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California Environmental Quality Act
Initial Study

Project Title: Grand Park Specific Plan

File Numbers: PSP 12-001

Submittal Date: June 14, 2012

Lead Agency: City of Ontario
303 East “B” Street
Ontario, CA 91764
(909) 395-2036

Project Contact: Richard Ayala, Senior Planner
(909) 395-2421
rayala@ci.ontario.ca.us

Project Sponsor: Distinguished Homes
160 S. Old Springs Road, Suite 250
Anaheim Hills, CA 92808

Prepared by: Michael Brandman Associates
220 Commerce, Suite 200
Irvine, CA 92602

Project Location: The proposed Grand Park Specific Plan (Specific Plan) consists of approximately 320 acres
located within the City of Ontario (City), which is located in the southeastern portion of San
Bernardino County. The City is located approximately 40 miles from downtown Los Angeles, 20
miles from downtown San Bernardino, and 30 miles from Orange County. As illustrated in
Exhibit 1, regional access to the project site is provided via the Ontario Freeway (Interstate 15)
located approximately 1.5 miles east of the site, Euclid Avenue (State Route 83) located
approximately 3.3 miles west of the site, and the Pomona Freeway (State Route 60),
approximately 2.3 miles to the north. As shown in Exhibit 2, the project site is bounded by
Edison Avenue to the north, Haven Avenue to the east, Eucalyptus Avenue (future Merrill
Avenue) to the south and Archibald Avenue to the west. Exhibit 3 is an aerial photograph of the
site and surrounding area.

New Model Colony In 1998, the City adopted the New Model Colony (NMC) General Plan Amendment for the
portion of the City known at that time as the Sphere of Influence (SOI). This amendment
established a comprehensive development strategy for the future development of the SOI that
included 32 sub-planning areas known as subareas. Following this, the City adopted The Ontario
Plan (TOP) in 2010 that serves as the general plan for the entire City including the NMC. The
accompanying TOP Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was certified by the City at the same
time.

Project Description: Distinguished Homes is proposing the Specific Plan for the development of a master planned
residential community on approximately 320 acres of land within the NMC. The Specific Plan is
intended to carry out the goals and policies of TOP.

The Specific Plan is comprised of the following five land use designations: 1) Low-Density
Residential; 2) Medium-Density Residential; 3) High-Density Residential; 4) Public Schools;
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and, 5) the Grand Park (refer to Exhibit 4). Development would provide up to 1,327 residential
units, an elementary school and high school, trails, pocket parks, and the approximately 130-acre
Grand Park. The Specific Plan would establish land use designations, development standards,
and design guidelines.

In addition to approving the Specific Plan, related approvals would consist of tentative tract maps,
development agreements, and cancellation of Williamson Act contracts.

TOP Land Use Designations: Low-Density Residential
Medium-Density Residential
Public Schools
Open Space - Parkland

Ontario Zoning Map Classification: SP/AG (Specific Plan/Agricultural Preserve)

Existing Land Use: Dairy farms, agricultural fields, rural residences

Adjacent Zoning and Existing Land Uses:

Zoning Current Land Use
North: SP (Specific Plan) The Avenue Specific Plan Dairy farms, field crops, rural residences
East: AG (Ag Preserve) Dairy farms, field crops, rural residences
South: SP (Specific Plan) Subarea 29 (Park Place) Dairy farms, field crops, rural residences
West: SP (Specific Plan) Parkside Specific Plan Dairy farms, field crops, rural residences

Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g. permits, financing approval, participation agreement)

 Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board
 San Bernardino County Department of Public Works - Flood Control District
 Inland Empire Utilities Agency























Grand Park Specific Plan Initial Study

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant

Unless
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

With
Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

Impact No Impact

Michael Brandman Associates Page 13
H:\Client (PN-JN)\0116\CityofOntario\01160027 Grand Park SP IS.doc

I. AESTHETICS: Would the project:

a) 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?

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

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

II. AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY 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. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland,
are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment
Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest
Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. 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, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land
(as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland
zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use?

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

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?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation?

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 quality standard (including
releasing emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

III. AIR QUALITY: (continued)
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e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on 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 the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 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 corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or
other approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plan?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

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

archaeological resource pursuant to §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?

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, 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.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil?
VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: (continued)

c) 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?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks
or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of wastewater?
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VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that

may have a significant impact on the environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the

purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through

the routine transport, use, or 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 materials into the environment?

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

d) Be 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 create a significant hazard to the public or
environment?

e) 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 project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

g) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, an adopted
emergency response 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 residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
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 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)?

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: (continued)
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 of 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
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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 that would
impede or redirect flood flows?

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

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow?

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?
b) Conflict with applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of an

agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited
to general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

XI. 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?

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?

XII. NOISE: Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance or
applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

XII. NOISE: (continued0
e) 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 project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES:

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need
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for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the
public services:

a) Fire protection?
b) Police protection?
c) Schools?
d) Parks?
e) Other public facilities?

XV. RECREATION:

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might have
an adverse physical effect on the environment?

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation
system, taking into account all modes of transportation including
mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of
the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and
mass transit?

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program,
including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel
demand measures, or other standards established by the county
congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: (continued)
c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase

in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?
f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public

transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

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 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 significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?



Grand Park Specific Plan Initial Study

Page 18 Michael Brandman Associates
H:\Client (PN-JN)\0116\CityofOntario\01160027 Grand Park SP IS.doc

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider
which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to
serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s
existing commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related
to solid waste?

XVIII. 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, 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?

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 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, either directly or
indirectly?
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Explanation of Checklist Responses

I. AESTHETICS: Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. A scenic vista is typically defined as a view of highly valued visual resources, particularly from
public vantage points. There are scenic views of the San Gabriel Mountains, which are located approximately 12
miles north of the site. These mountains are visible on clear days from all north/south roadways near the project
area. Currently, windrows and other visual obstructions exist within or near the project site. The proposed project
would not introduce structures that would impair views of the mountains from north/south roadways in any more
significant ways than existing structures do currently. In addition, TOP EIR does not identify any scenic vistas
within or adjacent to the project site that could be impacted by the project. TOP EIR identifies the Euclid Avenue
Corridor 3.3 miles to the west and the Mission Boulevard Corridor 2.8 miles to the north as primary scenic
resources within the City. As such, no impacts would occur and further analysis of effects on a scenic vista in the
EIR is not required.

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

No Impact. None of the roadways adjacent to and in the vicinity of the project site is designated as a State scenic
highway. The nearest State Scenic Highway, Route 18, is located near Big Bear Lake approximately 60 miles
from the site, such that current views experienced from the roadway would not be affected by any development
that would occur on the project site. In addition, no valued natural features (i.e., rock outcroppings), or other
notable features exist within the site, as the site has been altered through its agricultural use, leaving little or no
native vegetation. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State scenic
highway. Further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no mitigation measures are required.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. The existing visual character of the project site is defined primarily by
agricultural uses including dairy farms and their related structures, rural residences and farm buildings, and
agricultural field crops. The remaining areas of the site that are not in active agricultural production or are not
occupied by rural residential housing are undeveloped. The Specific Plan proposes a development plan that would
include a community of traditional neighborhoods providing a variety of housing types, a high school site, an
elementary school site, parks, and trails specifically intended to carry out the goals of TOP. Therefore,
implementation of the Specific Plan would permanently alter the existing visual character of the project site by
replacing the agriculture-related uses with a master-planned residential community.

