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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

 
This Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been prepared to comply with Sections 
15132, 15088 and 15089 of the State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines 
(Guidelines). The City of Paramount (City) has prepared the Final EIR pursuant to the CEQA 
Guidelines. This Final EIR consists of the following volumes: 
 
(1) The Draft EIR, which was circulated for a 47-day public agency and public review and 

comment period commencing on October 30, 2025, and ending on December 16, 2025. A 
Notice of Availability was sent to neighboring cities, other government agencies and non-
governmental interested parties. The City’s notification list for the DEIR is provided in Section 
4.0 (Public Circulation) of this FEIR. 

 
(2) This Final EIR document, which includes all written comments received on the Draft EIR 

during the 47-day public review period, written responses to these comments by the City, 
errata revisions to the Draft EIR, and the public circulation record. None of the revisions to the 
Draft EIR included in this document identifies a substantial increase in the severity of a 
significant impact or a new significant impact.  

 
Certification of this Final EIR by the Paramount City Council must occur prior to approval of the 
Specific Plan. 
 
Availability of EIR Materials 
 
All materials related to preparation of the EIR are available on the City of Paramount website: 
https://www.paramountcity.gov/government/departments/planning-department/environmental-
documents/ and at the following physical location: 
 

City of Paramount Planning and Building Department 
Planning and Building Director 

16400 Colorado Avenue 
Paramount, California 90723 

 
Summary Project Description 
 
Provided below is a summary project description identifying key project characteristics. The full 
project description can be found in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR. The Clearwater Specific Plan 
identifies the long-term vision and objectives for private development and public improvements, 
including creation of a new street grid, within the Planning Area. The Specific Plan includes the 
following components: 
 

Chapter 1: Introduction 
Chapter 2: Vision 
Chapter 3: Land Use Plan 
Chapter 4: Design and Development Standards 
Chapter 5: Mobility Plan 
Chapter 6: Infrastructure Plan 
Chapter 7: Implementation Plan 

 

https://www.paramountcity.gov/government/departments/planning-department/environmental-documents/
https://www.paramountcity.gov/government/departments/planning-department/environmental-documents/
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The Specific Plan establishes land use, transportation, infrastructure, economic development, 
and urban design strategies to promote a vibrant, inclusive, and pedestrian-oriented 
neighborhood center. The Planning Area is envisioned as a dynamic live-work-play hub for 
residents and visitors. The Specific Plan includes a mixed-use district that would provide retail, 
entertainment, housing, and open space amenities for local residents. The Specific Plan would 
also provide for an artisanal manufacturing and creative live/work district that includes industrial 
uses along with residential uses. 
 
Table 1-1 (Existing and Projected Year 2045 Land Use Intensity) shows the anticipated growth 
within the Planning Area under the Specific Plan. The majority of development would occur on 
surface parking lots currently used for the operation and parking of the Paramount Swap Meet. 
The areas with existing uses that could be demolished and redeveloped total approximately 
40,000 square feet of retail and 10,000 square feet of office space at the corner of Rosecrans 
Avenue and Paramount Boulevard. As a result, the Specific Plan would result in a net increase in 
development within the Planning Area. 
 

Table 1-1 
Existing and Projected Year 2045 Land Use Intensity 

Land Use Category 

Existing  
Overall 

Intensity (SF) 

2045 
Overall 

Intensity (SF) Difference (+/-) 
Commercial 116,555 230,000 +113,445 
Commercial (Swap Meet Stalls)* 486,574 100,000 -386,547 
Neo Industrial (Light Manufacturing/R&D) 0 800,000 +800,000 
Industrial/Logistics 86,714 0 -86,714 
Public Facilities 14,049 14,049 0 
Quasi-Public 101,734 101,734 0 
Business Park (Office) 140,386 140,386 0 
Utility/Easement 0 0 0 

Total Nonresidential Building Area 946,012 1,386,169 +440,157 
Source: City of Paramount, Clearwater Specific Plan: Existing Conditions Report, October 2024. (see 
Appendix C) 
* 486,574 square feet for Swap Meet stalls does not include built (i.e., building) square footage. This 
represents the use of temporary facilities (i.e., tents) on surface parking lots. 
 
Table 1-2 (Existing and Projected Year 2045 Development Capacity Comparison) shows the 
anticipated net increases in development potential within the Planning Area under the Specific 
Plan. The 2045 planning horizon for the Planning Area is estimated to result in increases of 
approximately 1 million square feet of non-residential space (excluding square footage for 
structured parking), 2,000 dwelling units, 4,643 residents, and 138 employees for the 2045 
horizon year. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



1.0 Introduction 

Clearwater Specific Plan 1-3 
City of Paramount 

Table 1-2 
Existing and Projected Year 2045 Development Capacity Comparison 

Development Indicators 

EXISTING 
CONDITIONS 

(2025) 

FUTURE 
CONDITIONS 

(2045) Difference (+/-) 
Temporary Vendor Space SF 486,574 100,000 -386,574 
Non-Residential Building SF 459,438 1,386,169 + 926,731 
Dwelling Units 0 2,000 +2,000 
Population 0 4,643 +4,643 
Employees 1,621 1,759 + 138 
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2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

 
The Draft EIR (DEIR) was circulated for a 47-day public review and comment period beginning 
October 30, 2025 and ending on December 16, 2025. In compliance with CEQA, a Notice of 
Availability was sent to government agencies, neighboring cities, and non-governmental 
interested parties (CEQA Guidelines § 15087). The City’s local agency notification list, showing 
who received notice of the DEIR, is provided in Section 4.0 - Public Circulation - of this Final 
EIR. Three comment letters were received from public agencies. The correspondences listed in 
Table 2-1 (DEIR Comments) were submitted to the City of Paramount concerning the DEIR. A 
copy of each comment letter, followed by the City’s written responses to those comments, is 
provided on the following pages.  
 

Table 2-1  
DEIR Comments 

ID Agency/Organization/Individual Date 

A State of California Public Utilities Commission (PUC) December 16, 2025 

B South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) December 16, 2025 

C California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) December 17, 2025 

D State Clearinghouse (SCH) November 3, 2025 
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COMMENT LETTER A – CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
 
  



2.0 Response to Comments 

Clearwater Specific Plan 2-3 
City of Paramount 

  



2.0 Response to Comments 

2-4 Final Environmental Impact Report 
 February 19, 2026 

ID Response to Comment Letter A – California Public Utilities Commission 

A-1 
The City acknowledges the Commission’s jurisdiction over rail crossings in the State 
and its role in ensuring that crossings are safely designed, constructed, and 
maintained. The City also acknowledges that the Commission is in receipt of the 
DEIR for the project. 

A-2 The City acknowledges this comment. This comment accurately reflects the project 
description as described in the DEIR. 

