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Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).

The District proposes to demolish Building 700/3000 and adjacent portable classrooms at Millikan High School and construct a new
Aquatic Center within the existing developed campus footprint.
The new facility would include:

» A Myrtha modular competition pool (approximately 51.5 meters x 22.9 meters) with a movable bulkhead;

* Inclusive locker rooms, boys’ and girls’ locker rooms, showers, and offices;

+ Spectator bleachers with capacity for approximately 500 people;

* A snack bar/ticket booth, scoreboard, and shade structures;

* Sports LED lighting, integrated sound system, and security enhancements;

+ Support buildings for the pool;

+ Associated site improvements, including but not limited to perimeter walls, circulation, landscaping, and stormwater management features
compliant with City of Long Beach Low Impact Development (LID) standards.

The Aquatic Center would support physical education classes, competitive swim and water polo programs, Special Olympics, and community
swim activities. Construction is anticipated to occur over approximately 18 to 24 months, beginning with demolition and grading and followed by
facility construction and site improvements.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.

The Proposed Project would result in Significant and Unavoidable effects to Cultural Resources. Although the Draft EIR identifies Mitigation
Measures which are intended to document the historical resource and reduce the severity of the impact to the extent feasible, demolition of the
building would constitute a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource. As a result this impact would remain significant
and unavoidable. Mitigation Measures for Cultural Resources are as follows:

CUL-1A: Historic American Buildings Survey-Like Documentation
CUL-1B: Salvage and Use of Salvaged Materials

CUL-1C: Interpretive Exhibit

CUL-2: Halt Work Upon Discovery of Subsurface Archaeological Features

The Proposed Project would result in Potentially Significant effects to Tribal Cultural Resources. However, implementation of the following

mitigation measures was determined in the EIR to reduce project effects:

TCR-1: Retain a Native American Monitor Prior to Commencement of Ground-Disturbing Activities
TCR-2: Unanticipated Discovery of Tribal Cultural Resource Objects (Non-Funerary/Non-Ceremonial)
TCR-3: Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains and Associated Funerary or Ceremonial Objects
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continued

If applicable, describe any of the project's areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

During the NOP scoping period, the District received written comments from the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and the California
Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC). These comments informed the scope and focus of the environmental analysis presented in this
EIR. No comments were received opposing the Proposed Project, and no substantial disagreement was identified regarding the overall purpose or
need for the Proposed Project.

The primary issues raised during scoping relate to cultural resources and tribal cultural resources (TCRs), as reflected in the NAHC’s comment
letter. The NAHC emphasized the importance of compliance with applicable provisions of CEQA related to cultural resources and TCRs, including
consultation requirements pursuant to Assembly Bill 52, protection of confidential information, and implementation of appropriate procedures in the
event of inadvertent discoveries during ground-disturbing activities. These issues are addressed in this EIR consistent with PRC §§ 21074,
21084.1, and 21084.3, and applicable CEQA Guidelines.

DTSC’s comments focused on regulatory considerations applicable to school construction projects, including demolition practices and soil
management procedures. The project site is an existing developed school campus, the proposed demolition and construction activities constitute
standard school operations, and the site is not listed on the Cortese List pursuant to Government Code § 65962.5 nor identified as a site of known
hazardous materials release. Accordingly, hazardous materials did not emerge as an area of controversy during scoping and are not evaluated as
a separate impact topic in this EIR. DTSC’s comments are addressed through acknowledgment of applicable regulatory compliance pathways
rather than expanded environmental analysis.

No other issues or areas of controversy were identified during the NOP scoping period.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

No responsible or trustee agencies are included within this project.






