov 2w %, = - 4 ' -"j:g_ o™ §
- 1! >
N |5 5 v,_s C_”-cl 3, «*
0 600 1,200 P -y L
(=] ) o e}
L ! | : 3 Q 2 & [
Feet % \9{ \ e
st 2 SN
Imagery provided by National Geographic Society, ESRI and its licensors © 2015. - = -
A\ N\ \ CALIFORNIA “:
\ \ | | 1
\ A | L
K'i'. N\ _ ""w..oBatersﬁeid “"A\
SS}:E'"“? A
) . pas "'"}.’Sa_nh Maria \‘:‘
Project Location |
N <.\; \ Lm:um
Lompod u Palrnddao
Barbara
snh . ‘Es:m Clarita
b o,Oxnud vw
Los B e er.-.ids
0s Ahg Ny And’leimggme&ﬁ"ﬁg?’m
LongBeach w"hnhﬁnﬂ" lndlo
\\\ umeta
Oceanside), }
\ gSarHBlego

Regional Location

Figure 1

City of Hermosa Beach





Skechers Design Center and Executive Offices Project
Initial Study

Duncan Ave *

A

Res'idgntiél;' .

= Child/Care\Center

s

-3 Exiéting"'
¥ Skechers
1| [ROffices

PRSI ron gfe llow] A ve il 3 .~. Longfellow Dr

.: ] II- 1 RI
o 8 L

|
AR

30th St

|

'_Residential
i [ J I
, £ '
Marlita St

S SepulvedaBI'vd 0

R
&

Ten nyson St

e

Imagery provided by ESRI and Google and their licensors © 2015.

Project Site and Vicinity Figure 2

r City of Hermosa Beach






Skechers Design Center and Executive Offices Project
Initial Study

— DASHED LINE INDICATES — DASHED LINE INDICATES
GROUND FLOOR LOT COVERAGE GROUND FLOOR LOT COVERAGE
2 BUILDING B - 10,775SF- L 350'- 0" BUILDING A - 38,953SF
/‘ PROPERTY WIDTH 1 y
PROPERTY WIDTH /‘
15'- 0" 180'- 7" 15'-5" 11'-3" 327'-0" 11'-9"

BUILDING WIDTH BUILDING WIDTH
|

; V:EVAFJHdJS A - OATE_YOIATINGIS/

AW 15Y00 010vd )

J

Aaorssson—

i [HoW38 NYLLVHNY 40 AliDy ;
/ HIVI8 VSOMIH 40 AR~ o we / EL 177.00

. v
EL 196.05' ~

L o v
. A A
~ =1 ———" 1 —
® ACCELERATION LAN, SIS Tl N
= . — . — — o o m— 3& PUBLIC WALK.
o CP5: MAX. EL 254.96' (24695 CP + 6.00" ALLOWANCE), &( = =
9 PROPOSED EL 248.50' < 5 T i
o o A
< e — | EVEL 1
T E (R 185,67 PATIO
| o] . L Lo y
b o= EXECUTIVE , , DESIGN CENTER | (ITTT] & F oy
58 G CP4: MAX. EL 242.82 iy LEVEL 2 [ Il
Tl > 4 | PROPOSED EL 239.50° | Ak
olk R % BUILDING 4 . - b24.00" TERRACE ! o :‘{“ : (N) PERIMETER CMU BLOCK
S| & 2 b . 3| BRIDGE * - CP3: MAX. EL 239.00' (5100¢P + 500 ALLOWANGE) l 201.00, e WALL 6" OFFSET OF PL;
3 £ w = ; 5 i VERTICAL STAINLESS STEEL 2'SC
g 2 %) l i PROPOSED EL 236.74' biae h L ™~ TUBES ATOP CMU BLOCK WALL
T 2 ._._._.l I . ST I | .. : E
2l s = & Ml -
< g ¥ E/;RJ £ z
8 - 2 L 22951' =W [
- — g |;; : I l I 5|8 . |Y
2 Y T 5
3 Wl T >
_ CP1: MAX.EL 219.75 Dz L|E
B | PROPOSED EL 217.40° 3 S8 8%
h i f ! = 3 a
; e sLock W | R coz: v 2z - {278
J B . PROPOSED EL 224.00 y i o
~ i -1
A i . I By
/ W +— :
= h g LEVEL 3 g%
g S TERRACE 1 A
= s . § I [ oMy BLOC
] . ; 3 N) PERIMETER CMU BLOCK
-‘% [ 3 62\12'50 WALL 6" OFFSET OF PL
| o) - ; | ] i 155-:/7'69
) I'% 3 . 1 217.40. ) 8. ™
~ | = £ 224.00' —@ /ﬂﬁ.é J
x Q . 1
;—J TH| . — — 7/—i e S 0 S e S 1 SN M5 -'i—-- B —_ -
y L : — | ) I | — EL 181.13
T/ a =
TRANSF.
el L5 rL008 ‘ A5001 L8LrL0oN REFUSE /
| RECYCLING LANDSCAPE]|
| ) \ =
[ AR M A BTN e ol R ' i : \ 13 1 J
(N) PERIMETER CMU BLOCK ™ MU BLoG
, WALL 6" OFFSET OF PL (N) PERIMETER CMU BLOCK
EL 194.39 Tow /ALL 6" OFFSET OF PL
150 180' - 7 113" 326'- 6" EL 182,52
BUILDING WIDTH ’
L 211-0" | | 3426
K PROPERTY WIDTH K K PROPERTY WIDTH 0 -
0 25 50 Feet
L 1 |
Site Plan
Source: DFH, October 2014 Flgure 3

City of Hermosa Beach





Skechers Design Center and Executive Offices Project
Initial Study

Photo 2: View looking south at 2851 Pacific Coast Highway

Photo 3: View looking north at 2901 Pacific Coast Highway Photo 4: View looking west at 2901 Pacific Coast Highway and down
30th street

Site Photos Figure 4a
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¥

Photo 5: View looking south at 3001 Pacific Coast Highway Photo 6: View of 3001 & 2901 Pacific Coast Highway looking east on
30th street

Photo 7: View looking west at 3001 & 2901 Pacific Coast Highway and towards Photo 8: View looking southwest at 3125 Pacific Coast Highway
Pacific Ocean

Site Photos Figure 4b
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Photo 10: Aditinal viw of residenée

at 744 Longféllow Avenue.

Site Photos Figure 4c
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,
involving at least one impact that is “Potentially Significant” or “Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics

Biological Resources

Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Land Use/Planning

Population/Housing

Transportation/ Traffic

O

Agriculture and Forestry
Resources

Cultural Resources

Hazards & Hazardous
Materials

Mineral Resources

Public Services

Utilities /Service Systems

Air Quality

Geology/Soils

Hydrology/Water
Quality

Noise
Recreation

Mandatory Findings of
Significance

12
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DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

O

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the
project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and
an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one
effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potential significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Signature Date

City of Hermosa Beach
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
I. AESTHETICS
-- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista? u O O o
b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock [ [ O u
outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual - O O 0
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or
) g n 0 O O

glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

a) The project site is located on PCH in the northeastern part of the City. The project site slopes
downwards from north to south and slopes upwards from west to east. The Pacific Ocean is
visible from the project site and surrounding areas. Photo 7 of Figure 4b illustrates existing
ocean views as seen on 30t Street east of the project site. The October 2014 Existing Conditions
Report, a Technical Background Report written to support the City of Hermosa Beach General
Plan Update, characterizes scenic vistas in the City as predominately focusing on the Pacific
Ocean, which can be viewed from higher elevations in the City include PCH (2014).

The proposed project involves the construction of a new Design Center and Executive Offices
for Skechers with a maximum height of 35 feet. This use would replace the existing vacant
single-family home, new and used auto sales facilities and auto repair facilities. The proposed
building would be of greater height and mass than the existing buildings and would have the
potential to block views of the Pacific Ocean, which is considered a scenic vista. Additionally,
the project includes a pedestrian bridge spanning 30t Street the 2nd floor level which would
connect the Design Center to the Executive Offices. The pedestrian bridge would have the
potential to block views of the Pacific Ocean as currently seen from 30t street east of the project
site. The impact to scenic vistas would be potentially significant and will be analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The Existing Conditions Report for the City of Hermosa Beach describes scenic resources
such as trees and landscaping, rock outcroppings, historic buildings, monuments, and public
art. There are no rock outcroppings, historic buildings, monuments or public art on site. There

r City of Hermosa Beach
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are no designated scenic resources at the site or in the site’s immediate vicinity. Landscaping is
present but minimal and not maintained.

The project site is currently developed with a single-family home, new and used auto sales
facilities, and auto repair facilities. All buildings located on the project site are vacant and not
currently being maintained as illustrated in the photos provided in Figures 4a-4c. A historic
analysis was completed and found no historic resources onsite (Section V. Cultural Resources;
Appendix A). Therefore, the project would have no impact on scenic resources and further
analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

c) The project site is currently developed with a single-family home, new and used auto sales
facilities, and auto repair facilities. All of these buildings are currently vacant and not being
maintained as illustrated in Figures 4a-4c. The proposed project would replace these buildings
with a new Design Center and Executive Offices for Skechers. The buildings would resemble
existing Skechers offices located at 330 S. Sepulveda Boulevard in Manhattan Beach, which is
across PCH, approximately 120 feet from the project site in the City of Manhattan Beach.
Renderings of the proposed buildings are provided in Figure 5. These proposed buildings are
larger in scale and mass than the existing buildings. As such, the project has the potential to
alter the visual character of the project site and its surroundings including introduce new
sources of shade and shadows on neighboring residential properties. Therefore, this impact
may be potentially significant and will be analyzed in an EIR. The EIR will include a shade/
shadow analysis that evaluates shadows generated by the project on both the summer and
winter solstices.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) The proposed project would involve the construction of a new Design Center and Executive
Offices for Skechers in an already developed area of Hermosa Beach. Existing vacant buildings
located on the project site would be demolished and new sources of light and glare would be
introduced. Potential new sources of lighting include windows, lighting at the subterranean
garage entrance, illumination of exterior building areas and signage. Headlights from vehicles
entering and exiting the parking areas at night could cast light onto roadways and surrounding
properties. Potential new sources of glare include windows, signage and building materials.
The project site vicinity is urban in character, with generally high levels of existing lighting,
particularly along PCH. The nearest sensitive receptors are the residential buildings
immediately adjacent and west of the project site. Impacts related to light and glare would be
potentially significant and will be analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

r City of Hermosa Beach
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Photo Renderings of Design Center and Executive Offices Figure 5b
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b)

c)

d)

e)

Potentially
Significant
Impact

AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY
RESOURCES

-- In determining whether impacts to

agricultural resources are significant

environmental effects, lead agencies may

refer to the California Agricultural Land

Evaluation and Site Assessment Model

(1997) prepared by the California Dept. of
Conservation as an optional model to use

in assessing impacts on agriculture and

farmland. In determining whether impacts

to forest resources, including timberland,

are significant environmental effects, lead

agencies may refer to information compiled

by the California Department of Forestry

and Fire Protection regarding the state’s

inventory of forest land, including the

Forest and Range Assessment Project and

the Forest Legacy Assessment Project;

and forest carbon measurement

methodology provided in Forest Protocols

adopted by the California Air Resources

Board. -- Would the project:

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique

Farmland, Farmland of Statewide

Importance (Farmland), as shown on the

maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland O
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the

California Resources Agency, to non-

agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural

use, or a Williamson Act contract? O
Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause

rezoning of, forest land (as defined in

Public Resources Code Section 12220(qg)),
timberland (as defined by Public

Resources Code Section 4526), or O
timberland zoned Timberland Production

(as defined by Government Code Section
51104(qg))?

Result in the loss of forest land or

conversion of forest land to non-forest O
use?

Involve other changes in the existing

environment which, due to their location or

nature, could result in conversion of O
Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant No
Impact Impact

d |
d |
O [
O [
O [

r .
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a-e) The project site is currently zoned R-1 (One Family Residential) and C-3/ AH-O (General
Commercial/ Affordable Housing Overlay. The General Plan designation is General
Commercial (GC). The site is developed with residential and non-residential structures and
surrounded by commercial and residential uses. The site vicinity is entirely urbanized. No
agricultural activities presently occur on-site or adjacent to the site. This site is not classified as
Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Important (California Division of
Land Resource Protection, 2014). In addition, the City of Hermosa Beach does not include land
zoned for agricultural or forest land, nor are any lands within the City under a Williamson Act
contract (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014). No impact would occur with respect to this issue and
further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
lll. AIR QUALITY
-- Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of

the applicable air quality plan? O O L [
b) Violate any air quality standard or

contribute substantially to an existing or

projected air quality violation? u O [ [
¢) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net

increase of any criteria pollutant for which

the project region is non-attainment under

an applicable federal or state ambient air

quality standard (including releasing

emissions which exceed quantitative

thresholds for ozone precursors)? u 0 [ [
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial

pollutant concentrations? u 0 [ [
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a

substantial number of people? 0 0 [ L

Greenhouse gas emissions are addressed below in Section VII, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, below.

a) Vehicle use, energy consumption, and associated air pollutant emissions are directly related
to population growth. A project may be inconsistent with the AQMP if it would generate
population, housing or employment growth exceeding the forecasts used in the development of
the AQMP. Projects that do not involve growth-inducing impacts or cause local or regional
population/ growth projections to be exceeded are generally considered consistent with the
AQMP.

r City of Hermosa Beach
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The proposed project does not include any residential components; however, it could lead to
population growth as a result of employment opportunities generated by the operation of the
Design Center and Executive Offices. As discussed in the Project Description, above, the project
would accommodate up to about 500 employees. According to the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG) 2012 - 2035 RTP/SCS, Hermosa Beach had a total of 7,000
jobs in 2008. Therefore, the 500 individuals employed by the proposed project would increase
the number of jobs in the City by about seven percent. When compared to employment levels
within the entire South Bay Cities subregion,! (reported by SCAG to be 372,240 in 2008), the 500
additional jobs represents a 0.1 percent increase in employment in South Bay cities area. As
discussed in Section XIII, Population and Housing, the additional employees and residents that
would be added to the region are well within the growth forecast for the South Bay Cities
region as a whole. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur and further analysis of
this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b, c) The SCAQMD has established standards for air quality constituents generated by
construction and by operational activities for such pollutants as ozone (O3), carbon monoxide
(CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO»), sulfur dioxide (SO2), and particulate matter (PMig). The SCAQMD
maintains an extensive air quality monitoring network to measure criteria pollutant
concentrations throughout the SCAB. The SCAB is in nonattainment for the federal standards
for ozone, lead, and particulate matter (PMa5), as well as state standards for ozone and
particulate matter (PMzs, PMio) (California Air Resources Board, 2014).