A-3 The City acknowledges this comment and the description of railroad crossing 
facilities in the project vicinity.  

A-4 The City acknowledges this comment and the description of railroad crossing 
facilities in the project vicinity.  

A-5 

In response to this comment, the City has updated the Mobility Plan and Concept 
section of Chapter 5 (Public Realm: Streets and Open Space) of the Specific Plan to 
ensure safe and efficient movement across both the Southeast Gateway Line and 
the adjacent Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) railway. Figure 5-1 (Mobility Plan 
Concept) was updated to identify the three railroad crossings in the project vicinity 
for Rail Safety Crossing Improvements. An objective was also added to minimize 
conflicts between trains, vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists by coordinating street 
and crossing design with the Southeast Gateway Line and UPRR railway 
operations. Further, a policy recommendation was included to require safety and 
operational improvements at rail crossings associated with the Southeast Gateway 
Line and freight rail lines operated by UPRR, including traffic signal interconnection, 
railroad preemption, and coordinated signal timing, as necessary, to prevent vehicle 
queuing across tracks and address development-related increases in travel 
demand.  
 
The Mobility Plan and Concept section of the Specific Plan Chapter 5 was also 
updated with rail crossing safety measures, including: intersection and crossing 
design; traffic signal coordination; pedestrian and bicycle safety; queue 
management; and compliance with standards. Rail crossing and adjacent 
intersection improvements will be implemented to address increased vehicle, 
pedestrian, and bicycle activity near the Southeast Gateway Line station and freight 
rail lines operated by UPRR. Improvements may include traffic signal 
interconnection, railroad preemption, signal timing coordination, queue 
management, and enhanced pedestrian and bicycle crossings. These 
improvements will be funded and constructed by new development in proportion to 
its impacts, in coordination with the City, rail operators, and the California Public 
Utilities Commission. Implementation will be phased to align with development 
intensity, with interim measures completed prior to initial occupancy and full 
improvements completed as later development phases are built or when project-
level traffic and rail crossing analyses identify the need to maintain safe and efficient 
operations. Funding and delivery may occur through conditions of approval, 
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ID Response to Comment Letter A – California Public Utilities Commission 
development agreements, impact fees, or other mechanisms to mitigate 
development-related impacts. 
 
Lastly, Mitigation Measure TRAN-2 of the DEIR has been modified to require future 
development proposals within the Planning Area forecast to generate more than 50 
peak hour trips to prepare a traffic study that evaluates and addresses any 
deficiencies related to the potential impacts of increased pedestrian and vehicle 
activity, including vehicle queuing, at the three railroad crossings in the project 
vicinity (see Final EIR Section 3.0 – Errata). With implementation of DEIR Mitigation 
Measure TRAN-2, potential impacts to railroad crossings in the vicinity of the project 
would be less than significant. The revisions necessitated by this comment do not 
represent a substantial increase in the severity of an identified significant impact or 
the identification of a new significant impact, mitigation, or alternative considerably 
different from those already considered in the  DEIR. 

A-6 
The City acknowledges that any proposed crossing modification would require 
authorization from the CPUC through a General Order 88-B request. The City also 
acknowledges that any proposed crossing modification must also conform to the 
goals of the CPUC’s Environmental and Social Justice Action Plan.  
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COMMENT LETTER B – SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
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ID Response to Comment Letter B – South Coast Air Quality Management District 

B-1 
The City acknowledges this comment. This comment provides an accurate summary 
of the project. This comment does not raise any specific questions or comments 
about the DEIR.  

B-2 

The SCAQMD accurately states that the DEIR did not quantify operational LST 
emissions. However, the SCAQMD incorrectly states that the EIR does not provide 
an analysis of regional and localized construction emissions and does not require 
construction air quality analysis as mitigation. The SCAQMD recommends adding 
mitigation requiring future projects to quantify construction and operational emissions 
using CalEEMod and compare the results against SCAQMD significance thresholds 
and Localized Significance Thresholds (LSTs).  
 
The City notes that the DEIR contains a qualitative analysis of regional and localized 
construction air quality impacts (see Impact AQ-2 and Impact AQ-3 in Section 4.3 of 
the DEIR). As discussed in the DEIR, the analysis was conducted qualitatively 
because construction emissions could occur intermittently over an approximately 20-
year growth period, and specific details regarding the timing and characteristics of a 
site-specific projects in the Specific Plan that would be necessary for a quantitative 
emissions analysis are not known at this time. The DEIR found that construction 
emissions have the potential to exceed SCAQMD thresholds and includes Mitigation 
Measure AQ-1, which requires a project-level construction assessment for new 
development proposed under implementation of the Specific Plan, and the 
implementation of mitigation if emissions are shown to be above SCAQMD 
thresholds. In response to this comment, and to clarify the requirements of the 
mitigation measure, MIG has added into the mitigation measure that the thresholds 
include LSTs (see Final EIR Section 3.0 – Errata). The revisions necessitated by this 
comment do not represent a substantial increase in the severity of an identified 
significant impact or the identification of a new significant impact, mitigation, or 
alternative considerably different from those already considered in the  DEIR. 
Mitigation for a project-specific operational LST analysis would not be required, as 
the DEIR found operational emissions had a less than significant impact on exposing 
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentration, as discussed in Impact AQ-
3 of Section 4.3 of the DEIR. 

B-3 

This comment includes an accurate summary of anticipated development under the 
Specific Plan. This comment states that the DEIR did not describe the types of land 
uses that could be included in the 800,000 square feet of neo-industrial building 
space. However, as described in Section 4.3 of the DEIR the neo-industrial building 
space is designated for research and development or light industrial uses. The neo-
industrial zone is not intended or designed for large warehouse and distribution 
center centers with high emissions profiles, which is supported by the design 
standards for the neo-industrial zone included in the Specific Plan that states that no 
more than four truck loading bays per building shall be allowed. This design limitation 
will serve to preclude the development of larger warehouses. 
 
The neo-industrial zone may include light industrial uses that may or may not require 
air permits from the SCAQMD; however since specific uses and activities related to 
future development are unknown, those sources would be speculative at this time. 
Please see Response B-13 for further discussion on air permits. To provide additional 
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information, the DEIR has been edited to clarify what land uses are anticipated in the 
neo-industrial zone (see Final EIR Section 3.0 – Errata). The changes to the DEIR 
are for informational purposes and do not represent a substantial increase in the 
severity of an identified significant impact or the identification of a new significant 
impact, mitigation, or alternative considerably different from those already considered 
in the DEIR. 