The Specific Plan includes design guidelines and development standards that would guide the physical character
of future residential development and community and neighborhood features, including the overall landscape
treatment within the Specific Plan area. These guidelines and standards would assist in establishing a unified
aesthetic treatment for the overall project site. Nevertheless, the replacement of the existing agricultural uses on
the site with a planned, urban development may not be considered to be a positive aesthetic impact. Therefore,
potential impacts on the visual character and quality of the site and its surroundings will be further analyzed in the
EIR, including an evaluation of the consistency of the project with regulations, plans, and policies related to
visual quality.
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d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area?

Potentially Significant Impact. The project will introduce new sources of light and glare compared to the current
on-site agricultural uses. The proposed development of up to 1,327 residences, an elementary school, a high
school, and the Grand Park would provide nighttime illumination due to the addition of architectural or design
elements, streetlights, security lighting, and lighting within the residences, as well as transient vehicular lighting
from cars traveling within the proposed community and on adjacent roadways. Therefore, potential impacts due to
increased light will be further analyzed in the EIR.

With regard to potential glare, implementation of the proposed Specific Plan is not expected to create unusual or
isolated glare impacts since the proposed buildings would be constructed of materials that provide for minimal
glare potential. The use of neon or glare-generating materials is not proposed. Therefore, the proposed project
would not create a new source of substantial glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area. Glare-related impacts would be less than significant. Further analysis of potential glare impacts in the EIR is
not necessary and no mitigation measures are required.
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II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY 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. In determining whether impacts to forest
resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information
compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of
forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project;
and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. 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, to non-agricultural use?

Potentially Significant Impact. The California Department of Conservation maintains maps identifying
important farmland. Portions of the project site are considered by the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
of the California Resources Agency to be Prime Farmland. Prime Farmland is defined as lands with the best
combination of physical and chemical characteristics necessary to sustain long-term agricultural production, and
the land must have been used for production of irrigated crops at some time during the four years prior to the
mapping date. Typically, Prime Farmland is characterized by Class I and Class II soil types.

The majority of the site is, or has been in the recent past, used for dairy and field crop farming. Approximately
one-third of the project site, in the western portion of the Specific Plan area, is characterized by Class II soils,
which would be converted permanently to nonagricultural use upon implementation of the Specific Plan. In
addition, surrounding development currently being proposed within the overall NMC area would also result in the
conversion of agricultural use to urban development. Therefore, potential impacts associated with conversion of
farmland on the site and in the surrounding area will be further analyzed in the EIR.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act Contract?

Potentially Significant Impact. The zoning classification on the site is SP/AG (Specific Plan/Agricultural
Preserve). Two parcels within the project site are currently enrolled in existing Williamson Act contracts.
Contract No. 70-161 is active with no notice of non-renewal having been filed. A notice of non-renewal was filed
on Contract No. 71-332 with expiration set for 2015. Contract No. 68-115C that formerly existed on the site
expired in 2011. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with the cancellation and non-renewal
notice of Williamson Act contracts on the site will be included in the EIR.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104(g))?

No Impact. The site is not zoned as forest land or timberland zoned Timberland Production. The project site is
currently zoned as SP/AG (Specific Plan/Agricultural Preserve) in TOP. As such, further analysis of this issue in
the EIR is not necessary and no mitigation measures are required.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact. There is no forest land on site, as the site currently contains agricultural uses including dairy farms
and their related structures, rural residences and farm buildings, agricultural field crops, and wind rows (i.e.,
eucalyptus trees). Therefore, the proposed project will not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use. As such, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no mitigation
measures are required.
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e) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

Potentially Significant Impact. Surrounding development currently being proposed within the overall New
Model Colony area would also result in the conversion of agricultural use to urban development. Therefore,
further analysis of potential impacts associated with conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses will be
included in the EIR.

As stated above under II(c) and II(d), the site contains no forest land and there is no forest land in the vicinity of
the site, as the areas surrounding the site are comprised of agriculture and/or dairy operations. Therefore, further
analysis this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no mitigation measures are required.
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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?

Potentially Significant Impact. The project site is located within the 6,600-square mile South Coast Air Basin.
The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) together with the Southern California Association
of Governments (SCAG) is responsible for formulating and implementing air pollution control strategies
throughout the Basin. The current Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) was adopted June 1, 2007 and outlines
the air pollution control measures needed to meet Federal PM2.5 standards by 2015 and O3 standards by 2024. The
AQMP also proposes policies and measures currently contemplated by responsible agencies to achieve Federal
standards for healthful air quality in the Basin that are under SCAQMD jurisdiction. In addition, the current
AQMP addresses several federal planning requirements and incorporates substantial new scientific data, primarily
in the form of updated emissions inventories, ambient measurements, new meteorological data, and new air
quality modeling tools. The proposed project would support and would be consistent with several key policy
directives set forth in the AQMP. Nonetheless, the project would increase the amount of traffic in the area and
would consequently generate operational air emissions that could affect implementation of the AQMP. Pollutant
emissions associated with the removal of existing onsite structures and construction of the proposed project would
also have the potential to affect implementation of the AQMP. Therefore, this issue will be analyzed further in the
EIR.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?

Potentially Significant Impact. As indicated above, the project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin,
which is characterized by relatively poor air quality. According to TOP EIR, the Basin is in non-attainment for
O3, PM10, and PM2.5 on federal and State air quality standards. The proposed project would result in increased air
emissions associated with construction and operation activities (e.g., vehicle trips and stationary sources), which
could potentially violate air quality standards or contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation.
Therefore, this issue will be analyzed further in the EIR.

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 quality standard (including releasing
emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Potentially Significant Impact. The project site is located in a non-attainment region of the Basin. The project
would result in increases in air emissions from construction and operations activities occurring in a Basin that,
according to TOP EIR, is in non-attainment of federal and State air quality standards for O3, PM10, and PM2.5.
Therefore, this issue will be analyzed further in the EIR.

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Potentially Significant Impact. Sensitive receptors in the project vicinity consist primarily of rural residences. In
addition, areas surrounding the project site have been approved for development that would include residential
uses and schools. The Specific Plan also proposes development of residences, an elementary school site, and a
high school site; therefore, such sensitive receptors could be exposed to project-generated emissions. Construction
activities and operation of the proposed uses could increase air emissions above current levels, thereby potentially
affecting nearby sensitive receptors. Further evaluation of impacts associated with the potential exposure of
sensitive receptors to pollutant concentrations will be included in the EIR.
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e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less Than Significant Impact. Potential sources that may emit odors during construction activities include the
use of architectural coatings and solvents. SCAQMD Rule 1113 limits the amount of volatile organic compounds
from architectural coatings and solvents. Via mandatory compliance with SCAQMD Rules, no construction
activities or materials are proposed which would create objectionable odors. With regard to odor-generating land
uses, objectionable odors are typically associated with industries involving the use of agricultural uses,
wastewater treatment plants, food-processing plants, chemicals plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies,
and fiberglass molding. As the project involves a proposed Specific Plan that would guide future development of
residential, school, and park uses, no major odor-producing uses that would have the potential to affect a
substantial number of people would be introduced. Furthermore, the replacement of the existing agricultural uses
on the site would eliminate the objectionable odors associated with the on-site dairy operations. The elimination
of such odors would result in a positive impact to the area. Thus, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not
necessary and no mitigation measures regarding odors are required.
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Have substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on 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 the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in
local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service?

