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City of Ontario
Planning Department
303 East “B” Street
Ontario, California

o . ' . Phone: (909) 395-2036
California Environmental Quality Act Fax: (909) 395-2420

Notice of Preparation

TO: Property Owners, Responsible Agencies & Interested Parties
FROM: City of Ontario, 303 East “B” Street, Ontario, CA 91764

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City of Ontario will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an environmental
impact report for the project identified below. We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and
content of the environmental information which is germane to your agency's statutory responsibilities in connection
with the proposed project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when considering your
permit or other approval for the project.

The Project description, location and the probable environmental effects are contained in the attached materials. A
copy of the Initial Study [X] is, [ ] is not, attached.

The proposed project [X] is, [ ] is not, considered a project of statewide, regional or area-wide significance. The
proposed project [X] will, [] will not, affect highways or other facilities under the jurisdiction of the State
Department of Transportation. A scoping meeting X will, [] will not, be held by the lead agency. The scoping
meeting will be held on Wednesday, July 28, 2004 at 6:30 PM at:

Ontario Police Department Community Room
2500 South Archibald Avenue
Ontario, CA 91761

Your response must be sent at the earliest possible date, but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice. Please
send your response to Richard C. Ayala at the address shown above. We will need the name for a contact person in

your agency.
Project Title/File No.: West Haven Specific Plan (PSP03-006)

Project Location: The West Haven Specific Plan is identified as 80 acres of Sub-area 6 and 187 acres of Sub-area
12 in the northeast quadrant of the City of Ontario’s 8,200-acre New Model Colony (NMC), in the City of Ontario,
San Bernardino County. The project site is surrounded by residences to the west and north and agricultural and dairy
farms to the south and east. Riverside Drive is located at the northern project boundary; Haven Avenue to the east;
Turner Avenue to the west; and SCE Corridor to the south of the project site.

Project Description: The West Haven Specific Plan Project includes the development of a 267-acre master
planned community encompassing 80 acres of Sub-area 6 and 187 acres of Sub-area 12 of the NMC. The project
will include the following land use designations: Residential Low Density, Neighborhood Commercial, Concept
Elementary School, and Concept Park. The project proposes 753 single-family detached units, 8.0 acres of
commercial development, green belt trail, 10-acre elementary school, and 5-acre park. The project also includes the
extension of Chino Drive and Turner Avenue and the widening of Haven Avenue. The proposed project is subject
to discretionary actions by the City of Ontario. The proposed project would require a Specific Plan approval,
Development Agreement approval, and approval of Tract Map and Site Plan. Additional project details are provided
in the attached Initial Study.

Project Sponsor:

JMS Turner LLC Centex Homes, South Coast Division Stratham Homes Inc
P.O. Box 10757 7555 Irvine Center Drive, Suite 100 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 300
Costa mesa, CA 92672 Irvine, CA 92618 Irvine, CA 92612 -

CITY/RVPUB/2003/546234 : FORM “G”



Consulting firm retained to prepare draft EIR: URS Corporation, 10723 Bell Court, Rancho Cucamonga, CA
91730; Contact: Jeff Rice

. /MM W for Richard Ayala, Senior Planner July 16, 2004

VRS Corpoiat esv
Signature Title Date

CITY/RVPUB/2003/546234 FORM “G”



Initial Study and CEQA Checklist

1. Project Title:
West Haven Specific Plan (PSP03-006)
2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

City of Ontario Planning Department
303 East "B" Street

Ontario, CA 91764

(909) 395-2036

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:

Richard C. Ayala, Senior Planner
(909) 395-2421

4. Project Location:

The West Haven Specific Plan is identified as 80 acres of Sub-area 6 and 187 acres of Sub-area 12 in
the northeast quadrant of the City of Ontario’s 8,200-acre New Model Colony (NMC), in the City of
Ontario, San Bernardino County. Figure 1 shows the regional location of the proposed project area.
The site is located north of Edison Avenue, south of Riverside Drive, east of Turner Avenue, and
west of Haven Avenue. Figure 2 shows the local vicinity of the project site. Access to the project
site is currently available from Haven Avenue. Chino Avenue provides secondary access on the west
and Riverside Drive provides local access on the north. Interstate 15 (I-15) and State Route 60 (SR-
60) provide regional access to the site.

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

JMS Turner LLC Centex Homes, South Coast Division Stratham Homes Inc
P.O. Box 10757 7555 Irvine Center Drive, Suite 100 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 300
Costa mesa, CA 92672 Irvine, CA 92618 Irvine, CA 92612

6. General Plan Designation: Residential — Low Density, 4.6 DU/Gross Acreage; Commercial-
Neighborhood Center

7. Zoning: Specific Plan (Specific Plan — AG Preserve)

8. Description of Project:

The West Haven Specific Plan Project includes the development of a 267-acre master planned
community encompassing 80 acres of Sub-area 6 and 187 acres of Sub-area 12 of the NMC (refer to
Figure 3). The project would include the following land use designations: Residential Low Density,
Neighborhood Commercial, Concept Elementary School, and Concept Park. The project includes

City of Ontario 1 July 2004

NOP for West Haven Specific Plan
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753 single-family detached units, 8.0 acres of commercial development, green belt trail, 10-acre
elementary school and 5-acre park. Refer to the table below for a summary of the proposed land

uses:

Land Use Summary

Land Use Acres*™* Percent of Total Acres
Residential**- 753 units 135.6 68.1%
Backbone Streets Right of Way 13.0 6.5%
Additional Area for Neighborhood 3.0 1.5%
Edge
Existing Easements Within West 203 10.2%
Haven Boundary Minus Paseo
Areas
30 Foot Paseos / Pocket Park 44 2.2%
Within West Haven Boundary*

Parks 5.0 2.5%

School 10 5.0

Neighborhood Center 8.0 4.0
Totals 199.3 100%

*Note: An additional 3.2 acres of Paseo Area is to be developed as a part of this project, within the adjacent SCE

easement/property, but outside of the project boundary.
**Note: Excludes 0.6 acre in pocket parks from Planning Area 9
***Note: Acres = Acreage to street centerline, minus easements, greenbelts and pocket parks.

The project also includes the extension of Chino Drive and Tumer Avenue and the widening of
Haven Avenue. Refer to Figure 3 for the location of neighborhood, major, and secondary entry
access to the project site.

The proposed project is subject to discretionary actions by the City of Ontario. The proposed project
would require a Specific Plan approval, Development Agreement approval, and approval of Tract
Map and Site Plan.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting
The existing project area is primarily agricultural dairy use that is transitioning to urban use. The site
is relatively flat. Several Southern California Edison (SCE) easements (approximately 20.3 acres)
are located within the West Haven Boundary. The project site is surrounded by residences to the
west and north and agricultural and dairy farms to the south and east. Riverside Drive is located at
the northern project boundary; Haven Avenue to the east; Turner Avenue to the west; and SCE
Corridor to the south of the project site.

10. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required:
Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board — National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Permit
South Coast Air Quality Management District
San Bernardino County Flood Control District
Inland Empire Utilities Agency

City of Ontario 2 July 2004
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by the project and involve at
least one impact that is a “potentially significant impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following

pages.

[:| Aesthetics & Agricultural Resources & Air Quality
D Biological Resources & Cultural Resources & Geology/Soils
& Hazards and Hazardous Materials D Hydrology/Water Quality [:] Land Use/Planning
D Mineral Resources & Noise D Population/Housing
& Public Services @ Recreation & Transportation/Traffic
g Utilities/Service Systems @ Mandatory Findings of

Significance

Environmental Determination
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the emvironment, and a I:]
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 to the project have been made by or agreed to by the I:]
applicant. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

I find that the proposed project COULD have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant
unless mitigated” 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 D
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
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable |—_—|
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the project, nothing further is required.

Mﬂ/t/t W URS C@rpcm«*’@ﬂ % Jb, S004

Richard C. Ayala, Senior Planner Date

City of Ontario ’ July 2004
NOP for West Haven Specific Plan 7



Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

2)

AESTHETICS. Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

b)

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

©)

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings?

d)

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

O o
00 0Q
XX | OO

00| XX

Discussion:

The project site is located within an area that is relatively flat. The area is a combination of
agricultural, dairy, fallow, and vacant land, bordered on the north and west by residential
development. Agricultural land and dairy farms are located to the east and south of the project
site. The project would not affect off-site views of scenic vistas. There are no scenic vistas that
would be impacted by the construction of this project. No impacts would occur.

The project would not result in the removal of trees, destruction of rock outcroppings, or
degradation of any historic buildings within a state scenic highway. The project is not adjacent
to a state highway that is designated as “scenic.” No impacts would occur.

Visual impacts could occur with any new development. The character of the site is a
combination of vacant, fallow, and agricultural parcels. The proposed project involves the
development of residences, commercial, school, and park. These improvements are an extension
of the expanding urban area. While the proposed project would substantially change the
character of the site from an undeveloped parcel to a regional residential and commercial center,
the project would not be considered a significant “degradation” of the quality of the site and the
surrounding area. These impacts are considered less than significant.

This project involves. incremental growth of urban development typical of the regional area.
Light sources are minimal on the project site. The project would introduce new sources of light
and glare; however, the light generated is typical of urban development. This development
would not substantially affect views in this area either at night or daytime as the light generated
is typical of urban development. Typical development standards as required by the zoning
ordinance address the issue of light and glare. These impacts are considered less than

significant.

City of Ontario July 2004
NOP for West Haven Specific Plan 8




Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

II. AGRICULTURAL 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. Would the
project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, & I:l D
to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? g [:l D D

c) Involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion
of Farmland, to non-agricultural use? g D D D

Discussion:

a. According to the New Model Colony General Plan Amendment, there are prime agricultural soils
on the project site. Any new development proposed that would convert prime agricultural land to
non-agricultural land use or impair the agricultural productivity of prime land could be
considered a significant impact under Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. This issue would
require further evaluation in the EIR.

b. While there are no parcels within the Specific Plan under Williamson Act contract, there are
other parcels under contract located west and east of the site. Potentially-impacted farmlands
would be reviewed to determine if they are under Williamson Act contract. Limited
displacement of agricultural production would occur. The potential significance of the loss of
agricultural land would be evaluated in the EIR.

c. The project has the potential to result in the loss or conversion of Prime Farmland to non-
agricultural use resulting in potential significant individual and cumulative impacts. A detailed
evaluation of Farmland impacts would be provided in the EIR.

City of Ontario 9 July 2004

NOP for West Haven Specific Plan




Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
III.  AIR QUALITY: Where available, the significance
criteria Established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be relied
upon to make the following determinations. Would the
project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan? & D D D
b) Violate any air quality standards or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality & D D D
standard?
c) 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 g D D D
quality standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? & D D D
€) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number I:l D & D
of people?
Discussion:

The project site lies within the boundaries of the eastern portion of the South Coast Air Basin
(Basin), under the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD).
The AQMD, in coordination with the SCAG, has developed an Air Quality Management Plan for
the South Coast Air Basin (Basin). Project construction would result in short-term construction
impacts. Large grading equipment with the potential to produce significant quantities of
pollutants poses a significant short-term impact. Impacts are considered potentially significant.
A detailed evaluation of consistency with the local Air Quality Management Plan, local
ordinance and general plan would be provided in the EIR.