B-4 

The SCAQMD states that operational emissions of toxic air contaminants (TACs) 
from sources such as future permitted stationary and portable equipment should be 
evaluated, along with their associated health impacts. It is noted that the DEIR 
considers operational TACs in its analysis. Section 4.3.1 of the DEIR defines TACs 
and describes the sources of TACs within the Planning Area and its vicinity. 
Additionally, Section 4.3.4 discusses how the Specific Plan would generate long-term 
operational TAC emissions which new and existing receptors could be exposed to, 
and how characteristics of the Specific Plan would reduce residential exposure to air 
pollution.  
 
In regard to TAC emissions from potential future permitted equipment, since 
information on site-specific use that may develop in the future is unknown, identifying 
potential future stationary and portable equipment would be speculative at this time, 
and therefore it is not possible to provide TAC emission calculations for those 
sources. In regard to TAC emissions from mobile sources, the Specific Plan is not 
projected to have extensive truck-related activities. Trucking and freight-related land 
uses are specifically prohibited in all land use districts within the Planning Area (see 
Clearwater Specific Plan page 46). Additionally, the Specific Plan states its objective 
to have a campus-like design, and to emphasize pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure 
in the neo-industrial zone. The Specific Plan also contains Building Form 
Characteristics that support these objectives (see page 42). Furthermore, the Specific 
Plan describes the neo-industrial area as including mixed-use, multi-story non-
residential uses, and limits the number of truck loading bays per building to four. As 
described in the Specific Plan, the neo-industrial zone is not projected to include the 
type and scale of industrial activity that would result in substantial TAC emissions 
from mobile sources. Section 4.3 of the DEIR has been edited to include additional 
land use descriptions and analysis of operational TAC emissions (see Final EIR 
Section 3.0 – Errata). The changes to Section 4.3 of the DEIR are for informational 
purposes and do not represent a substantial increase in the severity of an identified 
significant impact or the identification of a new significant impact, mitigation, or 
alternative considerably different from those already considered in the DEIR. 

B-5 

The SCAQMD recommends that the project includes mitigation that requires project-
level development applications to prepare site-specific operational health risk 
assessments (HRAs) if future industrial uses may be located in close proximity to 
residential receptors. The Specific Plan would not include operational sources of TAC 
emissions that are projected to result in significant exposure. As discussed in 
Response B-4, trucking and freight-related land uses are specifically prohibited in all 
land use districts within the Planning Area. The neo-industrial zone’s campus-like 
design, focus on bicycle and pedestrian connectivity, and limit to four truck loading 
bays per building additionally shows that it is not the intent to have large distribution 
centers, or similar high-emitting industrial uses, in the neo-industrial zone. Section 4.3 
of the DEIR has been edited to include these land use descriptions in the analysis of 
the exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentration (see Final 
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ID Response to Comment Letter B – South Coast Air Quality Management District 
EIR Section 3.0 – Errata). The revisions necessitated by this comment do not 
represent a substantial increase in the severity of an identified significant impact or 
the identification of a new significant impact, mitigation, or alternative considerably 
different from those already considered in the Public Review DEIR. As discussed 
under Impact AQ-3 of the DEIR, operational pollution exposure to sensitive receptors 
would be less than significant, and would not require mitigation, such as a project-
specific health risk assessments, for future development. 

B-6 

The SCAQMD recommends editing Mitigation Measure AQ-1 to propose the use of 
Tier 5 emissions standards for project-level mitigation. SCAQMD also recommends 
prioritizing electric and zero emission equipment where feasible and abating NOx 
emissions through limiting the use of older engines, incorporating exhaust retrofits, 
and other mitigation included in SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook. DEIR 
Mitigation Measure AQ-1 requires that project-specific air quality and toxic air 
contaminant analyses performed for future development shall implement mitigation to 
reduce emissions below SCAMQD thresholds or to the maximum extent feasible, and 
provides a list of potential mitigation. Additionally, Mitigation Measure AQ-1 states 
that mitigation is not limited to the options listed. Project-specific development may 
require Tier 5 emission standards, zero emission equipment, retrofits, or other 
mitigation to reduce construction emissions below SCAQMD thresholds. In response 
to this comment, Tier 5 emission standards were added to the list of potential 
mitigation (see Final EIR Section 3.0 – Errata). The changes to Mitigation Measure 
AQ-1 do not represent a substantial increase in the severity of an identified significant 
impact or the identification of a new significant impact, mitigation, or alternative 
considerably different from those already considered in the DEIR. 

B-7 

The SCAQMD recommends four specific mitigation measures to incorporate into the 
EIR to reduce operational air quality impacts from mobile sources: 

 
• The SCAQMD recommends the City require ZE or NZE on-road haul trucks “if 

and when feasible”. It is not clear, as written, “if and when” the SCAQMD’s 
recommendation would be feasible. The suggestion to require ZE or NZE trucks 
“if and when feasible” reflects the uncertainty regarding the timeline for availability 
of those technologies. Additionally, the Specific Plan prohibits trucking and 
freight-related land uses in all zones of the Planning Area. While trucks would be 
operating within the Planning Area, the type of freight operations which would 
require higher levels of trucking activity and produce higher levels of truck 
emissions are not anticipated to occur. The Specific Plan also encourages 
buildings in the neo-industrial zone to use electric vehicles and small vehicles for 
its first-last mile deliveries. Further, goods movement is a complex process that 
may involve multiple stops. Trucks may be owned, operated, contracted, etc. as 
needed depending on operating characteristics, and neither the City nor individual 
developers can regulate mobile emissions, which is within the purview of 
regulatory agencies such as the U.S. EPA, CARB, and the SCAQMD. Those 
agencies can, and have, adopted regulations intended to reduce emissions from 
mobile sources, including trucks. The comment notes that with CARB’s clean 
truck rules and regulations such as the Advanced Clean Trucks Rule, ZE and 
NZE trucks will become increasingly more available for use. However, the U.S. 
EPA recently rescinded the waiver necessary to implement this regulation, which 
adds uncertainty to the implementation and adoption of ZE truck technologies that 
further renders a commitment to ZE truck fleets infeasible at this time.  
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• The SCAQMD recommends the City require a phase-in schedule to incentivize 
the use of cleaner operating trucks. The suggested measure is uncertain 
because, as discussed above, it is unclear when the technology will be readily 
available and there is uncertainty regarding the State’s ability to mandate the 
deployment of ZE trucks.  

