





CENTRAL PARK AMPHITHEATER PROJECT

PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND
NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT THE PROPOSED MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

This serves as the City of Rancho Cucamonga’s Notice of Intent to adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the Central Park Amphitheater Project, prepared in accordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.

Name of Project: Central Park Amphitheater Project

Project Location: The proposed Central Park Amphitheater Project (Project) site is located in
the City of Rancho Cucamonga’'s Central Park. Central Park is located
approximately in the center of the City of Rancho Cucamonga at 11200 Base
Line Road, and is within Section 36 of Township 1 South, Range 7 West, on
the Cucamonga Peak, California, U.S. Geological Survey 7.5-minute
Quadrangle Map (1980). Bounded on the south by Base Line Road and on
the east by Milliken Avenue, the Park is approximately 2.5 miles west of
Interstate 15, 3.7 miles north of Interstate 10, and 0.7 miles south of the State
Route 210 in between Interstate 10 and State Route 210 Freeways in
Rancho Cucamonga.

Lead Agency: City of Rancho Cucamonga
10500 Civic Center Drive
Rancho Cucamonga, California 91730

Project

Description: The proposed Project is the development of an approximately 40,000 square
feet (sqg. ft.) amphitheater on 11 acres located at the southcentral portion of
Central Park. The Central Park Amphitheater will be an open-air, outdoor
performing arts venue and multi-use space. The amphitheater’s performance
facility will consist of two stages separated by a building containing backstage
facilities including a green room and restrooms. The backstage building will
be approximately 1,320 sq. ft. and each stage will be approximately 1,300 sq.
ft. The performance facility will be steel framed with plaster finish, matching
the existing community/senior centers. House light-emitting diode lighting will
be provided in the ceiling of the performance facility. No permanent stage
performance lighting or sound amplification systems will be constructed.

Spectator seating for the amphitheater’'s main stage will consist of several
concentric tiers of concrete terraced seating and an open viewing lawn area.
The terraced seating will have capacity for approximately 300 spectators. An
open viewing lawn area will be located behind the terraced seating and will
be a flat or gently sloping grass area with a minimum amount of hard surface
walkways. This area will be suitable for blanket or lawn chair seating and will
have capacity for approximately 1,700 spectators.

A secondary stage will be located on the opposite side of the performance
facility. The spectator area for this stage will consist of a fill gently sloping
grass area suitable for blanket or lawn chair seating and will have capacity for
approximately 1,200 spectators.
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The project includes 158 unpaved parking spaces for event parking to
supplement existing Central Park paved parking. Turf is proposed for this
parking area, so it can be used as a large open space passive area when not
needed for event parking.

While the amphitheater could be used for various sized events, major (full
capacity) City of Rancho Cucamonga-sponsored events will only occur up to
12 times per year. These City of Rancho Cucamonga-sponsored events are
currently held at Red Hill Park, located approximately 2.5 miles west of the
Project site.

Construction is anticipated to begin in the first quarter of 2021 and continue
for approximately 12 months.

The Project site is not designated a hazardous waste property, or a
hazardous waste disposal site as enumerated under Section 65962.5 of the
California Government Code.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the City of Rancho Cucamonga proposes to adopt a
Mitigated Negative Declaration for the above-cited Project. Such Mitigated Negative Declaration
is based on the finding that, by implementing the identified mitigation measures, the Project’s
potential impacts will be maintained at a less than significant level. The reasons to support such
a finding are documented by the Initial Study prepared by the City of Rancho Cucamonga.
Copies of the Initial Study, the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and supporting
materials are available for review at the City of Rancho Cucamonga Community Services
Department, located at 10500 Civic Center Drive, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730.

For questions regarding the Mitigated Negative Declaration, please contact:
NAME: Jeff Benson PHONE: 909.477.2760 ext. 2106
TITLE: Management Analyst Il EMAIL: Jeff.Benson@cityofrc.us

ADDRESS: City of Rancho Cucamonga
Community Services Department
10500 Civic Center Drive
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

Public Review Period: 30 days Begins: 8/21/2019 Ends: 9/19/2019

Public Hearing: Consideration of adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration via
public hearing by the City of Rancho Cucamonga is scheduled to take place on October 2, 2019
at 7:.00 pm at the City of Rancho Cucamonga located at 10500 Civic Center Drive, Rancho
Cucamonga, CA 91730.