The proposed project could generate substantial emissions, which may violate air quality
standards. Emissions associated with project construction equipment exhaust, fugitive dust
emissions, energy consumption emissions and mobile source emissions could exceed thresholds
established by the AQMD. Impacts are considered potentially significant. A detailed evaluation
of air quality impacts would be provided in the EIR.

The Basin has been designated a non-attainment area for O;, CO, NO, and suspended
particulates. The project may increase the level of pollutants beyond the level of significance as
defined by AQMD. The project specific and cumulative air quality effects would be further
evaluated in the EIR.

Sensitive receptors include land uses, such as schools, residences, recreational facilities, and
other land uses that could contain young children, elderly persons, or people with existing
respiratory health problems. The proposed project could result in significant air emissions,

City of Ontario 10

July 2004
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which could expose sensitive receptors, if nearby, to substantial pollutants. This is considered
potentially significant, and an analysis of potential impacts to nearby sensitive receptors would
be included within the EIR.

The project involves the development of a 267-acre master planned community. The master
planned community includes the following land use designations: Residential Low Density,
Neighborhood Commercial, Concept Elementary School, and Concept Park. The Neighborhood
Commercial land use designation could include the development of a retail center; however,
retail centers are generally not considered to be a significant source of offensive odors. The
generation of odors is generally associated with certain types of industrial and agricultural
activities. The project would include the removal of dairy and agricultural uses currently at the
site, which are odor contributors. Removal of these land uses would eliminate odors in the
project area. This issue will be further evaluated in the Draft EIR.

Potentially Less Than Less Than No

Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation

Incorporated

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 D D & D
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service?

b)

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat
or other sensitive natural community identified in local

or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the l:' D D g
California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and
Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of he Clean Water

Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, r_—] D D &
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

d)

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with |

established native resident or migratory wildlife D D D g
corridors, or impede the use if native wildlife nursery
sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting D D D
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 I___l D I:I &

conservation plan?

City of Ontario July 2004
NOP for West Haven Specific Plan 1




Discussion:

a.

Biological surveys of the project site were conducted in 2002 and 2003 by Larry Munsey
International to determine the presence or absence of the Delhi Sands flower-loving fly or DSF
(Rhaphiomidas terminatus abdominalis). The project site consists of vacant land, operational
dairy farm, several detention basins, and fallow field. Vegetation onsite consists of a few species
of ruderal (weedy) non-native grasses and forbs (herbs other than grass) that are good colonizers
of disturbed areas. Among these are ripgut brome, Bermuda grass (Cynodon dactylon), crabgrass
(Digitaria sanguinalis), Russian thistle, short-podded mustard, red-stemmed filaree (Erodium
cicatarium), and cheese weed. Most of these inivasive species are known to be deleterious to the
suitability of habitat for the DSF. None of the three plant species (telegraph weed, croton, and
California buckwheat) commonly considered indicative of habitat suitable for the DSF is present
on the site. Plant diversity on the site is considered to be very low. All of the species detected on
the site are considered non-native. No DSF or DSF signs (i.e., discarded pupal cases) were
observed on the survey sites during the two surveys.

Birds observed or heard on or above the survey sites included the cattle egret (Bubulus ibis),
turkey vulture (Cathartes aura), killdeer (Charadrius vociferous), rock dove (Columbia livia),
mourning dove (Senaida macroura), American crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos), northern
mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos), European starling (Sturnis vulgaris), and a few species of
songbirds. Other veterbrates detected were the western fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentaliz),
side-blotched lizard (Uta standsburiana), pocket gopher (Thomomys bottae), cottontail
(Sylvilagus audubonii), California ground squirrel (Spermophilus beecheyi), black-tailed
jackrabbit (Lepus californicus), heteromyid rodents (burrows, tracks, and tail drags).

Based on the survey, it was concluded that the surveys sites were not occupied by the DSF nor
that any suitable habitat is present onsite. The project does not have the potential to impact 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 Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service

There are no riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified within the project
site. No impacts are anticipated.

The project crosses no stream, either perennial or intermittent, based on the United States
Geological Survey topographic sheet for the area. No wetlands or other waters of the United
States have been observed onsite. In addition, there are no typical flora or fauna associated with
wetlands on the site. No significant impacts are expected to occur.

The project site is not used as a wildlife corridor; therefore, the project does not have the
potential to interfere with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of wildlife nursery
sites. No significant impacts are anticipated.

There are no known local -plans or policies protecting biological resources within the project
area; therefore, no impacts are anticipated.

The proposed project site is not located within a known approved habitat conservation planning
area; therefore, no impacts are anticipated.
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation :
Incorporated

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in Section 15064.5?

L]

b)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
an archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?

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

d)  Disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?

OO (X0

X (O

X0 (OO

00 O |x

Discussion:

The following information has been summarized from the Cultural Resources Survey Report and
Paleonotolgical Review prepared for the West Haven Specific Plan Project prepared by Michael
Brandman Associates on March 29, 2004 and additional work research conducted by URS in
May 2004:

A cultural resources record search was conducted on January 8, 2004 at the American
Information Center (AIC) located at the San Bernardino County Museum. Field surveys were
conducted January, February, and June 2004. In addition, a historical resources background
information search was conducted at the County Assessor Annex Office and the San Bemardino
County Archives in February 2004. This work showed that of 14 structures and structure
complexes currently in the project area, none were built on-site prior to 1959. An aerial
photograph taken in 1959 confirmed that certain utilitarian structures were located on-site at that
time, but the reconnaissance surveys showed that these has been lost due to subsequent dairy
development. No impacts to historic resources are anticipated.

Intensive pedestrian surveys were conducted of the project site in January, February, and June
2004. The surveys consisted of the staff archaeologist walking 15-20 meter transects across the
accessible open areas. Three major areas within the Area of Potential Affect (APE) were
accessible for surveying. All other areas within the APE were inaccessible due to land use
constraints associated with dairy farming or tree and plant nurseries.

According to the cultural resources record search conducted for the project, previous surveys of
adjacent land identified the Juan Batista D’ Anza Trail paralleling portions of Riverside Drive on
the north end of the project area. The “Anza Trail” dates back to 1774, and marks the path
followed by Juan Batista D’Anza and his followers while on route to San Gabriel and Monterrey.
The “Anza Trail” may have cut across the property at one time; however, any traces of the trail
were destroyed long ago.

No significant prehistoric or historic resources were found during the intensive pedestrian survey
conducted within aforementioned areas of the West Haven Area of Projected Effect. While no
resources were found during this survey it is possible significant cultural resources are still
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present in the subsurface areas occupied by the large manure piles, diary farms and tree and plant
nurseries that were not surveyed. It is therefore recommended that future monitoring or surveys
be conducted in the event these current land uses area cleared away prior to future development.

The results of the paleontological review showed that the entire project area rests on surface
exposures of Quaternary younger fan deposits (Qyf) dating to the late Holocene Epoch. This
rock unit has low paleontological sensitivity. It is possible that older Pleistocene sedimentary
rock units will be encountered at a depth of 15 feet below the modern ground surface.
Paleontological resource monitoring is recommended if and only if excavations take place more
than 15 feet below the modern ground surface.

There is no evidence that the project site is located within an area likely to produce human
remains. However, there is potential, however slight, for inadvertent discovery of human
remains during earthmoving activities. “Human remains” includes both burials and cremations.
If human remains were discovered, further excavation or disturbance would be prohibited
pursuant to Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code. If Native American
remains are identified, Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code and Section 5097.98 of the
Public Resources Code provide specific measures for addressing the remains. No significant

impacts are anticipated.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impact

VI

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a)

Expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, or 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? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

[l

L]

L

X

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv. Landslides?

b)

Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or loss
of topsoil?

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

d)

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B
of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating
substantial risks to life or property?

X | O OQR|X[DQ
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O X 000
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€)

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of

septic tanks or alternative waste disposal systems where D [:l D &

sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

Discussion:

ai.

ail.

aiil.

alv.

Fault rupture is caused by the actual breakage of the ground surface overlying a fault as a result
of seismic activity. This can range in offsets from less than 1 inch up to 20 feet, depending on
the fault and earthquake magnitude. Under the Alquist-Priolo Act, The California State Geologist
identifies areas in the State that are at risk from surface fault rupture. The main purpose of the
Act is to prevent construction of buildings used for human occupancy where traces of active
faults are evident on the Earth’s surface. These zones are known as Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zones. Impacts resulting from fault rupture generally occur within the immediate vicinity
overlying the fault. The zones vary in width, but average about s-mile wide.

The proposed project site does not fall within an Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zone and is not
anticipated to be impacted directly by fault rupture. Although the project site is not within a
special Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zone, this does not preclude the local faults from serving as
a potential seismic hazard. Other potential seismic hazards are discussed below. No significant

impacts are anticipated to result directly from fault rupture. "

Numerous regional and local faults capable of producing severe earthquakes, those of magnitude
of 6.0 or greater, are located within San Bemnardino County. The Chino, Whittier, North
Elsinore, and the Cucamonga faults have the potential to generate the highest site accelerations.
Potential seismic hazards in the study area involve strong ground shaking, fault rupture,
liquefaction, and earthquake induced landslides.

Future structures proposed on the project site would be constructed in accordance with the
Uniform Building Code (seismic zone 4, which has the most stringent seismic construction
requirements in the United States), and would adhere to all modern earthquake standards,
including those relating to soil characteristics. This would ensure that all seismically related
hazards remain less than significant.

Liquefaction potential is a combination of soil type, groundwater depth, and seismic activity.
According to the New Model Colony General Plan Amendment, the liquefaction potential within
the project study area is undefined (Envicom Corporation, 1998). The EIR would address the
geologic conditions of the site and impacts resulting from the proposed project.

The project site is located on flat topography, therefore, a landslide from seismic activity would
not occur. No impacts are anticipated.
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b. The project site is covered by Eolian Sand which is wind-deposited sand having fine to medium

sized grains (Envicom Corporation, 1998). These predominantly sand deposits are moderately to
highly permeable and subject to erosion. Erosion potential is considered to be moderate to high.
The project would be subject to City ordinances and standards relative to soils and geology.
Standard compliance requirements include detailed site specific soil analysis prior to issuance of
building permits and adherence to applicable building codes in accordance with the Uniform
Building Code. Compliance with these standards would ensure that erosion impacts remain less
than significant.

Because the project site is relatively flat and would not require substantial earth modifications,
the soil would not become unstable as a result of the project. The project is not expected to
experience significant impacts associated with onsite or offsite landslides, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse.

The project is located in an area with expansive compressible clay and deposits (Envicom
Corporation, 1998). The EIR would address the geologic conditions of the site and impacts
resulting from the proposed project

The proposed project would be served by domestic sewer systems. It is not necessary to examine
the soil to determine whether it can support the use of septic tanks or other disposal systems. No
impacts would occur.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with

Less Than No

Significant
Impact

Impact

Mitigation
Incorporated

VIL

a)

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.
Would the project:

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or D D @ D

disposal of hazardous materials?

b)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous & D D [:I

materials into the environment?

)

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within D D
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

d)

Is the project located on a site which is included on a list
of hazardous materials 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?

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 use airport, would the project result in D D D &
a safety hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

)

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Mitigation
Incorporated

would the project result in safety hazard for people D [:] D &

residing or working in the project area?

g)

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an D D D
adopted emergency plan or emergency evacuation plan?

