
PROJECT COST: 

 

.1i.aINUTE ITEM 
This Calendar4tern, 
Ins approved as Minute ,iteir 

by the State Lands 
Commission by a v tp:of_jL_ 

ai 4. 	CALENDAR ITEM 
meeting. 

26, 

PROPOSED;ExPENDITUE OF 'TIDELAN• OIL REVENUE 
FOR SUBSibENCE ROEDIAL WORK 

CITY OIL'' LONG BEACti' 

7/77 
M 16508 

WMT 

EUBBIPENCE 

SUBSIDENCE 

REMEDIAL PROJCT: 
75 Acre qown Lot Development, Storm Drain 
(Seaside Boulevard). 

ELEMENTS: 
A. CitY's Analysi; -̀Px6Pose4 ,ttOrm din• 

is a subsidence replace--
zrient 	a Town Let—Utility 
40 :0Petit.fed in the 1960 
State/C :ty A4redrile# 'on 
SUbSiidente .costs. 's  
Muth adtuai replacement 
COSt indUrred'are Sub-
,sidenteceSt4Subjett 
to a deprediatiOn credit 
to the State amounting to 
,2',percentt o'f' 	actual 

coasts 

175400, (2nd Phase) 
for storm drain. 

SUbsidence Cost: ”.54.;06(? C880. 

100% of subsidence costs , born,.! by the State as 
an increMental cost because th6 city will have 
received maximum revenue pOSUant to the pro-
visienS of c4. :138/044 

$TATUTOR AUTHO•ITY: 
A. Oitys•s Referencet Chapter 138/64, 1st 

B. Staff Determinat4onl Agreement. 

COMPLIANCE WITH cg,QA 1970, AS AMENpED:, 
The City issued a Negative Meclaratien for the 
75 Acre Town,  Lbt Develepment projedt on July 26, 1976.,, 

859 

B. Staff Analysis: Agreement With 0.ty's 
anakysiT. 

A. City's ,EStimate; “75,00b 2nd phase) for 
Storm drain. 

Subsidence CoSt: $154,000 (84). 

A 520  57k, 58 

27f 3/ 

B 	Staff's Estimate: 

FISCAL IMPACT: 



CALENDAR ITEM, NO. 26.  (CONTD),  

OTTER PERTINENT INFORMATION: 
of the Seaside .Boulevard' storM drain 

wo-rit are described in letters from 'the 'City 
datea dune 21r 1917 and JUne 29, 1977, WhiCh 
.requeste• CoMmiSsion, prior approval of sub-
Sidence e 4enditures and were accompanied,  With 
a pet of 'detailed construction plans and 'an,  
itemized Cost estimate. 

On-September 	1976., the Commission considered 
$,200,060' in 'first phase costs for the overall 

Acre ToWn. Lot Development, (subsidence and' 

4imatAcl, 
nonSubsidence costs) with, sub,sidence costs 

.e  

Vicinity Map, 	B.. proposal Sketch: 
,6DOy, of Environmental Negative beclaratioll. 

TT ti4c.d*OrtpliikP, THE COMMISSION,: 

1. OtTOMINt THAI' -AN ENVIRONMENTAL OTACT REPORT HAS NOT BE* 
4:11EpAR,0 THIS PROJECT BUT THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
EASBEEN pREPAREDSY THE 'CITY OF LONG BEACH. ON JULY 261  1916. 

2‘ ,CERTIF± , THAT txt.commitsIoN HAsHRgV;wElo AND coNplbpRko THE 
INFORMATION 

THAT, 
	IN THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION, 

3. ;DETERMINE; HAT THE PROJECT WILL NOT 'HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT 
ON THE ENVIRONMENT, 

4, ptp.m. iii? THAT FIRST AND ,S£CbND, °PHASE SUBSIDENCE. COSTS FOR 
p#0,201),5T(04'Dwo sYstp4fU SEASIDE BOULEVARD SHALL 

BE THE ACTUAL COSTS INCURRED 'By' THE CITY OF LONG BEACH ,FOR 
suolimpRK 	ptAtE1 4 ,DEPRECIATION CREDIT IN THE AMOUNT

I? 	ACTUAL COSTS,,' THIS 'DETERMINATION IS APPLICABLE 
TO FIRSTPHASE GOStIB px40m0,71,AFTOSOTEMBER 30, 1976•, AS 
HERETOFORE ,APPROVED BY THE tCOMMISSION,, AND To SECOND PHASE  
COSTS EXPENDED .AFTER JULY 26.0  1977 TO TERMINATION OF THE, WORK 
SUBJECT TO THE CONDITIONS THAT THE AMOUNTS,, DEDUCTIBLE UNDER, 
SECTION 4(d) of tHAPTEil,  13P/1464 1ST. E.S.,, WILL BE DETERMINED 
,BY.,T,ccOmTssxpapPow Ail ENGINEERING REVIEW AND 'FINAL AUDIT 
SUBSEQUENT T9 THE TIMEto.„ WORK UNDER ANY OF THESE 
ITEMS IS' COMPLETED AND .THA T, THE WORK CONFORM IN sw\itrAli 
DETAILS TO TRIE: PLANS 	)WKpRoulqo MATERIAL HERETOFORE 
SUBMITTED TO THE'COMMISSION. 

AEr`F'HORIzE..THE 	APPROPRIATE WRITTEN INSTRUMENTS 
REFLECTING THE COMMISSION'S APPROVAL. 