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines, any comments concerning the findings of the proposed
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration must be submitted in writing and received by the
City of Rancho Cucamonga no later than 5:00 pm on September 19, 2019, in order to be
considered prior to the City of City of Rancho Cucamonga’s final determination on the Project.
Please submit your written comments to Jeff Benson, Management Analyst II, City of Rancho
Cucamonga Community Services Department, located at 10500 Civic Center Drive, Rancho
Cucamonga, CA 91730.
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AB Assembly Bill

APSE area of potential significant effects

AQMP Air Quality Management Plan

BP before present

BUOW burrowing owl

CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model®

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act

CHa methane

City City of Rancho Cucamonga

CNEL Community Noise Equivalent Level

CRHR California Inventory of Historical Resources
CVWD Cucamonga Valley Water District

cy cubic yard

dB decibel scale

dBA A-weighted sound level

EIR Environmental Impact Report

GHG greenhouse gas

IEUA Inland Empire Utilities Agency

Ibs/day pounds per day

LST localized significance threshold

mgd million gallons per day

N2O nitrous oxide

NAHC Native American Heritage Commission

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
NRHP National Register of Historic Places

OHWM ordinary high-water mark

PMag particulate matter 10 micrometers or less in diameter
PM_ s particulate matter 2.5 micrometers or less in diameter
PRC Public Resource Code

Project Central Park Amphitheater Project

RP-4 Regional Plant No. 4

RCFD Rancho Cucamonga Fire District

RCPG Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The City of Rancho Cucamonga (City) is proposing to develop an approximately 40,000 square
foot (sq. ft.) amphitheater on approximately 11 acres located at the southcentral portion of
Central Park. The project includes 158 unpaved parking spaces for event parking to
supplement existing Central Park paved parking. The amphitheater will have an approximately
2,000 spectator capacity. While the amphitheater could be used for various sized events, major
(full capacity) City-sponsored events will only occur up to 12 times per year. These City-
sponsored events are currently held at Red Hill Park, located approximately 2.5 miles west of
the Project site.

The Central Park Amphitheater Project (herein referenced as “Project”) is needed to replace the
use of the aging Red Hill Park facilities for City-sponsored events.

Following initial review of the proposed Project, the City has determined that it is subject to the
guidelines and regulations of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This Initial Study
addresses the environmental effects of the Project, as proposed.

1.1 STATUTORY AUTHORITY AND REQUIREMENTS

This Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared by the City with technical assistance
from Tetra Tech, Inc. to evaluate if implementation of the Project would have a significant effect
on the environment. Pursuant to Section 15070 of the Guidelines for Implementation of the
California Environmental Quality Act (14 California Code of Regulations Sections 15070-15075),
a public agency shall prepare or have prepared a proposed negative declaration or mitigated
negative declaration for a project subject to CEQA when:

(a) The initial study shows that there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole
record before the agency, that the project may have a significant effect on the
environment, or

(b) The initial study identifies potentially significant effects, but:

(1) Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by, or agreed to by the applicant
before a proposed mitigated negative declaration and initial study are released
for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where
clearly no significant effects would occur, and

(2) There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency,
that the project as revised may have a significant effect on the environment.
1.2 REQUIRED CONTENT

CEQA Guidelines Section 15071 indicate that a Negative Declaration circulated for public
review shall include:

(a) A brief description of the project, including a commonly used name for the project, if
any;

(b) The location of the project, preferably shown on a map, and the name of the project
proponent;

(c) A proposed finding that the project will not have a significant effect on the
environment;

(d) An attached copy of the Initial Study documenting reasons to support the finding; and

(e) Mitigation measures, if any, included in the project to avoid potentially significant
effects.
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City of Rancho Cucamonga Central Park Amphitheater Project
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

PROJECT INFORMATION

Project title:

Lead agency name and
address:

Contact person and phone
number:

Project location:

Project sponsor’'s name and
address:

General Plan Designation:
Zoning Designation:

Surrounding land uses:

Central Park Amphitheater Project

City of Rancho Cucamonga
Community Services Department
10500 Civic Center Drive

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

Jeff Benson, Management Analyst Il
909.477.2760 ext. 2106

The proposed Project site is located in the City of
Rancho Cucamonga’s Central Park. Central Park is
located approximately in the center of the at 11200 Base
Line Road, and is within Section 36 of Township 1
South, Range 7 West, on the Cucamonga Peak,
California, U.S. Geological Survey 7.5-minute
Quadrangle Map (1980). Bounded on the south by Base
Line Road and on the east by Milliken Avenue, the Park
is approximately 2.5 miles west of Interstate 15,

3.7 miles north of Interstate 10, and 0.7 miles south of
the State Route 210 in between Interstate 10 and State
Route 210 Freeways in Rancho Cucamonga. The Park
is also bordered on the north by the residential uses and
on the west by Deer Creek Channel.