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 I:l [:I L___l
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Discussion:

The proposed project would not involve the transport or use of hazardous materials in any
quantity that has been identified by responsible agencies as having the potential to be a
significant environmental impact. The project includes a Neighborhood Center would which
could include a commercial center; however, it is not anticipated that the center would use large
quantities of acutely hazardous materials.

The project would generate household hazardous waste. The EIR would evaluate the proposed
project and discuss hazards to the public or the environment through the routine transportation,
use, or release of household hazardous waste. Impacts are considered less than significant.

Implementation of the proposed project would not involve the use, storage, or disposal of
explosive or hazardous substances that could result in an upset and accident condition. Some
minimally hazardous substances that are typically used in the construction and operation of a
retail commercial buildings may be used. In addition, the project would genérate household
hazardous wastes. The risk of accidental explosion or release of hazardous substances is very
unlikely. Former onsite and offsite land uses (e.g., manure storage, vechicle maintenance,
hazardous substances storage, and pesticide use) may have used and may currently use or handle
hazardous materials such as pesticides, waste oil, and diesel fuel. These potential impacts are
currently unknown and would be further evaluated in the EIR.

The nearest school is located at Grace Yokley Middle located 2947 South Tumer Avenue,
approximately 1/4 mile north from the project site. The proposed project is not anticipated to
emit sources of hazardous air toxins that could adversely affect students or staff at this school.
This impact is considered less than significant.

Hazardous materials use and hazardous waste generation in the project area are primarily
associated with fuels (gasoline, diesel fuel, heating oil) and pesticides from previous land uses.
However, the current status of this site is unknown and would be further evaluated in the EIR.

The proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan or within 2 miles of a public
use airport. The nearest airport is the Ontario International Airport, located approximately 2.5 to
3 miles north of the site and the Chino Airport located approximately 3.0 miles southwest of the
site. Therefore, the project would not have the potential to expose people to associated safety
hazards. Therefore, the project would not have an adverse impact on the environment.
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f. The project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, the project
would not have the potential to expose people to associated safety hazards. No impacts would

occur.

g. The proposed project would not impair implementation of or interfere with an emergency
response or evacuation plan. Additionally, streets used for emergency access are not anticipated

to be impacted during construction. No significant impacts would occur.

h. The project is not located adjacent to a wild land area. No impacts are anticipated.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

VIIl. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would

the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge

requirements? D D @ D
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
of 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)?

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?

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through 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?

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?
f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
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?

[

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

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

)

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? D D D

Discussion:

The proposed project would be implemented in accordance with all applicable water quality
standards and waste discharge requirements, which would ensure that the quality and quantity of
surface water flowing from the site would not be substantially affected. The project involves
residential and commercial development, which would not discharge any hazardous materials
into surface or subsurface water bodies. No significant impacts are anticipated.

Groundwater may be affected during construction if dewatering is necessary. The increased
impervious area associated with new project structures and paved areas may affect infiltration
and storm water runoff and therefore, groundwater levels. Hydrology studies would be prepared
as part of the EIR to determine potential groundwater impacts.

There are no streams or rivers on or directly adjacent to the project site. Grading, cut-and-fill,
excavation for the project could affect drainage patterns and flood protection levels. Hydrology
studies would be prepared as part of the EIR to determine potential impacts.

There are no streams or rivers on or adjacent to the project site. Grading, cut-and-fill, excavation
for the project could affect drainage patterns and flood protection levels._ The proposed project
would increase the amount of impermeable surfaces on the project site and thereby increase the
amount of stormwater runoff. Hydrology studies would be prepared as part of the EIR to
determine potential impacts.

The proposed project would substantially increase the amount of impermeable surfaces on the
project site by constructing new structures, parking lots and commercial pads. The proposed
project would contribute to increased sources of polluted runoff during wet weather conditions
from urban pollutants that are collected and transported to local drainage infrastructure,
including trash, debris, rubber, greases, oils and other vehicular fluids that leak on surface
parking areas. Water Quality studies would be prepared as part of the EIR to determine potential

impacts.

The proposed project would not otherwise substantially degrade water quality. The project
applicant would conform with all applicable water quality standards and waste discharge
requirements relative to construction activities and runoff. Water Quality studies would be
prepared as part of the EIR to determine potential impacts.

The project is not within a floodzone. A 100-year floodzone is located west of the project site
within the neighboring residential development (Environmental Systems Research Institute, Inc.,
2004). No impacts are anticipated.
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h. The project is not within a floodzone. A 100-year floodzone is located west of the project site
within the neighboring residential development. No impacts are anticipated.

i. The project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure if a levee or dam.

j. The project site is not located near any significantly sized enclosed body of water or coastal area
and is, therefore, not susceptible to a seiche or tsunami. The site is not located at the foot of any
significant topographical feature with the potential to be subject to a mudflow. No significant
impact is noted.

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

IX LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? D D @ I:l

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 D @ D D
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

¢)  Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan? I:I D I:I @

Discussion:

a,b. The project is the continuation of the existing development pattern that does not physically
divide the existing community. The City of Ontario regulates land use within its jurisdiction
through a General Plan and a Zoning Ordinance. The proposed project would require a Specific
Plan approval, Development Agreement approval, and approval of Tract Map and Site Plan.

c. The proposed project site is not located within a known adopted habitat conservation planning
area; therefore, no impacts are anticipated.
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X. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) 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?

L

L]

[

X

b) 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?

L]

L]

[l

X

Discussion:

a. The proposed project would not 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 because the project site is not located
in a mineral rich area nor does it involve any mining practices.

b. There are no known locally important mineral resources at the project site. The project would

have no effects on the availability of a mineral resource.

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
“ITXI.” “NOISE. Would the project resultim:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise level in
excess of standards established in the local general plan & D D I:I
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborme vibration or groundborne noise levels? @ D D I:l
) A substantial permanent increase in the ambient noise
’ levels in the project vicinity above levels existing & ,___' D D
without the project?
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing & D D D
without the project?
€) 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 D D I:I &
project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?
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f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, [:I [:] D ' @

would the project expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise levels?

Discussion:

a. Project construction activities would require the use of noise-generating construction equipment.
The proposed project would be located within a former agricultural area. The proposed project
may expose existing residents that are located adjacent to the site to significant noise during
construction. Additionally, the increase in vehicular trips to the site, and general onsite activity
could also expose nearby and future residents, and those along transportation routes to the site to
significant increases in noise levels. These impacts are considered potentially significant. The
EIR would contain an analysis of potential noise impacts resulting from the proposed project.

b. The proposed project would not be expected to result in exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or groundbomne noise levels. At this point, it is unknown if pile
driving, considered a source of groundborne noise, are proposed as part of the project. Standard
construction activities, such as grading, excavation, and site preparation are not expected to
generate significant vibration or groundborne noise. The EIR would contain an analysis of
potential noise impacts resulting from the proposed project.

¢. Noise levels within the project area and along transportation routes to the site may increase as a
result of the proposed project. While building code requirements and typical development
standards such as building setbacks, walls, landscaping and building insulation typically prevent
substantial increases in the ambient noise levels of adjoining areas, it is unclear whether
anticipated increases in noise levels would exceed noise thresholds. The EIR would contain an
analysis of potential noise impacts resulting from the proposed project.

d. Temporary noise impacts could occur from construction of the project. A project of this

magnitude would require extensive construction activities onsite for months at a time. Noise
levels generated during construction activity may affect the occupants of nearby residences. Any
locations within these residences with an uninterrupted line of sight to the construction noise
sources could be exposed to noise levels that exceed established noise standards. A detailed
noise study would be conducted to predict project-generated noise. The EIR would analyze and
discuss noise impacts and recommended mitigation measures to reduce noise impacts, where

feasible.

e. The proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan or within 2 miles of a public
use airport. Therefore, the project would not have the potential to expose people to excessive
noise levels. No impacts would occur.

f.  The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of the private airstrip. Therefore, the
project would not have the potential to expose people to excessive noise levels. No impacts
would occur.
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
; Impact with Impact
- Mitigation
Incorporated
XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project
a) Induce substantial growth in an area either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or D l___] & D
other infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing D D D g
elsewhere? .
J c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? D I.___l D @
Discussion:
- - a. The proposed project has the potential to induce growth since residential housing is proposed as

part of the project; however, this growth has been anticipated and is consistent with the General
Plan Amendment and approved Environmental Impact Report. New roads and standard
infrastructures would also be required to be developed to support the housing. This issue would
require further evaluation in the EIR.

b. The project does not propose the displacement of any existing housing. There are approximately
six residences associated with the farms that would be demolished. These property owners have
sold their land to the developers for development purposes. No impacts would occur.

-~ ¢ Referto Response XH(b). No impacts are anticipated.

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for
’ new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain
s acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any public services:
Fire protection? <
X< [ [ [
Police protection? IZ D D D
Schools?
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Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
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X L] L]

Parks? @ D D

OO -

Other public facilities? @ D I-_—,

Discussion:

Fire Protection

Fire protection services for the project area are provided through City of Ontario Fire
Department. Implementation of the propose project could increase demands on City fire
protection services. Impacts are potentially significant. This issue would be further evaluated in

the EIR.

Police Protection

Police protection would be provided by the City of Ontario upon project build out. Construction
and operation project could increase demands on the City Police Department. Impacts are
potentially significant. This issue would be further evaluated in the EIR.

Schools

The project would generate additional housing; therefore, school-age children would be
generated by the proposal. Impacts are potentially significant. This issue would be further

£23=2 )

evaluated in the EIR.

Parks

The project includes the creation of a new park. The demand for parks is generally associated
with the increase of housing or population into an area. The project would generate population
through the construction of new housing. The project has the potential to impact the quality or
quantity of existing recreational opportunities or create a substantial need for new parks of
recreational facilities. This issue would require further evaluation in the EIR.

QOther Public Facilities

The project has the potential to result in increased road wear from additional construction and
operation traffic. In addition, the project has the potential to increase demands on local library,
museumns, and other cultural opportunities. This issue would be further evaluated in the EIR.
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XIV. RECREATION.
a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational & [::I D I:]

facilities such that substantial physical deterioration the
facility would occur to be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of recreational @ , l:l D D
facilities which might have an adverse effect on the
environment?

Discussion:

a. The increase in use of recreational facilities is generally spurred by population growth in an area.
The project would increase population and would therefore have the potential to result in an
impact on the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities or create a substantial need
for new parks of recreational facilities. This issue would be further evaluated in the EIR.

b. The project includes the construction of a new park. The EIR would evaluate whether the
construction of the park has the potential to result in an adverse impact on the environment.

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:
a) Cause an increase in traffic, which is substantial in
relation to the existing system (i.e., result in a
substantial increase in either the number of vehicle trips, & [:I [:, D
the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?
b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the county congestion E’ I:] D D
management agency for designated roads?
c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either
an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that [:I I_—_-l |:| &
results in substantial safety risks?
d) Substantially increase hazards due to design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or & D D D
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
€) Result in inadequate emergency access? D [:] & D
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? D L___l @ D
| g Conflicts with adopted policies, plans, or programs
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, D D @ D
bicycle racks)?