• The SCAQMD recommends the City limit the daily number of trucks allowed in 
the Planning Area to levels estimated and analyzed in the EIR and commit to re-
evaluating the project through CEQA prior to allowing higher activity levels. 
Mobile emissions were quantified in the Air Quality Analysis using estimates 
provide by the transportation analysis prepared by Ganddini Group which were, in 
turn in, based on the ITE trip generation rates for the various land uses 
envisioned in the Specific Plan the DEIR made good faith, reasonable 
assumptions about future development, including with respect to truck trips, and 
there is no evidence at this time to indicate the development under the Specific 
Plan will exceed the truck activity levels or emissions estimates presented in the 
DEIR. In addition, when site-specific development are submitted for City review 
they will be subject to the requirements of Mitigation Measure AIR 1  which  will 
require the preparation of a site specific air quality analysis. If a development 
proposal exceeds SCAQMD thresholds additional mitigation would be required as 
specified in AIR-1. Therefore, the specific impacts of a project would mitigated. 
No changes to the DEIR are necessitated by this comment. 

• The SCAQMD recommends providing EV charging stations or providing electrical 
infrastructure to support electric vehicle technologies, including electrical hook 
ups for truck auxiliary engines. As described above, the project is not anticipated 
to have extensive trucking uses. However, it is noted that development under the 
Specific Plan would provide EV charging and EV-ready parking consistent with 
the requirements of the California Green Building (CalGreen) Code. This includes 
electrical infrastructure for medium- and heavy-duty EV charging readiness 
consistent with the Section 5.106.5.5.1 of the 2025 CalGreen Code, or the 
requirements of the CalGreen Code version that is in effect at the time of building 
permit approval. No changes to the DEIR are necessitated by this comment. 

B-8 

The SCAQMD recommends three specific mitigation measures to incorporate into the 
EIR to reduce operational air quality impacts from other area sources: 

 
• The SCAQMD recommends the project maximize solar energy by installing 

solar arrays. As discussed in Section 4.8 of the DEIR, Mitigation Measure 
GHG-4 requires that all projects occurring within the TR5, MU-TC, FD, and NI 
zones in the Planning Area shall implement the following sustainability 
recommendation included in the Specific Plan regarding solar energy: Solar 
panels shall cover a minimum percentage of the roof area, unless 100% of 
building energy needs are met using renewable energy. The minimum 
percentage of covered roof area is 30% for buildings within the MU-TC zone, 
40% for building within the TR5 zone, and 50% for buildings within the FC and 
NI zones. As such, the project already includes mitigation that is 
commensurate with this SCAQMD recommendation. No changes to the DEIR 
are necessitated by this comment. 

• The SCAQMD recommends using light-colored paving and roofing materials. 
The Specific Plan lists cobblestone and concrete, a light-colored paving 
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material, in its allowable materials for right-of-way areas, and prohibits asphalt 
for right-of-way areas (see Table 5-1 of the Specific Plan). Furthermore, the 
2025 Building Energy Efficiency Standards already include requirements 
commensurate with this measure. For example, the prescriptive requirements 
for building envelopes establishes minimum aged solar reflectance and 
minimum solar reflectance index values for non-residential buildings (Section 
140.3(a)). Furthermore, Mitigation Measure GHG-1 requires all building 
envelope and systems components covered by Title 24 to be designed to 
have a total energy design rating that is at least 5% less than the standard 
building design for the project’s location (Climate Zone 8), unless the City has 
adopted local requirements that are more stringent than the Energy Code. 
Thus, existing building code requirements already require measures 
commensurate with the SCAQMD’s recommendation. No changes to the 
DEIR are necessitated by this comment. 

• The SCAQMD recommends the City require the project to use only Energy 
Star heating, cooling, and lighting devices and appliances. Mitigation Measure 
GHG-2 requires developer-installed refrigerators, dishwashers, clothes 
washers and dryers, and room air conditioners shall be Energy Star certified 
products. Thus, the DEIR already includes a measure commensurate with the 
SCAQMD’s suggestion. No changes to the DEIR are necessitated by this 
comment. 

 
As described above, the project already contains design features and mitigation 
measures commensurate with the SCAQMD’s recommendations.  

B-9 

The SCAQMD recommends five specific project design considerations to incorporate 
into the EIR to reduce emissions of air quality pollutants and potential health risk 
impacts. As a point of clarification, the DEIR concludes that exposure to sensitive 
receptors from operational emissions would be less than significant. Thus, since the 
EIR already concludes that potential operational local air quality and health risk 
impacts would be less than significant, additional operational mitigation is not 
required to address this impact. Nonetheless, the City has reviewed the SCAQMD’s 
suggested design features. 
 
Somerset Boulevard, Rosecrans Avenue, and Paramount Boulevard north of 
Rosecrans Avenue are City-designated truck routes. Given the existing conditions in 
the vicinity of the Planning Area, trucks will not unnecessarily drive next to sensitive 
receptors. The Specific Plan also contains project design features that reduces 
conflict between trucks and sensitive land uses. Neo-industrial access streets for 
delivery and service vehicles are buffered from on-site residential uses within the 
Planning Area (see Street Type 5 in Exhibit 4.17-3 of the DEIR). Additionally, the 
Specific Plan prohibits trucking and fulfillment center uses, which have higher levels 
of truck travel compared to land uses allowed in the neo-industrial zone such as 
research and development or light manufacturing. The Specific Plan may allow last-
mile delivery hubs, but requires that buildings are limited to four truck bays, that truck 
bays face away from public streets, and that trucks must not have more than three 
axles, and recommends that the last mile delivery hubs are limited to electric and 
bicycle deliveries. Due to the Specific Plan’s allowed and anticipated land uses, no 
outside queuing is expected. Lastly, the neo-industrial zone contains surface parking 
lots, and overnight parking at sensitive land uses is not expected to occur. No 
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changes to the DEIR are necessitated by this comment. 

B-10 

The SCAQMD suggests the City review more than 500 pages of material that are 
generally referenced and to incorporate mitigation measures “as applicable”. This 
comment does not identify any specific measure or measures that the SCAQMD 
recommends for incorporation into the EIR, nor does it suggest why measures 
included in the more than 500 pages are specifically relevant or related to the project 
and/or the DEIR’s air quality and GHG impact analyses. Nonetheless, the City has 
reviewed the documents referenced by the SCAQMD and determined that the 
majority of measures identified in the referenced materials are already reflected in the 
project:  

 
• Warehouse Projects: Best Practices and Mitigation Measures to Comply with 

the California Environmental Quality Act. Many of the best practices identified 
in this document are commensurate with the requirements of existing 
regulations and/or the mitigation measures already into the DEIR. For 
example, Section V. Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Analysis and 
Mitigation, contains a measure to use paints that have volatile organic 
compound levels of less than 10 grams per liter, which is already required by 
Mitigation Measure AQ-2. Section V also contains measures such as 
designing buildings to LEED green building standards and installing solar that 
are consistent with recommended sustainability requirements in the Specific 
Plan, including that buildings within the flex district and neo-industrial district 
that are LEED certified and have solar panel coverage of 50% of the roof area 
or 100% of building energy needs. Section V’s measures to reduce travel 
demand would also be commensurate with project design features that 
support high density and mixed use development in a transit priority area and 
include bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure. Most other measures identified 
in the best practices document are either not applicable to the project or not 
considered feasible for the project. It is noted that while the Specific Plan may 
allow some light industrial warehouses with a Conditional Use Permit in the 
flex district or neo-industrial zones, the Specific Plan does not propose any 
specific warehouse developments, and specifically prohibits trucking and 
freight-related land uses, which many of the measures in the referenced 
document are designed for. Therefore, no changes to the DEIR are 
necessitated by this comment. 