City of Rancho Cucamonga
Community Services Department
10500 Civic Center Drive

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

Public Facilities - Parks
Terra Vista Planned Community (PC-TV)

Uses surrounding the Project site include existing
Central Park facilities, residential uses, Deer Creek
Flood Control Channel, and commercial uses. The
existing Central Park facilities are located on the eastern
third of the Central Park site. The majority of the
surrounding uses are single family residential uses found
all around the Central Park boundaries. Deer Creek
Flood Control Channel is located on the western
boundary of the Central Park site. Commercial uses are
located at the southeast and southwest corners of
Milliken Avenue and Base Line road and at the northeast
corner of Haven Avenue and Base Line Road.
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2.1 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

2.1.1 Regional

The City covers approximately 20,707 acres, with another 3,735 acres within the City’s Sphere
of Influence (Figure 2.1-1). The City is surrounded by developed municipalities to the west,
south and east, including the cities of Upland, Ontario, and Fontana and a large area of
unincorporated San Bernardino County to the north and east. The northernmost portion of the
City’s Sphere of Influence is adjacent to the San Bernardino National Forest. Interstate and
regional access to the City is provided by Interstate 15, which runs in a general north-south
direction and bisects the eastern portion of the City, and by State Route 210, an east-west
freeway that runs through the center of the City. The Interstate 10 freeway also provides
regional access and is located approximately 0.75 mile south of the City boundary. The City is
also accessible from adjacent communities via major arterial surface streets.

Existing land uses within the City include a range of residential, commercial, industrial, open
space, and institutional uses, with the majority of residential uses located north of Foothill
Boulevard and industrial uses largely located south of Foothill Boulevard. The City has an
estimated 2019 population of 179,412 (DOF 2019).

The City has approximately 347.6 acres of parkland and recreational facilities. These include 25
neighborhood parks, three community parks, and eight special use facilities. In addition, the
City’'s Multi-Use Regional and Community Trails add approximately 295 acres of land for
recreational use. The trails provide a network of interconnecting off-road, urban, and wilderness
venues that allow horseback riding, hiking, jogging, running, bicycling, and walking within open
space areas and connecting residential areas to commercial activity centers.

2.1.2  Project Area

As shown in Figure 2.1-2, the Project site is within Central Park, which is located approximately
in the center of the City. Central Park consists of approximately 103.4 gross acres of which
approximately 30 acres have been developed. This includes a 57,000-sq. ft. facility, home to the
Goldy S. Lewis Community Center and James L. Brulte Senior Center (Figure 2.1-3). The
facility offers meeting rooms, event halls, an intimate courtyard and beautiful landscapes, and is
the setting for many programs, classes, and special events offered to the public year-round.
Other attractions within Central Park include the Central Park Playground with two children’s
play equipment areas, the Central Park Pavilion, a shade pavilion with picnic tables and
barbeques, access to the multi-purpose Pacific Electric Trail, and Freedom Courtyard, a
reflection site where families and friends come to pay tribute and honor the service and
sacrifices of veteran’s past, present and future (Figures 2.1-4 and 2.1-5). The proposed Project
site consists of approximately 11 acres of Central Park, located to the west of the currently
developed portion of the Park. The middle and eastern portions of the Project site have been
graded and the vegetation grubbed for use as a construction staging and storage area for the
City. In late 2003, a drainage channel was constructed on the northern portion of the project site
to accommodate stormwater runoff associated with the developed area of the Central Park. The
remainder of the area is comprised of disturbed coastal sage scrub habitat, as shown in Figure
2.1-6.

The majority of the land uses surrounding Central Park are single family residential uses and
are found all around the Central Park boundaries. Deer Creek Flood Control Channel is located
on the western boundary of the Central Park site. Commercial uses are located at the southeast
and southwest corners of Milliken Avenue and Base Line Road and at the northeast corner of
Haven Avenue and Base Line Road.
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James L. Brulte Senior Center, northeast
side of the joint facility building.

Goldy S. Lewis Community Center, southwest
side of the joint facility building.

City of Rancho Cucamonga
Central Park

Figure 2.1-3
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Community/Senior Center

San Bernardino County, CA
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Central Park Pavilion, a shade pavilion
with picnic tables and barbeques.

Central Park Playground with two
children’s play equipment areas.

City of Rancho Cucamonga
Central Park

Figure 2.1-4

Existing Central Park Facilities:

Playground /Shade Pavilion

San Bernardino County, CA
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Pacific Electric Trail, a regional multi-purpose
trail which follows the east-west route of the
old Pacific Electric Railroad.

Freedom Courtyard, a reflection site honoring
the service and sacrifices of veterans.