Discussion:

The proposed project consists of residences, commercial center, school, and park. These types of
uses could generate significant vehicular trips to and from the project site, which could add
substantial traffic volumes to local and regional roadways. These types of effects could
significantly impact operating conditions along area roadway segments and at integral
intersections. Impacts are considered potentially significant and would be evaluated in the EIR.

Several cumulative projects are currently being developed or are planned' within the project area
that could contribute to cumulatively considerable traffic impacts. A detailed traffic study would
evaluate traffic impacts and would be included within the EIR.

Because of its low-rise height and location away from public airports or private airstrips, the
proposed project would not affect air traffic patterns. No impacts would occur.

Specific circulation patterns and roadways for the proposed development would incorporate all
applicable civil engineering and city fire department standards to ensure that hazardous design
features or inadequate emergency access to the site or other areas surrounding the site would be
avoided. However, additional turning movements associated with site ingress and egress could
increase traffic hazards. The EIR would include a detailed analysis of traffic impacts.

All projects are required to comply with access requirements of the City of Ontario Fire

Department, which includes an evaluation of adequate emergency access. No signiiicant impacts
are anticipated.

Parking is proposed throughout the project site. The project would comply with the Parking and
Loading Requirements specified within City’s Zoning Ordinance. No significant impacts are
anticipated.

The proposed project would be consistent with policies or programs supporting alternative
transportation. Impacts are considered less than significant.

City of Ontario July 2004
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
. Impact with Impact
/ Mitigation
Incorporated
XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the
project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? I__—l g [:I _ D
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 [:l @ D D
, significant environmental effects?
c) Require or result in the construction of new storm
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause L__l @ D D
significant environmental effects?
d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are I:I @ D D
new or expanded entitlements needed?
e) Result in determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that it
; has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected D & D D
demand in addition to the provider's existing
) commitments?
H Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste @ D L__I
disposal needs?
a g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
: regulations related to solid waste? [:l D & D
Discussion:
a. The project site is currently undeveloped; therefore, implementation of the proposed project
would significantly increase the generation of wastewater from the site. There are adopted
Infrastructure Master Plans for the development of the New Model Colony. All development
within the New Model Colony areas would be required to be in compliance with these plans.
b. Implementation of the proposed project would require new sewer and water service connections.
The proposed project would require large demands for treated water, and would generate
substantial wastewater flows from the site. It is currently unknown whether adequate water and
2 wastewater treatment capacity is currently available to accommodate the additional demands
from the proposed project. There are adopted Infrastructure Master Plans for the development of
the New Model Colony. All development within the New Model Colony areas would be
required to be in compliance with these plans.
c. Implementation of the proposed project would require the construction of new stormwater
drainage facilities. There are adopted Infrastructure Master Plans for the development of the
City of Ontari
ity of Ontario 27 July 2004
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New Model Colony. All development within the New Model Colony areas would be required to
be in compliance with these plans.

d. The City of Ontario Pubic Works Agency, Utilities Department would provide water service for
the proposed project. Implementation of the proposed project would require increased amounts
of potable water. It is currently unknown whether adequate water supplies are currently
available to accommodate the additional demands from the proposed project. These impacts are
potentially significant and would be further analyzed in the EIR.

e. The Inland Empire Utilities Agency would provide wastewater treatment services.
Implementation of the proposed project would generate substantial flows of additional
wastewater. It is currently unknown whether adequate wastewater treatment capacity is currently
available to handle flows from the proposed project. These impacts are potentially significant
and would be further analyzed in the EIR.

f. The El Sobrante Landfill serves the City and would likely be the landfill that receives solid waste
from the proposed project. The proposed project would generate substantial amounts of solid
waste that would be hauled to and disposed of at the El Sobrante Landfill. It is currently
unknown whether adequate landfill capacity is currently available to accommodate solid waste
disposal needs generated by the proposed project. These impacts are potentially significant and
would be further analyzed in the EIR.

g. The project would comply with all local, state, and federal requirements for integrated waste
management (e.g., recycling) and solid waste disposal. The proposed project would not generate
hazardous wastes or materials that require special handling. No special solid waste management
systems would be required. Impacts are considered less than significant.

City of Ontario July 2004
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
" Incorporated

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.,

a) Does the project have the potential to 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, & I:l D D
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?

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 & D I:I [:I
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

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

Discussion:

a. The proposed project could potentially result in significant impacts to cultural resources. These
issues are considered potentially significant and would be further evaluated in the EIR.

. b. The proposed project could result in cumulative impacts. When combined with other current,
past, or future projects in the area, the proposed project impacts could potentially be
cumulatively considerable. The EIR would evaluate the possibility of any potentially significant

cumulative impacts.

c. The proposed project could potentially result in environmental effects that have adverse impacts
on human beings, either directly or indirectly. Potential impacts associated with air quality,
noise, traffic, and hazards could affect human populations. These impacts would be further
addressed in the EIR.

City of Ontarlo July 2004
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City of Ontario

Planning Department

303 East “B” Street

Ontario, California

California Environmental Quality Act Phone: §£§§ s as

Notice Of Completion
To: Office of Planning and Research
1400 Tenth Street, Room 222

Sacramento, California 95814

Project Title/File No.: West Haven Specific Plan (PSP03-006)

Project Location: The West Haven Specific Plan is identified as 80 acres of Sub-area 6 and 187 acres of Sub-area
12 in the northeast quadrant of the City of Ontario’s 8,200-acre New Model Colony (NMC), in the City of Ontario,
San Bemardino County. Riverside Drive is located at the northern project boundary; Haven Avenue to the east;
Turner Avenue to the west; and SCE Corridor to the south of the project site.

Project Description: The West Haven Specific Plan Project includes the development of a 267-acre master planned
commumity encompassing 80 acres of Sub-area 6 and 187 acres of Sub-area 12 of the NMC. The project will
include the following land use designations: Residential Low Density, Neighborhood Commercial, Concept
Elementary School, and Concept Park. The project proposes 753 single-family detached units, 8.0 acres of
commercial development, green belt trail, 10-acre elementary school, and 5-acre park. The project also includes the
extension of Chino Drive and Turner Avenue and the widening of Haven Avenue. The proposed project is subject to
discretionary actions by the City of Ontario. The proposed project would require a Specific Plan approval,
Development Agreement approval, and approval of Tract Map and Site Plan.

Lead Agency: City of Ontario, Planning Department, 303 East B Street, Ontario, California 91764
Contact Person: Richard C. Ayala, Senior Planner; Telephone: (909) 395-2421

Review Period: A copy of the Initial Study is available for review from July 19, 2004 to August 17, 2004 at the
address listed below.

City of Ontario
Planning Department
303 East “B” Street
Ontario, California 91764

for Richard C. Ayala, Senior Planner July 16, 2004

| URS Corporaton

Signature Title Date



City of Ontario

Planning Department
N 303 Bast “B" Street
R Ontario, California
) ; Notice of Completion & Prane: 60) 3952136
] . ax. -
B Environmental Document Transmittal Form
!
kidj (Overnight) (US Mail) SCH #
by To: ] State Clearinghouse [ State Clearinghouse
“ 1400 Tenth Street, Room 222 PO Box 3044 -
. Jz Sacramento, California 95614 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
* Project No./Name: West Haven Specific Plan (PSP03-006)
} Lead Agency: City of Ontario Contact Person: Richard C. Ayala
E i Street Address: 303 E. “B” Street Phone: (909) 395-2036
: : Clity: Ontario Zip Code: 91764 County: San Bernardino
i 3 Project Location: Located at the southwest corner of Riverside Drive and Haven Avenue in the southeastern portion of the City.
1} County: San Bernardino City: Ontario
T, Cross Streets: Riverside Drive and Haven Avenue Total Acres: 267
, Assessor’s Parcel No.: (insert text)
i Section: 11 and 14 Township: 25 Range: 7W Base: San Bemardino
i } Within 2 Miles of: State Hwy Nos.: State Route 60 and Interstate 15 Waterways: None
S Alrports: (insert text) Rallways: SPRR Schools: Grace Yockey Middle
- } Document Type: .
CEQA: NEPA: Other:
B NOP [ Supplemental/Subsequent EIR [} NOI [J Joint Document
. [J Barly Consultation (prior SCH # y JEA [ Final Document
N [ Negative Declaration [1NOE [] Draft EIS [ Other:
[ Draft BIR Onoc ] FONSI
[I1NOD
' Local Action Type:
', L[] General Plan Update W Specific Plan/Amendment  [] Zone Change ] Annexation
(] General Plan Amendment [ ] Master Plan ] Prezone [] Redevelopment
; [7] General Plan Element (] Planned Unit Development [] Use Permit [J Coastal Permit -
:ri Community Plan N Site Plan [ Subdivision W Other: Tract Map,
S ] De'.'c!opmeﬂh‘r@mem-—'
: ; Development Type:
‘l! B Residential DU’s:753 Aer135.6 [7] Water Facilities Type: MGD:
: [ office SF: Ac: Emp: [] Transportation Dype:
B Commercial SF: Ac.: 8.0 Emp: [ Mining Mineral:
: % O Industrial  SF: Ac: Emp: [[J Power Type: Watts:
kS I Educational 10.0 acres [] Water Treatment  Type:
’ [ Institutional (] Hazardous Waste ~ Type:
‘ B Recreational 5.0 acres L[] other:
il
P Project Issues Discussed in Document:
I Aesthetics/Visual B Forestland/Fire Hazard B Septic Systems M Water Supply/Groundwater
_ M Agricultural Land M Geologic/Seismic B Sewer Capacity M Wetland/Riparian
i} WAir Quality B Minerals B Soil Erosion/Grading W wildlife
I, M Archeological/Historical M Noise M Solid Waste W Growth Inducing
[ Coastal Zone B Population/Hous’g Balance MToxic/Hazardous I Land Use
-4 W Drainage/Absorption B Public Services/Facilities WM Traffic/Circulation M Cumulative Effects
g [ Fiscal M Recreation/Parks W Vegetation [ Other:
t. B Flood Plain/Flooding B Schools/Universities M Water Quality
a j Existing Land Use: Agriculture
T Existing Zoning: Specific Plan (Specific Plan - AG Preserve)  Existing General Plan: Residential — Low Density, 4.6
DU/Gross Acreage; Commercial Neighborhood Center

Project Description: The West Haven Specific Plan Project includes the development of a 267-acre master planned
community encompassing 80 acres of Sub-area 6 and 187 acres of Sub-area 12 of the NMC. The project will include
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i

Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal Form
Page 2

the following land use designations: Residential Low Density, Neighborhood Commercial, Concept Elementary
School, and Concept Park. The project proposes 753 single-family detached units, 8.0 acres of commercial
development, green belt trail, 10-acre elementary school, and 5-acre park. The project also includes the extension of
Chino Drive and Turner Avenue and the widening of Haven Avenue. The proposed project is subject to discretionary
actions by the City of Ontario. The proposed project would require a Specific Plan approval, Development Agreement
approval, and approval of Tract Map and Site Plan.
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-REVIEWING AGENCIES CHECKLIST

Key:
S = Document sent by lead agency

Resources Agency:

—_ Resource Agency

___ Boating & Waterways

. Coastal Commission

— Coastal Conservancy

. Colorado River Board
Conservation

/_Fish & Game
Forestry & Fire Protection
Office of Historic Preservation

____Parks & Recreation

_ Reclamation Board

—_S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Commission

___ Water Resources (DWR)

____ State Lands Commission

Business, Transportation & Housing

___Aeronautics

—_ Califomia Highway Patrol

= CALTRANS District No.