• SCAQMD 2022 AQMP: The three appendices referenced contain 
approximately 230 measures, which almost entirely would be implemented by 
the SCAQMD, CARB, and SCAG. The few measures that could be 
implemented in the project include travel demand measures in Appendix IV-C 
that would correspond to project design features that support transit and 
active transportation. As described in Section 4.8 of the DEIR, the project 
places high density, mixed-use development adjacent to a planned light rail 
station and adds bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure throughout the Planning 
Area. The travel demand measures would also be consistent with Mitigation 
Measure TRAN-1 (see Section 4.17 and Section 4.3 of the DEIR), which 
would require development proposals under the Specific Plan to prepare a 
project-specific VMT screening/analysis, and has the potential to reduce VMT 
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ID Response to Comment Letter B – South Coast Air Quality Management District 
and associated mobile source emissions.  

• U.S EPA Mobile Source Pollution – Environmental Justice and Transportation: 
The comment references an EPA webpage that no longer exists. The link 
provided in the footnote reference connects to a “Page Not Found” notice, and 
after review, an EPA webpage describing environmental justice and 
transportation could not be located. No changes to the DEIR are necessitated 
by this comment. 

 
The comment for review of additional resources is noted. It does not identify any 
specific measures that the SCAQMD suggests should be implemented into the EIR or 
suggest that the DEIR’s analysis is deficient. 

B-11 

The SCAQMD discusses strategies to reduce pollution exposure, including building 
filtration systems with MERV 13 or better, building design, orientation, location, and 
vegetation barriers or landscaping screening. The SCAQMD also discusses building 
filtration costs, effectiveness, and the potential for emissions during the transport of 
used filters to disposal sites. New residential units developed under the Specific Plan 
would comply with the California Building Code. The California Building Code 
standards require that attached multifamily dwelling units and common use areas 
have air filters with an efficiency greater than or equal to MERV 13, which is 
consistent with SCAQMD’s recommendation. This would not be a project-specific 
design feature or mitigation requirement. The 2025 Building Energy Efficiency 
Standards also contains requirements for the installation of balanced and supply 
ventilation systems, including that indoor air quality filters are required to be 
accessible for service from within occupiable spaces, basements, garages, balconies, 
mechanical closets or accessible rooftops, or, if located behind access panels, 
access doors, or grilles, no more than ten feet above a walking surface inside the 
space. These requirements provide easier access to filters. All HVAC systems would 
be monitored, serviced, and filters replaced consistent with manufacturer 
recommendations, to ensure continued functioning. The potential impacts from 
operation of future HVAC systems were analyzed in the DEIR, including emissions 
from truck trips necessary to service the systems (which are expected to be 
negligible), as truck trips for deliveries and similar activities are incorporated into the 
trip generation used in CalEEMod, and were found to be less than significant. No 
changes to the DEIR are necessitated by this comment. 

B-12 

The SCAQMD states that permits from the SCAQMD may be required, and 
recommends the EIR include a discussion of applicable SCAQMD rules that may be 
applicable to the project and provides a list of potentially relevant rules for the City to 
consider adding to the EIR. As a point of clarification, the DEIR (“SCAQMD Rules 
and Regulations” discussion in Section 4.3.2) does include a discussion of SCAQMD 
rules that may be applicable to the proposed project, including rules referenced by 
the SCAQMD in their comment such as rules 401, 402, 403, and 1113. In response 
to this comment, SCAQMD’s list of rules have been reviewed, and rules that were not 
originally included have been added to the DEIR, such as Rule 201, Rule 203, and 
Rule 1110.2 (see FEIR Section 3.0 – Errata). The changes to the DEIR are for 
informational purposes and do not represent a substantial increase in the severity of 
an identified significant impact or the identification of a new significant impact, 
mitigation, or alternative considerably different from those already considered in the 
DEIR. See Response B-13 for further discussion of SCAQMD permit requirements. 
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ID Response to Comment Letter B – South Coast Air Quality Management District 

B-13 

In this comment, the SCAQMD refers to CEQA procedures for a Responsible 
Agency, including making a decision on the adequacy of the project EIR for use in the 
issuance of potential future discretionary SCAQMD air permits, and expresses 
concern that the DEIR’s project description and analyses may be inadequate to be 
relied on for the purpose of issuing permits that the project may need. The project is a 
planning document that guides future development, and does not propose any 
specific stationary or portable equipment. Since potential future stationary sources 
and portable equipment would be speculative, it is not possible to provide emissions 
calculations and discussion for such sources at this time. While the SCAQMD would 
be a Responsible Agency because future projects could require a permit from the 
SCAQMD, the adoption of the Specific Plan would not require specific approval from 
the SCAQMD at this time. As future implementing projects are proposed, those 
projects would be evaluated under CEQA. If a future project requires an SCAQMD 
permit, the SCAQMD would be notified through a permit application. No changes to 
the DEIR are necessitated by this comment. 

B-14 

The SCAQMD provides conclusionary remarks and discusses CEQA requirements 
for responding to comments. As required by CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, 
the City has evaluated the SCAQMD’s comments and will provide written responses 
to the SCAQMD at least ten days prior to the certification of the Final EIR for the 
proposed Specific Plan. No changes to the DEIR are necessitated by this comment. 
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COMMENT LETTER C – CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTAITON 
(CALTRANS) 
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ID Response to Comment Letter C – Caltrans 
C-1 

The City acknowledges this comment. This comment accurately reflects the project 
description as described in the DEIR.. 

C-2 The City acknowledges this comment and Caltrans’ mission to provide a safe and 
reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment. 
The City also acknowledges that SB 743 has codified into CEQA law and mandated 
that CEQA review of transportation impacts of proposed development be modified 
by using VMT as the primary metric in identifying transportation impacts. Lastly, the 
City acknowledges that all environmental documents should include VMT.  

C-3 
The City acknowledges this comment. This comment accurately reflects the project 
description as described in the DEIR.  

C-4 The City acknowledges this comment. This comment accurately reflects the project 
description as described in the DEIR.  

C-5 The City acknowledges this comment. This comment accurately reflects the project 
description as described in the DEIR.  