c) Have substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 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 corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

Potentially Significant Impact. The site currently contains agricultural uses including dairy farms and their
related structures, rural residences and farm buildings, agricultural field crops, and windrows (i.e., eucalyptus
trees). Due to agricultural operations that have occurred for several decades, the site has been routinely subjected
to severe habitat disturbances including but not limited to: livestock trampling; manure accumulation, spreading,
and processing; agricultural practices; scraping, digging, stockpiling, and manipulation of soils. A
reconnaissance-level survey will be conducted to document the property’s general biological resources and further
describe the plant communities and wildlife habitats occurring within the project site. Therefore, further analysis
of potential impacts associated with affected species will be included in the EIR.

Federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) are not expected to be located within the Specific Plan area. However, numerous
dairy ponds exist on-site, and the loss of existing dairy ponds on the site could be considered a significant adverse
impact to area habitat for migratory waterfowl. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with
site-specific wetlands or other related affected habitats will be included in the EIR.

The project site's agricultural uses possess many characteristics that make it attractive to several bird species. The
open fields and windrows are attractive nesting and roosting sites for a variety of resident and migratory raptors.
The project would eliminate the open fields and windrows on the site as a result of proposed development, which
could potentially affect wildlife species movement or established native wildlife corridors. Therefore, further
analysis of potential impacts associated with wildlife movement or corridors will be included in the EIR.

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance?

No Impact. Implementation of the proposed Specific Plan would result in the removal of trees located on the
project site. According to TOP EIR, the City Municipal Code does not have any municipal ordinances for the
protection of trees on private property. Therefore, no impact would occur.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plan?

No Impact. The project site is not subject to a Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan,
or any other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, the project would not result in
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impacts related to potential conflict with provisions of any habitat conservation plans. Further analysis of this
issue in the EIR is not necessary, and no mitigation measures are required.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

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

Potentially Significant Impact. The project site is characterized by agricultural operations, including dairies, and
contains only a limited number of structures. However, given the long history of agricultural activities in the area,
the site may contain structures or other resources that may be considered historic resources. Therefore, further
analysis of potential impacts associated with historical resources as defined in State CEQA 515064.5 will be
included in the EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. Although the project site has been utilized for agricultural operations for
decades, there exists the potential for undiscovered archaeological resources on-site. Construction activities
associated with implementation of the proposed Specific Plan could result in the destruction or damage of such
undiscovered resources, if present. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with archaeological
resources will be included in the EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. Although no fossil-bearing geologic formations are known to exist within the
project site, their existence has not been determined, and therefore it is not known whether implementation of the
proposed Specific Plan would affect such resources, if present. As such, further analysis of potential impacts
associated with paleontological resources or other related geologic features will be included in the EIR

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

Less than Significant Impact. There are no existing or known formal cemeteries within the boundary of the
project site. Therefore, implementation of the proposed Specific Plan is not expected to impact human remains
associated with either a formal or informal cemetery. Notwithstanding, in the event that any human remains or
related resources are discovered, such resources would be treated in accordance with Federal, State, and local
regulations and guidelines for disclosure, recovery, relocation, and preservation, as appropriate, including CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5(e). As such, no significant impacts are expected. Further analysis of potential impacts
associated with the discovery of human remains is not necessary, and mitigation measures are not required.
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, 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.

Potentially Significant Impact. Fault rupture is defined as the displacement that occurs along the surface of
a fault during an earthquake. Based on criteria established by the California Geological Survey (CGS), faults
can be classified as active, potentially active, or inactive. Active faults are those having historically produced
earthquakes or shown evidence of movement within the past 11,000 years (during the Holocene Epoch). The
seismically active southern California region is crossed by numerous active and potentially active faults and is
underlain by several blind thrust faults (i.e., low angle reverse faults with no surface exposure). Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zones (formerly Special Study Zones) have been established throughout California by CGS.
These zones identify areas where potential surface rupture along an active fault could prove hazardous and
identify where special studies are required to characterize hazards to habitable structures.

The Specific Plan area is not located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, and no known active or
potentially active faults traverse any portion of the project site. The closest Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zone to the site has been identified as a portion of the Chino-Central Avenue (Elsinore) Fault Zone, which is
part of the Whittier-Elsinore fault system, located approximately 6 miles southwest of the site. In addition,
TOP EIR states that the City is one of the more seismically active portions of southern California. Earthquake
faulting in the region could have a potentially significant impact to the project. Therefore, further analysis of
potential impacts associated with earthquake faults will be included in the EIR.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Potentially Significant Impact. As indicated above, no known active faults have been identified within the
Specific Plan area, and it is not located within a designated Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. However,
the project site is located within a seismically active region of southern California. TOP EIR states that there
are several faults in and near the City, including the: Chino-Central Avenue Fault, San Jose Fault, Sierra
Madre Fault, Cucamonga Fault, San Andreas Fault, Whittier Fault, Elsinore Fault, Puente Hills Blind Thrust
Fault, and the San Jacinto Fault Zone, all of which are active except for the Puente Hills Blind Thrust Fault.
The San Andreas Fault is estimated to have the maximum peak magnitude (8.0), with a peak ground
acceleration of 0.37-0.26 and a distance of 14-22 miles from the City. The closest fault is the Chino-Central
Fault, with a distance of 4-12 miles from he City, an estimated maximum peak magnitude of 6.7 and a peak
ground acceleration of 0.54 -0.23. Therefore, the active faults in the region could result in the exposure of
people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects due to strong seismic ground shaking and potential
secondary effects. Further analysis of potential impacts associated with seismic ground shaking will be
included in the EIR.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less Than Significant Impact. Liquefaction is a form of earthquake-induced ground failure that occurs
primarily in relatively shallow, loose, granular, water-saturated soils. Liquefaction can occur when these types
of soils lose their inherent shear strength due to excess water pressure that builds up during repeated
movement from seismic activity. Shallow groundwater table, the presence of loose to medium dense sand and
silty sand, and a long duration and high acceleration of seismic shaking are factors that contribute to the
potential for liquefaction. Liquefaction usually results in horizontal and vertical movements from lateral
spreading of liquefied materials and post-earthquake settlement of liquefied materials.
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As detailed in TOP, the project site is located in an area of the City that has generally fine-grained sediments.
Per TOP EIR, most of the New Model Colony area is considered to have moderate liquefaction susceptibility
due to sediments that are young, unconsolidated, and generally fine grained. Most of the new development
that would occur pursuant to TOP would be in the NMC and projects approved under TOP would be
mandated to comply with the California Building Code, thereby reducing hazards from liquefaction.
Liquefaction and associated dynamic settlement resulting from the effects of strong ground shaking are
deemed negligible considering the depth of groundwater (approximately 120 feet) and the relatively dense
nature of underlying soil. Furthermore, the project would comply with the CGS Special Publication 117,
Guidelines for Evaluating and Mitigating Seismic Hazards in California (1997), State and local building and
safety codes as well as those recommendations set forth in the Geotechnical Report. Therefore, impacts
related to seismic-related ground failure including liquefaction would be less than significant, and no further
evaluation of potential impacts associated with seismic-related ground failure is necessary in the EIR.

iv) Landslides?