—— Dept. of Transportation Planning (headquarters)

_ Housing & Community Development

—__Food & Agriculture

Health & Welfare
__Health Services

State & Consumer Services
. General Services
—_OLA (Schools)

X = Document sent by SCH

v'_= Suggested distribution

Environmental Protection Agency
___ Air Resources Board
— California Waste Management Board
___ SWRCB: Clean water Grants
___ SWRCB: Delta Unit
— SWRCB: Water Quality
—.. SWRCB: Water Rights
S Regional WQCB No. 88 - Santa_/ng

Youth & Adult Corrections
__ Corrections

Independent Commissions & Offices
Energy Commission
z Native American Heritage Commission
____ Public Utilities Commission
___ Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
___ State Lands Commission
___ Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

__other:_Ste aHached dishibubhion list

Veweet

el

for

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD (to be completed by lead agency)

Starting Date: July 19, 2004

Signature:

Ending Date: August 17, 2004
e (RS Carpnahon

Date: July 16, 2004

Name: Richard C. Ayala

Title: Senior Planner

Lead Agency (complete if applicable)
Consulting Firm: URS Corporation
Address: 10723 Bell Court
City/State/Zip: Rancho Cucamonga
Contact: Jeff Rice

Phone: (909) 980-4000

Applicant (See Attached NOP)

Name: JMS Turner LLC, Centex ﬂomes, Stratham Homes
Address: (insert text)
City/State/Zip: (insert text)

Phone: (ingert text)

For SCH Use Only:
Date Received at SCH:

Date Review Starts:

Date to Agencies:

Date to SCH:

Clearance Date:

Notes:
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1 JUL-29-2004 08:27 FROM:PLANNING DEPT 9893952429 ) TD:9988139§ P.0@1i-@12

West Haven Specific Plan EIR Scoplng Meeting
COMMENT FORM

If you would like to comment on the Draft Initial Study/Envlronmeﬁt_al Impact Report on the West
Haven Specific Plan project, please fill out tha information below and retum at the end of thé meeting,
Your comments will be included and addressed in the Final IS/EA.

Name ngu’—”mu— N 0 \&(ﬂ ‘
Organization (optional) _Whome . Suons ¥ / Vs 1dsay

Address 3243 Pony Oniio

city Qnd a1 / state LA zip Aol
Phon‘g()ﬂ l 9!2,5‘2889 (optional)  Fax (optional) .
E-mail_nHorrta ® ver @m-n it (optional)

N\

Comments (attach additional pages if needed)
_Uchord,

T spobo tonighd vegosling ey A vg A¢ . _Sadey
Mo ds on. Poersidi. Oire. rdaprdshg Pk, SUA0O]
Yndin . Plage -l mo wth esudts M gousr
(‘M\x}-ﬁrﬂa;lrl@(?\ IVQ"\.(—L&‘ Hho, Tradfic Fﬂ\rﬁ"\‘mog}’\ '

W~

w/ 1/h“"(

Additional comments may be submitted to the City by August 20, 2004 to:
Mr, Richard Ayala
City of Ontario, Planning Department
303 E. “B” Streer
Omario, CA, 91764
Phones (909) 395-2421

Si desen informacion en espafiol, comuniquese con el Sr.Richard Ayala al (909) 395-2421 ’

1
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1 JUL-29-2004 98:27 FROM:PLANNING DEPT 999395248 TO:99801399 P.o127012

West Haven Specific Plan EIR S'coping Meeting
COMMENT FORM

1 Study/Environmental Impret Report on the West
_ Haven Specific Plan project, please fill out the information below end tefiim at the end of the meoting.
Your comments will bo inctuded and addressed in the Final IS/BA.

Neme (ovdbert (Henznles
Organization (optional) CRze S NE EAﬂﬁJm_LLﬂ-(ﬁ——L&w'—

Address 3132 Thorodghhted ST _

City Qi1 State_C A Zip A 7¢ / '

Phone §0F- 247 (53, (optional)  Fax {optional)

E-mail (optional)
Commments (attach additional pages if’ needed) WWM
o/ pronocesd bl & Logoimanns W Codls Ll faerth -

Additional comments may be submitted to the City by Angust 20, 2004 to:
Mr. Richard Ayala
City of Ontario, Planning Department
303 E. “B” Strect
Ontario, CA. 91764
Phone; (909) 398-2421

S desea informacion en espaiiol, comuniguese con el Sr.Richard dAyala al (909) 395-2421
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" JUL-27-2004 10:16 FROM:PLANNING DEPT 9993952420 T0: 99801399 P. 024-007
il # B30 194 LooDO

“ DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS o COUNTYOESAN BERO
d FLOOD CONTROL - REQIDNAL PARKS « SOLID WASTE MGMT « GURVEYOR + TRANSPORTATION B AMD PUBLIC SERVICES GROUP

T

828 East Third Stract + San Bornarding, CA 62418-0838 « (500) 387-8104
p " Pax (908) 387-8130

: July 20, 2004
!"3' DL .- . ~
g City of Ontario

iy Planning Department
“ Attn.: Richard C. Ayala, Senior Planner
4 303 East “B” Street

¥ Ontario, CA 91764
3 | File #10(ENV)-4.01
3 RE: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAF EIR, WEST HAVEN SPECIFIC PLAN
4y - (PSP03-006)
i Dear Mr, Ayala: |
=3 '

. Thank you for giving the San Bemardino County Department of Public Works the opportunity to
“} comment on the above-referenced project,
4!1

] After roviewing the submitted document, our Department has determined that we would like to
4 receive a copy of the EIR document and Technical Appendix when it is available. At that time,
oy - our Department will review the project and provide comments.

; E»:t_lccrcly, ' —_
’F\B k
3 G;AN](MOLINA, Supervising Planner
A Environmental Management Division
;’; FM:jm/CEQARce*d_Ontario_WHavenSP_EIRReqst*d
¥, -

i cc:  Naresh P. Varma
’j‘ PIM/VRO Reading File
il
1,
i)
1
i
T,

) MARK UFFEF

W IMetim County Adminleteative Qfficae Rnard of Supervisors
{j NOIINAM A, KAMOLR DILL POSTMUE . ............... Fivuf Digttict PENMS HANEBERGER ... ..... Thicd Dlielcl
¥ Asolstart County Adminiutentos PAML BIANE ..........00.s Sopond Qistrict PATTE AGUIAR ..o oale Faurth Dizgret
- Economic Development und CLIFFORD YOUNG . ............. it St

Public Serviger Graup
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!JU.-E’?-EBWI 10:16 FROM:PLANNING DEPT -~ ) 9B93952420 TO: 99891399 . P.285/887

33 ‘ ismv'ﬂ/:t@oao . p*“‘ﬂnﬁ
. STATE OF CALIFORNIA | (*&3
ﬁ 3 Governor’s Offioe of Planning and Regg ‘” ;

| :} State Clearinghouse and P %“_"""“

“ ' : _ Jan Boel

Acting Director

Tuly 19, 2004

To: Reviewing Agencies

: Re:  Weat Haven Speclfic Plan (PSPO3-006)
! SCH# 2004071095
; )} Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Prapatation (NOP) for the West Haven Specific Plan
“ (PSP03-006) draft Environmental Impsct Roport (BIR). -
oy
J Responsible agencies must transmit their comments o the scopc and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
3 information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of recsipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency.
? This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with & reminder for you to cormont in a timely
“ | manner. We encourage other agencics to alse respond to this notice and cxpteas their concerns carly in the
. environmental review process.
:J\ Please direct your comments to:
H
iR Richard Ayala
" City of Ontarfo -
' 303 East B Strect
i . Ontario, CA 91764
: with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Rescarch, Please refer ta the SCH number
‘J noted above in all correspondonce concerning this project.
< .- . . .
" If you have any quastions about the environmental document seview process, please call tho State Clearinghousc at
N (916) 445-0613,
'y )
£, _ Sincerel
h.J '”. 9 .
i ] v %
£y Scott Morgan
) } Project Analyst, State Clearinghouse
i
3N
i Attachments
»
gi_a"j? . cct Lead Agency
i .
r al
EE
i
1

o .
d 1400 TENTH STREET P.0, BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
r ' TBL (916) 4450613  FAX (916) 323-201B  www.opr.en.gov ‘



G-B9-2084 14:33 FROM:PLANNING DEPT 9093952420 T0: 99801399

¢

il

TR COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

[ ~ TRANSPORTATION AND

B LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY

i N ,

N JwComes " Planning Department Hianming Divestor

i August 4, 2004

"y Clty of Ontario
j ATTN: Richard Ayala, Sr. Planner
11 303 East “B" Street
P Ontario, CA 91764
; RE: PSP03-006 - Notice of Preparation of a Draft Program Envirenmental Impact Report (EIR)
i for West Haven Specific Plan (Portlons of Subarea € and Subarea 12 of the New Model
i Colony)
j Dear Mr, Ayala:
: :
. w The Riverside County Planning Department has reviewed the above notice and the environmental issues
w4 to be addressed in the Draft EIR. We have no comments at this time but would like to request that we
é_j receive a copy of the draft environmental document for our review and analysis when available. If you
- should have any questions, please contact me at (908) 956-4949.
4 Sincerely,
. RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
}é Robert C. Johnson, Planning Director
ES
"":, o
. % thieen Browne, Special Projects
ﬁ YATMAKBROWNEDER Lag\RespLira\1584 NOP requant DEIR.doc
Ty
il

il

J

n Riverside Office' 4080 Lonwn Steaat, 9th Floor Indfo Offiec’ B2-675 Hwy 111, 2nd Flaor Murreta Offica:39493 Los Alamos Road
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Py South Coast -
S Air Quality Management Dlstri :

21865 Coplay Drive, Diamang Bar, CA 917654178
(909) 396-2000 + www.aqmd.gov -

,'5! - July 23, 2004

i
Mr, Richard C. Ayala
5 Scnior Planner

i City of Ontario Planning Dept.
’ ‘ 303 East “B” Strect
y Ontario, CA 91764
—,!3;
J Dear Mr. Ayala:

il
* Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for
g West Haven Specific Plan
7y " The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreoiates the opﬁortunity to
- Jg comment on the above-mentioned document. The SCAQMD’s comments are recomuiendations
i regarding the analysis of potential air quality impacts from the proposed project that should be
=N included in the Draft Environmental Impact chort (BIR). Please send the SCAQM‘D a copy of
: ﬁ; the Draft BIR upon its completion.
i

1 Air Quality Analysis
- The SCAQMD adopted jts California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quahty
‘;% Handbook in 1993 to assist other public agencies with the preparation of air quality avalyses.
. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency uso this Handbook as guidance when

) preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the SCAQMD’s
Jj Subscription Services Depattment by calling (909) 396-3720. Alternatively, lead agency may
5 wish to consider usmg the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2002

5 Model. This model is available on the CARB Website at: www.arh.ca gov
“ The Lead Agenoy should {dentify any pot ential adverso air quality impacts that could ocour from

all phases of the project and all air pollutant sources related to the project, Air quality impacts
from both construction and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality

%5 impacts typically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the nse of heavy-duty equipment
o from prading, carth-load.mg/unloading, paving, architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources

. F (c.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g,, construction wotker
. 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
g coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust), Air
éi quality impacts from indirect sources, that is, souroes that generate or attract vehicular trips
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S
1. should be included in the analysis, An analysis of all toxio air contaminant impacts due to the
& decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be

o .. included. . .. . . . . . L e
. ]; . . . . . :
if Mitigation Measures

- Tn the ovent that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that
1 alt feasible mitigation measures be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize
+f or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identifying

. possible mitigation measures for the project, please rofer to Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA
. Ajr Quality Handbook for sample air quality mitigation measures. Additionally, SCAQMD’s

Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for

;':i controlling construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation
1 if not otherwise required, Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (2)(1XD), any impacts
w ‘; resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed. : : s - -
3 Data Sources
;’ SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data arc available by calling the SCAQMD’s
: Public Information Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the
g ) Public Information Center is also available via the SCAQMD’s World Wide Web Homepage
{ (hitp://www.agmd.gov).
5y - , The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions
S are accurately identified, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air
¢l Quality Specialist, CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding this
N letter,
H Sincerely,
3, Steve Smith, Ph.D.
a : Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
4 Planning, Rule Development and Area Sources
’:Eﬁ:_
: f §8:CB:li
7y SBC040720-0211
) Control Number
il
Y
1,
!
1
v
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should be included in the analysis. An analysis of all toxio air contaminant impacts due to the
decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be
. included. . . . . . . . L

ke TR g
[ T

Mitigation Measures

o Tn the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that
! all feasible mitigation measures be utilized during project construction and operation to minjmize

i3 or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identifying

" possible mitigation measures for the project, please rofer to Chapter 1) of the SCAQMD CEQA

o Ajr Quality Handbook for sample air quality mitigation measures. Additionally, SCAQMD’s

4 Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for

. controlling construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation.

3 if not otherwise required, Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1XD), any impacts

resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed. - : et

™y Data Sources

;};l SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data arc available by calling the SCAQMD’s

< Public Information Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the

s DU Public Information Center is also available via the SCAQMD’s World Wide Web Homepage
(http://www.aqmd.gov).

o

Ay The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions

- are accurately identified, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air

i Quality Specialist, CEQA. Section, at (909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding this

"‘J letter, »

a4 Sincerely,

Szt St

ol .

. _ Steve Smith, Ph.D.

o1 Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

4 Planning, Rule Development and Area Sources

H 88:CB:li

¥ SBC040720-0211

S Control Number

i

t
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CALIFORNIA
CONSERVATION

DIVISION OQF
LAND AESDURSCE
PRAOTECTION

03 K GTREET
FACRAMENTO
CALIFORNIA
954814«

PUONE
916/%24-0860

FAX
816/327-3420

INYERNETY
CONSPv.CA.QOV

APRNOD LD
PEHWAREZENIGGER
GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
STATR OF CALIFORNYA

August 17, 2004

VIA FACSIMILE (909) 385-2420

Mr. Richard C. Ayala, Senlor Planner
Ontario Planning Departmant

303 East "B" Street

Ontario, CA 91764

Dear Mr. Ayala:

Sublect: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) for the West Haven Specific Plan (PSP03~
006) SCH# 2004071095

The Department of Conservation's Division of Land Resource Protection
(Division) monitors farmland conversion on a statewide basis and
administers the Califomia Land Conservation (Willlamson} Act and ather
agrieultural land conssrvation programs, The Division has reviewed the
above NOP and offers the following recommendations for the DEIR with
respact to the project's potentlal impacts on agricultural land.

The proposed project Involves development of a 287-acre master planned
community for 753 single-family residences and associated land uses.
The NOP notes that the project area is zoned as Spectiic Plan — Ag
Preserve and is adjacent {0 residential and dalry uses. The NOP also
notes that the project area does not include any lands under Williamson
Act contract, however, is adjacent to contracted lands, Bssed on this -
information, the Divisien recommends that the following items be
specifically addressed to document and treat the project’s impacts on
agricuttural land.

Agriculiurs) Setting and impacts -

o Project sstting In terms of the actual and potential agricultural
productivity of the land. The Division’s 2002 San Bemardine
County Important Farmland Map, which defines farmiand according
to soil atirbutes and land use, ghows the project slte as "Other
Land." This is due to the site’s current uss for dalry operations. If
the underlying soit units meet physical and chemical criteria for
Prime Famland and those solls were used for irrigated agriculture,
the area wolld be mappad as Prime Farmland. This ia the case
with some adjacent areas.
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1 e Current and past agricultural use in the project and adjacent areas such as fypes
/ of crops grown, crop yields and farmgate sales values.
: « Economio multipliers to agsess the total contribution of the aite's potential or
M actual agricultural production to the local, reglanal and state economies, State
. JJ and Federal agencies such as the UC Cooperative Extenslon Service and USDA
¢ are sources of economic multipliers,
" « Type, amount, and location of farmland conversion resulting directly and
. } indirectly (growth-inducement) from project implementation.
‘ « Impacts on current and future agricultural operations in and adjacent to the
y project area.
J; « Incremental project impacts leading to cumulatively considerable impacts on
3 agricultural land. This would include impacts from the propesed project as well
sy as Impacts from pagt, current and probabls future praje
i s A map detailing the ;) - contracted la
i h preserve antf T | contract aceording to
Iy ' land type (e.g., prime or non-prime agrlcultura! Iand)
- J = Any proposed zoning asaoclated with the project that would preclude agriouftural
i uses within agricuttural preserves. If proposed land uses would preclude
7 agricultural use In agricultural preserves, amendment of the preserve houndary
Y should be considersd.,
s

at would Iessen or avoid

yin the DEIR.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the NOP. {f you have questions on our
comments, or require technical asslstance or Information on agricuttural land

L T consenvation, please contact the Divislon at 801 K Strest, MS 18-01, Sacramento,
Callfomnia 95814; or, phone (916) 8324-0850,

i
I - Sineerely,
7

Dennis J, O'Bryant
¢ Acting Assistant Director

cc: Inland Empire West RCD
i 1609 8. Qrova Avenue, Sulte 103
‘ Ontarle, CA 217681
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" Tuly 20, 2004
;
Richard C. Ayals, Senior Planner
® City of Ontazio
3 303 East B Stedt
‘ Ontario, CA 91764
: OOMMENIBERESPONSETOTEENOHCEDFPREPARATIONFORTHESWG
1 ARD 12, WEST HAVEN SPECIFIC BLAN, DRAYT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT BEPQRY . -
B Dear M. Ayala:

Thark yor for providiug the opportunity to cemment on the 8sape and content of the Notice of

" Preparation for the DEIR. fur the above-refafensced projest (DEIR). This Jetter contimues the issues seat
‘ 10 Scott Muorphy of City staffin p May 27, 2004 letter regarding the Subarcs 7 Specific Plan and General
1 Plan Amendment, becagge theae iesues ware not addressed in the Nuotice Of Preparation for the West

w Haven Specifia Plan DEIR. Reglonal Board staff imderatands that the project will develop

el spprozimetely 267 acres of formeragricultural land isto residantial, retail/oomomercial, businses, and

z, pask use. As g noted, . majotity of the land is, or was, formaedly occupicd by dairy operations.

-4 Regional Board saff requests thet the prapased cavirongwatal fmpnct repert (BIR) include a discusaion
* yogarding the menagement af dissolved solids ar salts (TDS) expedted to be found in the soils of former
a dalry operations, Regionel Board ataff undcrstands that, dus to building vequiremsents, soils with cxaess
o urgmiumattcrmmmiﬁbl:ﬁ:rnonmucﬂunmdatemwad. Soils on former dairy operations axre

i lilely to contain exaess arganic mamer.as the result of Wswric disposs] of manuse ar manure-laden waeh
r, watsr, ‘ .

The Regional Board had regulated the dischargs of manurn to land in the Chine Grommdwater Basin
becanse if its knawn impagts on graimdwates quality, In 1999, the Regiomal Board adopizd Order No.
99-11 that, in past, prohibited the application of manitee in the Chino Groundwatsr Basip for the purpose
of disposal. Discharges of TDS found {n wesh water wore allowed to corttinue with the understanding
that those TDB loadings to the groumdwater would be affset by rexnovals through de-salter Suellitics af
i sonthem and of the basin,  AJthongh the removal af TDS found in the snils of formaer dairy
operations represents an oppartumity 0 temave salts from the basiy, tho Regional Board has not required
fhis, Thase salts historically disposcd of are oonsidered “lost™ to the basin and the loadings ste expectsd

M R
LY

EIESE |

v g
Wanle

saras

s

i bcunﬁnuato@aofﬂm‘byﬂu de-ealtera
1
i The disposition of e sofls should be diseussed in tho proposed EIR, as u potentisl impact fo other

dniry eperations within the Chino Graundwater Basin and protecting the podls from exewaaive crosion end

44 ‘gurface and groundwaters, Mitigation measures shauld iavolve tusintaining the salts in golls from former
' dlscharge into sarfice waters that would convey the salt suwide of the Chino Gromdwater Basjn.

3 Catifornia Environmental Pratection Agency
i ﬁ Resyeled Prper
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il mlopingmormoxereginuﬂ storm water treatrnont facilities to treat stmmwam'nmuﬂ'ﬁul{:;:w

r ptujectdbmdnhdngdwdopumtbﬂwmﬂtuoppoxcdmnnlyma&:gomsibnmoﬁ'.. ;

E B N, RE.2602.0013, NFDES Permit No, CASG18036, encaumages fho application of repiane!

‘5 solutiona to storm Water quality probleros. Regiagal Board gtaf¥ foolg thae ﬂm general planning procees 13

:  the bast veane to muline & soncoptua] mcthed of implsmenting rerional solutions.

£ you Bave any questions, please do ot hositate to pontact me et (909) 320-6363 ar via cleoteonic

i3 message at aflacher@xb8.swrob.ca.gov, .

H ;"‘ Sinocrely,

3 //’% e e .