C-6 The City acknowledges this comment. This comment accurately reflects the analysis 
of potential VMT impacts described in the DEIR.  

C-7 The City acknowledges this comment. This comment accurately reflects the 
language of Mitigation Measure TRAN-1 as described in the DEIR.  

C-8 The City acknowledges receipt of the comment letter from Caltrans dated February 
4, 2025 and the request for safety impact analyses at key intersections near State 
facilities. Please see Response to Comment C-9 below for a discussion of safety 
impact analyses. Revisions to Mitigation Measure TRAN-2 necessitated by 
Comment C-9 below are for informational purposes and do not represent a 
substantial increase in the severity of an identified significant impact or the 
identification of a new significant impact, mitigation, or alternative considerably 
different from those already considered in the Public Review DEIR. 

C-9 The proposed Specific Plan is a program-level document intended to guide future 
development and would not entitle any actual development at this time. Therefore, 
approval of the proposed Specific Plan alone would not result in additional off-site 
traffic generation with the potential to cause traffic safety impacts at the noted 
intersections. Notwithstanding the above, DEIR Mitigation Measure TRAN-2 
currently requires future development proposals that are forecast to generate more 
than 50 peak hour trips to prepare a traffic study. To ensure future development 
does not cause traffic safety impacts to the State facilities noted, Mitigation Measure 
TRAN-2 has been revised to require future development proposals forecast to 
generate more than 50 peak hour trips to prepare a traffic study that includes a 
freeway exit-ramp queuing analysis at the following intersections: I-710 at 
Rosecrans Avenue interchange, I-710 at Alondra Boulevard interchange, I-105 at 
Garfield Avenue interchange, and I-105 at Paramount Boulevard interchange (see 
Final EIR Section 3.0 – Errata). The addition of this language to Mitigation Measure 
TRAN-2 would ensure that future development projects implemented under the 
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ID Response to Comment Letter C – Caltrans 
proposed Specific Plan would not have significant impacts on circulation and land 
use and that spillback onto freeway ramps would not occur as a result of increased 
traffic volumes and turning movements under buildout conditions. Further, the 
revisions to Mitigation Measure TRAN-2 necessitated by this comment do not 
represent a substantial increase in the severity of an identified significant impact or 
the identification of a new significant impact, mitigation, or alternative considerably 
different from those already considered in the Public Review DEIR. 

C-10 The City acknowledges any improvement performed within the State right-of-way 
would require an Encroachment Permit from Caltrans, and any modifications to 
State facilities must meet all mandatory design standards and specifications.  

C-11 The City acknowledges that any transportation of heavy construction equipment 
and/or materials that require the use of oversized transport vehicles on State 
highways will need a Caltrans transportation permit. The City also acknowledges  
that any large-size truck trips be limited to off-peak commute periods for the 
construction phase and operation phase, and that construction truck loads should 
be covered with a tarpaulin cover.  

C-12 The City acknowledges that storm water runoff is a sensitive issue for Los Angeles 
County. All future projects under the proposed Specific Plan would be designed to 
discharge clean runoff water and would comply with all federal, State, and local 
statutes and regulations pertaining to stormwater runoff and discharge. No changes 
to the DEIR are necessitated by this comment. 
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COMMENT LETTER D – CALIFORNIA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE (SCH) 
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ID Response to Comment Letter D – California State Clearinghouse 
D-1 

The City acknowledges the State Clearinghouse’s receipt of the NOA and DEIR. 
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3.0 ERRATA 

 
This section identifies revisions to the Clearwater Specific Plan Draft EIR (DEIR) to incorporate 
clarifications, corrections, or additions prepared in response to comments on the DEIR. These 
changes include minor errors or editorial corrections identified through subsequent review. 
Additions are shown in underline. Deletions are shown in strikethrough. Commentary Notes are 
shown in Italic type where needed. 
 
None of the revisions below represents a substantial increase in the severity of an identified 
significant impact or the identification of a new significant impact, mitigation, or alternative 
considerably different from those already considered in the DEIR. 
 
Draft EIR Section 4.3 – Air Quality 
 
Page 4.3-4 is revised as shown below. 
 
A description of the air pollutants associated with the proposed GPU Specific Plan and its vicinity 
is provided below. 
 
Pages 4.3-19 through 4.3-21 is revised as shown below. 
 
The SCAQMD adopts rules that establish permissible air pollutant emissions and governs a 
variety of business, processes, operations, and products to implement the AQMP and the various 
federal and State air quality requirements. In general, rules that would may be applicable to the 
GPU proposed Specific Plan could include: 
 

● Rule 201 (Permit to Construct) sets forth the requirement that a person shall not build, 
erect, install, alter or replace any equipment or agricultural permit unit, the use of which 
may cause the issuance of air contaminants or the use of which may eliminate, reduce or 
control the issuance of air contaminants without first obtaining written authorization for 
such construction from the Executive Officer  
 

● Rule 203 (Permit to Operate) sets forth the requirement that the use or operation of any 
equipment or agricultural permit unit, the use of which may cause the issuance of air 
contaminants, or the use of which may reduce or control the issuance of air contaminants, 
must receive a written permit to operate from the Executive Officer. 
 

● Rule 401 (Visible Emissions) prohibits discharge into the atmosphere from any single 
source of emission for any contaminant for a period or periods aggregating more than 
three minutes in any one hour that is as dark or darker in shade than that designated as 
No. 1 on the Ringelmann Chart, as published by the U.S. Bureau of Mines. 
 

● Rule 402 (Nuisance) prohibits discharges of air contaminants or other material which 
cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any considerable number of persons 
or the public, or which cause, or have a natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to 
business or property. 
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● Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust) prohibits emissions of fugitive dust from any grading activity, 
storage pile, or other disturbed surface area if it crosses the project property line or if 
emissions caused by vehicle movement cause substantial impairment of visibility (defined 
as exceeding 20 percent capacity in the air). Rule 403 requires the implementation of Best 
Available Control Measures and includes additional provisions for projects disturbing more 
than five acres and those disturbing more than fifty acres. 
 

● Rule 445 (Wood Burning Devices) prohibits installation of woodburning devices such as 
fireplaces and wood-burning stoves in new development unless the development is 
located at an elevation above 3,000 feet or if existing infrastructure for natural gas service 
is not available within 150-feet of the development.  
 

● Rule 481 (Spray Coating Operations) imposes equipment and operational restrictions 
during construction for all spray painting and spray coating operations. 
 

● Rule 1108 (Cutback Asphalt) prohibits the sale or use of any cutback asphalt containing 
more than 0.5 percent by volume organic compounds which evaporate at 260°C (500°F) 
or lower. 
 