No Impact. The Specific Plan area is relatively flat and slopes gently to the southwest at an average slope of
approximately one percent. There are no slopes adjacent to the site that could impact the project due to a
landslide or other slope failure. Furthermore, while grading for the proposed development would occur, the
project does not propose substantial alteration to the existing topography. Therefore, implementation of the
proposed Specific Plan would have no impact related to the exposure of people or structures to potential
adverse effects involving landslides. As such, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary, and no
mitigation measures are required.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Specific Plan area has been utilized for agricultural operations, including
dairy farming, for many decades, which has resulted in up to several feet of manure and other agriculture-related
residues in on-site soils. As such, much of the surficial soils on the project site will require removal during initial
grading activities, and subsequent replacement with clean soil. Although standard measures would be
implemented during grading and construction activities to minimize dust generation and water pollution, the
potential exists for soil erosion or loss of topsoil to occur during the construction-related activities. Therefore,
further analysis of potential impacts associated with soil erosion or the loss of topsoil will be included in the EIR.

c) 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?

Potentially Significant Impact. TOP EIR states that much of the NMC has been intensively farmed, and
therefore is especially susceptible to compression. TOP EIR also states that development pursuant to TOP could
indirectly lead to increases in the numbers of persons and structures that would be exposed to hazards arising
from unstable soils conditions. The entire site is underlain at depth by relatively dense Pleistocene-age alluvial fan
deposits. Area subsidence generally occurs at the transition/contact between materials of substantially different
engineering properties. Thus, the only potential for this condition exists between the basement bedrock and
Quaternary fan deposits.

Overall, the site does not exhibit characteristics that would result in a high potential for geotechnical hazards.
However, given the potential for compressible on-site soils to result in settlement, impacts could affect future
development. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with unstable soils will be included in the
EIR
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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?

Potentially Significant Impact. Expansive soils are typically associated with fine-grained clayey soils that have
the potential to shrink and swell with repeated cycles of wetting and drying. While the majority of the City,
including the Specific Plan area, is located on alluvial soil deposits, some of the soils on the project site could be
susceptible to expansion and settlement. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with expansive
soils will be included in the EIR.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

No Impact. The project does not propose the use of septic systems or alternative wastewater disposal systems.
Therefore, an analysis of the ability of the on-site soils to support the use of septic tanks is not required. As such,
no impacts would occur. Further analysis of this issue is not necessary and no mitigation measures are required.
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VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. The project would increase the amount of traffic in the area compared to existing
conditions and would consequently have the potential to generate operational air emissions and greenhouse gas
emissions that may have a potentially significant impact on the environment. Additionally, pollutant emissions
associated with the removal of existing onsite structures and construction of the proposed project would also have
the potential to generate greenhouse gas emissions. Therefore, this issue will be analyzed further in the EIR.

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

Potentially Significant Impact. The project has the potential to increase the amount of greenhouse gases above
the current levels resulting from the anticipated doubling of population by 2030. The analysis will include
reviewing all applicable plans and policies including TOP policies ER4-1, ER4-3, and ER4-8 related to
greenhouse gas emissions and mitigation measures from TOP EIR in the absence of an adopted Climate Action
Plan. The analysis will also include compliance with CARB’s Scoping Plan for AB 32. Therefore, this issue will
be analyzed further in the EIR.
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VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal
of hazardous materials?

Potentially Significant Impact. Due to the historical use of portions of the site for crop production, herbicides
and pesticides were likely used and stored on the site. Underground and aboveground storage tanks were also
likely used to store diesel fuel for agricultural field equipment or other chemicals. Given the long history of the
site in agriculture, and the historic lack of regulation of now-identified hazardous materials, such materials could
have been spilled or otherwise discharged on-site, potentially contaminating on-site soils and/or groundwater. It is
also likely that existing buildings and structures may contain hazardous materials such as lead based paint,
asbestos, mercury lighting fixtures and switches, etcetera. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts
associated with public or environmental hazards will be included in the EIR.

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. As previously indicated, the project site is, and has historically been,
characterized by agricultural uses and potential for associated chemicals and wastes, including methane gases.
Given the likely presence of hazardous materials, including hazardous materials associated with on-site structures,
impacts related to the release of hazardous materials into the environment would be considered potentially
significant. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts related to the release of hazardous materials into the
environment will be included in the EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. There are two school sites proposed within the Specific Plan area. Any existing
hazardous materials on-site that are within one-quarter-mile radius of the proposed schools could potentially
impact the schools if these schools are occupied prior to completion of remediation activities, should remediation
be required. The nearest existing school to the project site is Ranch View Elementary School, located
approximately one mile north of the project site. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with
hazardous materials on adjacent or planned schools will be included in the EIR.

d) Be 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
environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. The potential significance of listed hazardous materials sites is dependent upon
what, if any, hazardous materials incidents occurred and what corrective actions were taken to address the issue.
Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with hazardous materials sites will be included in the
EIR.

e) 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 project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

Potentially Significant Impact. The airport closest to the project site is the Chino Airport, located approximately
2.5 miles southwest of the project site. Although beyond two miles, the western portion of the project site is
located within the Chino Airport Influence Area and the western boundary of the project site is adjacent to the
Chino Airport Overlay. The Chino Airport Master Plan (AMP) was adopted by the Bernardino County Airport
Land Use Commission in 2006. However, the adopted Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP), dated
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November 1991, does not reflect the 2006 AMP. Therefore, potential safety hazard impacts in the project site
from the Chino Airport will be included in the EIR.

The Ontario International Airport is located approximately 3.5 miles north of the project site. According to the
LA/Ontario Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, the project site is located outside of all safety zones associated
with the Ontario Airport. However, the entire City is located within the Airport Influence Area of Ontario
International Airport. Therefore, potential safety hazard impacts in the project site from the Chino Airport will be
included in the EIR.

f) For a project in the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard for the people
residing or working in the area?

No Impact. The Specific Plan area is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore,
implementation of the proposed Specific Plan would not result in airport-related safety hazards for the people
residing or working in the vicinity of a private airstrip. Further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary,
and no mitigation measures are required.

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

No Impact. Construction activities associated with the proposed project would generally be confined to the
Specific Plan area and therefore, would not physically impair access to or around the site. In addition, the project
does not propose to modify any of the surrounding roadways such that it would limit or restrict emergency access.
Therefore, the proposed project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary,
and no mitigation measures are required.

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 residences are intermixed with wildlands?