During project construction, dust will be generated and could contribute to particulate matter
that may degrade local air quality. Traffic and energy consumption associated with project
operation would also generate air pollutant emissions. These emissions could result in the
violation of air quality standards or exceedance of SCAQMD's significance thresholds. These
short-term and long-term air quality impacts may be potentially significant and will be assessed
in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) The sensitive receptors nearest to the project site include adjacent residences and a child care
center located on the northern side of Longfellow Avenue. These sensitive residential receptors
could be adversely affected by air pollutant emissions associated with project construction and
operation. This impact would be potentially significant and will be analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e) According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, land uses associated with odor
complaints typically include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing
plants, chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding. The

! South Bay Cities includes the following cities: Carson, El Segundo, Gardena, Hawthorne, Hermosa Beach, Inglewood, Lawndale,
Lomita, Manhattan Beach, Palos Verdes Estates, Rancho Palos Verdes, Redondo Beach, Rolling Hills, Rolling Hills Estates, and
Torrance.

r City of Hermosa Beach
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proposed project does not include any uses or operations that are expected to generate
significant odors. No impact would occur with respect to odors and further analysis of this
issue is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

a)

b)

d)

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
-- Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations,
or by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption,
or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery

sites?

Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Potentially
Significant
Potentially
Significant
Incorporated

Less than
Significant No
Impact Impact

[ L]
O [
[ [
O [
| ]
L [
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a) The project site is within a highly urbanized area. In addition, the site has been disturbed to
accommodate past and present onsite development and is currently covered with structures, as
described in the Project Description. The project site does not contain native biological habitats or
habitats for special status species.

Existing street trees located on Longfellow Avenue could be affected by the proposed project.
These trees could contain bird nests and birds that are protected under the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act (MBTA - 16 United State Code Section 703-711). Therefore, the proposed project
could result in potentially significant impacts on bird nest and birds protected under the
Migratory Bird Act and will be assessed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b, c) The project site is currently developed and is within an urban setting. The project site does
not include any riparian or sensitive natural communities. No impact would occur and further
analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

d) The project site is currently developed and is within an urbanized area. The site does not
provide for any substantial movement or nursery habitat. The proposed project would not
interfere with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or affect
any nursery sites as compared to the current site conditions. No impact would occur and
further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

e) The proposed project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources. The existing street trees along Longfellow Avenue could be affected by the
project. However these trees are not protected by any local policies or ordinances. No impact
would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
f) The project site is not within the area of any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

r City of Hermosa Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES
-- Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical resource as
defined in §15064.5? O O O u

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological
resource as defined in §15064.5? O u O 0

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature? [ u O O

d) Disturb any human remains, including

those interred outside of formal
cemeteries? O | (| (|

a) The project site is currently developed with a single-family home, new and used auto sales
facilities, and auto repair facilities. All existing buildings onsite are currently vacant and would
be demolished as part of the project.

Rincon Consultants, Inc. conducted a preliminary historic assessment of the proposed project
for the City of Hermosa Beach. That assessment included as Appendix A, finds that none of the
buildings located within the project area retain sufficient integrity of a historic significance to
warrant consideration for eligibility at the State or local levels of historic significance. As such,
none of the buildings located within the project site are considered historical resources in
accordance with CEQA (Section 21084.1). Demolition and redevelopment of the parcels located
within the project site would not result in a significant adverse impact to historic resources in
accordance with CEQA. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is
not warranted.

NO IMPACT

b-d) The project site is within an urbanized area. Because the site has been developed
previously, any surficial paleontological resources that may have been present at one time have
likely been disturbed. Therefore, the topmost layers of soil in the project area are not likely to
contain substantive fossils. Excavation to the depths proposed by the project has not occurred
under previous development. Although project implementation is not expected to uncover
archaeological resources, paleontological resources or human remains, the possibility for such
resources exists and impacts would be potentially significant and will be assessed in an EIR

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS MITIGATION INCORPORATED
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
-- Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault,
as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known
fault? 0 O [ L
i) Strong seismic ground shaking? u O [ ]
iii) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction? | 0 ] ]
iv) Landslides? 0 O [ L
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil? | O O a
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction, or collapse? u O [ ]

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined
in Table 1-B of the Uniform Building Code,

creating substantial risks to life or
property? | O O O

e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater? 0 O [ L

a(i) Fault rupture is defined as the displacement that occurs at the ground surface along a
seismically active fault during an earthquake event. Based on criteria established by the
California Geological Survey (CGS), faults can be classified as active, potentially active, or
inactive. Active faults are those having historically produced earthquakes or shown evidence of
movement within the past 11,000 years (during the Holocene Epoch). The seismically active
southern California region is crossed by numerous active and potentially active faults and is
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underlain by several blind thrust faults (i.e., low angle reverse faults with no surface exposure).
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones (formerly Special Study Zones) have been established
throughout California by CGS. These zones identify areas where potential surface rupture along
an active fault could prove hazardous and identify where special studies are required to
characterize the fault rupture hazard potential to habitable structures (CDMG 1999). The City of
Hermosa Beach is not located within a fault-rupture hazard zone area, as defined by the
Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zones Act, and no known major active faults are located within
the City (City of Hermosa Beach 2014). Therefore, there would be no impact associated with
rupture of a known earthquake fault and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT

a(ii) As with any site in the southern California region, the project site is susceptible to strong
seismic ground shaking in the event of a major earthquake. Nearby active faults include the
Newport-Inglewood Fault, the Palos Verdes Fault, the San Andreas Fault, the Elysian Park
Thrust, and the San Jose Fault. These faults are capable of producing strong seismic ground
shaking at the project site. Therefore, impacts associated with seismic-related ground shacking
are potentially significant and will be assessed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a(iii) Liquefaction is a form of earthquake-induced ground failure that occurs primarily in
relatively shallow, loose, granular, water-saturated soils. Liquefaction can occur when these
types of soils lose their inherent shear strength due to excess water pressure that builds up
during repeated movement from seismic activity. Shallow groundwater table, the presence of
loose to medium dense sand and silty sand, and a long duration and high acceleration of
seismic shaking are factors that contribute to the potential for liquefaction. Liquefaction usually
results in horizontal and vertical movements from lateral spreading of liquefied materials and
post-earthquake settlement of liquefied materials.

The project site is not within a potential liquefaction zone as identified on the State Hazards
map (California Department of Conservation, Redondo Beach Quadrangle, 1999). However, the
proposed project includes subterranean parking, which can increase the risk of liquefaction
hazards as construction occurs closer to the water table. Therefore, impacts associated with
seismic-related ground failure including liquefaction are potentially significant and will be
assessed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a(iv) During an earthquake event, the seismic shaking forces applied to native hillside areas can
result in “seismically induced landslides”. Seismically induced landslides typically occur in
areas of steeper hillsides, near the tops of ridges, where weathered surficial and bedrock
materials are exposed on slopes, and in areas of prior landslides. The project site is not within a
potential landslide zone (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014). Therefore, there would be no impact
associated with landslides and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.
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NO IMPACT

b) Erosion is a normal and inevitable geologic process whereby earth materials are loosened,
worn away, decomposed, or dissolved and are removed from one place and transported to
another. Preparing land for construction can remove ground cover, exposing soils to wind
erosion. Accelerated erosion within an urban area can cause damage by undermining
structures; blocking storm sewers; and depositing silt, sand or mud in roads and tunnels.
Eroded materials are eventually deposited into coastal waters where the carried silt remains
suspended for some time. Temporary erosion could occur during project construction and this
would be a potentially significant impact. Further evaluation of potential impacts associated
with soil erosion will be included in the EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c) Subsidence is the sudden sinking or gradual downward settling of the earth’s surface with
little or no horizontal movement. Subsidence is caused by a variety of activities, which include,
but are not limited to, withdrawal of groundwater, pumping of oil and gas from underground,
the collapse of underground mines, liquefaction, and hydrocompaction. Lateral spreading is the
horizontal movement or spreading of soil toward an open face. The potential for failure from
subsidence and lateral spreading is highest in areas where the groundwater table is high and
where relatively soft and recent alluvial deposits exist. Lateral spreading hazards may also be
present in areas with liquefaction risks.

The City of Hermosa Beach identifies a liquefaction zone west of Hermosa Avenue, which is
west of the project site. This area has a high water table and therefore may be located on a
geologic unit or soil that is unstable (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014). The project site is located
east of this liquefaction zone; however, due to the proposed subterranean parking level,
construction would occur in closer proximity to the water table, which increases the likelihood
of impacts associated with liquefaction. Impacts are potentially significant and will be analyzed
further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) Expansive soils are generally clays which increase in volume when saturated and shrink
when dried. The soils located at the project site have not been mapped as part of the U.S.
Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation Service’s Web Soil Survey. The
Existing Conditions Report prepared as part of the General Plan Update states that since no
citywide soil report exists, expansive and collapsible soils are analyzed on a project-by-project
basis. Therefore, impacts related to expansive soils need to be evaluated for the project site and
are considered potentially significant and further analysis of potential impacts associated with
expansive soil will be included in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e) The proposed project would be connected to the local wastewater treatment system. Septic
systems would not be used. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR
is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
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Potentially
Significant
Impact
VIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
-- Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may have
a significant impact on the environment? |
b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy,
or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse
gases? u

Potentially
Significant
Unless Less than
Mitigation Significant No
Incorporated Impact Impact
(Il O ]
(Il O ]

a-b) Project construction and operation would generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
through the burning of fossil fuels or other emissions of GHGs, thus potentially contributing to
cumulative impacts related to global climate change. Emissions could potentially exceed locally
adopted significance thresholds and the project could potentially conflict with local and
regional plans adopted for the purpose of reduce GHG emissions, including AB 32 and
SCAQMD applicable programs and policies. Impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions
would be potentially significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Impact

VIIILHAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

-- Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials? U

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment? |

Potentially
Significant
Unless Less than
Mitigation Significant No
Incorporated Impact Impact
L | L]
(Il O ]
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
VIILHAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS
-- Would the project:
¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within ¥4
mile of an existing or proposed school? O O L [

d) Be located on a site which is included on
a list of hazardous material sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a

significant hazard to the public or the
environment? U O O [

e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area? U O [ L

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in
the project area? O O [ L

g) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation

plan? U O O [

h) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas

or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands? U O O [ |

a) The proposed project would involve the construction of new commercial buildings. The

proposed uses consist of Executive Offices and a Design Center for Skechers. The Design Center

includes show rooms and meeting spaces for new products in various phases of development.
No shoe production or manufacturing that would involve the use or transport of hazardous
materials would occur on site. The project would not involve the routine transport, use or

disposal of hazardous substances, other than minor amounts typically used for maintenance. In
the unlikely scenario that licensed vendors or tenants bring hazardous materials to and from the
project site, they would be required to provide all appropriate documentation for all hazardous
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material that is transported in connection with project-site activities (as required by the City’s
Municipal Code). In addition, any hazardous wastes produced onsite would be subject to
requirements associated with accumulation time limits, proper storage locations and containers,
and proper labeling. As part of any removal of any hazardous waste from the site, hazardous
waste generators are required to use a certified hazardous waste transportation company,
which must ship hazardous waste to a permitted facility for treatment, storage, recycling, or
disposal. Compliance with these applicable regulations would reduce impacts associated with
the use, transport, storage, and sale of hazardous materials to a less than significant level.
Therefore, further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The project site currently contains a vacated auto repair facility. A Phase I Environmental
Site Assessment prepared by SCS Engineers indicates that the previous automotive dealership
activities (waste oil tank, hydraulic lifts, clarifier, etc) resulted in site contamination consisting
of heavy hydrocarbons at concentrations above generally accepted levels. This contamination
was excavated and removed off-site for disposal. However, the project involves the
demolition of the existing buildings and construction of the Skechers Design Center and
Executive Offices including subterranean parking. It is possible that additional contamination
would be encountered during site preparation. Therefore, impacts related to hazardous
materials at the project site would be potentially significant and will be analyzed further in an
EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

) The project site is located approximately 0.25 miles west of Mira Coast High School (1401
Artesia Boulevard, Manhattan Beach) and 0.35 miles east of Robinson Elementary School (80 S.
Morningside Drive, Manhattan Beach). Additionally, a child care center is located adjacent to
the site on the northern side of Longfellow Avenue. Operation of the proposed project would
not involve the use or transport of hazardous materials. However, construction of the project
would involve demolition of the existing onsite structures and surface parking lots. All existing
buildings onsite are currently vacant and would be demolished as part of the project. Four of
these buildings are older than 45 years of age. Due to their age, these buildings may contain
asbestos and lead-based paints and materials. The removal of any asbestos-containing materials
would be required to comply with all applicable existing rules and regulations, including
SCAQMD Rule 1403 (Asbestos Demolition and Renovation Activities) and CalOSHA
regulations regarding lead-based materials. SCAQMD Rule 1403 specifies work practice
requirements to limit asbestos emissions from building demolition and renovation activities,
including the removal and associated disturbance of asbestos containing materials (ACMs).
Requirements for demolition and renovation activities include asbestos surveying, notification,
ACM removal procedures and time schedules, ACM handling and clean-up procedures, and
storage, disposal, and landfilling requirements for asbestos-containing waste materials
(ACWM). All operators are required to maintain records, including waste shipment records,
and are required to use appropriate warning labels, signs, and markings. California Code of
Regulations, §1532.1, requires testing, monitoring, containment, and disposal of lead-based
materials, such that exposure levels do not exceed CalOSHA standards. Therefore, impacts
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related to hazardous emissions or materials affecting school sites would be less than significant
and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) The project site does not appear on any hazardous material site list compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5. The following databases were checked (February 19, 2015)
for known hazardous materials contamination at the project site:

e GeoTracker (California State Water Resources Control Board): list of leaking underground
storage tank sites

e  EnviroStor (California Department of Toxic Substances Control): list of hazardous waste and
substances sites

o Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
(CERCLIS) database

o Cortese list of Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites

e EnviroMapper (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency)

No impact would occur and further analysis of these issues is not warranted.
NO IMPACT

e, f ) There are no public or private airports on or adjacent to the project site. The nearest airport
is Los Angeles International Airport, located approximately four miles north of the project site.
No impact would occur and further analysis of these issues is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

g) The proposed project involves infill development in an urbanized area of Hermosa Beach.
Project implementation would not involve any changes to emergency response or evacuation
routes. The project would be required to comply with applicable California Fire Code
requirements. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT

h) The project site is in an urbanized area and is not within a wildland fire hazard area. No
impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
-- Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements? u O [ ]

b) Substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or
a lowering or the local groundwater table
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-
existing nearby wells would drop to a level
which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)? | O [ ]

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on-

or off-site? | (| O O

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including the
alteration of the course of a stream or
river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner

which would result in flooding on- or off-
site? | O O O

e) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff? u 0 [ [

f)  Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality? | L O O

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map? O O O u

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area

structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows? O 0 0 u
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
-- Would the project:
i) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam? O O [ L
j) Result in inundation by seiche, tsunami,
or mudflow? O O [ L

a, c-f) The project site is within the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB), which is responsible for the preparation and implementation of the
water quality control plan for the Los Angeles Region. Regulations under the federal Clean
Water Act require compliance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) storm water permit for projects disturbing more than one acre during construction.
The project would be required to comply with the NPDES Multiple Separate Storm Sewer
System (MS4) Permit issued by the Los Angeles RWQCB, which would require implementation
of Best Management Practices (BMPs). BMPs would be required to reduce polluted runoff from
the project site by retaining, treating, or infiltrating polluted runoff onsite. The project developer
would also be required to prepare a Standard Urban Storm Water Management Plan (SUSMP),
which requires the integration of post-construction BMPs into the site’s overall drainage system,
which would further reduce the potential for pollutants to enter the storm drain system.