● Rule 1110.2 (Emissions from Gaseous- and Liquid Fueled Engines) establishes NOx, 
VOC, and CO emission standards (non-emergency) stationary engines that have more 
than 50 horsepower and are fired on gaseous or liquid fuels. For most engines covered 
by Rule 1110.2, the equipment must meet the following pollutant concentration limits: 11 
ppm for NOx, 30 ppm by VOC, and 250 ppm for CO. 
 

● Rule 1113 (Architectural Coatings) establishes maximum concentrations of VOCs in 
paints and other applications and establishes the thresholds for low-VOC coatings. 
 

● Rule 1166 (Volatile Organic Compound Emissions from Decontamination of Soil) 
sets requirements to control VOC emissions from excavation, grading, handling, and 
treating VOC-contaminated soil.  
 

● Rule 1143 (Consumer Paint Thinners and Multi-Purpose Solvents) prohibits the 
supply, sale, manufacture, blend, package or repackage of any consumer paint thinner or 
multi-purpose solvent for use in the District unless consumer paint thinners or other multi-
purpose solvents comply with applicable VOC content limits. 
 

● Rule 1301 (New Source Review) sets forth pre-construction review requirements for new, 
modified, or relocated facilities, to ensure that the operation of such facilities does not 
interfere with progress in attainment of the national ambient air quality standards, and that 
future economic growth within the SCAQMD is not unnecessarily restricted. 
 

● Rule 1303 (New Source Review Requirements) establishes that any new or modified 
source that results in an emission increase of any nonattainment air contaminant, any 
ozone depleting compound, or ammonia, must use Best Available Control Technology 
(BACT). Rule 1303 further specifies that the Air District will deny the Permit to Construct 
for any new or modified source that results in a net emission increase of any nonattainment 
air contaminant at a facility unless modeling and emission offset requirements are met. 
 

● Rule 1304 (New Source Review Exemptions) establishes provisions that exempt a 
facility’s emissions from Rule 1303(b)(2). Specifically, Rule 1304(d) provides that any new 
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facility that has a potential to emit less than four tons per year of each of VOCs, NOx, SOx, 
and PM10, and 29 tons per year of CO is exempt from Rule 1303(b)(2). Any emission 
increases that are in excess of those amounts is required to offset the total amount of 
emissions increase pursuant to Rule 1303(b)(2).  
 

● Rule 1401 (New Source Review of Toxic Air Contaminants) establishes limits for 
maximum individual cancer risk (MICR), cancer burden, and noncancer acute and chronic 
hazard index (HI) from new permit units, relocations, or modifications to existing permit 
units which emit toxic air contaminants. This rule establishes allowable risks for sources 
requiring new permits pursuant to Rules 201 or 203. 
 

● Rule 1403 (Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation Activities) specifies 
work practice requirements to limit asbestos emissions from building demolitions and 
renovation activities, including the removal and associated disturbance of asbestos-
containing materials. The requirements for demolition and renovation activities include 
asbestos surveying, notification, asbestos containing materials removal procedures and 
time schedules, asbestos containing materials handling and clean-up procedures, and 
storage, disposal, and land filling requirements for asbestos containing waste materials. 
 

● Rule 1466 (Control Of Particulate Emissions from Soils with Toxic Air 
Contaminants) sets requirements to minimize fugitive dust emissions from soil that 
contains toxic air contaminants and that has been identified as a contaminant of concern.  
 

● Rule 1470 (Requirements for Stationary Diesel-Fueled Internal Combustion And 
Other Compression Ignition Engines) sets requirements on stationary compression 
ignition engines greater than 50 brake horsepower designed to control particulate matter 
emissions. 
 

● Rule 2202 (On-Road Motor Vehicle Mitigation Options) provides employers with 
options to reduce mobile source emissions generated from employee commutes. The rule 
applies to any employer who employs 250 or more employees on a full or part-time basis 
at a worksite for a consecutive six-month period. 

 
Page 4.3-32 is revised as shown below. 
 
Mitigation Measures 

AQ-1: Require a Project-level Construction Assessment for New Development 
Proposed Under Implementation of the Clearwater Specific Plan. The City 
shall require applicants to submit a quantitative project-level construction criteria 
air pollutant and toxic air contaminant emissions analysis for future development 
proposed under implementation of the Clearwater Specific Plan. The estimated 
construction criteria air pollutant and toxic air contaminant emissions shall be 
compared against the thresholds of significance maintained by the South Coast 
Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), including Localized Significance 
Thresholds (LSTs), and, if emissions are shown to be above SCAQMD thresholds, 
the City shall require the implementation of mitigation to reduce emissions below 
SCAMQD thresholds or to the maximum extent feasible. Mitigation measures to 
reduce emissions could include, but are not limited to: 
 Requiring equipment to use alternative fuel sources (e.g., electric-powered 

and liquefied or compressed natural gas), meet cleaner emission standards 
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(e.g., U.S. EPA Tier IV Final or Tier 5 emissions standards for equipment 
greater than 50-horsepower), and/or utilizing added exhaust devices (e.g., 
Level 3 Diesel Particular Filter); 

 Limiting the idling time of diesel-powered construction equipment to two 
minutes; 

 Requiring that all construction equipment, diesel trucks, and generators be 
equipped with Best Available Control Technology for emission reductions 
of NOx and PM per SCAQMD BACT Guidelines; 

 Requiring all contractors use equipment that meets CARB’s most recent 
certification standard for off-road heavy-duty diesel engines; and 

 Application of super-compliant paints to interior and/or exterior surfaces 
(e.g., paints that meet SCAQMD Rule 1113 “super-compliant” 
requirements).   

 
Page 4.3-36 is revised as shown below. 
 
Exacerbation of Additional Information on Existing Sources of Pollutants. Per the recent ruling by 
the California Supreme Court in California Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District, 62 Cal.4th 369 (2015), projects are not required to analyze how existing 
conditions might impact a project’s future users or residents. As such, this analysis does not focus 
on potential, future receptor exposure to existing emissions from existing sources of pollutants in 
and near the Planning Area. Rather, it focuses on the incremental increase in pollutant 
concentrations and associated impacts (including adverse health impacts) that could occur if 
existing operations were to change as a result of the Specific Plan. 
 
The proposed Specific Plan generally focuses on redeveloping nonresidential uses and adding 
new residential development in the Planning Area. As shown in Table 3-2 and Table 3-3 of the 
Project Description, full buildout of the proposed Specific Plan would increase the amount of 
residential and non-residential building space in the Planning Area, with most of potential non-
residential building space coming from 800,000 square feet of neo-industrial (light industrial and 
research and development) space.viii However, policies in the General Plan (see Section 4.3.2) 
would reduce residential exposure to air pollution (e.g., EJ-1.1, EJ-2.1, EJ-2.2).  
 