No Impact. The project site contains agricultural uses including dairy farms and their related structures, rural
residences and farm buildings, agricultural field crops, and windrows (i.e., eucalyptus trees). It is also surrounded
by like uses including dairies to the east, dairies and rural residences to the south, field crops to the west, and
dairies and field crops to the north. No wildlands are present on the project site or surrounding area. In addition,
future development of the Specific Plan area would be designed and built according to applicable fire codes to
minimize the potential for adverse impacts. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people or structures
to a significant risk involving wildland fires. Further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary, and no
mitigation measures are required.
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Potentially Significant Impact. Construction associated with development of the Specific Plan would require
earthwork activities, including grading of the site. During precipitation events in particular, construction activities
would have the potential to result in minor soil erosion during grading and soil stockpiling, subsequent siltation,
and conveyance of other pollutants into municipal storm drains. In addition, given the historical use of the site for
agricultural operations, including dairies, there is a chance that soils affected by animal wastes or agriculture-
related compounds could affect water quality in storm water discharges from the site.

Under the authority of the Clean Water Act, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) established the
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Program, which is designed to reduce pollutants in
storm water runoff. In the State of California, the NPDES Program is overseen by the State Regional Water
Quality Control Board, which is divided into nine regions. The City is located within Region 8 (the Santa Ana
Regional Water Quality Control Board). The City is a co-permittee with San Bernardino County in the NPDES
Program. Accordingly, the development within the Specific Plan would be required to prepare a Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which outlines Best Management Practices (BMPs) to eliminate or reduce
polluted runoff during construction of the proposed project. Despite the requirement to implement a construction
period SWPPP, the potential exists for adverse impacts to water quality during construction activities. Therefore,
further analysis of potential impacts to water quality related to construction activities will be included in the EIR.

Upon buildout, development associated with implementation of the Specific Plan would substantially change the
amount of on-site pervious areas. The existing dairy farms and their related structures, rural residences and farm
buildings, and agricultural field crops would be replaced with residential neighborhoods, schools, recreational
areas, roadways and other paved areas, and landscaping, which would result in increased impervious surface
compared to existing conditions. In addition, the proposed development would introduce new pollutants to surface
runoff, which could potentially violate water quality standards and discharge requirements due to the presence of
pesticides, fertilizers, automobile-related substances, and herbicides that are typically associated with urban
development. The presence of these types of hazardous materials in surface water runoff may have a potentially
significant impact on water quality. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts to water quality due to
alteration to the quantity and composition of surface runoff will be included in the EIR.

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 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)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site currently utilizes groundwater for irrigation of crops and for
livestock, activities, which will cease once the proposed Specific Plan has been fully implemented. Once
developed, the Specific Plan would be served by domestic water supplies provided by the City Public Works
Agency, the majority of which would be supplied by local groundwater basins. As described in TOP EIR, the
City’s water demand is accommodated through potable and non-potable water managed by the City’s Public
Works Agency. Nonetheless, the City will manage groundwater supplies to ensure that withdrawals to meet
domestic demands do not exceed the maximum safe yield for the Chino Basin, and preclude the potential for
significant adverse effects in this regard. Thus, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no
mitigation measures would be required.

Project implementation would increase the amount of impermeable surface as compared to existing conditions.
However, due to the size and scope of the project, groundwater recharge would not be affected so as to create a
net deficit in aquifer volume or lower the groundwater table. Furthermore, the project would not deplete
groundwater supplies as direct groundwater extractions are not proposed as part of the project. Thus, less than
significant impacts would occur and further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not required.
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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?

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed above in response to question VI(b), due to the presence of animal
wastes and other agriculture-related residues, extensive soil excavation and removal from the site would occur at
the outset of grading activities. The removal of the topsoil during project grading would expose the soil to erosion
and could increase soil erosion. Runoff generated during grading and construction must be discharged to
receiving waters in accordance with the requirements of NPDES Permit issued by the Santa Ana Regional Water
Quality Control Board. Nevertheless, the project could have potentially significant soil erosion impacts during
project construction. With regard to operations, development associated with the Specific Plan would increase the
amount of impervious surfaces on-site and as such, would modify the drainage pattern of the site and result in
greater runoff volume and flow rates without improvements to the drainage infrastructure in the area. Due to the
potential for increased flow rates and volumes from the site, and associated potential for erosion and siltation,
impacts would be considered potentially significant. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated
with increased erosion will be included in the EIR.

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 of amount of surface runoff in a manner that
would result in flooding on- or off-site?

Potentially Significant Impact. As noted above, implementation of the proposed Specific Plan would increase
the impervious surface area on-site, which could lead to greater flow volumes and velocities of runoff leaving the
site during storm events. The increase in flow rates and volumes could have deleterious effects on downstream
areas related to flooding if not contained or otherwise controlled on-site. As such, the alteration of the existing on-
site drainage system by the project could have a potentially significant impact related to flooding on- or off-site.
Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts due to alteration of the existing drainage pattern will be included
in the EIR.

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?

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed above in response to question IX(a) above, implementation of the
Specific Plan would increase the amount of runoff generated from the site compared to existing conditions due to
the increase in the amount of impervious surfaces. In addition, proposed development would introduce surface
water runoff from the residential neighborhoods, schools, and recreational areas that has the potential to violate
water quality standards and discharge requirements due to the presence of pesticides, fertilizers, automobile-
related substances, and herbicides that are typically associated with urban development. The presence of these
types of hazardous materials in surface water runoff may result in a potentially significant impact on water
quality. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with runoff water will be included in the EIR.

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed above in response to questions IX(a), and IX(c) through IX(e)
above, construction and operation activities associated with the proposed Specific Plan could result in significant
impacts related to water quality. Therefore, further analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.

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?
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No Impact. According to TOP EIR, the project site is located outside a 100-year flood hazard area but within a
500-year flood hazard area. As such, the project site is not located within a designated 100-year floodplain. Thus,
further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no mitigation measures would be required.

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

No Impact. As previously discussed in threshold (g) above, TOP EIR, the project site is located outside a 100-
year flood hazard area. The project will have no impact relative to placing structures in a 100-year flood hazard
area that would impede or redirect flood flows. Thus, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and
no mitigation measures are required.

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

No Impact. No dams or levees exist in proximity to the site such project residents or structures on the site would
be exposed to significant risk involving flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam. The closest body of
water is the Cucamonga Creek Channel, which runs in a north-south direction approximately 0.3-mile west of the
western Specific Plan area boundary. Thus, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no
mitigation measures are required.

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow?

No Impact. A seiche is an oscillation of a body of water in an enclosed or semi-enclosed basin, such as a
reservoir, harbor, lake, or storage tank. A tsunami is a great sea wave, commonly referred to as a tidal wave,
produced by a significant undersea disturbance such as tectonic displacement of a sea floor associated with large,
shallow earthquakes. Mudflows result from the downslope movement of soil and/or rock under the influence of
gravity.