City of Rancho Cucamonga
Central Park

Figure 2.1-5
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Northwest view from Baseline Road of disturbed
coastal sage scrub vegetation on the Project site.

Northeast view from Baseline Road of disturbed
coastal sage scrub vegetation on the Project site.
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Figure 2.1-6
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2.2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.2.1 Background and Project History

In 1984, the City Council acquired approximately 103.4 gross acres of land northwest of the
corner of Milliken Avenue and Base Line Road for a park that would serve the whole city and
become a major public resource on the order of other great parks in other major cities. The City
negotiated a purchase agreement with Lewis Homes to acquire the Central Park property over a
ten-year period through a land purchase agreement and note. Central Park was placed into the
City’'s General Plan and the property was reserved for future park purposes.

During the late 1980s a Central Park Task Force was organized to begin workshops on the
development of a conceptual master plan for Central Park. No revenue was available for its
construction nor was there any real-time line for plan development. Approved in 1987, the
original Park Master Plan integrated the cultural and sports-related needs of the community, as
well as the need for a large open park setting. The Master Plan contained three major use areas
or elements: the OmniCenter, Sports Complex, and Park and Open Space.

Negative economic conditions in the early 1990s and rejection of a bond measure for
development of Central Park in 2000 delayed development of Central Park. In 2002 major
funding was received through approval of the 2002 State Proposition 40 Bond Act, through the
VA/HUD Appropriations Committee, and a significant donation from the Lewis Family, combined
with investment of Redevelopment Agency funds, allowed for the development of approximately
30 acres, including a 57,000-sq. ft. facility, home to the Goldy S. Lewis Community Center and
James L. Brulte Senior Center. City Park Development fees allowed for the development of the
Central Park Playground with two children’s play equipment areas.

In 2006, efforts began to update the Central Park Master Plan to reflect that some of the
originally envisioned Central Park elements, including a performing arts venue, a second library
location, had been developed in other parts of the City. An amphitheater was part of the Central
Park Master Plan 2007 Update, located a little further to the west of the Central Park site with
280 seats. The Initial Study that was prepared for this update in 2008 did not identify any
unmitigable significant impacts.

The advent of the economic recession in 2007 and the elimination of the City’s Redevelopment
Agency (along with the loss of the Agency’s funds), prevented the City from implementing the
2007 Central Park Master Plan Update.

In 2017 the Rancho Cucamonga City Council approved efforts for a Central Park Master Plan
Update. As part of the Master Plan Update, the City conducted an extensive community
outreach and public input process. This outreach process was intended to highlight the historical
design and development efforts to date on Central Park and to seek public input for its future
and ultimate development. A combination of local community workshops, online surveys, social
networking, and a live Facebook broadcast were conducted to develop the resulting Central
Park Master Plan Update reVISION. The Central Park Master Plan Update reVISION reflects
the historical design philosophy, is responsive to the past planning efforts, includes modern
community inspired recreation elements, and incorporates a phased approach providing for
fiscally achievable project segments ranging in size from 1 acre to 11 acres.

One of the proposed segments of the Central Park Master Plan Update reVISION involved the
development of an amphitheater (Segment D). The development of a new amphitheater is
needed to replace the use of the aging Red Hill Park facilities, which are currently used for City-
sponsored events. Red Hill Park is located approximately 2.5 miles west of the Project site.

City-sponsored events are held at Red Hill Park from June through August. Large concerts are
held on Thursdays and run from 7 pm to 9 pm. In 2018, the City sponsored six of these
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concerts, which averaged approximately 3,400 attendees per event. Family movies are held on
Fridays and run from 7:45 pm to 10 pm. In 2018, the City sponsored four of these shows, which
averaged approximately 375 attendees. Other activities included community and corporate
events which occur on Saturdays between 8 am and 4 pm. These events averaged
approximately 700 attendees. This facility is also available to reserve on weekends throughout
the calendar year.

The City has applied for grant funding to assist with the development of an amphitheater in
Central Park through the California Department of Parks and Recreation Office of Grants and
Local Services Statewide Park Development and Community Revitalization Program. The
Statewide Park Development and Community Revitalization Program provides grants to assist
with creating new parks and new recreation opportunities across California. Projects eligible for
this grant funding include expansion or renovating an existing park. Eligible recreational features
include amphitheater/performing arts dance, music, and theater facilities. Selection criteria
includes use of sustainable techniques such as: incorporation of pervious surfaces such as bio-
swales or grading to capture storm water for infiltration or irrigation, or cleanse storm water
before release; use of water efficient irrigation systems, and; landscaping with drought tolerant
or climate appropriate non-invasive native grasses, trees, shrubs, and ground covers.