Furthermore, potential TAC emissions from trucking activities would be limited by characteristics 
of the Specific Plan. The Specific Plan prohibits trucking and freight-related land uses in all land 
use districts within the Planning Area. The Specific Plan may allow last-mile delivery hubs, but 
requires that trucks must have no more than three axles, and recommends that the last mile 
delivery hubs are limited to electric and bicycle deliveries. The Specific Plan describes the neo-
industrial area as including mixed-use, multi-story non-residential uses, and limits the number of 
truck loading bays per building to four. The Specific Plan states its objective to have a campus-
like design, and to emphasize pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure in the neo-industrial zone, 
which is supported by its Building Form Characteristics. 
 

 
viii  The proposed Specific Plan describes the neo-industrial zone as a nonresidential area that promotes a diverse mix of artisanal manufacturing, 

breweries, emerging technology jobs, and locally serving businesses (see page 30), and that in the neo-industrial zone, medium to large commercial 
buildings accommodate a range of neo-industrial, retail, and office uses such as research & development, flex uses, and vertically integrated 
manufacturing and retail spaces (see page 42). The design standard for the neo-industrial zone recommended in the Specific Plan states that no 
more than four truck loading bays per building shall be allowed (see Chapter 4).  
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Additionally, the proposed Specific Plan includes gGrowth in the form of mixed-use development 
These forms of development generally does not include major sources of operational criteria air 
pollutant emissions (e.g., stationary sources associated with industrial developments) due to land-
use conflicts with residential dwelling units on top of / in the immediate proximity of the non-
residential land uses associated with the mixed-use development. The Specific Plan would also 
increase residential growth that is not in a mixed-use zone (e.g., townhomes in a Town Residential 
zone). These residences do not directly neighbor the Specific Plan’s neo-industrial zone, creating 
distance for potential pollutants to disperse. This impact would be less than significant.  
 
Draft EIR Section 4.17 – Transportation 
 
Page 4.17-26 is revised as shown below in response to comments submitted by the California 
PUC and Caltrans. 
 
Mitigation Measures 
 
TRAN-2: Future development proposals within the Planning Area forecast to generate more 

than 50 peak hour trips within the Planning Area shall prepare a traffic study that 
evaluates and addresses any deficiencies related to the following items, including 
potential cumulative impacts and, if necessary, additional mitigation: 

 
• The need for installation of a traffic signal or turning restrictions at 

unsignalized access points. 
• Left turn lane storage lengths. 
• Potential impacts of increased pedestrian and vehicle activity, including 

vehicle queuing,  on the following Union Pacific Railroad Crossings: 
o The intersection of Rosecrans Avenue and Paramount Boulevard 
o Rosecrans Avenue between Paramount Boulevard and Garfield 

Avenue 
o Somerset Boulevard between Paramount Boulevard and Garfield 

Avenue 
• Any additional site access or safety concerns deemed necessary by the City 

of Paramount Director of Public Works. 
 

Future development proposals within the Planning Area forecast to generate more 
than 50 peak hour trips at the following freeway ramps shall prepare a queuing 
analysis for each ramp in accordance with guidance from the California 
Department of Transportation Local Development Review Safety Review 
Practitioner’s Guide (February 2024, or current equivalent): I-710 at Rosecrans 
Avenue interchange, I-710 at Alondra Boulevard interchange, I-105 at Garfield 
Avenue interchange, and I-105 at Paramount Boulevard interchange. 
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4.0 PUBLIC CIRCULATION 

 
Availability and Distribution 
 
A Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Draft EIR (DEIR) was distributed on January 6, 2025 to 
government agencies, neighboring cities, and non-governmental interested parties on the 
standard notification list maintained by the City of Paramount Planning Department. The NOP 
was circulated for a 30-day public review period from January 7, 2025 to February 6, 2025. The 
NOP was electronically filed with the State Clearinghouse, was posted to the Los Angeles 
County Clerk-Recorder’s Office, and was available on the City’s website during the entire NOP 
public review period. A Scoping Meeting was held at the City on January 16, 2025 for public 
agencies and members of the public to ask questions about the EIR and provide input as to 
important issues that should be addressed in the EIR. 
 
A Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Draft EIR was posted to the Los Angeles County Clerk-
Recorder’s Office and published in the Paramount Journal on October 28, 2025. The NOA was 
also sent to the same agencies and other entities that received the NOP. The NOA was 
circulated for a 47-day public agency and public review and comment period commencing on 
October 30, 2025 and ending on December 16, 2025. A Notice of Completion (NOC) was also 
submitted electronically to the State Clearinghouse along with the NOA for distribution to State 
agencies. The NOA and DEIR materials were also made available on the City’s website during 
the entire DEIR review period.  
 
Notification was also submitted to local Native American Tribal Governments in accordance with 
CEQA statutes and guidelines, as well as Assembly Bill (AB) 52 and Senate Bill (SB) 18. 
Provided below is the list of entities that received the NOP, NOA, and the DEIR. Following this 
list are the City’s distribution/ consultation list, the NOP, the NOA, the State Clearinghouse 
NOC, the Paramount Journal NOA posting, and the record of tribal consultation. 
 
NOP, NOA, and DEIR Recipients 
 
State of California (through LCI) 
 
State Clearinghouse  
Department of Transportation District 7 
Department of Housing and Community Development 
Native American Heritage Commission 
Department of Toxic Substances Control 
Department of Fish and Wildlife, South Coast Region 5 
Office of Historic Preservation 
Regional Water Quality Control Board #4 
San Gabriel and Lower L.A. Rivers and Mountains Conservancy 
Department of Water Resources 
 
Los Angeles County 
 
Los Angeles County Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk – Norwalk 
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works 
County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning 
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Los Angeles County Fire Protection District 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 
Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts 
Los Angeles County Department of Public Health 
 
Regional 
 
Central Basin Municipal Water District Division I 
Southern California Association of Governments 
Gateway Cities Council of Governments 
South Coast Air Quality Management District 
 
Local Cities 
 
City of Downey Community Development Department 
City of Long Beach Development Services  Department 
City of Compton Community Development Department  
City of Lynwood Community Development Department 
City of Bellflower Planning and Building Services Department 
City of South Gate Community Development Department Department 
 
Transportation 
 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) 
 
Education 
 
Paramount Unified School District 
 
Utilities/Services 
 
Southern California Edison Company 
Southern California Gas Company 
 
Organizations/Private Entities 
 
Fair Housing Foundation 
Kingdom Causes Bellflower 
Su Casa 
Paramount Care Foundation 
 
Native American Tribes 
 
Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians  
Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians 
Gabrielino Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation 
Gabrielino/Tongva Nation 
Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe 
Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians 
Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council  
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City Distribution/Consultation List 
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Notice of Preparation 
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