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III.  Revisions, Clarifications, and 

Corrections to the Draft EIR 

 

This section of the Final EIR provides revisions, clarifications, and corrections to the 

Draft EIR that have been made to revise, clarify, or correct the environmental impact analysis 

for the 130 College Project (Project) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15132(a).  For 

the reasons set forth in Section III.B, below, the revisions, clarifications, and corrections 

described in this section do not result in any “new significant information” or any new or 

increased significant environmental impacts associated with the Project pursuant to CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15088.5, and merely clarify, amplify, or refine information in the Draft EIR. 

This section is divided into two parts:  Section III.A, Revisions and Corrections to Draft 

EIR Sections and Appendices and Section III.B, Effect of Revisions and Corrections. 

A.  Revisions and Corrections to Draft EIR Sections 
and Appendices 

Additional changes have been made to the Draft EIR as a result of public and agency 

comments received in response to the Draft EIR and/or new information that has become 

available since publication of the Draft EIR.  Deletions are shown in strikethrough text and 

additions are shown in underlined text.  Such changes are presented by EIR section. 

II.  Project Description 

Section II, Project Description, page II-17, revise first paragraph at top of page as 

follows: 

The soil to be excavated from the Project Site would include 

approximately 350 cubic yards of hazardous soil, with the balance of the soil 

consisting of non-hazardous soil.  The excavated soil would be transported to 

La Paz, Arizona, while the non-hazardous soil would be transported to Maitri 

Road Recycling in Corona.  During construction, haul trucks would exit the 

Project Site onto West College Street heading west, turn left (south) onto North 

Alameda Street, turn left (east) onto Commercial Street, and merge onto 

US-101 south.  Trucks arriving at the Project Site would exist US-101 
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northbound at North Alameda Street, turn right (north) onto North Alameda 

Street, turn right (east) onto College Street, and continue to the Project Site.  

Trucks would not enter the Project Site from, or travel along, Bruno Street. 

IV.D  Geology and Soils 

In Section IV.D, Geology and Soils, the pages were incorrectly numbered IV.F-1 

through IV.F-13.  The following correction to the first page of the section is hereby applied to 

all pages in the section: 

IV.FD-1 

IV.H  Noise 

Section IV.H, Noise, page IV.H-56, revise the first sentence of the first full paragraph 

as follows: 

Mitigation measures considered to reduce vibration impacts from on-site 

construction equipment and off-site construction trucks with respect to human 

annoyance included the installation of a wave barrier. 

Section IV.H, Noise, page IV.H-60, revise the paragraph discussing Related Project 

No. 21 as follows: 

• Related Project No. 21 (Los Angeles Aerial Rapid Transit, LA ART) 
is located along Alameda Street, adjacent to the Project Site to the 
west.  The nearest noise sensitive receptor to Related Project No. 
21 and the Project is the proposed mixed-use as represented by 
receptor location R3 and the multi-family residential use at receptor 
location R4.  As analyzed above in Subsection 3.d.(1) (see  
Table IV.H-11 on page IV.H-34), the estimated Project-related 
construction noise levels at receptor location R3 would exceed the 
significance threshold by up to 11.6 dBA.  The estimated 
construction noise level due to Related Project No. 21 at receptor 
locations R3 and R4 would be 80.5 dBA and 72.4 dBA, respectively, 
which would also exceed the significance threshold at both receptor 
locations R3 and R4.53  Moreover, although the Project-level 
construction noise from the Project would be less than significant at 
receptor location R4, Project noise would increase the noise level at 
receptor location R4 over what would be created by Related Project 
No. 21.  Since Related Project No. 21 (including the LA ART stations) 
is located adjacent to receptor locations R3 and R4, there is a 
potential for cumulative construction noise impacts to occur at 
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receptor locations R3 and R4 in the event Project construction 
occurs concurrently with the construction of Related Project No. 21.  
However, the cumulative noise impacts at receptor location R3 
would only occur if the mixed-use development at receptor location 
R3 is constructed and occupied during the construction of the Project 
and Related Project No. 21. 