2.2.2  Project Description

The project is the development of an amphitheater, ancillary facilities, and other infrastructure
covering approximately 40,000 sq. ft. on 11 acres located in the southcentral portion of Central
Park (Figure 2.2-1). The Central Park Amphitheater will be an open-air, outdoor performing arts
venue and multi-use space (Figure 2.2-2).

The amphitheater’'s performance facility will consist of two stages separated by a building
containing backstage facilities including a green room and restrooms. The backstage building
will be approximately 1,320 sq. ft. and each stage will be approximately 1,300 sq. ft. The
performance facility will be steel framed with plaster finish, matching the existing
community/senior centers. House light-emitting diode (LED) lighting will be provided in the
ceiling of the performance facility. No permanent stage lighting or sound amplification systems
will be constructed.

Spectator seating for the amphitheater's main stage will consist of several concentric tiers of
concrete terraced seating and an open viewing lawn area. The terraced seating will have
capacity for approximately 300 spectators. An open viewing lawn area will be located behind the
terraced seating and will be a flat or gently sloping grass area with a minimum amount of hard
surface walkways. This area will be suitable for blanket or lawn chair seating and will have
capacity for approximately 1,700 spectators.

A secondary stage will be located on the opposite side of the performance facility. The spectator
area for this stage will be a gently sloping grass area suitable for blanket or lawn chair seating
and will have capacity for approximately 1,200 spectators.

The project includes 158 parking spaces of unpaved event parking to supplement existing
parking provided at Central Park. Turf is proposed for this event parking area, so it can be used
as a large open space passive area when not needed for event parking.

Central Park’s existing internal roadway, Central Park Drive, is accessed from Base Line Road
and Milliken Avenue. The proposed Project will involve the construction of an additional
roadway which will be accessed from Base Line Road, west of the existing Base Line Road
access point.

The proposed Project includes provision of sewer, water, storm drain, electric, gas, telephone,
data and cable television, to the Project site.
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2.2.3 Grading Plan

Detailed grading studies and cut and fill calculations have been developed to generate the
grading concept for the proposed Project. Figure 2.2-3 presents the existing landform of the
project site as well as the proposed new contours. There is a topographic low (a drainage
channel) that traverses the project site from the northeast to the southwest from the middle of
the northern project boundary to the middle of the western project boundary. Outside of this
drainage, the topography currently slopes gently south toward Baseline Road. Figure 2.2-4
provides the proposed grading of the project in terms of areas to be cut and areas to be filled for
the Project. The grading will take advantage of the topographic low for placement of the stage
and will require cuts of 6 to 7 feet to complete that construction. Southeasterly from the stage,
fill will be used to create the amphitheater shape and accentuate the slopes toward the stage.
Fill depths exceeding 12 feet will be needed to form the amphitheater. The proposed Project will
require a cut volume of approximately 15,268 cubic yards (cy) of soil and a fill volume of
approximately 50,623 cy of soils. The shortage of approximately 35,355 cy of fill will be
addressed through the import of soils from other private developer projects within the City
needing to export soil. However, any soil brought on-site shall be tested and evaluated prior to
use. The event parking area on the eastern side of the project will be formed with fill depths
primarily ranging between one foot and five feet, as necessary to create a relatively flat surface.

2.2.4  Water Quality Plan

As shown in Figure 2.2-5, the proposed Project will use a series of water treatment and
bioretention basins for treatment of storm water runoff. Bioretention basins are shallow,
vegetated, depressed basins which function to collect, store and treat storm water runoff. The
basin is designed to incorporate an engineered soil media to assist in plant uptake of pollutants.
The bioretention basin allows infiltration to the extent the on-site soil and engineered soil media
can accommodate. When the infiltration rate of the underlying soil is exceeded, the treated flows
are discharged through an underdrain system.

2.2.5 Landscaping Plan

Plant types and species will be selected based on hydro zones (water use requirements),
function (screening, shade), maintenance, and aesthetics. Shade canopy trees will be used in
parking lot islands when appropriate to provide shade and reduce the heat island effect. Turf is
proposed for this event parking area, so it can be used as large open space passive area when
not needed for event parking.

The irrigation system will follow water use allocation calculations and programming parameters
per the state model water efficient ordinance, Assembly Bill (AB) 188. In addition, the irrigation
system will be designed for future reclaimed water use.