4 Adam P. Fischer

=, Environmental Selmtizt
3 Region § 401 Certification Coondinatar

i -

£y .

j‘ APF:401/CBQA commerw/DEIR- Gty &f Ontario- Suborea 7 General Plsn

.
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g Culifornia Environmental Protection Agency

v/ &5 Recyoled Foper
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NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
2 £1E CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 984
“ ji SACRAMENTO, CA 85814
i (816) 6534082
"y (916) 657-5390 - Fax
B = July 29, 2004
,"‘E
i Mr. Richard Ayala
44 City of Ontario
N 303 East B Street
) Ontarlo, CA 91784
i
4 Rae: West Haven Specific Plan (PSP03-006)
: SCH# 2004071095
bl
Dear Mr. Ayala: . __ L .
f Thank you for the epportunity to comiment on the above-referanced docurert. To adequately assess the specific
£ ga related project Impacts on cultural resources, the Commission recommends the following actions be taken:
3 § O Contact the appropriate California Historic Resources Information Center for a record search. The record sgarch will
determine;
™ - If a part or alj of the arsa of projéct effect (APE) has been previously surveyed for cuttural resources.
; . it any known cultural resources have & ready been recorded on or adlacent to the APE.
< . If the probsbillty Is low, moderate, or figh that cuttural resaurces are focated in the APE.
. - 1t & survey ke required to determing whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.
i Q if an archasological Inventory survey is required, the final stage ls the preparation of a professtonal report detailing the
-3 findings and recommendations of the records search and fleld survey.
Y = Thefinal report contalning site forms, she significance, and mitigatlon measurers should be submitted immediately to
N the planning department. All Information regarding elte locations, Native American human remains, and assoclated
it funerary objects should be in a separate confidential sddondum, and not be made avajlable for publc disclostire.
»  The final written report should bs submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the appropriate regional
<5 ' archaeologleal Information Certer.
. @ Coritact the Native American Herltage Commisalon for a Sacred Lands File search of the project area and information on
i tribal contacts in the project vicinity who may have additional cultural resource information.
o «  Plenss provide U.S.G.S. focation Infarmation for the praject site, including Quadrangle, Township, Section, and Range.
<} = We recommend that yous contact all tribes listed on the contact list to avold the unanticipated discovery of senaltve
5 Native American resources after the project has begun.
i O Lack of surtace svidence of archeological resources does not preciude thelr subsurface existence.
ﬁ *  Lead agencies should inclutte in thelr mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of acoidentally
i3 . ____discoyered archeological resotirces, per Cafifoptija Envionmental Quality Act (CEOA) §15064.5(0. Inareasof . .. . . -
. identified archaeciogical senaltivity, a certified archacologiat and o culturally affillated Native Amevican, with knowledge
m in cultural resourees, should monttor all ground-disturbing activities,
N « Lead agencies should include In thelr mitigation plan provisions for the dlsposition of recovered artifacts, In consultation
I with cuturally affiliated Native Americans. '
P = Lead sgencles should include provisians for discavery of Native American human remalns in thelr mitigation plan.
1 Health and Safety Code §7050.5, CEQA §15064.5 (6), end Public Resources Code §5097.98 mandates the process to

' l he followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in & logation ather than a dedicated
Y cemetery.

Sincarmly,

E
w4 '
- %/C
i ‘

A Caro) Gavbatz
p Program Ana
aJ (918) 653-6251

¢C: State Clearinghouse
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! CITY of CHINO s
g
My August 23, 2004
o
M
B Mr. Richard Ayala
ad Senior Planner
I City of Ontario
. ‘Planning Department
i 303 E. “B" Street
X Ontario, CA 91764
i j Subject: West Haven Specific Plan (PS303-006)
Dear Mr. Ayala:
5 )
= Thank you for circulating the “Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)”
z 1 to the City of Chino for review and input for the West Haven Specific Plan.
3
o We have reviewed the proposed project, and have the following information and concerns to be
h incorporated into the E.I.R.
) The City-of Chino-has-two large developments:in the-vicinity that-will-affect your ba'se'line“andzgch're
P traffic study data, which we would like to have incorporated into your studies. The first i he
‘ Preserve”, 5,435 acres of recently annexed agricultural land. This project with 9,779 dwelling units,
g bounded by Euclid Avenue, Hellman Avenue, Chino-Corona Road, and Kimball Avenue, is being
. developed by Lewis Operating Corporation. The second development has been approved by the
{2 Planning Commission and will be going to Council in August. It is\&mprised of 710 acres of
b surplus State-owned property to include approximately 2,200 homes, commercial, a Chaffey
College campus to have 15,000 students anticipated at build-out, and the expansion of Ayala Park.
f . SunCal Companies is developing the project.
L
s CMP analyses have been completed on both of these projects, and mitigation measures have
B been identified at various intersections, road segments, and freeway ramps. The City of Chino in a
i cooperative agreement with Caltrans, is currently designing a traffic signal modification to add
i protected east/west left-turn phasing at the intersection of Euclid Avenue and Riverside Drive for
I, * your information and inclusion in your traffic study.
L
o5 The City of Chino’s major concerns are Schaefer Avenue, Pine Avenue, Edison Avenue, Riverside
' Drive, Chino Avenue, Euclid Avenue, and intersections along these segments, particularly for
o commuters accessing the local freeway system. :
!r :
v

38000774 [ 000

13220 Central Avenue, Chino, California 91710
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 667, Chino, California 91708-0667
(909) 627-7577 + (909) 591-6829 Fax
Web Site: www.cityofchino.org



Mr. Richard Ayala

West Haven Specific Plan (PS303-006)
August 23, 2004

Page ?

We would be happy to provide any information from our studies yoﬁ deem helpful in developing the
West Haven Specific Plan.

Please contact Karen Duarte, Associate Engineer, of my staff at (909) 591-9830 with any
comments or questions.

Sincerely,

.

"Jogd A. Alire, T.E.

Trgnsportation Manager

JA:KD:pr

cc: Karen Duarte, City of Chino
Jeffry Rice, AICP
URS Corporation
10723 Bell Court

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730
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M August 20, 2004
.
B Mr. Richard Ayala
i Senior Flannet
Department of Planning
; City of Ortarlo
o 303 East “B” Strest
s Ontatio, Califomla 51764
A
o NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) FOR A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
] REPORT (EIR) FOR THE WEST HAVEN SPECIFIC PLAN PROJECT
o {SCH#2004071095)
o DearMr. Ayala: ' °
| The Dapartmant of Toxic Substahtes Contol (DTSC) has recelved yaur NOP of a draft
€ EIR document for the development of a 287-acie master planned community. Based on
x the review of tha currently submitted document, DTSG has the following comments,

which you state will be addressed in your EIR.

3 1. The EIR must identify all current aﬁd historic uses of the site that may have
a resultsd In a release of hazardous wastes/substances. The EIR should
summarize in a table any contamination to the soil, alr and groundwater.

o 2 The EIR must specifically dentify any known or potentially contaminated sites
L within tha proposed Project zrea. For all ldentified sites, the EIR should _
‘ evaluate and Identify which conditions at the site pose a threat fo human health

s or tha environment. A Phass | Assessment may be sufficient to identify thase
i sites, Following are the databases of some of ths regulatory agericles: -
« National Prioritles List (NPL): A list malntained by the United States

; Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.BPA).
IR . s CalShes: A Database primarily used by the California Department of Toxle
j Substances Control.
i. [

« Resource Consarvation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS): A
database of RCRA faclities that (s maintalned by U.8. EPA,

“ ® Printed on Retyclad Papee
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Gomprehensive Environmental Responsa Compenseation and Liability

%i - Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that Is

3 - maintalned by U.S,EPA.

J « Solid Wagte Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the

M Californla Integrated Waste Management Board consists of bath open as

d well as closed and inactive solld waste disposal facilities and transfer
‘ ' stations., . '

« Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST)/ Spills, Leaks,
Investigations and Clesanups (SLIC): A llst that Is maintained by Regional

" Watar Quallty Control Boards.

o3 _ o Local County and City maintaln lists for hazardous substarnces claanup

N sitas and leaking underground storage tanks.

3 » The United Statas Ammy Corps of Engineers, 911 Wilshire Boulevard, Los

PR | Angeles, Califomia, 80017; (213) 452-3908; maintaina a list of Formedy
Used Deferise Sites (FUDS). .

3. The EIR should identify the mechanism to initlate any raquired investigation
and/or ramediation for any site that may be contaminated, and the government

ot agency to provide appropriate reguletory oversight. If hazardous
materiala/wastes were stored atthe sits, an environmental assessment should
. be conducted to detarmina If a release has occurred. If so, further studies

o shauld be camled out to delineats the nature and extent of tha contamination,

LS and the potential threat to publlc health and/er the environment should be

o . evalusted. It may be necessary to detarmine if an expedited response action s
o required to reduce existing or potantial threats to publjc heaith or the -

*, environment, If no immediate threat exlsts, the final remedy should be

C implemanted In compliance with state regulations and policlas.

4. Al environmental investigation and/or remediation should be conducted under
L a Workplan which s approved by a regulatory agency that has jurisdiction to
o - . overses hazardous waste investigation and cleanup, Previously submitted
assesament reports, sampling results of related and sits related documents
should be summarized In the EIR.

ij ’ 5. Ifthe subject property is used for agriculture, onsite solls could cortaln
: pesticide residues. [f the site i used for dairy or catile operations, the soll
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10.

1.

could contain related dairy, animal, or hazardous waste, The site may hava
contributed to soll and groundwater contaminetion. If sa, proper vestigation
and remedial actions should be eanducted at the site prior to any construction
or replaceiment of the project.

Dairy and catfle industry may have caused tha gensration of methane gas at
the site. Proper studies may ba necessary ta evaluate the risks associated
with the generation of methane-gas; since the exlsittg primary praject use is *
agricultural dalty use. If the presence of methane or other gases creates any
risk in the future, appropriate mitigation measures should be implementad,

If any property adjacent io the project sie Is contaminated with hazardous
chamleals, and i the proposed projact is within 2,000 faet from a contaminated
site, then the proposed developmant may fall within the "Border Zone of a
Contaminated Property,” Appropriate precautions should be taken pror to
construction if the praposed profect is within a “Border Zone Property.”

If any bullding stuctures, asphalt or concrete-paved suiface areas or
transportation structures are planned to be demolished, an Investigation should
be conducted for the presencs of lead-based paints and asbestas containing
materials (ACMs). I lead-based paints or ACMs ara Identified, proper
precautians should be takan during demolitioh activities. Additionally, the
cantaminants should be remediated n complianca with California
environmental regulations and palicles.

The project construction may require soil excavation and soil filling in cartain
areas, Appropriate sampling Is required prior to disposal of the excavated soll,
If the solil s cantaminated, properly dispose of it rather than placing It In
anather location, Land Dispogal Reetrietions (LDRs) may be applicable to . -
these salls, Also, If the project praposes to Impert soil to backfill the arsas
excavated, proper sampling should be conductsd to make sure that the
imported soil is fres of contamination.

Humen health and the environment of sensitive: receptors should be protectad
during the canstruction or demelitian activities, A study of the site ahould bs
canducted fo provide basla Information for determining if there are, have been,
or will bs, any releases of hazardous materials that may posa a risk to Human
health or the emvironment.

If it is dletarmined that hazardous wastes ars, or will be, generated by the

004
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12.

13.

14.

18.

18.

17.

proposed operations, the wastes must be managed in accordance with the
California Hazardous Waste Control Law (Callfomia Health and Safety Code,
Divislon 20, chapter 6.6) and the Hazardous Waste Control Regulafions
(Californla Code of Regulations, Title 22, Divislon 4.5). _

If it Is determined that hazandous wastes are or will be generated and the
wastes are (@) stored In tanks or containers for mare than hinety days, (b)

treated onsite, or (c) disposed of onsitg; then a pennlt frism DTSCviaybe —

required. If so, the facility should contact DTSC at (818) 551-2171 to Initiats
&re ?ap;la‘!l];aﬂon discussions and detennine the permitting process applicable to
a facllity. : :

If It Is determined that hazardous wastes will be generated, tha facility should
abtaln a United States Environmental Protection Agency {dentification Number
by contacting (800) 618-8842,

Certain hazardous wasts raatment processes may require authorization from
the local Certified Unified Program Agancy (CUPA). Information about the
requirement for authorization can be.oblained by contacting your jocal CUPA.