The project site is urbanized and almost entirely covered with impervious surfaces, and would
remain so under the proposed project. The project would redevelop the site, which is greater
than one acre, with buildings of larger mass and scale and may incrementally increase the
amount of impervious surfaces on the site. The project would also involve re-grading of the site
from its existing conditions and the final site improvement would change the surface runoff
pattern. Water drainage could potentially impact erosion or siltation on or off-site and introduce
new pollutants. Therefore, impacts related to site drainage and runoff are potentially significant
and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The proposed project involves the construction of a Design Center and Executive Offices for
Skechers on a site currently developed with automotive industry uses and a single family
residence. The existing buildings are currently vacant; therefore, the project would
incrementally increase water consumption.

Potable water is provided to the City of Hermosa Beach by the California Water Service
Company (Cal Water). Hermosa Beach is located in Cal Water’s Hermosa-Redondo District,
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which supplies groundwater, surface water, and recycled water. As described in Section XVI,
Utilities and Service Systems, the EIR will evaluate the project’s demand on the water supply,
including groundwater.

Hermosa Beach is located in the West Coast subbasin of the Coastal Plain of the Los Angeles
Watershed. There is an area within the City, located west of Hermosa Avenue known to have
with a high water table (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014). While the project is not located within
an area known to have a high water table, the proposed project involves a subterranean parking
garage. Excavation and use of the subterranean parking garage may impact groundwater
resources. Impacts related to intrusion of site structures into the groundwater table would be
potentially significant. This issue will be further analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

g,/h) A 100-year flood is an event that has a 1 percent chance of occurring in any given year. The
project site is in Flood Zone X, which is an area outside of the 100-year flood (FEMA FIRM Map
No. 06037C1907F, 2008). Additionally, the project would not involve construction of a structure
that would impede flood flows. No impact related to flooding would occur and further analysis
of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT

i, j) No water reservoirs or dams are located in Hermosa Beach or the vicinity of the project site,
which is approximately 0.7 miles from the Pacific Ocean and ranges from 190 to 230 feet above
sea level. The site is not located within a potential tsunami inundation area (City of Hermosa
Beach, 2014). No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING
-- Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established
community? U O | O

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of

avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect? u O [ [
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
X. LAND USE AND PLANNING
-- Would the project:
c) Conflict with an applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan? O O [ L

a) The project site is located within an established urban area on land zoned R-1 (One Family
Residential) and C-3/AH-O (General Commercial/ Affordable Housing Overlay). The proposed
project would require the rezone of one parcel from R-1 to C-3. This parcel is located adjacent to
parcels already zoned C-3; therefore, this re-zone would not divide a residential community.
Impacts would be less than significant and further analysis of this issue is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The proposed project involves development of commercial buildings on the site, which is
currently zoned R-1 (One Family Residential) and C-3/ AH-O (General Commercial/ Affordable
Housing Overlay). The project would require the following:

¢ General Plan Amendment: Amend Land Use Element to eliminate statements that
744 Longfellow Avenue should be reclassified as low density residential.

e Zoning Amendment: Amend 744 Longfellow Avenue from R-1 to C-3.

e Parking Plan to address offsite parking for events and allow an increase in compact
spaces and use of tandem spaces.

e Conditional Use Permit to allow development within the Affordable Housing
Overlay zone.

e Tentative Parcel Map to combine 9 parcels into 2 parcels, one for each building.

e Vacation of alley west of /behind 2851 PCH.

Because the project would require General Plan and zoning amendments, consistency of the
project with the City’s General Plan, , Sustainability Plan, and other adopted plans and land use
policies will be analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

) The City of Hermosa Beach does not have a tree preservation policy or other Habitat
Conservation Plan or Natural Community Conservation Plan. No impact would occur and
further analysis of this issue is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Xl. MINERAL RESOURCES
-- Would the project:
a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state? O [ O u
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan,
O O U |

specific plan, or other land use plan?

a,b) The project site is in a highly urbanized area of Hermosa Beach that is not used for mineral
resource extraction. No state-designated or locally designated mineral resource zones exist in
the City (City of Hermosa Beach, General Plan 1979). The proposed project would not affect
mineral resources. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT

XIl. NOISE

-- Would the project result in:

a)

b)

d)

Exposure of persons to or generation of
noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels above levels existing
without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant No
Impact Impact
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XIl. NOISE

-- Would the project result in:

e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working

in the project area to excessive noise
levels? O O [ L

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise? O O [ L

a, ¢, d) Construction and operation activities for the proposed project would potentially increase
noise levels in the vicinity of the site and along transportation corridors. The most common
sources of noise in the project vicinity are transportation-related, such as automobiles, trucks,
and motorcycles. Motor vehicle noise is of concern because it is characterized by a high number
of individual events, which often create a sustained noise level, and because of its proximity to
areas sensitive to noise exposure.

The primary sources of roadway noise near the project site are automobiles traveling on
PCH/Sepulveda) immediately east of the site. An increase in traffic associated with the
proposed project, as well as operational noise generated on-site could impact nearby sensitive
receptors. These receptors include residences located adjacent to the project site on the western
and northern boundaries, as well as residences located north and south of the site along PCH.

Noise associated with operation of the proposed project may be periodically audible at adjacent
uses. The Design Center would host conferences approximately twice per year, which may
increase noise levels on-site. Other on-site operations are expected to involve noise associated
with rooftop ventilation, heating systems, and trash hauling, as well as general noise that would
be associated with increased traffic on the roadway system, which would also increase local
traffic noise levels. Such increases could be audible at nearby receivers. Impacts would be
potentially significant and will be further analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The proposed project would involve construction activities such as demolition, grading, and
excavation activities. Each of these is anticipated to result in some vibration that affect nearby
residential receptors. Operation of the proposed project would not perceptibly increase
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groundborne vibration or groundborne noise on the project site above existing conditions, due
to the proposed commercial use of the site.

Vibration is a unique form of noise because its energy is carried through buildings, structures,
and the ground, whereas noise is simply carried through the air. Thus, vibration is generally felt
rather than heard. The ground motion caused by vibration is measured as particle velocity in
inches per second and is referenced as vibration decibels (VdB) in the U.S. The City has not
adopted any thresholds or regulations addressing vibration.

Due to the presence of residences adjacent to the project site, temporary groundborne vibration
associated with construction activity could affect these sensitive receptors. Impacts would be
potentially significant and will be further analyzed in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e-f) The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport. The nearest airport is Los Angeles International Airport, located
approximately four miles north of the project site. No impact would occur and further analysis
of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

NO IMPACT
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XIII.POPULATION AND HOUSING
-- Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)? O O L [
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere? 0 O [ L
c) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere? 0 O [ L

a) The proposed project would employ up to about 500 people at the Design Center and
Executive Offices. Skechers provided data reporting the zip codes of the residences of current
employees reporting to their existing offices in Manhattan Beach. Of the 636 current employees,
approximately 35 employees live in Manhattan Beach (5%) and 21 (3%) live in Hermosa Beach.
Approximately 83% of current employees live within 20 miles of the office, 91% live within 30
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miles of the office, 96% live within 40 miles, and 98% live within 60 miles. This data indicates
that existing employees live in locations throughout the Los Angeles area.

It is anticipated that only a small portion of the 500 new employees would be likely to reside
within Hermosa Beach. Assuming that 3% of future employees would live within Hermosa
Beach, consistent with employee trends, only 15 of the 500 potential new employees would be
expected to reside within Hermosa Beach. As illustrated in Table 2, the most recently adopted
regional growth forecast reported the population of Hermosa Beach to be 19,400 in 2008. The
Southern California Association of Governments forecasts the population of Hermosa Beach
will be 19,600 in 2020. The 15 additional residents estimated to be added to Hermosa Beach as a
result of the project is within SCAG population forecast for Hermosa Beach and would
represent less than one percent increase in current population.

Additionally, if all 500 employees were to relocate to the South Bay cites area it would also
represent less than one percent increase in population to that region. The population projection
for the South Bay Cities region (excluding the portions of the City of Los Angeles and County of
Los Angles District 2 and 4) is 772,000 residents in 2020 and 810,800 residents in 2035 (SCAG,
April 2012). The additional employees who could relocate to the area as a result of the project
represent 0.1% of residents projected for 2020 and less than 0.1% of residents projected for 2035
in the South Bay Cities.

Table 2
Population Forecast for Hermosa Beach
and South Bay Cities

Region Population
2008 2020 2035
Hermosa Beach 19,400 19,600 19700
All South Bay Cities” 745,200 772,000 810,800

Source: SCAG 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan, April 2012

The proposed project would not induce substantial population growth. Therefore, impacts
related to population growth would be less than significant and further analysis of this issue in
an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b, c) The project site is currently developed with a single-family home, new and used auto sales
facilities, and auto repair facilities. All existing buildings onsite are currently vacant and would
be demolished as part of the project. The proposed project involves the demolition of one vacant
residential unit and would not displace housing or people or necessitate the construction of
replacement housing. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT

2 South Bay Cities includes the following cities: Carson, El Segundo, Gardena, Hawthorne, Hermosa Beach, Inglewood, Lawndale,
Lomita, Manhattan Beach, Palos Verdes Estates, Rancho Palos Verdes, Redondo Beach, Rolling Hills, Rolling Hills Estates, and
Torrance.
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES
a) Would the project result in substantial

adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, or the need for
new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts,
in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the
public services:
i) Fire protection? (] O [ | O
i) Police protection? O ] u O
iii)y Schools? O ] | O
iv) Parks? O ] u O
v) Other public facilities? O [ u O

a (i) The International City/County Management Association (ICMA) completed an Operations
Analysis Report for Fire and Emergency Medical Services Final Report for Hermosa Beach in
October 2013. Information included in this report is incorporated in the analysis below.

The Hermosa Beach Fire Department (HBFD) is a career fire and emergency medical services
(EMS) department that provides fire protection, first response emergency medical services, and
natural disaster preparedness services in Hermosa Beach. The HBFD consists of one fire station
located in the south-central part of Hermosa Beach at 540 Pier Avenue. The facility was
constructed in 1959 and is in poor condition (ICMA, 2013). The fire chief stated that a new fire
station is under consideration, but the City has not been successful in finding an available
parcel in an optimal location for a new station (ICMA, October 2013).

The existing station has a total of 17 fire suppression personnel. These include 15 suppression
shift personnel, a fire chief, and a civilian administrative assistant. The Assistant Fire Chief
position is currently unfunded. From May 2012 to April 2013, the HBFD operated three
frontline response apparatus: one engine, one advanced life support (ALS) ambulance, and one
basic life support (BLS) ambulance. In addition, the HBFD operated one reserve engine/quint
and one reserve utility vehicle. Between March 2012 and February 2013, HBFD carried out a
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total of 911 transports. HBFD responded to 1,660 calls that originated from within city limits
during this time (ICMA, October 2013).

According to NFPA 1710, Standard for the Organization and Deployment of Fire Suppression
Operations, Emergency Medical Operations, and Special Operations to the Public by Career
Departments (2010 ed.) the alarm processing or dispatch time should be less than or equal to 60
seconds 90 percent of the time. The average dispatch time was 1.3 minutes and the average
response time for HBFD was 5.3 minutes (ICMA, October 2013).

The City has "automatic" aid agreements with the Manhattan Beach and Redondo Beach Fire
Departments. This means that the dispatch of units to an incident is handled automatically by
the dispatch center and the dispatch of additional units does not require the input of a
commander on the scene. Manhattan Beach and Hermosa Beach have the same dispatch center.
The City also has mutual aid agreements with the Los Angeles County Fire Department and the
Torrance and El Segundo Fire Departments. Under the mutual aid agreement, units from the
County, Torrance, and El Segundo could be dispatched to Hermosa Beach under the request of
the commander on the scene. Likewise, units from Hermosa Beach could be requested to assist
in those jurisdictions (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

The proposed project would involve the construction and operation of commercial
development that may incrementally increase demand for fire protection service. The proposed
project would be required to comply with all applicable Fire Codes and the project site is within
the existing service area of the HBFD. With adherence to existing regulations, the proposed
project would not result in the need for new or expanded fire facilities beyond those identified
by ICMA (October 2013) and summarized above. Impacts would be less than significant and
further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a (ii) The ICMA completed a Police Operations Report was completed by for Hermosa Beach in
August 2013. Information included in this report is incorporated in the analysis below.

The Hermosa Beach Police Department (HBPD) provides police protection service within the
planning area. The HBPD has one police station, located at 540 Pier Avenue, which is less than
one mile south of the project site. The existing building is in poor condition and ICMA
recommended that a team of representatives attend training to design a new policy facility
(ICMA, August 2013). The HBPD has 51 staff assigned to the station, consisting of 39 sworn
personnel and 12 civilian staff. According to the General Plan Update Existing Conditions
Report , the HBPD has 12 marked vehicles, 5 motorcycles, 10 unmarked vehicles, and 2 speed
trailers (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

The proposed project involves the construction and operation of commercial development that
would incrementally increase demand for police protection service. The proposed project
would not affect service ratios such that new or expanded police facilities beyond those needs
identified by ICMA (October 2013) would be needed. Impacts would be less than significant
and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.
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LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a (iii-v) The proposed project involves a commercial development that would not directly
increase population. As discussed in Section XIII, Population and Housing, it is anticipated
approximately 3% or 15 employees of the 500 new employees may live in Hermosa Beach, with
the remaining employees residing in other communities. Therefore, population driven public
services (i.e., schools, parks, libraries) would not experience substantial increases in service
demand.