2.2.6 Construction Details

Construction is anticipated to begin in the first quarter of 2021 and continue for approximately
12 months. Construction Best Management Practices will be used including those for
stormwater, erosion/sediment control, and spill prevention. All staging and stockpiling will occur
on-site.
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2.2.7  Operations

The new amphitheater will be used to hold City-sponsored events, that are currently being held
at the existing Red Hill Park facilities, located approximately 2.5 miles west of the Project site.
While the amphitheater could be used for various sized events, major (full capacity) events will
occur up to 12 times per year. Similar to events held at Red Hill Park, City-sponsored events will
be held from June through August. Scheduling is expected to be similar to existing events with
large concerts held on Thursdays and family movies on Fridays. Hours for City sponsored
events will usually run between 7 pm and 10 pm. Other community and corporate events will
occur on Saturdays between 8 am and 4 pm. This facility will also be available on weekends
throughout the calendar year for general public access.

2.3 OTHER PUBLIC AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL IS REQUIRED

Other public agencies whose approval is expected to be required in the form of permits,
financing approval, or participation agreements are as follows:

e California Department of Parks and Recreation Office of Grants and Local Services
e California Department of Fish and Wildlife

 Regional Water Quality Control Board — Santa Ana (Region 8)

e South Coast Air Quality Management District

e San Bernardino County Flood Control District

e Cucamonga Valley Water District
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

(1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except “no impact” answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
following each question. A “no impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “no impact” answer should
be explained if it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g.,
the project would not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-
specific screening analysis).

(2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off site as well as
on site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as
well as operational impacts.

(3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially significant impact” is
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are
one or more “potentially significant impact” entries when the determination is made, an
EIR is required.

(4) “Negative declaration: less than significant with mitigation incorporated” applies when
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from a “potentially
significant impact” to a “less than significant impact.” The lead agency must describe the
mitigation measures and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level.

(5) Earlier analyses may be used if, pursuant to tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative
declaration (Section 15063[c][3][D]). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the
following:

a. Earlier analysis used. Identify and state where earlier analyses are available for
review.

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 and state whether such effects were
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation measures. For effects that are “less than significant with mitigation
incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures that were incorporated or refined
from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific
conditions for the project.

(6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, when appropriate, include a reference
to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

(7) Supporting information sources. A source list should be attached and other sources
used or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

(8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats;
however, lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that
are relevant to a project’s environmental effects in whatever format is selected.
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(9) The explanation of each issue should identify:
a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question, and

b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to a less than
significant level.
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3.4 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

3.4.1 AESTHETICS

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

Except as provided in Public Resources Code
Section 21099, 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 along
a scenic highway?

c. | In non-urbanized areas, substantially
degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are those that
are experienced from publicly accessible X
vantage point). If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict
with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

d. | Create a new source of substantial light or
glare that would adversely affect daytime X
or nighttime views in the area?

Existing Conditions:

The Project site is located in an urban setting characterized by views primarily of residential
areas, as well as park and commercial areas. According to the General Plan, major scenic
resources for the City include the San Gabriel and San Bernardino Mountains and foothills
(Figure 2.1-1), vistas of the City from hillside areas, and other views of special vegetation and
permanent open space features. As the north-south views are particularly prominent along the
straight alignments of Archibald, Haven, and Etiwanda Avenues, these roadways are
designated as view corridors. Haven Avenue is the closest City desighated view corridor to
Central Park, located approximately 0.3 mile to the west of Central Park (Figure 2.1-2). Due to
intervening structures, the Project site is not visible from Haven Avenue.

The City also designated Base Line Road and Milliken Avenue as Special Boulevards.
Roadways designated “Special Boulevards” are to incorporate extensive landscape setback
areas, and denote where landscape and hardscape design, trails, and setback standards will be
master planned and implemented. The landscape prominence of these roadways has been and
will continue to be a focus in the design process for both the private and public sectors (City of
Rancho Cucamonga 2010).

According to the Caltrans Map of Designated Scenic Routes (BonTerra 2010), there are no
official State-designated routes in the Project vicinity. State Route 2 (Angeles Crest Scenic
Highway), a designated State Scenic Highway, is located approximately 12 miles north of the
City’s northern boundary. The Project site is not visible from State Route 1 due to distance and
intervening structures and topography.
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The eastern third of Central Park is developed with park facilities including: the Goldy S. Lewis
Community Center and James L. Brulte Senior Center, the Central Park Playground, the Central
Park Pavilion, and the Freedom Courtyard. The Pacific Electric Trail crosses the northern end of
Central Park. Existing Park facilities are shown in Figures 2.1-3 and 2.1-4. The remainder of
Central Park, including the proposed Project site, is comprised of disturbed coastal sage scrub
habitat, as shown in Figure 2.1-5. Views of the Project site are limited to the surrounding
residential and park areas and adjacent roadways, as shown in Figure 3.4.1-1. Views from the
first floors of surrounding residential uses are generally blocked by community walls, however,
some residences have views of the Project site from second story windows.