If the project plans include discharging wests water to storm drain, yoz.i may be

. raguirsd fo obtaln a waste water dischargs permit from the oversesing

Reglonal Water Quelity Contral Board. .

i during construction/demalition of the project, soll and/or groundwater
contamination Is auspected, construction/demolition in the area should cease
and appropriate health and safely procedures should be implemented, Ifitis
determined that contamingted soll and/or groundwater exist, the EIR should
identify how any raquired investigation and/or remediation will be conducted,

- and the govemment agency to provide appropriate regulatory oversight.

Tha addresses, locations, cross strests and street boundaries should be clearly

- stated and easlly identified #f possible.

DTSC provides guidance for cleanup oversight, through the Voluntary Cleanup Program
(VCP). For additional information on the VCP, please visit DTSC's web site at
www.dtse.ca.gov. :

o
hY
L‘°
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i
& .
W ifyou have any questions regarding this \stier, please contact Ms, Taresa Hom, Project
i Manager, at (714) 4845477 and email at thom@dtsc.ca.gov.
N
Sincerely,
A W“"’
GregHolmes - ~ - ™ — _ T
£ Unit Chief .
b Southem California Cleanup Operations Branch
o Cypress Offics B
B cc:  Govemor's Office of Planning and Research
o State Clearinghouse
. F.0.Box 3044
g Sacramento, California 95812.3044
Mr. Guanthar W, Moskat, Chief
! Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
& CEQA Tracking Center
y Departmerit of Toxle Substances Cantrol
P P,0. Box 808
44 Sacramento, California 95812-0806
b4 1 .
i
b
4
i
)
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'“;} DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS R © REONONIE DEVELOPHENT

*’} FLOOD CONTROL « REGIONAL PARKS  SOLID WASTE MGMT » SURVEYOR » TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC SERVICES GROUP

] B28 East Third Stract + San Bernardino, CA §2415-0835 - (308) 337-B104

W«
. July20,2004 . Fex (900)307-5130
7y .
} City of Ontario
: : Planning Department
1 Attn,: Richard C. Ayala, Senior Planner
i 303 East “B” Street
. Ontario, CA 91764
-1 File #10(ENV)-4.01
] RE: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAF EIR, WEST HAVEN SPECIFIC PLAN
- .(PSP03-006)
i Dear Mr. Ayala:
!’g '
. %}: Thank you for giving the San Bernardino County Department of Public Works the opportunity to
T coxument on the above-referenced project,
—,F‘i ’ .

1 After reviewing the submitted document, our Department has determined that we would like to
Ry receive a copy of the EIR document and Technical Appendix when it is available, At that time,
EN - our Department will review the project and provide comments.

£ Sinccrely,

, .

1 WW%QW\U
Lk @ANK MOLINA, Supervising Planner

1, Environmental Management Division

?
4 FM:;jm/cEQARce’d_Ontario_WHavonSP_EIRReqst'd
~y !

: cc! Naresh P. Varma
4 PIM/VRO Reading File
=

1
o
f’!‘a
3!
FY
rF1
by
¥
il
’! B .

B MARK UFFER
ﬁ Interim County Admilnirtrative Ofticar Roard of Supervispes

NORMAN A, KAMOLA BILL POSTMUS . .............0 Firol Digtrict DENMIG HANBBERGER ... ..... Thicd QiRrg

. Asgintont County Adilmistrnlor PAUL BAANE ............... Sopond District PATTE AGIUIAR v vnevnenn s Faursh District
;e Economic Development and CLIFFORD YOUNG . ............. Figth Dintrigt

Public Servicer Qroup
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July 20, 2004 : Fax (0D8) 387-9130
e'*! '
g City of Ontario
i Planning Department
* Attn.: Richard C. Ayala, Senior Planner
B 303 East “B” Street
i Ontario, CA 91764
f"j File #10(ENV)-4.01
Z’J RE: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAF EIR, WEST HAVEN SPECIFIC PLAN
2R -(PSP03-006)
i
i Dear Mr, Ayala:
1‘% . » »
g Thank you for giving the San Bemardino County Department of Public Works the opportunity to
3} comment on the above-referenced project.
” J After roviewing the submitted document, our Department has determined that we would like to
Y] receive a copy of the EIR document and Technical Appendix when it is available. At that time,
2y our Department will review the project and provide comments.
A
'y Sincercly, —_
4 GRANK MOLINA, Supervising Planner
., Environmental Management Division
4
i FM:jm/CEQARced_Ontario_WHavonSP_EIRReqst'd
LN '
. cc:  Naresh P. Varma
3 PIM/VRO Reading File
¥
r‘r 3
)
i
¥
iJ
r
MARK UFFER
Inetim County Administrative Qfticer Board of Suparvispes
. NOIHAN A, KAMOLA DILL POSTMUS . ....\veeeens Firol Diglrict  DENMIS HANRBEROER ... ..... Third Dkieigi
¥ Asointarnt counw Adintutenior PAUL BMANE ............... Savond Qistrick PATIT AGUIAR ..ol Faursh Diztret
Economie Development und CLIFFORD YOUNG . ............. Pifth Diatrict

Pubtic Servicas Qraup
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& STATE OF CALIFORNIA
i Governor’s Office of Planning and
" State Clearinghouse and Plagi .
s j Jan Boel
i Acting Director
y o
\ ;’ Notice of Prepar
e July 19, 2004
i1 -
" " Te:  Reviewing Agencies
o '
£ Re: Weat Haven Spccific Plan (PSP03-006)
1, SCH# 2004071095
J Attached for your roview and cornment is the Notice of Prepatation (NOP) for the West Haven Specific Plan
:’a (PSP03-006) draft Environmental Impact Report (BIR), :
;? Responsible agencies must transmit their comments ot the scope and content of the NOR, focusing on specific
¥ information related to their awn statutory rosponsibility, within 30 days of recsipt of the NOP from the Load Agency.

K This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to coroment in a timely
ol manner. We encourage other ageneies to alse respond to this notice and cxpress their concerns carly in the
il environmental review process.
h

Please direct your comments to:

Richard Ayala
City of Gntario
303 East B Strect
Ontario, CA 91764

Y B
[

i

Yot BF

R

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Rescarch, Pleage refer ta the SCH mumber
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project,

P

s If you have any questions about the environmental document rcview process, please call the State Clearinghousc at
£ (916) 445-0613,
i Sincere!

a
e

a7

i "‘70’"
I Scott Morgad .

Project Analyat, State Clearinghouse

9 Attachments

- cc: Lead Agency

{ |

E,

i

I,

{j i 1400 TENTH STREET P.O.BOX 3044 SACRAMBENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL (916)445-0G13  FAX (916) 3233018  www.opr.co.gov

Sl e

[
_—i
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City of Ontario Transmittal
: 303 Bast “B" Streat, Ontarjo, California 91764
.Plannlng S © Telephone:(909) 395-2428 Faxi(905) 3952420
Department | '
TO:  Jeff Rice FROM: Richard Ayala
URS Senior Planner
FAX NUMBER: (909) 980-1399 Via; Mail Hand FDX UPS Faxv
DATE: 8-9-04 NUMBER OF PAGES (including cover): 2
| SUBJECT: West Haven NOP Agencics Responicy
REMARKS:
Hi Jeff,

I’m sending you the following response letter(s) on the West Haven NOP:

¢ County of Riverside — Planning Department

Thank you in advance for your assistance on this matter. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact
me,

Richard C. Ayala
Senfor Planner

City of Ontario

T (909)395-2421

F (909)395-2420
rayala@ci.ontario.ca.us
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COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

TRANSPORTATION AND
LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY

3, Tomy Carstens ' . ni PR ' " Robert C. Johnson
. ‘? Agency Director Pla n n‘ ng Department Plannmg Director
s.‘l)i .
’)
4 August 4, 2004
: Clty of Ontario
o ATTN: Richard Ayala, Sr. Planner
o 303 East "B" Street
: Ontario, CA 81764
h
. 3J RE: PSP03-006 — Notice of Preparation of a Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
o for West Haven Specific Plan (Portions of Subarea € and Suharea 12 of the New Model
5 Colony)
)} Dear Mr. Ayala:
;‘p * The Riverside County Planning Depariment has reviewed the above notice and the environmental issues
N to be addressed in the Draft EIR. We have no comments at this time but would like to request that we
i receive a copy of the draft environmental decument for our review and analysis when avallable. If you
i should have any questions, please contact me at (909) 955-4849.
0 Sincerely, _
1
O3 RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
i Robert C. Johnson, Planning Director
<
}W

i athleen Browne, Special Projects
il YSTMAKBROWNEDER LogiRaspLirs\#1534 NOF naquant DEIR doc
Q4
!
: ?E
I
A

1
il
Y|
1,
Q‘J} Riverside Office' 4080 Letan Streat, 9th Floor Indio Officer 82-675 Hwy 111, 2nd Flaor Murricta Officer39493 Los Alamos Road

: P.O. Box 1409, Riverside, Califomia 92502-1409 Room 209, Indio, California 92201 Mutriota, Colifomnin 92563
', (951) 9553200+ Fax (951) 955-3157 (760) B63.8277- Fax (760) 863-7040 (951) GOO-6170+ Fax (951) 600-6145

~ 3 Fom 295-0088 {6/04)
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" #3800 74, (eopo

. 21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178
(909) 396-2000 + www.agmd.gov

July 23, 2004

Mr, Richard C. Ayala

Scnior Planner

City of Ontario Planning Dept.
303 East “B” Street

Ontario, CA 91764

Dear Mr. Ayala:

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for

West Haven Specific Plan

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the above-mentioned document. The SCAQMD’s comments are recomxmendations
regarding the analysis of potential air quality impacts from the proposed project that should be
included in the Draft Environtnental Impact Report (EIR). Please send the SCAQMD a copy of
the Draft EIR upon its completion. _ -

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 avalyses.
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 Departiment by calling (909) 396-3720. Alternatively, lead agency may
wish to consider using the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2002
Model. This model is available on the CARB Website at; www.arb.ca.gov.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could ocour from
all phases of the project and all air poltutant sources related to the project, Air quality impacts
from both. construction 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
(c.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
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(1" MrRichrdC. Ayale 2. July 23, 2004
i :

4 : . .
;0 should be included ip the analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the
jﬂ decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be
S included. : L

8!
i Tn the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that
,",‘! all feasible mitigation measures be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize
?J or elimipate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identifying
3 possible mitigation measures for the project, please refer to Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA
& Air Quality Handbook for sample air quality mitigation measures. Additionally, SCAQMD’s
s Rulc 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for
8] controlling construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA. mitigation
T if not otherwise required, Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1XD), any impacts
" f resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed. : - e - -
By Data Sources ,
i, 3; SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data arc available by calling the SCAQMD’s
ii Public Information Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the

x ) Public Information Center is also available via the SCAQMD’s World Wide Web Homepage

: (hitp://www.aqmd.gov).

!

) The SCAOMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions
: } are accurately identified, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air
i Quality Specialist, CEQA Section, at (309) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding this

v letter,

i ' Sincerely,

. .

$ Swe Somith

; '  Steve Smith, Ph.D.

. Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
i Planning, Rule Development and Area Sources
L

o 8S:CB:li

i3

I SBC040720-021.1

' 4" Control Number
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