The Hermosa Beach City School District (HBCSD) provides elementary school (K-8) to students
living in the city. Hermosa View School houses kindergarten through second grade with an
enrollment of 467 in 2012-2013. Hermosa Valley School houses third through eighth grades
with an enrollment of 929 in 2012-2013. High school students attend either Mira Costa High
School in Manhattan Beach or Redondo Union High School in Redondo Beach. Based on the
small population increase anticipated by the project, the Hermosa Beach City School District
would be able to accommodate new students resulting from the project. Because California Law
allows children to be enrolled in the district where a child “resides” or where the parent of a
child “works,” there could be an increase in student population from the 500 employees
working at the project site. However, pursuant to Senate Bill 50, payment of fees to an affected
school district would reduce school facility impacts to a less than significant level for CEQA
purposes. Therefore, the project would not create any new, significant demand for schools.
Impacts would be less than significant and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XV.RECREATION
a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated? 0 [ u 0
b) Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment? O ] u O

a, b) There are 48.4 acres of parkland and 63.4 acres of public beaches within the City of
Hermosa Beach. According to the Existing Conditions Report, the City provides 5.7 acres of
parkland per 1,000 residents. This is above the goal or standard of 4 acres set by many cities in
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Los Angeles County and above the 3 acres per 1,000 residents standard required under the
Quimby Act (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

The proposed project would involve the development of a new Design Center and Executives
Offices for Skechers and would employ up to 500 people. As discussed in Section XIII,
Population and Housing, it is anticipated that a small portion of the 500 new employees (3% or
15 employees) would relocate to Hermosa Beach with the remaining residing in other
communities. Therefore, there would be an incremental change in the current parks per 1,000
residents ratio. Additionally, Valley Park and the Hermosa Valley Greenbelt are located within
Ya mile of the project site and the Strand is located within %2 miles of the project site and would
provide recreational opportunities to employees. Use of these facilities by employees
commuting from other areas would incrementally increase the level of demand but would be
incremental and limited to normal business hours. The proposed Skechers facilities also include
outdoor spaces for employees to relax and take lunch breaks thereby offsetting some of the
increased demand for recreational facilities. Impacts would be less than significant and further
analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
-- Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance
or policy establishing a measure of
effectiveness for the performance of the
circulation system, taking into account all
modes of transportation, including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation
system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways, and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths,
and mass transit? u O [ [

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including, but not
limited to level of service standards and
travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county
congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways? u 0 [ [

¢) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results
in substantial safety risks? O 0 O u
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
-- Would the project:
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
use (e.g., farm equipment)? u O [ ]
e) Resultin inadequate emergency access? u 0 [ [
f)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit,
bikeways, or pedestrian facilities, or
otherwise substantially decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities? u 0 ] O

a) The proposed project would increase traffic compared to the existing vacant residential and
non-residential buildings. Project generated traffic during construction would include worker-
related commuter trips, trucks used for delivering construction equipment, and trucks used for
delivering and hauling construction materials and wastes. Project generated traffic during
operation would include worker-related commute trips and periodic bus trips for event
transportation. The increase in traffic could adversely affect levels of services (LOS) for the local
roadway network within Hermosa Beach and Manhattan Beach. Impacts would be potentially
significant and will be analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b) The Congestion Management Plan (CMP) is a state-mandated program enacted by the State
legislature to address the impacts that urban congestion has on local communities and the
region as a whole. Project-generated traffic could conflict with roadway and transit level of
service standards established by the CMP. Project impacts to regional roadway and traffic
systems will be analyzed as part of an EIR to determine whether there significant impacts
would occur based on CMP guidelines. Impacts would be potentially significant and will be
analyzed further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c) No airport or airstrip is located within Hermosa Beach. The proposed project would not affect
air traffic patterns. No impact would occur and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not
warranted.

NO IMPACT
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d) The project would be required to comply with the City of Hermosa Beach’s roadway safety
design standards. Nevertheless, proposed truck loading areas and transportation routes could
potentially create hazards due to the introduction of a new driveway on PCH. The potential to
create traffic hazards due to a project design feature will be studied in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e) All of the roads associated with the development would need to be evaluated to ensure they
would allow for emergency vehicle access. Further evaluation of the potentially significant
impact related to emergency access will be included in the EIR

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

f) There are three transportation agencies providing transit services within the City of Hermosa
Beach: Beach Cities Transit (BCT), LADOT Commuter Express, and Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA, or Metro). The nearest transit stop is Metro
line 232 located north of the project site across Longfellow Avenue on PCH. The City provides
many pedestrian facilities including the Hermosa Valley Greenbelt and the Strand adjacent to
the Pacific Ocean. However, City infrastructure also lacks in sidewalk continuity making
pedestrian circulation difficult in some areas. In 2011, the City adopted the South Bay Bicycle
Master Plan (SBBMP) which proposes to add 9.2 miles of bicycle facilities within the City and
connects to neighboring networks in Manhattan Beach and Redondo Beach.

The project includes bicycle lockers and a public walk outside the building on PCH. However,
the project has the potential to conflict with adopted policies, plans, and programs related to
public transit, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, including the SBBMP, will be analyzed further in
an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
-- Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board? u ] O ]
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
-- Would the project:
b) Require or result in the construction of
new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilities,
the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects? u [ O [
¢) Require or result in the construction of
new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects? | ] 0 ]

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or
expanded entitlements needed? | ] 0 ]

e) Resultin a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the
provider’'s existing commitments? u ] O ]

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs? u ] O ]

g) Comply with federal, state, and local

statutes and regulations related to solid
waste? u [ O [

a, b, ) The proposed project would generate wastewater during construction and operation.
Wastewater collection services are provided by the City of Hermosa Beach, which has a sanitary
sewer system network of 37 miles of sewer lines. The effluent collected by sewer lines is
discharged into the Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (LACSD) trunk lines, which flow
in a northwesterly direction toward the City of Manhattan Beach. The LACSD trunk lines flow
to a Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP), located in Carson. The JWPCP is one of the
largest wastewater plants in the world and is the largest of the LACSD wastewater treatment
plants. The facility provides both primary and secondary treatment for approximately 280
million gallons of wastewater per day and has a total permitted capacity of 400 million gallons
per day (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).
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The proposed project would generate additional wastewater, which could impact wastewater
collection and treatment facilities, and could potentially conflict with the Regional Water
Quality Control Board standards. Impacts would be potentially significant and will be
evaluated in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c) As discussed in Section IX, Hydrology and Water Quality, the proposed project would alter
site drainage due to grading and an increase in mass and scale of buildings located on the site.
Impacts are potentially signification and will be evaluated further in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d) Potable water is provided to the City of Hermosa Beach by the California Water Service
Company (Cal Water). Hermosa Beach is located in Cal Water’s Hermosa-Redondo District,
which supplies groundwater, surface water, and recycled water. The project would utilize both
potable and recycled water for construction, operations, and landscape maintenance. Impacts to
the City’s water supply would be potentially significant and will be evaluated further in an EIR.
Analysis will include the effect of current drought conditions on City water supplies, the
requirements of the City’s Water Conservation and Drought Management Plan Ordinance.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

f, g) Solid waste disposal services in Hermosa Beach are provided by a commercial vendor,
Athens Services, pursuant to an agreement for Integrated Solid Waste Management Services
dated May 24, 2013. Athens Services provides collection service, including recycling, to both
residential and commercial properties in the City of Hermosa Beach. Solid waste is hauled to
the Athens United Waste Materials Recovery Facility in the City of Industry, where it is sorted
and recycled in compliance with state Assembly Bill (AB) 341. Waste materials are then
transported to a variety of landfills identified in the Integrated Solid Waste Management
agreement (City of Hermosa Beach, 2014).

Solid waste generated by construction and operation of the project would have the potential
to generate solid waste in amounts that exceed the capacity of local and regional solid waste
facilities. The project could also potentially conflict with local and statewide regulations
pertaining to solid waste reduction and recycling. Impacts related to solid waste generation
would be potentially significant and will be evaluated in an EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self- sustaining
levels, eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of

the major periods of California history or
prehistory? O L U O

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental
effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current

projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)? | O O m

c) Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly? | ] 0 O

a) The project site is located within an urbanized area that lacks native biological habitats, as
discussed under item IV, Biological Resources. As discussed under item V, Cultural Resources,
there are no historic resources or known archaeological or paleontological resources onsite. The
proposed project would not significantly degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or prehistory. Implementation of a pre-construction
nesting bird survey and avoidance of any active nests during construction would address
potential impacts to active bird nests. Implementation of proposed mitigation measures would
address potential impacts to any as yet undiscovered archaeological and paleontological
resources. Impacts would be less than significant with mitigation and further analysis of these
issues in an EIR is not warranted.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS MITIGATION INCORPORATED
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b) In combination with other planned and pending development in the area, the proposed
project could contribute to significant cumulative impacts. In particular, cumulative impacts
could occur with respect such issues as transportation, air quality, greenhouse gases,
wastewater generation, and noise. The cumulative effects of the project, in combination with
other planned projects in the vicinity, will be evaluated in an EIR

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c) The proposed project may result in potential adverse impacts to human beings. Impacts
related to aesthetics, air quality, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, noise, and
transportation would be potentially significant. These impacts will be analyzed further in an
EIR.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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Rincon Consultants, Inc.

180 North Ashwood Avenue
Ventura, Californita 93003

805 644 4455
FAX 644 4240

info@rinconconsultants.com
www.rinconconsultants.com

February 25, 2015
Project # 14-01140

Pamela Townsend

Project Manager

City of Hermosa Beach

Via email: ptownsend@hermosabch.org

RE: Built Environment Assessment for the Skechers Design Center Project, City of
Hermosa Beach, County of Los Angeles, California

Dear Ms. Townsend,

Rincon Consultants (Rincon) was retained to provide a preliminary historic assessment for
the Skechers Design Center project located at 2851, 2901, 3001, and 3125 Pacific Coast
Highway and 744 Longfellow Avenue (project site) in the City of Hermosa Beach, County of
Los Angeles, California. Rincon understands that current property owners wish to
redevelop the parcels, which will require the demolition of the extant buildings on the
project site. This memorandum summarizes the results of Rincon’s review of historic
documentation, a reconnaissance-level field survey, and evaluation of the subject properties
as historical resources under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Survey work and preparation of this memorandum was conducted by Architectural
Historian Shannon Carmack, BA, who has over 15 years of experience conducting historic
resource analysis and preparing environmental compliance documentation throughout
California. Ms. Carmack meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
Standards for architectural history and history.

REGULATORY SETTING

The current study was completed to comply with the provisions of CEQA, including the
CEQA Statutes (PRC Sections 21083.2 and 21084.1), the CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 CCR,
Section 15064.5), and PRC 5024.1 (Title 14 CCR, Section 4850 et seq.). These statutes and
regulations, as amended, are summarized in an annually updated handbook (Association of
Environmental Professionals 2010).

Properties that can be expected to be directly or indirectly affected by a proposed project
must be evaluated for potential eligibility as a historical resource (Public Resources Code
(PRC) Section 5024.1). The term historical resource includes a resource listed in, or determined
to be eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), a
resource included in a local register of historical resources, and any object, building,
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structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines to be
historically significant (CCR Section 15064.5(a)). The criteria for listing properties in the
CRHR were expressly developed in accordance with previously established eligibility
criteria developed for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The California Office
of Historic Preservation (OHP) regards “any physical evidence of human activities over 45
years old” as meriting recordation and evaluation (OHP 1995:2).

According to PRC Section 5024.1(c)(1-4), a resource may be considered historically significant
if it retains integrity and meets at least one of the following criteria. A property may be
listed in the CRHR if the resource:

(1) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of California's history and cultural heritage;

(2) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or

method of installation, or represents the work of an important creative
individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

4) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in
prehistory or history.

Impacts that adversely alter the significance of a resource listed in or eligible for listing in
the CRHR are considered a significant effect on the environment. Impacts to historical
resources from the proposed project are thus considered significant if the project physically
destroys or damages all or part of a resource, changes the character of the use of the
resource or physical feature within the setting of the resource which contribute to its
significance or introduces visual, atmospheric, or audible elements that diminish the
integrity of significant features of the resource.

Integrity Considerations for the CRHR

A historical resource eligible for listing in the CRHR must meet one or more of the criteria of
significance described above and retain enough of its integrity, historic character or
appearance to be recognizable as a historical resource and to convey the reasons for its
significance. Historical resources that have been rehabilitated or restored may be evaluated
for listing. Integrity is evaluated with regard to the retention of seven aspects of integrity
that follow those outlined in the NRHP: location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association. Also like the NRHP, a resource must also be judged with reference
to the particular criteria under which a resource is proposed for eligibility. Alterations over
time to a resource or changes in its use may themselves have attained historical, cultural, or
architectural significance. It is possible that historical resources may not retain sufficient
integrity to meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP but they may still be eligible for listing
in the CRHR in consideration of local, regional or state architectural and historical contexts
and integrity thresholds. A resource that has lost its historic character or appearance may
still have sufficient integrity for the CRHR if it maintains the potential to yield significant
scientific or historical information or specific data (usually under Criterion 4).

The evaluation of integrity is sometimes a subjective judgment, but it must always be
grounded in an understanding of a property's physical features and how they relate to its
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significance. Historic resources either retain integrity (this is, convey their significance) or
they do not. To retain historic integrity a property will always possess several, and usually
most, of the aspects. The retention of specific aspects of integrity is paramount for a
property to convey its significance. Determining which of these aspects are most important
to a particular property requires knowing why, where, and when the property is significant.

Local Regulations

In 1998, the City of Hermosa Beach adopted a preservation ordinance (Hermosa Beach
Municipal Code, Chapter 17.53, Ordinance 98-1186). Under the City’s current policies and
ordinance, only resources that are listed as federal, state or local landmarks are protected.
Other potential resources are only protected when proposed alterations or demolition
requires a ‘discretionary’ review, pursuant to CEQA.

An historic resource may be designated a local landmark, pursuant to Sections 17.53.070
through 17.53.120, if it meets one or more of the following criteria:

A. It exemplifies or reflects special elements of the City's cultural, social,
economic, political, aesthetic, engineering, or architectural history;

B. It is identified with persons or events significant in local, state, or national
history;

C. It embodies distinctive characteristics of a style, type, period, or method of
construction, or is a valuable example of the use of indigenous materials
or craftsmanship;

D. It is representative of the notable work of a builder, designer, or architect;

E. Its unique location or singular physical characteristic(s) represents an
established and familiar visual feature or landmark of a neighborhood,
community, or the City.