Discussion:
a. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
Less than Significant Impact.

As discussed above, direct views of the Project site are from surrounding residential, park uses,
and adjacent roadways. Views of the San Gabriel Mountains to the north are available from
Base Line Road adjacent to the Project site, as shown in Figure 3.4.1-1.

The proposed Project involves the development of an approximately 40,000 sq. ft. amphitheater
on 11 acres located at the southcentral portion of Central Park. Grading for the amphitheater
and event parking area will change the Project site’s existing topography as shown in Figures
2.2-3 and 2.2-4. With the development of the proposed Project, the Open Viewing Lawn at the
southern end of the Project site will be more prominent in the foreground views from Base Line
Road and from the residences south of Base Line Road that currently have views of the Project
site. This prominence will be similar to the views of the developed third of Central Park from
Base Line Road. While the proposed Project would add developed foreground elements to
these views, the background views of the San Gabriel Mountains would not be blocked. As the
proposed Project will not significantly block existing views of any scenic vista, thus no significant
impact is expected.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b. Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact.

As discussed previously, Baseline Road and Milliken Avenue are designated by the Rancho
Cucamonga General Plan as Special Boulevards. Development along these Special Boulevards
is reviewed for compliance with these development standards and is required to comply with the
General Plan guidelines to provide the appropriate setbacks, attractive landscaping, and
community design elements. As the proposed Project will comply with all applicable setbacks,
attractive landscaping, and community design elements, no impact will occur.

Haven Avenue is the closest City designated view corridor to Central Park, located
approximately 0.3 mile to the west of Central Park (Figure 2.1-2). Due to intervening structures,
the Project site is not visible from Haven Avenue and no impact will occur.

The Project site is not in the viewshed of any designated or eligible State scenic highway. No
impact to a scenic highway will occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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c. Would the project in non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views
are those that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage point). If the project
is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

Less Than Significant Impact.

The proposed Project would involve both temporary and permanent changes to the visual
character of the site. Temporary changes are associated with construction activities, including
construction equipment, staging, and Site construction. These visual impacts would be short-
term in nature and are not considered to be significant.

Implementation of the proposed Project would result in long-term/permanent changes to the
visual character of the site from undeveloped with native and non-native vegetation to
developed with the amphitheater. The Project site will incorporate landscaping similar to that
found in the developed eastern third of Central Park. Development of the Project site with park
uses would be consistent with the General Plan and the zoning for the site. As the proposed
Project would be consistent with the General Plan and the development standards for Special
Boulevards and would be consistent with the existing developed portion of Central Park,
impacts to visual character would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures are
required.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

d. Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant Impact.

There are two primary sources of light to be considered: light emanating from building interiors
that pass through windows, and light from exterior sources (e.g., street lighting, parking lot
lighting, building illumination, security lighting, and landscape lighting). Light introduction can be
a nuisance to adjacent uses and diminish the view of the clear night sky. The proposed project
site is located in a developed area, with substantial existing light sources. Currently, light and
glare in the Project vicinity is produced by vehicle headlights, street lighting, and lighting from
the adjacent residential and park uses.

The Amphitheater will have house LED lighting in the ceiling of the performance facility. No
permanent stage lighting will be constructed as part of the Project. During Amphitheater events,
temporary lighting may be brought in to illuminate the stage. Temporary outdoor lighting used
for the events would be required to comply with lighting standards contained within the City’'s
Municipal Code (City of Rancho Cucamonga 2019a). These regulations require lighting to be
directed away and shielded from nearby residential areas. The regulations also prohibit the
creation of areas with intense light or glare.

Similar to events held at Red Hill Park, City-sponsored events will be held from June through
August. Scheduling is expected to be similar to existing events with large concerts held on
Thursdays and family movies on Fridays. Hours for City sponsored events will usually run
between 7 pm and 10 pm. Other community and corporate events are expected to occur on
Saturdays between 8 am and 4 pm.

It is unlikely that operation of the proposed lighting system would result in significant adverse
impacts related to light trespass. In urbanized locations the most common adverse effect of light
trespass is disruption of sleep. It is anticipated that any temporary stage lighting would be
extinguished by 10:30 pm at the latest. The nearby residential areas produce medium ambient
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brightness and the small occasional increase in light is considered a less than significant
impact.