There are no lakes, reservoirs, or other large water bodies either onsite or in proximity to the project site that
would impact the site due to a seiche. The project site is located more than 40 miles inland from the Pacific
Ocean, and is obstructed by the Santa Ana Mountains to the south of the project site. As such, the project will not
be exposed to adverse effects from a tsunami. The project site and the area surrounding the site are relatively flat.
Therefore, the potential for a mudflow to impact people or structures on the site is considered remote. There is
no impact to the project due to a seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. Thus, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not
necessary and no mitigation measures are required.
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X. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

No Impact. The project site is currently utilized for agricultural production, including dairy operations and field
crops, and contains relatively few structures. The project site and surrounding area is predominantly undeveloped
and engaged in agricultural activities. Although implementation of the Specific Plan would permanently replace
the agriculture-related uses with a master-planned residential community, it would not physically divide an
established community, as no significant communities currently exist in the area. Rather, the proposed Specific
Plan would complement planned development associated with approved Specific Plans including The Avenue
Specific Plan, Subarea 29 Specific Plan, and Parkside Specific Plan, and the proposed Subarea 24 Specific Plan,
which are also part of the overall NMC. Thus, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no
mitigation measures are required.

b) Conflict with applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to general plan, specific plan, coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for
the purpose of avoiding or mitigation an environmental effect?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Specific Plan is intended to carry out the goals and policies of TOP. The
project is not anticipated to interfere or conflict with any other land use plan, policy, or regulation of the City or
other public agencies with jurisdiction over the project to avoid or mitigate an environmental effect. However,
given the proposed Specific Plan's implications for land use planning and affected codes and regulations, the
project's consistency with TOP and other applicable plans shall be further analyzed in the EIR.

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan?

No Impact. The project site is not located within the jurisdiction of any adopted habitat conservation plans or
natural community conservation plans. Therefore, the project would not result in an impact to any habitat
conservation plan or community conservation plan. As such, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not
necessary and no mitigation measures are required.
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XI. 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?

No Impact. There are no known mineral resources either on the site or in the immediate vicinity of the site that
would be impacted by the project. TOP EIR shows that the entirely of the project site is located in mineral
resources zone 3 (MRZ-3), which means that the significance of mineral deposits is unknown. TOP EIR states
that development in a MRZ-3 zone would not result in significant impacts because mineral resources of statewide
or local importance are not identified in the California Geologic Survey PC maps. As such, further analysis of this
issue in the EIR is not necessary and no mitigation measures are required.

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?

No Impact. There are no known mineral resources either on the site or in the immediate project area. The project
would have no impact to the loss of important mineral resources. As such, further analysis of this issue in the EIR
is not necessary and no mitigation measures are required.
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XII. NOISE: Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the local general
plan or noise ordinance or applicable standards of other agencies?

Potentially Significant Impact. Noise sources currently associated with the project site include the agricultural
operations and dairy farms. Other noise sources generated in the project vicinity include vehicle traffic on
surrounding streets. The proposed project involves development of urban uses on land that is currently utilized for
agricultural activities, which would substantially increase the intensity of land use on-site. The associated traffic
and population would incrementally increase the noise currently generated on-site and in the project vicinity. The
additional mobile-source and stationary-source noise associated with proposed uses could exceed the City's
established noise standards. Additionally, construction activities and the use of heavy equipment (e.g., bulldozers,
backhoes, cranes, loaders, etc.) during construction of the uses proposed in the Specific Plan would generate noise
on a short-term basis. Thus, the proposed Specific Plan could potentially expose people to, or generate noise
levels that could potentially be in excess of standards established in TOP, noise ordinances, or other applicable
agency standards. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with exposure of persons to, or the
generation of, noise levels in excess of established standards will be included in the EIR.

b) Exposure of person to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction associated with implementation of the proposed Specific Plan
would employ conventional construction activities. Construction equipment and techniques that would be used
would not cause excessive ground-borne vibration or noise as no pile driving or tunneling would occur.
Furthermore, operation of the proposed land uses associated with the Specific Plan including residential, schools,
and recreation, would not generate ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels. Therefore, further
analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no mitigation measures are required.

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed above in response to question XII(a), implementation of the
proposed Specific Plan would increase the intensity of land uses on the project site, as well as associated mobile
and stationary source noise levels. The increase in ambient noise levels attributable to the proposed development
could be potentially significant. Therefore, impacts associated with a permanent increase in ambient noise levels
will be further analyzed in the EIR.

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed above, temporary construction activities would result in increased
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project site, compared to levels existing without the project. This
temporary increase in noise levels could result in a significant short-term noise impact. Therefore, impacts
associated with a temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels will be further analyzed in the EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. The airport closest to the project site is the Chino Airport, located approximately
2.5 miles southwest of the project site. Although beyond two miles, the western portion of the project site is
located within the Chino Airport Influence Area and the western boundary of the project site is adjacent to the
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Chino Airport Overlay. The potential for aircraft operations at the Chino Airport to expose people residing or
working in the Specific Plan area will be included in the EIR.

The entire City is located within the Airport Influence Area of Ontario International Airport. Therefore, potential
noise impacts in the project site from aircraft operations will be included in the EIR.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. There are no private airstrip facilities located within the vicinity of the project site. Therefore, the
proposed Specific Plan would not expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels
from a private airstrip. As such, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no mitigation
measures are required.
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XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Less than Significant Impact. Although the Specific Plan proposes residential development that represents
growth, this growth was anticipated and planned for as part of the overall NMC development as evaluated in TOP
EIR. The development of Grand Park is consistent with the NMC growth and, as a result, no impacts related to
substantial growth would occur. As such, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no
mitigation measures are required.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Less than Significant Impact (b and c). The project site is currently used for agricultural purposes including
dairy operations and field crops. There are a few residences associated with the agricultural uses that are located
on the site. Although the existing residences (and related residents) on the site would be required to relocate, such
displacement would not be considered substantial such that construction of replacement housing elsewhere would
be required as evaluated in TOP EIR. Thus, further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no
mitigation measures are required.
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES: 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
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

a) Fire protection?

Potentially Significant Impact. The City Fire Department currently provides fire protection service to the site.
The proposed project, which would result in the conversion of agricultural uses to urban uses, would likely
require an increase in the provision of fire protection services at the site. This increase could require expansion of
existing or construction of new operations or facilities, or increased staffing or equipment in order to provide an
adequate level of fire protection and emergency medical services to the project. Therefore, impacts associated
with the provision of fire protection services will be further analyzed in the EIR.

b) Police protection?

Potentially Significant Impact. The City Police Department currently provides police protection to the project
site. The proposed project, which would result in the conversion of agricultural uses to urban uses, would likely
require an increase in the provision of police protection services at the site. This increase could require the
construction of new police facilities or expansion of existing operations, including additional police personnel, to
ensure the Specific Plan development receives an adequate level of police protection. Therefore, impacts
associated with police protection services will be further analyzed in the EIR.

c) Schools?

Potentially Significant Impact. Implementation of the Specific Plan would introduce up to 1,327 residences that
would generate school age children expected to attend area schools. The construction of new schools in the
project area, including elementary, middle, and high schools, will be required to serve expected development.
While the project proposes sites for an elementary school and a high school to serve school age children from the
project as well as surrounding development, school age children generated by the project could have a potentially
significant impact on the schools that serve the site. Therefore, impacts to schools will be further analyzed in the
EIR.

d) Parks?

Potentially Significant Impact. According to TOP EIR, the project area is served by the City, which provides a
variety of recreational opportunities in the City and nearby open space areas. The proposed Specific Plan
designates approximately 130 acres for the Grand Park, which would serve the project residents and the
surrounding community. In addition, the Specific Plan identifies several pocket parks that could be located
throughout the Specific Plan area subject to approval of the City. Notwithstanding, project residents may increase
the need for new parks as well as increase the use of existing citywide park facilities. The need for additional
parks and use of existing nearby parks could have a potentially significant impact to parks and recreation facilities
maintained by the City. Therefore, impacts associated with parks will be further analyzed in the EIR.

e) Other public facilities?