Nominations of an historic resource as a landmark shall be made by the City, or by
application of the property owner or property owners representing a majority or controlling
interest in the property on which the resource is located. In order to be eligible for
consideration as a landmark, an historic resource must be at least 50 years old; with the
exception that an historic resource of at least 30 years old may be eligible if the City Council
determines that the resource is exceptional, or that it is threatened by demolition, removal,
relocation, or inappropriate alteration.

ASSESSMENT METHODS

Research Sources

Rincon conducted property-specific research for this project in February 2015. The following
sources were examined to establish known historical land uses and the locations of research

materials pertinent to the subject property:

e (City of Hermosa Beach Existing Conditions Report, October 2014;
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e Phase 1 Environmental Assessment, 2851, 2901 and 3001 Pacific Coast Highway Hermosa
Beach, CA, prepared by SCS Engineers, March 2014;

e  Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment 3125 Pacific Coast Highway, Hermosa Beach, JHA
Environmental August 18, 2010;

e Los Angeles Times Index, ProQuest Database, Los Angeles Public Library, City of Los
Angeles

e Photo Collection, Los Angeles Public Library, City of Los Angeles

e Aerial photographs

Survey

On February 18, 2015, Architectural Historian Shannon Carmack conducted a
reconnaissance survey of the project site. Field methods consisted of a reconnaissance-level
survey of the exterior of each building to assess the overall condition and integrity, and to
identify and document any character-defining features. A survey of the surrounding area
was also completed to assess if the buildings within the project site are potential
contributors to any potential historic districts. None of the buildings was recorded on
California Department of Recreation 523 Series (DPR) forms.

RESULTS

A total of four properties containing buildings older than 45 years of age were identified
within the project site. These include three commercial properties and one single-family
residence (Table 1).

Address APN No. Year Discussion
Constructed

Single story building with painted
brick walls and large non-original
4169-034-020 ca. 1966 aluminum fixed windows. Flat
parapet roof with wide hipped
overhang on N and E elevations.
Property appears to be three
separate buildings that have been
4169-034-021 ca. 1950s joined over time. Original styles and
details no longer discernable from
extant appearance.

2851 Pacific
Coast Highway

2901 Pacific
Coast Highway

Single story auto garage with three
4169-029-044 1964 mechanical bays, Concrete block
walls, no windows and a flat roof.

3125 Pacific
Coast Highway

Single story post-war tract-style

744 Longfellow 4169-029-045 ca. 1945 reS|denqe with s_tucco walls, wood-
Avenue frame ribbon windows and a low-

pitched, segmented roof.

A review of the City’s General Plan Update (October 2014) provided substantial information
about the extant historic resources within the City. According to the General Plan Land Use
Element (Historic Resources), there are three landmarked properties within the City and 28
potential locally significant properties. None of these include any properties within the
project site. In addition, as part of the General Plan update, a windshield survey of the built
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environment was conducted to establish the presence of any additional historical resources
within the city limits. An additional 220 properties were found to retain integrity and
qualify for the CRHR or local. None of the buildings within the project site were found
eligible as a result of the survey.

Rincon examined supplemental data pertaining to each of the buildings within the project
site, to establish the developmental history of the properties and confirm the findings of the
General Plan historic resources survey. The results of this research review are summarized
below.

2851 Pacific Coast Highway

The subject property was constructed circa 1966. Historic research failed to reveal any
pertinent information about the property to indicate any potential for historic significance.
Since at least the late 1980s, the property has been used as part of the adjacent automobile
dealership. Over the years, the property has undergone major alterations, including the
replacement of original doors and windows and roof modifications. As a result of these
changes, the property does not retain any integrity, and does not warrant consideration for
listing in the CRHR or local designation as a City landmark.

2901 Pacific Coast Highway

The subject property was constructed circa 1950s and appears to have been three separate
buildings that were joined over time as a result of their use as an auto dealership. Historic
research failed to reveal any pertinent information about the property to indicate any
potential historic significance. The property has been used as an auto dealership since at
least the 1960s. Over the years, the property has undergone major alterations, including the
replacement of original doors and windows and wall and roof modifications. As a result of
these changes, the property does not retain any integrity, and does not warrant
consideration for listing in the CRHR or local designation as a City landmark.

3125 Pacific Coast Highway

The subject property was constructed in 1964 and has operated as a muffler shop since its
construction. Historic research failed to reveal any pertinent information about the property
beyond its historic function. The property is a modestly constructed, utilitarian auto garage.
Because the building is a ubiquitous ancillary property type that lacks any defined style or
historic associations, there is no evidence to warrant consideration for listing in the CRHR
or local designation as a City landmark.

744 Longfellow Avenue

The subject property was constructed circa 1945. Historic research failed to reveal any
pertinent information about the property to indicate any potential for historic significance.
Although the residence retains some of its original details, including wood-frame windows,
and pitched roofline, the property is a very modest example of a post-war single-family
home. The property does not warrant consideration for listing in the CRHR or local
designation as a City landmark, or as a potential contributor to a historic district.
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CONCLUSION

Rincon finds that none of the buildings located within the property area retain sufficient
integrity and or historic significance to warrant consideration for eligibility at the State or
local levels of historic significance. As such, none of the buildings located within the project
site are considered historical resources in accordance with CEQA (Section 21084.1).
Demolition and redevelopment of the parcels located within the Skechers Design Center
project site will not result in a significant adverse impact to historical resources in
accordance with CEQA.

Should you have any questions or comments regarding this report, please do not hesitate to
contact me at 562.676.6485, or scarmack@rinconconsultants.com

Sincerely,

Passsnf ook

Shannon Carmack
Architectural Historian
Rincon Consultants, Inc.

Environmental Scientists Planners Engineers
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I want to thank you for extending the deadline for me to offer you my comments,
so you can have them incorporated into the EIR process and final report.

In this regard, below is an excerpt from the Grant Deed for purchase of the 2851
PCH property, which requires that certain conditions be met by the owner
developer, and which I handed you along with the related

excerpt from the purchase agreement for that property this morning. Those
conditions, which apply to the 2851 PCH site and the alley behind it, as well as
use of the roof and other matters, are set out in the Deed as follows:



Name: Richard Sullivan

Address: 2954 La Carlita St. HB 90254

Affiliation: Resident

Phone: 310-372-8681

Email: Sullivan.richard.w@att.net

Subject: Comments on Skechers EIR Scoping Meeting 18 Nov 2015

To: Ken Robertson, Director Community Development, Hermosa Beach, krobertson@hermosabch.org

Kent Allen, Hermosa Beach Planning Commission, kentallen@gmail.com

Gentlemen:

| would like to make the following comments on the EIR and the scoping process:

1.

What is the legal status of the EIR? Does it constitute an enforceable legal restriction on the owners, occupants
and operators of the properties described in the EIR? What is the relationship between a Conditional Use
Permit (CUP) and the EIR? Does the Planning Commission plan to issue a CUP to Skechers? If so, when and how
will this be done?
Many of the questions and concerns raised at the scoping meeting referenced above are typically addressed in
the CUP, such as:

a. Hours of operation, weekend operations, the exact nature of operations (retail, sales, offices,

manufacturing etc.

b. Times permitted for deliveries, loading, unloading, etc.

c. Parking off premises
The City and many of its residents have extensive experience with the CUP process as an enforceable agreement
between the City and its residents. It seems to me that we cannot properly evaluate the environmental impact
of the Skechers operation without a CUP.
| would like to formally object to permitting construction starting at 7:30am. This means that in practice
workers and their associated equipment will start showing up at 7:00am or sooner which is disruptive to the
residential neighborhood. It also seems to me that an EIR is not the proper place to grant exceptions to city laws
and regulations.
I am concerned that there are no provisions for parking for the workers and their equipment, and no restrictions
stated on the delivery and storage of construction materials and equipment. Absent restrictions, this stuff
invariably ends up on various side streets near the construction site, which is disruptive.
| am concerned about the status of the alleyway behind the design center, which abuts my property. What type
of activities will be permitted there and during what hours?

Thank you for your consideration,

Richard Sullivan


mailto:Sullivan.richard.w@att.net
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From: Kim Chafin

To: Larry Lawrence; Joe Power; Heather Imgrund; Laurie B. Jester
Subject: FW: Skechers Project
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 4:30:26 PM

| already forwarded this to Lisa Kranitz.

From: Kim Chafin

Sent: Thursday, December 10, 2015 4:29 PM
To: 'Lisa Kranitz'

Subject: FW: Skechers Project

From: Ken Robertson

Sent: Thursday, December 10, 2015 4:11 PM
To: Kim Chafin

Subject: Fwd: Skechers Project

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Robert Devers <robert.j.devers@gmail.com>
Date: December 11, 2015 7:45:49 AM GMT+11:00

To: krobertson@hermosabch.org
Subject: Skechers Project

Hi Ken,
This is Rob Devers. I reside at 633 8th ST and currently own 729 30th ST and
731 30th St.

I have a few concerns with the Skechers Project.

Most of my concerns fall under the category where this project is beyond the
original reasonable development for commercial property in the proposed areas.
On top of that, also changing the zoning and giving other variances will all add
up to significant financial impact to myself and my neighbors.

We purchased these properties with the reasonable assurance that continued
zoning and reasonable development practices would be upheld. If this project is
allowed to go forward as it stands the city will have taken active steps to
negatively impact residents and landowners in Hermosa for the sole benefit of
Skechers.

Short term impact:

This is a Herculean project. Well beyond the norm. Going on for over 2 years.
My units will be nearly un-rentable. Quality of life to the residents around the
area will be hit hard negatively. Impact to me will be on the order of magnitude


mailto:kchafin@hermosabch.org
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of $150k.

Long term impact:
The nearby housing values will suffer for a a benefit for Sketchers.

Summary:

This is too big a trade-off for little value to the city - little tax revenue increase,
etc. Going forward with this project appears to be tantamount to an eminent
domain confiscation of the value of our properties with no consideration.

I have even more concerns, but I am just now getting my arms around that scope
of the impact.

Please feel free to get in touch with any questions or comments.

-- Rob
Mobile: 310.428.4464



December 8, 2015

Ken Robertson

Cammunity Development Divector - Hermosa Beach
1315 Valley Drive

Hermozsa Beach, CA 30254

Dear Mr, Bobertson

This letter serves to voice our cancerns with the Manhattan Beach side of the
Skechors development plan. | have previously submitted a letter regarding the
Hermosa Beach side dated May 21, 2015.

The addition of a three story deep parking structure on this location would
intensify, to an wnacceptable Jevel, traffic congestion inte and out of the surrcunding
neighborhood.

Placing two loading zones along Boundary Place would deprive peaple the normal
and expected access to their homes, No reasonable assessmant of the size and
usability of Boundary Place would conclude that ic is suitable for even moderate
amounts of commercial traffic. Cars cannot pass without swerving onto the
property of the Manhattan Beach residents. Compared to what is there now, this
project would increase traffic on what is essentially a one-lane road.

The placement of a cooling tower, transformer and a parking exhaust vent adjacent
o residential areas represents unknown risks, This building has great potential for
noise pollution. [f, in fact, the development is approved as is curcently proposed,
loading dock haurs MUST be limited as a condition of use, The HVAC noise is a huge
cancern #% well, Will 2 study be done to ascertain the amount of exhaust and
magnetic fields being generated by these Ficilities? The exhaust vent needs to he
moved away from homes as it was on the southern portion of this project.

The building volume on that site will be increasing cxpanentially. 1 would requesta
foliage barrier of some Kind that will he both aesthetically pleasing and act as a
noise barrier or baffle?

In conclusion, the addition of a building this size, in conjunction with the behemoth
project full of variances being propoesed on the south side of Longlellow Avenue, is a
great concern for our neighborhood. At a minimuwm, some of these concerns need to
be mitigated. 1vis not hard (o see that Skechers use of this land will adversely affect
my use of TRy property.

Stuart Wesolik and Julie Nemeth
737 Longlellow Avenue
Hermosa Beach, CA
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From: Susan Benton Russell [mailto:susan@ridgemerino.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 10, 2015 12:31 PM
To: Ken Robertson

Cc: Jeff Russell

Subject: Skechers concerns

Dec. 10, 2015

Attn. Ken Robertson:

My husband, daughter and I live at 716 Longfellow. We are concerned about several issues involving the Skechers
development project, including the following:

The planned parking garage "exhaust pipe" which will spew out onto Longfellow towards OK Corral, our daughter's

pre-school

The increased traffic that will almost certainly occur throughout our neighborhood, most notably on Longfellow

Ave.

Longfellow is already used as a thoroughfare, and with hundreds more cars/employees
nearby, we fear that it will become far too busy.

There are several children in the area, including the aforementioned pre-school, so
safety must be of utmost importance.

Parking is already at a premium on Longfellow. Employees may opt to park on the
street instead of the parking garage taking up limited street parking.

The new imposing, industrial structure and pedestrian walkway will alter the character of the neighborhood.

a.

Hermosa is a beautiful, quiet community. We fear the new Skechers development will
not enhance the aesthetic of the community, rather it will detract from it. Specifically,
the planned pedestrian bridge at 30t will dominate one of the prettiest streets and
views in Hermosa Beach.

What's more, the pedestrian walkway will divert any over-height vehicles used in any
future construction on 30th St, Tennyson Place, La Carlita Place, La Marlita Place, Amby
Place, Braeholm Place, and Hermosa View, Dr. down Longfellow Ave. instead — which,
as previously mentioned, is an already busy street and much narrower than 30th St.

The noise pollution from the construction

a.

My husband and I both work from home and we are concerned the 2+ years of
construction noise will interfere with our workday, affecting our livelihood.
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We propose the following solutions:

oth street

No construction of the pedestrian walkway on 3
Consider a smaller scale and more charming design aesthetic, to blend in with the neighborhood surroundings.

Limit construction times to begin after 8 a.m.

Add speed bumps on Longfellow Ave. to deter speeding or additional through-traffic.

Add “resident parking only” (permit required) areas on Longfellow Ave. and 30t street to prohibit non-resident
parking.

Redirection of the parking garage's exhaust pipe, to face PCH instead of the residential area and the preschool.

No re-zoning of the small house for commercial use to restrict encroachment of commercial development in
residential area.

No loading area on Boundary, the street behind OK Corral, our child’s preschool

Thank you,
Jeff and Susan Russell

Susan Benton Russell | Co-Founder
Ridge Apparel, Inc.
P: 310.697.3488 F: 310.697.3550

E: susan@ridgemerino.com

www.ridgemerino.com

flulv]o)

“The 6 Best Outdoor Clothing Companies You've Never Heard Of’ - Outside Magazine

Ridge Men’s Boxer “Best Performance Underwear for Multi-Day Off-the-Grid Trips” - Outside Magazine

Ridge Merino as seen on Powder Magazine’s Gear Locker, “Because we all need merino, and now we can all
afford it.”
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Oecember 10, 2015

Ken Roberison

Commuonity Development Director — Hermosa Beach
1315 Walley Or.