Section IV.H, Noise, page IV.H-61, revise the first paragraph as follows: 

Construction-related noise levels from the related projects would be 

intermittent and temporary, and it is anticipated that, as with the Project, the 

related projects would comply with the construction hours and other relevant 

provisions set forth in the LAMC.  Noise associated with cumulative 

construction activities would be reduced to the degree reasonably and 

technically feasible through proposed mitigation measures for each individual 

related project and compliance with locally adopted and enforced noise 

ordinances.  Based on the above, there would be potential cumulative noise 

impacts at receptor location R2 which represents the nearby sensitive uses 

located in proximity to the Project Site and Related Project No. 5  (receptor 

location R2) and receptor locations R3 and R4 which represent the nearby 

sensitive uses located in proximity to the Project Site and Related Project No. 

21 (receptor locations R3 and R4), in the event of concurrent construction 

activities.  As such, cumulative noise impacts from on-site construction 

would be significant at receptor locations R2, R3, and R4.  However, the 

cumulative construction noise impacts would only occur if the mixed-use 

development at receptor location R3 is constructed and occupied during 

the construction of the Project and the Related Project Nos. 5 and 21 

because the line of sight to receptor location R2 would be eliminated. 

IV.I  Transportation 

Section IV.I, Transportation, page IV.I-45, revise the first sentence of the last full 

paragraph as follows: 

Based on the VMT Calculator results, as summarized above and in 

Table IV.I-3 on page IV.I-39, 8, VMT Analysis Summary in the Transportation 

Assessment included as Appendix I of the Draft EIR, the Project’s office uses 

would result in a work VMT per capita of 8.1, which would exceed the 7.6 work 

VMT per employee thresholds. 
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V.  Alternatives 

Section V, Alternatives, page V-11, revise the significance conclusion for Greenhouse 

Gas Emissions under Alternative 3 as follows: 

Greater Less 

Section V, Alternatives, page V-48, revise the last sentence of the first partial 

paragraph as follows: 

Thus, impacts related to GHG emissions under Alternative 3 would be less-

than-significant and greater less than the less-than-significant impacts of 

the Project. 

B.  Effect of Revisions and Corrections 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 requires that an EIR which has been made 

available for public review, but not yet certified, be recirculated whenever significant new 

information has been added to the EIR.  The entire document need not be circulated if 

revisions are limited to specific portions of the document. 

The relevant portions of CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 read as follows: 

(a) A lead agency is required to recirculate an EIR when significant new 

information is added to the EIR after public notice is given of the availability 

of the draft EIR for public review under Section 15087 but before 

certification. As used in this section, the term “information” can include 

changes in the project or environmental setting as well as additional data 

or other information. New information added to an EIR is not “significant” 

unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful 

opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect 

of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including 

a feasible project alternative) that the project’s proponents have declined 

to implement. “Significant new information” requiring recirculation include, 

for example, a disclosure showing that: 

(1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or 

from a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented. 

(2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would 

result unless mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact 

to a level of insignificance. 
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(3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably 

different from others previously analyzed would clearly lessen the 

environmental impacts of the project, but the project’s proponents 

decline to adopt it. 

(4) The draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and 

conclusory in nature that meaningful public review and comment were 

precluded. (Mountain Lion Coalition v. Fish and Game Com. (1989) 214 

Cal.App.3d 1043)  

(b) Recirculation is not required where the new information added to the EIR 

merely clarifies or amplifies or makes insignificant modifications in an 

adequate EIR. 

The information contained in this section of the Final EIR clarifies, amplifies, or refines 

information in the Draft EIR but does not make any changes that would meet the definition 

of “significant new information” as defined above.  Specifically, these revisions correct page 

numbering errors and a table reference, correct typographical errors, and clarify the location 

of, and provide further explanation for previously disclosed cumulative noise impacts.  No 

new information has been added to the EIR.  These corrections do not change the Draft EIR 

in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a new or 

substantially increased significant environmental effect of the Project or disclose a feasible 

alternative or mitigation measure the Applicant has declined to adopt.  The revisions to the 

Draft EIR clarify, amplify, or refine the information in the Draft EIR.  Thus, none of the 

conditions in CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 are met and recirculation of the Draft EIR is 

not required. 

 