Less than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed Specific Plan would generate increased
population at the site. While the residents would be expected to incrementally increase the demand on public
services such as libraries, hospitals, or post offices, this increase is anticipated to be less than significant. It is
anticipated that the project’s population would increase demand on library services in the project area. According
to TOP EIR, the City uses the level of service standard of 0.6 square foot of library facilities per capita to
determine how much library space the City needs. The City plans to build a new 37,646 square foot public library
in the NMC that would provide similar services as the Main Library and a 6,763 square foot expansion, totaling
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44,409 new square feet of public library services. The anticipated population of the City at approximately 2025
would be 360,851 and the total square footage of existing and proposed library services would be 116,409 square
feet, which results in 0.32 square foot of library space per capita. Additionally, funding for the libraries in the City
comes from the City’s General Fund and is generated through development impact fees. Development impact fees
received by the public library system to offset the costs of construction come from residential developments. TOP
EIR states that since adequate services would be provided and payment of Development Impact Fees would offset
the costs associated with library services, impacts on library services would be less than significant. The proposed
project would be required to pay any applicable Development Impact Fees to compensate for impacts to library
services in the City; therefore, a less than significant impact is anticipated in this regard. Further analysis of other
public facilities in the EIR is not necessary, and no mitigation measures are required.
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XV. RECREATION:

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

Potentially Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed Specific Plan would provide additional housing
and associated population, which would result in an increase in the demand for existing neighborhood parks and
other regional recreational facilities. This increased demand could have a potentially significant impact on
existing park and recreational facilities in the City. The proposed Specific Plan designates approximately 130 net
acres of land for the development of the Grand Park, as well as pocket parks and trails throughout the area, which
would assist in meeting the recreational demands of the project residents. The potential for the project to meet its
recreational facility requirements, associated with the proposed recreational facilities will be further analyzed in
the EIR.

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Specific Plan designates approximately 130 acres of land for the
development of the Grand Park, as well as pocket parks and trails throughout the area. The proposed parkland
would be constructed during development of the uses proposed in the Specific Plan, which could have
environmental impacts. Therefore, impacts associated with recreational facilities will be further analyzed in the
EIR.
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not
limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

Potentially Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed Specific Plan would increase the intensity of
land uses on the project site, and therefore would increase the traffic generation associated with on-site uses.
Given the existing roadway network within the NMC area of the City, the project-related traffic increase could
significantly impact levels of service along affected roadway intersections and segments. Construction activities
would also result in a temporary increase in traffic due to construction-related truck trips and worker vehicle trips.
As the potential increase in traffic could result in a significant traffic impact, this issue will be further analyzed in
the EIR.

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to level of service
standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or highways?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Congestion Management Program (CMP) is a state-mandated program
enacted by the State legislature to address impacts that urban congestion has on local communities and the region
as a whole. The section of Archibald Avenue, adjacent to the western boundary of the project site, is part of the
CMP system. Project-related traffic could have a potentially significant impact on the level of service standard
established by the County CMP for this designated roadway. The project's increase in traffic would have the
potential to result in a significant traffic impact to a CMP roadway; therefore, this issue will be further analyzed in
the EIR.

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in substantial safety risks?

No Impact. The project would not create a substantial safety risk or interfere with air traffic patterns at Ontario
International Airport or Chino Airport, as the project site is located at least two miles from both airports. The
project would not impact air traffic patterns at either airport. As such, further analysis of air traffic patterns in the
EIR is not necessary, and no mitigation measures are required.

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No Impact. The project does not include any hazardous design features such as sharp curves or dangerous
intersections on or off site, nor does the project propose any hazardous or incompatible uses. In addition, there are
no existing hazardous design features such as sharp curves or dangerous intersections on-site or within the project
vicinity. Notwithstanding, the project would be required to comply with applicable City road design standards
including the City's right-of-way design standards. Because the project must meet all applicable roadway design
standards, no significant road design hazards are anticipated. Further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not
necessary, and no mitigation measures are required.

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

No Impact. The Specific Plan proposes access to the project site via Archibald Avenue, Edison Avenue, Haven
Avenue, and Eucalyptus Avenue (future Merrill Avenue). The access would be sufficient to provide emergency
vehicular access to the Specific Plan area. Furthermore, development within the Specific Plan area would be
designed to provide access for all emergency vehicles and meet all applicable City Fire and Police Department
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access requirements. As a result, the project would not result in an impact to emergency access. Further analysis
of this issue in the EIR is not necessary, and no mitigation measures are required.

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities,
or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Specific Plan is not anticipated to conflict with any transportation
policies, plans or programs supporting alternative transportation, as development of the Specific Plan would be
required to conform to the City’s Mobility Element, which implements various strategies and approaches to
accommodate multiple modes of travel. According to TOP EIR, the Mobility Element accounts for improvements
and enhancements to roadways (for passenger cars, trucks, buses, an bicycles), rail lines (for freight and passenger
rail), and trails and walkways (for bicycles and pedestrians). Additionally, the Specific Plan includes an extensive
network or pedestrian, bicycle, and multi-use trails connecting the Specific Plan area and associated future
development to the local roadway network, which would connect to future trails on adjacent properties. The
proposed project would not impact adopted alternative transportation policies, plans, or programs. Therefore,
further analysis of this issue in the EIR is not necessary and no mitigation measures would be required.
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XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

Potentially Significant Impact. The project site is not currently served by a wastewater collection, conveyance,
and treatment system, as properties in the area utilize septic systems for wastewater disposal. Upon
implementation of the proposed Specific Plan, however, the City would provide wastewater collection and the
Inland Empire Utilities Agency (IEUA) will provide wastewater treatment for the project. As detailed in TOP
EIR, the City conveys its wastewater via regional trunk sewers to regional treatment plans operated by IEUA,
which serves a 242-square mile service area in the western portion of San Bernardino County. Most of the
wastewater generated is treated at IEUA’s Regional Water Reclamation Plant No. 1. Wastewater generated in the
NMC is treated at Regional Water Reclamation Plant No. 5. The wastewater generated by future development
pursuant to the proposed Specific Plan could cause either Regional Water Reclamation Plant No. 1 or No. 5 to
exceed its wastewater discharge requirements if there is not adequate treatment capacity. Thus, implementation of
the proposed Specific Plan could have a potentially significant impact on wastewater treatment requirements of
the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Because the project's increase in wastewater would have the potential
to result in a significant water quality impact, this issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.

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 significant environmental effects?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Specific Plan area would be served by the City’s wastewater collection
system. The Specific Plan area would be served by both the City sewer system, which would convey wastewater
via regional trunk sewers to regional treatment plans operated by IEUA. As described in threshold a) directly
above, Wastewater generated in the NMC is treated at Regional Water Reclamation Plant No. 5. Implementation
of the proposed Specific Plan would require the construction of both on and off-site sewer and water mains to
serve the site. The construction of these facilities could result in a potentially significant impact. Therefore,
potential impacts associated with the construction of new sewer and water facilities will be further analyzed in the
EIR.

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects?