Hermgsa Beach, CA 90254

Dear Mr, Robertson,

ry Family and | would like 1o votce cur many concerns regarding the Skechars project being propaded in
Narth Hermosa on Sepulveda. This project will forever change the look, feel, and culture af gur small
heach town community for generations to ceme... there’s no turning back if approwved. |, as well as my
neighbars, are hopeful that the Planning Commizsion and the City Council will canader our legilimate
congerns, as they are valid and nol only impertant 16 s but should be imperiant w the City of
Hermasa Beach as well. The following bollet-points are keeping us op at night;

1.

Yhe shze and scope of this building is dhsprepartional to the city and unprecedented In size, AL
133,000 sgfft it will be pne af the largest buildings in our community. They currently own live
toks, and would like to turn them inke two. This office building will ke 35 tall, nel counting
Hwal, with 3.4 levels of underground parking spanning under 307 street... lar 636 parking
spaces! It must nat be ignored that this multibilkon-dellar corporation owns the property north
of Longlellgw ta Duncan as well, When the dust sewles, the Sketchers CAMPUS wilk extend Trom
Duncan Place to Dunn-Edwards, which is close 1o 375 af a mile long!

Regarding the 3-8 fevels of sub-terrain parking... Although the building propased wilk have a
setback from my hause and the neighbmhuﬁd of 22797, they wanl 1o build the 3-4 levels of
underground parking at my PROPERTY LINE! My 7 and 3 year old song' bedroems are 3 feet from
the praperty fine, 59, 1hey are proposing to dig 20-40 feet down right next to their rgams, and
my hause. | see this a5 3 HUGE impact.....and EXTREMELY CONCERMING!! Also, | believe they are
digging/building this massive project ona SAND DUME.

Langfellow is the ‘gateway’ to Hermosa Beach..and a MASSIVE Sketchers building will be the
first thing everyone will see when they came into aur beautifol small town, and when they
leave. In the Hermosa Beach General Plan, it states the impertance of Hermosa's ‘Seenit
Yista's'....which are viewpoinks that provide exgansive views of a highly valued landscape far the
benefit of the general public. These values “Scenic Vislas' which can be seen at the tap of
Langfellow and Sepulveda when driving south will e lost. The Skechers building will Block the
views of Lhe Pacific Ocean as well as Pales Verdes.. so the view will be taken from the General
Public, and be given 1o just 3 few. In the Executive Suminary of the Land Use Element from the
HB Planning Department, the #1 Goal is to protectfrmaintain the small town beach commmunity
atmasphere of Hermosa Beach. Also stated is that height limits and the method of
measurament shall be ectablished which will MINIBIZE impacts of commercial developrant cn
scenic vigws and an the privacy of adjacent residences.

Tearing down houses ta accommodate businesses. Included in the 5 lols is 744 Longfellaw,
which is currently zoned R1. Changing to C31 would allgw them Lo encroach geeper our



neighborhoad. In the 1994 Land Use Element Revisian, it states ko presenve the gxisling
character of ALL residential neighbarhoads. Also, it stales to “bitigae smpacts af expansicn of
commercial developrent in relatian w adjacent residential land uses. And, Skechers i3 asking
far modilied hours of construction allewing them to start al 7:30am, which is unacceprable. This
is Manhattan Beaches start time, not Hermosa Beaches which is Bam. | feelw's only fair that
since the BULK of Ehis project is in Hermasa Beach, we must stick with Bam far the benefit of gur
residents, net Skechers. This will be a two year program....5o 3 7:30am start for this peiod of
time will be daunting.

This project will bring NO additional revenue into the ity of Hermosa Beach. Only a marginal
INCrease in property tax wilk be available o the city. They will have two cafeterias in the bulding,
<0 the employees will nor be having lunch at any of our lacal restaurants. The draft EIR predicts
that only 3% of Sketchers employees will reside in Hermgsa Beach. 5o, of the 1,000 employees
they are expecting to have warking an Skechers, only 30 are expected w live in Hermosa. The
city must not make major concessions fer anly marginal gains in revenue. ) propese that the City
af Hermosa Beach canduct their own "Cost/Benefit’ analysis to see what Skechers will be
cantribyting the our Cily vs. the resources they are Laking out. In the Skechers "Community’
meeting on December " they presented their gwn ‘Costfbencfit” analysis.....and il was VERY
canfusing an where they gat Lthe revenue numbers, znd extremely skewed in Skechers favor.
Traffic congestlon cifywide will exacerbate an 2lready bad sltuation, This is the largest project
being considered on Sepulveda. With the additions of 3 Gelsans, MB Toyota, ME Medical
Center, powential renovation of Manhaitan Village etc, traffic patterns will be disrupted Citynaride
£36 parking spots represent 3% of our population, Longfellpw is already a throughway for
Hermosa Beach. With the addition of Skechers, the traffic up and dawn our street, as well as Lhe
surra unding neighbarhood, will grow exponentially. One exampte that was brought up at the
Skechers Cammunity meeting was the fact that the building propesed pn Boundary and
Sepulveda (this is 1he new building which was added in Manhattan Beach, but will stll add to
the tratfic nightmare). The lvading docks will be facing Boundary....50 all day, every day Skechers
will have trucks turn right ente Baundary, load or unlgad or idle, ete, Then continue down
Baundary and turn left ar right on Dianthus depending an which way they're heading on
Sepubveda, AND.., the propery at 701 Longlellow was just purchased by a developer....and my
understanding is that he'd like Fo build bwe homes an this ot The lat which is RIGHT at
Baundary and Dianthus,

The current state af the groperties |5 In disamay. I've heard a Few neighbors state that
“AMYTHIMG" is better than what 15 there now. HOWEVER, please ramember that Skatehers has
owned these properties for many years [some up to 10 yesrs).and has not done ANYTHING 1o
keep them up, The house next daor to me at 744 Longfellow has been vatant since they
purchased it over S years ago.....and Ive had to call Skecherz NUMERGHS times to clean up the
landscape. This is the entrance 1o our neighborhood.,..and it's an embarrassment. The bettom
line is that Skechers states that they are good neighbars, But, actions speak louder than words.
In the Skechers Community Meeting, the ¢urrent state of these properties was brought up quite
a few Lmes by the neighbors.....and Skechers response was "We want ta be good neighbors
NOW' . Of course, NOW that they want spmething.



% pProbable Environmental EHects is & concern. The EIR clearly slates that there Will BE
sipmilicant impact W the assthetics, air qualiny, Cullural resources, geology/soils, greenhoase gas
emissions, hazards and hazardous makerial, hydrologyfwater quality, land use/planning, noise,
populatizndhousing, public services, recreation, transportation/tealfic, utilities/service
systems...etr. | do understand that we need Lo wait 10 see what the EIR draft comes back with Lo
understarnd what we're up against.....However, the impacts stated abowve are VERY concerning tos
me and my Family, as well a5 the neighbarhoad, and should be for the City of Hermosa Beach.
Also, | do understand that all of the above impacts need to be stated an the initial EIR study sent
1o the community.

Thank you for AKINE My concerns intg consideration when making these YERY impartant decisions far
our City. Again, | wank 1o stress that once this building is built, it will be engrained in our Oity, Lommunity
and neighborhood far AT LEAST 50 years.....sa mulliple generations. It is a LEGACY decision that you and
wour Leam will have 1o make.

Sincarely, 4 ” '__]L

Jason, Yanessa, Max ahd Oliver Yasment

Fai Longfellow Ave.
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M Fen Rolrertzon

Huneington Beach City Planouegg Cerrnilssion
Communitr Deselopment Dharector

IS Walley Thrive

1leemnnsa Beach, Californeg MI254

Dicar M. Holaerrson:

Tam a resident of Longfellow Avenoe in ] leeoosa Beach, On Wednesduy, Decemnber 2% [

anrendeodd o commniry meeting regarding the new Sketchers faolines proposed alons
Seprlveda havdevaed i rhe ciges of Manhaman Beach and Flermosa Beach, Whale |
apprveiate Sketchets pesture to diseuss the perjest wich rhe comumanity, the inberooaticn
prowithed at that naeetbly depened iy concepnz ot the inpace: on tocal residents
associated with this peject, 1 respeetfully reguest thae the Ciny of Herimosa Beach, actiog as
Lead svgency vnder the Califoria Fovaommental Chediey Aer (CTICAY for the
Lviroomental Impact Repoct (LR ewrg poopared for this projecr, identifies a valile
alweratveds) o the proposed pooect that 209 nor result e signidican mpasrs oo local
resrdences.

sketchers propascd projeet involves constroction smd operation of mume cons krge-seade
buildings for o varicry of conmergial uses. Borh consoouctinn and aperation of these
Evellaies will have sigmalacam topacss o the Ineal neighlroreod. Construcnon will mke
place over 1 two year erbad, resulimg m, baee et Jinired oo, significant aie gualey, traffic,
and nolse tnpacts, Opetaion of these Gualiries sll also pesuln i significant impaces on
nearhy cesllences, pomadily fram i and amse.

As currenily proposed, the project aall eesalt I barge tracks eravelling devan Bendary Place
andd ather residendal streees every day, all day, Boundaoy Place is o narroess alley aath
residents’ bedegnms and living arcas located immediately adjacent o the moadway, The oear
aif coamimereial Teucks weavelling dovwn tius alley 2 a comnplerely snappropnate use tor ths
restdennal setpng. The nolie mpacts to resdens would be signiicant and vnacceptable.
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The project will alsa result in op w 1R peopte commuaing to il from these faclines,
with a fair number of them using local steeets, some of which ace aleeidy overbuploned
Tongfellow), for their duly comoute, Besdemial siceets shouald o, and st nee, b wsed
15 hiphways For wrucks and commuters. Moreover, cormmerclal tucks and mvreased traflic
sl resole in 2 signidicant safery eisk to the many childeen, pets, and elderly people sl eavel
diraen these streers and allesaavs and o readents pulling in and oat of ther deiveways,

Luring the communety mevtiog, 1wass tobld by Skerchet's arrorney fhar che Plancing
Comoussion regured Ioading docks fur the alfiee Gooling proposced ar Sepabeeda anl
Bewundary Place, but that “they werrn't plaiomg on asing them' with the excepiion of
pecasional deliveries of office supphes. 1 Lowever, duneg the waffie presenearion, the
cempmnun ity was told that 1rucks would epularly vse these loaliog doczs aod sioce thore s
Ao roeen e e aroand, rrocks weold be sraveling dovwen Bowndany Place tooesie ek ono
Sepuleeds From varther Lunean Siecer o W5 Strecr. Cbviowsly, these bvo seatements se
coodlice. 1 wus alsa rold that the losdiye ducks swere heing constmgred st in case Shetchers
stald the building at soime point, = these docks would be deateable e porenmal buyvees. In
Light oof these Bees, the ity Counol anmd the Planomg Corenissien should keep in oand char
they are not only approving Sketchees proposed use of the progrerty, butalso the we afany
suhsequent owners of the property. Thercby, even JF the Ciry werne W regurve o Coponiiment
feenm Skechers that they would only oceasionally vse these loadiong docks, the Line cimner
puarmires that fuhure awpers would rot sepalarly wie these tosdige docks s srore
inportantly, the local strect netweek, fot comenercaad reafhic.

Sketchers also stated that they comot coostouct truck wnloading docks o1 parkiog garages off
of Bepulvedn broause this would reguire aceclertion and deceleration lanes. Whale T realize
dus worll be difficult and peolsbly vxpensive, 17 s ar apaossilile, and shoald be
considered, At the very Least, wll i rkir'l[..r, anpl eeuck hoading doghes shoadd be located nothe
north side of Sepulaeda, whick s alreacdy o commercial area. I chis s ner possible, Sketchers
should construct undergeound loadioyr ducks that provide enrogh tooi For the brucks W
tuzn aronnd and exit onto Sepulveda. Commercial acuvites spalling oo owe reside il
stroets aid neighborlonds st ot be permitted or sioctioned ly 1he Ciey il Elermuasg
Bench.

-l Iy, ray prelimonary ndersmanding is that techomcal shudies conducied for the LR haee
derermined rhar ihe projecr will vesulr in sipnificao impacts to the communite from oote,
teal (e, anll alr pollunen. D aceordanc with C1-00A 0Fa project resalts inspmibcant
mmpacts Ut canoot e imilpated to belaw a level of sipnificance, the Lead Apency (m this
ease, the Uity of Hermaosa Beach) mwst adopt o Stateinent of Ovciending Consideralnons
) concluding that the benefits of the propoesed preject sulstandally ourweigh the
unavuidable sipnificant adhverse impacts rhat waocld resalt from peoject imple me e oon.
Since thiz project will result in de oninimus reveone o the Cay of Heemosa Beach, @ notan
essemial pblic o private Facihify, and negatecely wnpacts almost as many jpeogle ws the
nuenber of peaple that may e eoploved ad the feility, Teamon imagme bes the Uity of
Hermosa Beagh weauld jusnfy thae the benefits of the project salsstantially eureceigh the
anpraces oo Jocal tesndems. Ler's he glear, the benebcianies of the peoject aoe the owners and
sharcholders of Sketchers, not the iy ol Henmesa Seach. Flaving said that, i principal, T
am ot oppased to Skerchers buildiog nes facilioes an tlds hocaren, bur Lam oppansad 1o rhe
facilities s presporsed.



ecembar 13, M5

Again, T resprevfully request char the Cigy Councl and the Flapning Commussion, a3
representatives and stewards of oue Ciy, work wih Skewchers to develop a project

alternative that is acceprable o both Sketchers and the leeal neighborhood. For cur
community, the henefits of this project a5 praposed, does not curweigh our peace of mind

Qf o qu:a-]jt:.' of Lfe.
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June: 29, 2006 COMMUEITY DEY 7

Ken Roberison

City of Flermnsa Beacl
1315 Valley Drive
{1erimosa Beach, Ca D254

Bl:: Skevhers Desipn Center anid
Executive Otfices Project
SC1 & MM 5041081
Befl IGRACLECGA No. 1504600 E-NCHF
1GRACEDA No. 160607 hl:
Wi, EA-T/PM 22,104

Dear ddr. Robertson:

The California Depadiment of Transporation (Caltrans) has reviewed the Naotice of Preparation
(5OP) prepared for the proposed Skechens Design Cenmter and Txceutive Qfees Project, The
profeet consisls of three diserete developments; one 1o Hermosa Beach (consisting two buildings)
and 1wn in Manhattan Beach. Alihough these projects ane indepeadent of gach other, they will be
combined for purposes of CEGA Analysis,

The proposed project waould invalve the demolition of 2l vecunt siroctores cumently on the project
sile, meludimg aulo sales and repalr facilities and the development of 2 Design Center and Executive
H{ievs for Skechers USA. The project site encompasses 83 256 square fect logated narth and souh
of 3P Btrver on what will be 1wo lots,

T'o assist in evaluating the impacts of this project on Siate Traspartabion facilities, a e stody
should be prepared 10 analvze the following information:

1. A baet discassion of the raltic impaets on Pacific Coasl Highway (Sepulveda Boulevard),
State Rowute 1, and all affected significanily impactcd stroets, crossroads and conlrolling
intersections, a8 well 25 analysis of existing and future conditions including constnoction
periods,

2. ok tradTie 15 expovied to cause delavs on the Stale faeility, please forward a

iruckfiraflic construction managemen! plan o Caltrans for review.

o @ 10/, rutbaneble, Haprarey’ maa i AP I I IR
fo enbance Coiporm s eooname and fabhi™



Michelle OV Connor
Tanwary 201, 2016
Payge 2

3. Trallie volume counts thal include anticipated AM and PW peak-hour volumes.
4. Level of service {TOS) before und durmg the constrction.

5. A brief conslrtctigr'aperation teafTic discussion showing inpress/ocpeess, luming
movements. and & dircetional Mow for consituetion vehicle mips, Calirans noted thal the
cxisting raised median island located on 5B.-]1 (Scpulveda Boulevard). south of Keals
Street would need w be modified 1o provide a northboond lefi-lurn packet for access into
thi sile,

g, Discussien of mitgation measares appropriate 1o ollevite anticipated
construclioivoporation traffic impacts.

Please ol that any work performed within State Right of Way wall eguime an encroachment pemmait
from Caltrans. [n addition, please be reminded that transportation of heavy construclion squipmenl,
materialy, or other spoecial cquipment, which requires the vse of oversized-transpon vehicles on
State highways, will require a Caltrans transportation permit, Calitans recomamends thal larpe size
truck teips be limdted w ofTpeak commimute bours.

Stormy water run-off is a sensitive issue for Los Anpcles County. Please be mindful that projcois
showld be desigoed (e discharge clean run-ofF warer. Dhscharge of storm waler run-off is no
pemutied onle State Highway facilities withoul 2 storm water management plan,

We look forward w reviewing the allic study and vxpeol (@ receive a copy from the Sty
Clearinghouse when the DEIR s completed. T you would bke to expedile the oview process or
receive carly {eedback from Calirans, please feel free wosend a copy of the DEIR directly 1o our
office.

Caltrans 15 commited 1w working with the ity in an efTort to alleviate traffic congestion an Slate
transportalion [acilities. [F you have any questions, please fzel free to contact Melanie Bradlord,
the project coomdinator 4t (213 3979446 and refer o JORACEDA Mo, 16IH607TME.

Sipeceely,

AN A WATSON
IGRAEGA Branch Chiet

cc! Scolt Morgan, State Clearinghouse
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RECEIVED
June 18, 2016
CorEUbTY DEY DEPT.

Ken Hobertson

Durector

Community Developent
City of Hermn=sa Beach, {4

Re, Skechers

| would tike to thank Skechers far moving the retail store to East of Sepulveda and
keeping the entrance/exit for the Design Center on Sepulveda.; however the
tollowing are cur objections 2nd concerns:

1- The residents on 30 Street, Longfellow Avenue, La Carlita Street, and Tennyson
strongly objert ta a coffee shop open to the public at either the corner of 30 and
Sepulveda, or Longfellow and Sepulveda. | have lived at my address for over 303
years and every time a commercial enterprise goes in at the corner, it turns our
residential street into a commercial street as had as Sepulveda, Employees and
customers use our streets for parking, blocking all residential access, causing
congestion and traffic increases all day [ong, This isn't just a concern, buk g fact,

2. Dur guality of life will be affected, Residents walk their dogs, push their baby
strollers, jog, and bicycle on our streets, Even Mira Costa uses our streets for track
and gym. This is a safety issue for the residents.

3. You say that at the peak of the coffee shop's hours, 25 people would be there,
Tharis alot Yeu say most would be Skechers” employees, and only a few locals. |
have already beard that people at the coffee shop in the mini mall at Artesia

Blvd /Sepulveda are talking about driving to this new coffes shop because it will be
nicer with the outdoor patio, but especially for the Wi-Fi lounge. | have even heard
people at Vons talking about it. Where are they going to park - in front of our
residences? Since this is a commercial enterprise {public uze), how i3 it that they
are complying with HE Code 17.447

4. ldon't see in the plans any parking for the employees of the Executive dining
ruesm, let atone for the coffee shop. Doesn't the Executive dining room serve coffee?

5. This is a bad idea and the residents don't want it, bat it keeps petting pushed,
Who is doing this and why? |5 someone other than Skechers operating it and
profiting from it? Is it political request and that is why Skechers is including it in
their plans? If so, 1 am sure the City would put their residents” wishes for safety and
less congestion above the profit possibilities of anyone else.

6. The residents who are going to be affected should have the say. We say NO.
Keep aur residential streets residential.



7. Ehave concerns for the safety of the employees exiting the underground parking
un 30" Street We already have had problems during rush hour in the early evening
hecause of lender benders, herns, and argements. We have had the police opt on a
few occasions, and that is with the open 25-spot parking lot. People use our street
to aveid the light at Artesia Blvd. and you still have illegal |eft turns. Mavbe a
deacceleration lane can be put into the parking structure for the cxecutive building
ta at least give the employees a chance to see the traffic coming at thetn,

H, Wealso have problems when 2 or 3 cars exiting 30 Streel are waiting for the
light to change at LongFfellow Avenue and Sepulveda so they can safely exit onto
Sepulveda. Everyone else coming out of the parking lots sees the line waiting to exit
onto Sepulveda and immediately go west an 30 Street to take alternate routes.
Maybe angther separate [ane waould help like a deaccelecation lane, 30" Strest is
not s wide as Duncan Street and canmot handle the traffic.

9. Where ave all the employees and construction workers poing to park during this
project?

LI} i hope all this construction will not be taking place while the 2-townhome
project on the corner of Longfellaw and Tennyson is taking place. Thatwould be a
disaster for the entire neighborhaod.

11. The residents do not want an increase in the traffic that undauebied|y widl accur.
Skechers has always tried to be a good neighbor and 1 trust they will want to
continue to e 5. See attached sipnatures of local residents,

Fam Haile

727 30 Street
Hermosa Beach

y

| I'I 1 Luf*l L W _-'II'." LA -'I. .;:!g{:?j - J"r"" : -v"f._ - ( 1I: 1
A i Wledas . vape

-'I § i ﬂ-.



Petition Sigmatyres
Teame i’&; / /é/
r"l.ddrﬂﬁ
Slgnnnm,

Phine emaal y_ﬁ f

Liarne ﬁ[&

Address % ,z} (Jf'/ﬁ'ﬂrtjff
Sipnameee ].fg s L_,«f‘

Phonefemal L"ﬂf:. ?‘;‘ﬂﬁi—!—m{ﬁ

Mame NLM Hﬁftm
Aaldres s E; I.._""_- :5 !E:i!] ‘_:'E
X2

S]E‘na buire:

Phone email E.."{ﬁ _j?{&?—@?, 5
™ anne w: f-"':"‘:#q ‘%i f‘f’q

SMaldress X
HLneey ﬂ -
Phoume il ﬁ!?'-"ra ‘7 '5'@ ﬁm

Hame j J*Mac/ %f’ Mﬂ-;ill L

Auldress j'f_'lf_'l'l j f‘-.yu |' 6] ¥\ |'_” -

e Ll L T ;i
Phone/ email _} L L‘F[ 1- “E"} ffﬂf;&“

Mame ih‘ "I#"(-_B_IHI F‘:J fx'{ |
Address 0000 [ Ty I”t-..' et el |
Hgllll[ut"l:"g_:j { ":r‘l,.r ':"I
Phane/emall ’-n'l;-' YR Ir'j'lf1 A

“arhe E:H! S Nf ‘-l-r-a'l"-f_{:"__

Abdress (b 64, LONGFE o f_!.g-:,
Sigmature M"—I-"'“iﬁ— }blﬂ.?:{.u

Mhone vmzil }'! {5 l'-li'lf._{t-:' ﬂﬂu { Lq’_m

aiy

ol
Name L FBUW _M:Jr

Address (a3 Tt { oy fugun ,ﬂff;

Engumn:' > %’4
"
Phone e ,\lrll. ‘-.r'.,'.-"ﬁ‘h;:,ff.’_-' A -

Address 127 ED*."-“-'- E‘i'__ 'H'B
Hpnatire o
Phonef cmati dI:Ilrl"; (- wiga | . LD

L ﬁ::wm_fﬂmu IN &

Address 729 _Be™ <7 HTE
Signanure = —— : e
F‘hm:t,.l’umkll HLI::LD,EM [ L loerm,

Feame ﬂ\ﬁ-h pl LCIJ.L'I’ 1+"3I:"'?'~
Address .?ml'.? Lﬂ%"“ m't HB

Signature iiliﬂﬂ ﬁll&iﬂ._lr_tﬂ s
Phone emal 3“} ‘E"?Eﬁ fqbﬂ kkﬂi" lﬁf}ﬂu ] Lom

Mame J’ Ii?'.ﬂ’!'r L’D‘-’wﬁ

."l.ddrc#s. 'f_;.*'f i

8

S:iEnntl,ln.
Phene el

M m{-h{]{:( L\Iq{ql'&‘?_!

Aaldress
Sgmabuce

Phaune ferail

Mame "Iq rtdq Ef‘"‘-"ﬂfi
Address 259 Lony Sl g Art
ey e

Slgnature

Phone// email Mm@gw I fo=m




Pction Stgnatures
o &( Lﬁm{iﬂu ! Mame MW pff-"ﬂ K_E}g

Address 727 20 "“"-’:&* Address e~ AAC Al aeioq.

Bigmarae Signature ﬂﬂt"f}""‘qffy \“JMWJ
1l v e f_ﬂ{’[ |'" Phoney email :

Blamay ’{;&ﬂ/ﬁdj’ Mo //ﬁm& fww
Adiresn 23 2" ook address 200 {4 L it S0
"‘||h|11 uTE :HIE".I'F‘I:".rL - M‘ %ﬁ:- I
lusna ezl m.fl: J'r'F;tx 57 f'g’*'ﬂn" cey Phonefemal | _

e MHLZLJL%EFL_ Niane ﬁejw}\ Subea_|
Addvess 51_‘ . eddee: - ﬁ 2l
Sigmafare B — Sapreaiure |

I PR T e AL R ﬂ’{.{' L
Plas M,D_&Q&.:_é_ﬂ}r__ ame —_

Mddress TS R A s 7 /M(—%?’; :

Syt Mﬁf g £ Higname HALA mw
Phanefemnl PEEE S0 TR0 2] Flieagse el /JEMMF e CABIT

Mame s _ﬁM Mame ”‘F‘i;ﬁh—.’ .D&r‘ .t‘:.-"'.-’_!:"1
Bl "'} ] Z__i_.:.'r:jk -54“ Mol ress l03 139# e

Slgnacure L--r_.-'*{ _';:1.-' e s -é-ﬁt:-k Ewmmw —
[Hrane:, |:n1'||| = JE} j}f—;"_-.q .'f:'a"'? Illfi'r._ Cha e d el j’ﬁ F?..E ’i E M"‘ﬁ'fﬂ' "r"rﬂ':? q‘i“_

Sl

Mvdcdreas

S LT

Mamne mrﬁ.d L"JTJU (= T {J"]E[ﬁr_"}i ﬁmf
Akeliess “"El-g ifﬂ q o b ﬁd.li’-’(_Ll.g,{_{fzgg

Aelederis

KL IR R }J‘-‘;l__—_ S q“-"ﬂ} ﬁﬁﬂ-"’

Phraci: eaniail __‘?]':' 5% ﬁ'ﬁﬂ?ﬂ Mivrappe Sy ) ?#J_ﬂ; Sﬁl?




Petition Si

T arme .j_,lﬂfﬁﬂﬂ Y%MMA*_
Adidlrosy j: O Lov

ﬂiﬁumr:

Pl el

f?lﬂ'liﬁ& Tk

tdatne ,:Ii;ﬂr; .IF' KM
Address gl e E}JM 7

AE.

Mame _L_LSEL.Eﬂr i 3_‘:'-15

addres_ 201 S Diavaus
Signatice _mw"‘\w,
hone emal bl b ?am.ﬁl

P %Bﬁ"‘i‘"l N \{':-:?RD-’P
Aduresy 1 25 Lone ) Be

Signanare

I-"hon:;"cmnil.rllblf-:i\ L5 2 e Yk o -

MName
Address
Sigmature

Phane femal

Mame
Adedresy
Sipmanare

[*eme, emal

Teame

Address

ﬂ'ignu.n.lrt
Phate femnall

Mame AM

Adddress =

Sigmatare _'G.ﬂn.r.a.a;
Pheme/email s 302 -Gaa™

Mame Mﬁ Lﬂ;ﬂn\ & b,
Addres~t =2, i) r}%‘f?_‘!}i

Sigmalore i A y —.
Phone/email 040 m Ayt hg Fi. t?[{&‘_
= s Ty, [

Mama
Sddmess
Fignamuee
Phamed el

Bzmc

Adddrizs

JaEENA DLy
Fhoneemad

e

Sildress
Hgmamure
T*heme el

Taurme
Adidress
Slgnatare

Phenedemal




tik: 1

sy I
MName 7@@7‘{ iHeo Mamne

/A Addess

d = .

Blgnarure ,-ﬂiﬁr Sgmature
Phanefemal FFF FFE :[" 7es A ﬁfﬂk{-ﬁ-’f“'}w Phemefernail

MName ﬂ"ﬁﬁrt"i E_a,‘rflﬂf Meme

addiess (4T {onelpilen e Address
Sigrature _{ﬂ*"-‘ll"k fff Siyanure
Mhanefemal __HE U3 ap8 7 Fhunie/emall
Hame a \r TV Mame
Address Ly T.[':‘-:,‘ h'ﬂ-_:l ! Aubilress
Sigﬂn? - T ' Signature
Phone/ emdil Phone/ emal
™ ame Mame
Address Acdidrosy
SdEEALNLbe Sgmatare
TPhone omsadl Thoerae crral
Mamme T
Aaddresa Adkilress
Segnatare Signamare
Phone/email Phone/email
Mane Mlarmes
Addiess Akl resy
Signamure Hignature
Phone/email FPhamie,Sermail
Faame Mg
Address Ml resy
Sipnanre Signanars
Phone/email Fhone/emadl




Skechers Design Center
EIR Scoping Meeting
Summary

The City of Hermosa Beach held two Environmental Impact Report (EIR) scoping meetings for
the proposed Skechers Design Center on May 5, 2015. The first meeting, held at 4 PM, was
aimed primarily at public agencies, while the second meeting, held at 7 PM, was aimed
primarily at residents/community members. Both meetings were held in the City Council
Chambers at Hermosa Beach City Hall, 1315 Valley Drive. One individual attended the 4 PM
meeting and approximately 30 individuals attended the 7 PM meeting.