Potentially Significant Impact. Due to the frequency of flooding and the lack of adequate storm water drainage
facilities in the project area to carry surface water away from the site, the proposed project will require the
construction of new drainage facilities and/or the expansion of existing facilities. Implementation of the proposed
Specific Plan would increase the amount of surface water from the site due to the increase in the amount of
impermeable surfaces on the site relative to existing conditions. The construction of new storm drain facilities and
expansion of existing facilities could have a potentially significant impact. Therefore, this issue will be further
analyzed in the EIR.

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and resources, or
are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Potentially Significant Impact. As detailed in TOP EIR, the City’s water demand is accommodated through
potable and non-potable water managed by the City’s Public Works Agency. Because the project site is not
currently served by the City's water system, construction of new water distribution infrastructure will be required
to connect the project site to the City's domestic water supply. In addition, the Specific Plan proposes more than
500 residential units; therefore, the provisions of SB 221 and SB 610 are applicable, and a water supply
assessment must be prepared for the proposed project. As described in TOP EIR, Under SB 610, Water Supply
Assessments (WSA) must be furnished to local governments for inclusion in any environmental documentation
for certain projects (as defined in Water Code Section 10912[a]) subject to CEQA. Individual development
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projects implemented under TOP Land Use Plan would be required to prepare a WSA if they meet the
requirements of SB 221 and SB 610. The issue of available water supply to serve the project will be further
analyzed in the EIR.

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project that
it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Inland Empire Utilities Agency (IEUA) will provide wastewater treatment
for the project. As detailed in TOP EIR, the City conveys its wastewater via regional trunk sewers to regional
treatment plans operated by IEUA, which serves a 242-square mile service area in the western portion of San
Bernardino County. The proposed project would incrementally reduce the existing excess treatment capacity at
Regional Water Reclamation Plant No. 5. As such, the project could result in a potentially significant impact on
the capacity of the area's wastewater treatment system. Therefore, further analysis of this issue will be included in
the EIR.

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal
needs?

Potentially Significant Impact. According to TOP EIR, the City provides its own solid waste hauling service
within the City. As of 2008, the City serves approximately 28,000 single-family homes with a fleet of 23
residential, 17 commercial, and 10 roll-off container collection trucks, stationed at the City’s Public Works yard.
Household and business refuse, green waste, and recycling from the City are sent to the West Valley Materials
Recovery Facility (MRF) in Fontana for processing, recycling, or landfilling. Most refuse is transported from the
MRF to El Sobrante Landfill in the City of Corona. Other landfills that may serve the City include the Badlands
Sanitary Landfill, Bakersfield Metropolitan Sanitary Landfill, Colton Sanitary Landfill, Frank R. Bowerman
Sanitary Landfill, Lancaster Landfill and Recycling Center, Mid-Valley Sanitary Landfill, Olinda Alpha Sanitary
Landfill, and Puente Hills Landfill. The City would provide solid waste collection services to the proposed
project. The proposed project would result in an increase in the amount of solid waste generated on-site, thereby
contributing waste that would incrementally reduce the remaining disposal capacity at designated landfills. The
solid waste generated by uses proposed in the Specific Plan could have a potentially significant impact on the
landfills serving the project area. Therefore, potential solid waste impacts of the project will be further evaluated
in the EIR.

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project would be required to comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations regarding solid waste. It is not known at this time the extent to which future development
within the Specific Plan area would comply with waste reduction and recycling programs pursuant to Assembly
Bill (AB) 939. Therefore, further analysis of this issue will be included an EIR.
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XVIII. 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,
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?

Potentially Significant Impact. As cited in the foregoing topical discussions, the proposed Specific Plan has the
potential to result in significant impacts with regard to the following topical issues: Aesthetics, Agricultural and
Forestry Resources, Air Quality, Biological Resources, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Cultural Resources, Geology
and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use and Planning, Noise,
Public Services, Recreation, Transportation and Traffic, and Utilities and Service Systems. Each of these potential
impact areas could result in the degradation of the quality of the environment. Therefore, these issues will be
further analyzed in the EIR.

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of an individual project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects.)

Potentially Significant Impact. The potential for cumulative impacts occurs when the independent impacts of
the project are combined with the impacts of related projects in proximity to the project site such that impacts
occur that are greater than the impacts of the project alone. The proposed Specific Plan is part of a logical
sequence of proposed and approved Specific Plans intended to implement the NMC and as such, the proposed
project in conjunction with other projects would contribute to potentially significant cumulative impacts.
Therefore, potential for cumulative impacts will be further analyzed in the EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project could result in potentially significant environmental effects
with regard to the following topical issues: Aesthetics, Agricultural and Forestry Resources, Air Quality,
Biological Resources, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use and Planning, Noise, Public Services, Recreation,
Transportation and Traffic, and Utilities and Service Systems. As these impacts could have potential adverse
effects on human beings either directly or indirectly, further analysis of these impacts will be included in the EIR.
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XIX. EARLIER ANALYSES: Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, Program EIR, or
other CEQA process, one or more effects have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative
Declaration. (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15063 (C)(3)(D).

a) Earlier analyses used. Identify earlier analyses used and state where they are available for review:

1. City of Ontario. “The Ontario Plan.” January 27, 2010.

2. City of Ontario. “The Ontario Plan Environmental Impact Report.” January 27, 2010.

3. City of Ontario. “Master Plan of Drainage for the NMC.” October 2000.

4. City of Ontario. City of Ontario Water Master Plan. August 2000.

5. City of Ontario. Sewer Master Plan. January 2001.

All documents listed above under (a) above are on file and available for review with the City of Ontario Planning
Department, 303 East B Street, Ontario, California.

b) Impacts adequately addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of
and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards.

1. Comment I(a). Aesthetics. The impact to an adverse effect on a scenic vista was adequately analyzed as part
of The Ontario Plan Environmental Impact Report.

2. Comment IV(e). Biological Resources. The impact to an adverse effect on conflicts with local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources was adequately analyzed as part of The Ontario Plan Environmental
Impact Report.

3. Comment VI(a)(iii). Geology and Soils. The impact to seismic-related ground failure and liquefaction was
adequately analyzed as part of The Ontario Plan Environmental Impact Report.

4. Comment XI(a) and (b). Mineral Resources. The impact to mineral resources was adequately analyzed as part
of The Ontario Plan Environmental Impact Report.

5. Comment XIII(a), (b), and (c). Population and Housing. The impact to inducing substantial population
growth, and displacing substantial number of housing and people was adequately analyzed as part of The
Ontario Plan Environmental Impact Report.

6. Comment XIV(e). Public Services. The impact to other public facilities was adequately analyzed as part of
The Ontario Plan Environmental Impact Report.

7. Comment XVI(f). Transportation and Traffic. The impact to conflicts with adopted plans, policies, or
programs regarding public transit, or pedestrian facilities and the potential to decrease the performance of these
facilities was adequately analyzed as part of The Ontario Plan Environmental Impact Report.



Grand Park Specific Plan Initial Study

Michael Brandman Associates Page 51
H:\Client (PN-JN)\0116\CityofOntario\01160027 Grand Park SP IS.doc

XX. MITIGATION MEASURES: For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated,”
describe the mitigation measures, which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the
extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

All of the effects were identified as no impact, less than significant, or potentially significant. None of the effects
were identified as less than significant with mitigation.
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