The 4 PM meeting was largely informal given that only one individual was in attendance.
Community Development Director Ken Robertson started the 7 PM meeting with brief
introductory remarks. The City’s EIR consultant then provided an approximately 10-minute
overview of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the proposed project, issues to
be analyzed in the EIR, and future opportunities for public input on the project and EIR.
Attendees were then invited to ask questions and offer comments on the EIR work scope. The

comments received are summarized below, organized by environmental topic.

Project Description

e C(Clarify how building height is calculated and whether height restrictions apply to rooftop
equipment.

e Consider use of nearby vacant lots for construction staging.

¢ Identify security measures to be included in the project.

e Identify where bus staging and drop-off will occur during events.

e C(Clarify whether event spaces would be available to other parties (e.g., the City) when not in
use by Skechers.

Aesthetics

e Consider a tunnel under 30t Street rather than the proposed pedestrian bridge or
potentially a smaller bridge due to concerns about the size and visual impact of the bridge
(potentially a project alternative).

o The pedestrian bridge might be mistaken for a parking entrance.

e There is a similar pedestrian bridge in Manhattan Beach.

¢ Examine potential view blockage from the pedestrian bridge.

e Examine impacts (views, shadows) associated with building height.

e Consider potential light spillover onto adjacent residential properties.

e Consider greenscaping of horizontal surfaces (roofs) similar to Hermosa Work Lofts.



Air Quality

Consider venting of the subterranean parking structure; directing of ventilation toward
PCH and away from adjacent residences. Consider use of vegetation to shield residences
from fumes.

Consider possible impacts to the nearby pre-school (also, a noise concern).

Geology

Consider safety issues associated with the subterranean parking garage.

Land Use and Planning

Consider the community’s history of resistance to developing 744 Longfellow. Investigate a
previous petition submitted to the City.

Consider privacy issues associated with placement of the project adjacent to residences,
including during special events.

Consider offsetting of windows with adjacent residences.

Consider ground level parking between Skechers and residences to provide a buffer.
Determine whether there is precedent for merger of multiple lots.

Consider restrictions on activities at outdoor terraces due to noise and privacy concerns.
Identify designated smoking area locations, both during construction and in the long-term.
Examine whether the pedestrian bridge could become a homeless refuge.

Noise/Vibration

Examine the potential for damage to adjacent structures from construction-related vibration.
Determine whether “shredding” will be conducted onsite and, if so, what the noise impacts
would be.

Examine impacts associated with the requested modification to construction hours.
Consider other options. There is a concern that workers will show up earlier than the 7 AM
proposed construction start time (perhaps 6 AM) and stay later than the end time.

Examine noise and vibration impacts associated with construction.

Consider a sound barrier along the western site boundary (also, for privacy).

Population/Housing

Consider potential impacts to affordable housing due to removal of the affordable housing
overlay on the site.

Determine the proportion of Skechers employees who will live in Hermosa Beach and
whether new employees would generate housing demand.

Transportation/ Traffic

Consider cumulative impacts from other planned and pending developments in the area.
Examine potential construction truck haul routes and potential impacts.



¢ Consider both short-term parking impacts during construction and the adequacy of the
proposed onsite parking to accommodate the long-term needs of the proposed center.

e Consider the locations of construction worker parking and potential impacts.

¢ Examine whether or not weekend construction would be allowed and, if so, any potential
impacts.

¢ Examine potential traffic safety impacts between the project site and Artesia Blvd.

e Analyze effects of the proposed right-turn out only on overall traffic flow.

e Examine the impact off traffic on 30t and Longfellow. Consider turn restrictions to
minimize impacts to these and other residential streets.

¢ Examine potential impacts associated with visitors parking on residential streets rather than

using the parking structure.

e Examine trash truck routes and schedules (also with respect to noise).

e Examine impacts to Dianthis and other residential streets.

e Consider the fact that Longfellow is narrow and currently cannot accommodate two-way
traffic when cars are parked on both sides of the street.

e Examine the effect of the 30t Street closure during construction. Identify routes residents
can use to access PCH.

e Consider a possible new traffic signal on PCH, potentially at Keats.

¢ Examine the potential for u-turns at Longfellow and potential PM peak hour impacts to
Longfellow.

e Consider a speed hump on Longfellow.

e Consider the use of mechanical parking, which would reduce excavation and potential
liquefaction-related impacts.

e Examine emergency response impacts during the 30th Street closure.

e Compare proposed parking totals to City standards and projected employee demand.

e Examine whether tandem parking spaces would be used.

¢ Include a deceleration lane on PCH (this is part of the proposal).

Utilities /Service Systems

e Consider recycling of construction waste.
e Consider a graywater system for landscape irrigation.
e Consider whether the sewer can accommodate the project.

Cumulative/Long-term Impacts

e Include a list of similar sized buildings in the community.
¢ Consider buildout of the remainder of the Skechers property.
e Consider a plan for the site in case Skechers leaves.

Alternatives

e Consider a smaller project.



Consider a larger setback between the project and residences to the west.
Consider restricting access to the parking structure to PCH (no 30th Street access).
Consider whether the project could be built at another site.

Consider adding a pedestrian bridge across PCH rather than across 30t Street.



Skechers Design Center and Offices Project
EIR Scoping Meeting
Summary

The City of Hermosa Beach held an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) scoping meeting for the
proposed Skechers Design Center and Offices Project on November 18, 2015 at 7 PM. The
meeting was held at the Hermosa Beach Community Center, 710 Pier Avenue. Approximately
30 individuals attended the 7 PM meeting.

Community Development Director Ken Robertson started the 7 PM meeting with brief
introductory remarks. The City’s EIR consultant then provided an approximately 10-minute
overview of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the proposed project, issues to
be analyzed in the EIR, and future opportunities for public input on the project and EIR.
Attendees were then invited to ask questions and offer comments on the EIR work scope. The
comments received are summarized below, organized by topic.

Topics Not Relevant to the EIR
e Determine whether the project would stimulate community activity.

e Determine if the project would generate tax income or revenue for the City.

e Complete a cost-benefit analysis for the project.

¢ Consider noticing the entire City rather than just those within a 500-foot radius around the
project site.

e Consider the potential effects of the employee cafeteria would on local revenues.

Project Description

e Clarify whether only 2 events will be held at the Design Center each year.

e C(larify whether use of the Design Center is a corporate office or distribution center.

e Clarify whether a traffic signal is proposed at PCH and Keats St.

e C(Clarify the length of the construction period.

e Clarify whether Skechers owns the project sites and for how long they have had ownership.

e Include a description of other properties in the area that Skechers owns.

e C(Clarify whether commercials will be filmed at the project sites and, if so, determine
frequency of filming events.

Aesthetics

e The project would negative impact the small town atmosphere of Hermosa Beach.

e Examine potential effects on public and private views to nearby residences and roads.

e Examine whether the buildings would affect the scenic gateway into Hermosa Beach when
heading south on PCH.

e Examine potential impacts on protected scenic vistas.



e Examine impacts to views from Longfellow and PCH.
¢ Examine the 35" height through the use of photosimulations and/or story poles.

Air Quality

e Consider effects on community health due to air pollution and stress related issues.
e Consider venting of the subterranean parking structure; directing of ventilation toward
PCH and away from adjacent residences.

Cultural /Historical Resources

e Consider how the proposed building would affect the community’s cultural heritage.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

e Consider whether the project is consistent with the Carbon Neutral goals of Hermosa Beach.
e Consider GHG emissions and whether the project can provide GHG offsets or GHG
reductions consistent with Hermosa Beach goals.

Hydrology/Water Quality
e Consider how development of the sites will affect storm drain runoff and water quality.

Land Use and Planning

e Consider whether the project would have an impact on the nearby medical facility.

e Consider whether there is an appropriate buffer located between neighboring residences
and the project.

e Consider whether the project is consistent with policies related to residential and
commercial land uses.

e Consider whether the proposed commercial land use may overwhelm neighboring
residential uses.

o Evaluate whether the proposed uses are family friendly.

e Determine whether the project description conflicts with the existing deed on the property.

e Determine whether the project is consistent with the City’s Decision Making Tool.

e Consider specific CUP provisions that would be imposed as part of the project.

¢ Ensure that the document includes mitigation measures to address issues surrounding land
use compatibility between residential and commercial.

¢ Consider the potential effects the project could have on community character (including
aesthetics).

e Determine whether there is precedent for merger of multiple lots or if the project would be
precedent setting.

e Examine whether the subterranean parking could become a homeless refuge.

e Consider whether the project would enhance the local beach culture.

e Examine whether the project would have an adverse effect on local small businesses.



Noise/ Vibration

e Consider effects on community health from increase noise levels, including stress related

issues.

¢ Examine noise impacts from the use of the outdoor terraces.

¢ Examine noise and vibration impacts from loading zones located off 30th Street. Consider
hours and frequency of use.

¢ Examine noise impacts from equipment located on the roof of the buildings. Consider
locating on the PCH side of the buildings. Determine whether this equipment has
restrictions on located based on property deed.

e Examine impacts associated with the requested modification to construction hours.

¢ Examine noise and vibration impacts associated with construction.

Population/Housing

e Consider potential impacts from commuters outside of the area traveling into Hermosa
Beach and Manhattan Beach only for work.

Public Services

e Consider whether the project would provide funding to support additional public
services needed to support the project.

Transportation/ Traffic

e Consider effects on community health from increased levels of traffic, including stress
related issues.

e Examine whether increased traffic would result in additional traffic accidents.

e Examine impacts from construction, including increased traffic, truck trips, and loss of on
street parking.

¢ Examine potential traffic impacts from increased traffic on PCH.

e Examine whether the left turn lane from PCH into the parking structure would back-up and
create congestion.

e Examine impacts to on-street parking during operation of the project.

e Consider all foreseeable future projects in the traffic analysis.

¢ Include mitigation measures to address impacts related to increased traffic in the area.

¢ Examine where Skechers employees currently parking in lots located on the Hermosa Beach
project site would park during construction.

e Examine potential safety issues associated with truck turns into the Hermosa Beach project
driveway.

e Consider traffic impacts during morning commute hours and its effect on high school traffic
and school drop-off areas.

¢ Examine safety issues from increased truck trips on Sepulveda Blvd.



Utilities /Service Systems

e Consider whether there is capacity with City service systems including sewer and electrical
service.

Cumulative/Long-term Impacts

¢ Consider all cumulative impacts into the foreseeable future.

e Include all Skechers future plans for the area; for example, if they are building a corporate
campus.

e Consider modifications to property ownership with respect to future plans for the sites.

Alternatives

e Consider no change in zoning on the R-1 lot located on Longfellow Avenue.

o Consider alternatives that address different size, height, and mixture of uses. Consider a
mixed use option with retail and restaurant uses on the ground floor.

e Consider restricting access to the Manhattan Beach site to be from Sepulveda Blvd. only.

e Consider a dead end for Boundary Place at the Manhattan Beach site.



Skechers Design Center and Offices Project
June 13, 2016 EIR Scoping Meeting
Summary

The City of Hermosa Beach held an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) scoping meeting for the
proposed Skechers Design Center and Offices Project on June 13, 2016 at 7 PM. The meeting was
held at Hermosa Beach City Hall. Approximately 25-30 individuals attended the meeting,
which was the third scoping meeting for the project.

Community Development Director Ken Robertson started the 7 PM meeting with brief
introductory remarks. The City’s EIR consultant then provided an approximately 10-minute
overview of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the proposed project, issues to
be analyzed in the EIR, and future opportunities for public input on the project and EIR.
Attendees were then invited to ask questions and offer comments on the EIR work scope. The
comments received are summarized below, organized by topic.

Project Description

e Clarify whether the project will include a deceleration lane on Pacific Coast Highway
(PCH)/Sepulveda Boulevard.

e Clarify whether the proposed coffee house would be only for employees or whether offsite
patrons, including students, could patronize the facility.

e Clarify whether the alley behind the Design Center site would be used during construction.

¢ Clarify where employees would park during construction and how construction would be
staged and managed.

e Clarify whether a traffic signal would be installed at PCH/Keats.

e Consider whether the proposed buildings could house more employees and generate more
parking demand if they were to change owners and/or use.

e (Clarify where smoking would be allowed onsite.

Aesthetics

e Consider undergrounding of utility lines fronting the project site.

e Perform a sensitivity analysis of building height to determine the precise impacts to views
associated with buildings of varying heights.

Air Quality

e Consider air quality impacts to the adjacent kindergarten.
¢ Examine the effects of dust generated by construction on neighboring properties.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

e Consider whether the project is consistent with the Carbon Neutral goals of Hermosa Beach.



e Consider GHG emissions and whether the project can provide GHG offsets or GHG
reductions consistent with Hermosa Beach goals.

Hydrology/Water Quality
e Consider the impacts of subterranean parking on drainage.

Noise

e Consider truck noise on residential streets during project construction and operation.

e Consider noise impacts to the adjacent kindergarten.

¢ Examine noise and vibration impacts associated with the subterranean parking and tunnel.
e Consider noise related to mechanical equipment at 305 S. Sepulveda.

e For parking garage entrances, use non-screech concrete.

e Consider noise and access issues related to idling trucks.

Transportation/ Traffic

e Consider cul de sacs on Longfellow, 30th Street, and Duncan in order to eliminate cut
through traffic on neighborhood streets.

e Examine impacts related to losing the use of PCH, particularly during construction.

¢ Examine traffic and related impacts (air quality, noise) associated with trash pickup and
loading operations at 305 S. Sepulveda.

¢ Consider signs clarifying that trucks over a certain weight are prohibited on residential
streets.

e Consider cut through traffic on 30t Street.

e Consider overflow parking impacts on residential streets and possible use of permit parking
to encourage employees and visitors to use on-site parking.

Utilities /Service Systems

¢ Examine potential impacts to the aging local sewer system.

Cumulative/Long-term Impacts

e Consider the cumulative effects of other area projects, during construction and long-term
operation of the project.

Alternatives

e Consider alternative means of access for the 305 S. Sepulveda component in particular (e.g.,
moving the driveway to Sepulveda) in order to minimize traffic on residential streets.

e Consider varying work shifts to minimize peak traffic impacts and parking demand.



Other
e Consider code enforcement issues as they relate to the fact that the project straddles the
border between two cities.