Compliance with the site lighting standards contained in the City’s Development Code will
reduce light impacts on neighboring properties to a less than significant level. Furthermore,
since the structures would not include shiny finishes, the Project is not expected to create any
daytime glare. Therefore, a less than significant impact from the standpoint of light and glare
would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.2 AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES

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

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
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland X
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

b. | Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use or conflict with a X
Williamson Act contract?

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

d. | Resultin the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest X
use?

e. | Involve other changes in the existing
environment that, 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?
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Existing Conditions:

The City of Rancho Cucamonga is predominately built-out with limited vacant land. On the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program Map for California (CDC 2017), the Project site and
the surrounding area is designated as Urban and Built-Up Land, which is generally described as
land occupied by structures that has a variety of uses including residential, industrial,
commercial, construction, institutional, public administration, railroad and other transportation
yards, cemeteries, airports, golf courses, sanitary landfills, sewage treatment, water control
structures, and other developed purposes.

Discussion:

a. Would the project 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?

No Impact.

According to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program Map for California, Central Park,
including the Project site, is designated as Other Land and is surrounded by land designated as
Urban and Built-Up Land (CDC 2017). The “Other Land” category is defined as an area that is
vacant and nonagricultural land, surrounded on all sides by urban development, and greater in
size than 40 acres. No Prime or Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide importance exists
within the Project site or vicinity; therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson
Act contract?

No Impact.

Central Park, including the Project site, is zoned as Terra Vista Planned Community (PC-TV).
The City does not have an agricultural land use designation in its Land Use Plan, there is no
agriculturally zoned land within the City, and there are no Williamson Act contracts within the
City (City of Rancho Cucamonga 2010). As the Project site is not zoned for any agricultural
uses and is not part of a Williamson Act contract, the implementation of the proposed project
would not result in any impacts to existing zoning for agricultural use or to Williamson Act land;
therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

c. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land
(as defined in PRC Section 12220(g)) or timberland (as defined in PRC Section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g))?

No Impact.

Central Park, including the Project site is zoned as Terra Vista Planned Community (PC-TV).
The proposed Project would not conflict with existing zoning, or cause rezoning of forest land or
timberland resources. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

d. Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to
non-forest use?

No Impact.
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There is no forest land in the vicinity of the Project site. Therefore, the proposed Project would
not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. No impact
would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

e. Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment that, due to
their location or nature, could individually or cumulatively result in loss of Farmland
to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact.

There is no farmland or forest land located within or near the Project site. Therefore, the Project
would not involve any changes that could result in the loss or conversion of farmland or forest
land to other uses. No impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.43 AIR QUALITY

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

Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality
management district 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. | Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under X
an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard?

c. | Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

d. | Resultin other emissions (such as those
leading to odors affecting a substantial X
number of people?

Existing Conditions:

The project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin (SOCAB or “Basin”), which is under
the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The Basin is
bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the west and the San Gabriel, San Bernardino, and San
Jacinto Mountains to the north and east. The Basin includes all of Orange County and the non-
desert portions of Los Angeles, San Bernardino, and Riverside Counties.

The California Air Resources Board tracks attainment of air quality standards (established by
both U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and SCAQMD) for basins throughout the State. The
SoCAB has been designated as a non-attainment area for ozone (Os), particulate matter 2.5
micrometers or less in diameter (PMs), and particulate matter 10 micrometers or less in
diameter (PMyo) as it does not meet the California Ambient Air Quality Standards for certain
pollutants regulated under the Federal Clean Air Act. The SoCAB fails to meet national
standards for Oz and PMzs and therefore is considered a Federal “non-attainment” area for
these pollutants. Table 3.4.3-1 lists criteria air pollutants and their attainment status in the
SoCAB.

Table 3.4.3-1. Criteria Pollutants Attainment Status in the South Coast Air Basin

Air Pollutants State Federal

Ozone (1-hour) Nonattainment Extreme Nonattainment
Ozone (8-hour) Nonattainment Extreme Nonattainment
PM2.s Nonattainment Serious Nonattainment
PMio Nonattainment Attainment/Maintenance
Nitrogen dioxide Attainment Attainment/Maintenance
Carbon monoxide Attainment Attainment/Maintenance
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Table 3.4.3-1. Criteria Pollutants Attainment Status in the South Coast Air Basin

Air Pollutants State Federal

Sulfur dioxide Attainment Attainment
Lead Attainment Attainment
Particulate Sulfate Attainment Attainment
Hydrogen Sulfide Unclassified Attainment
Visibility Reducing Particles Unclassified Attainment

Source: SCAQMD AQMP 2016.

Table 3.4.3-2 lists criteria air pollutant de minimis levels based on Federal attainment status.

Table 3.4.3-2. Federal Attainment Status/De Minimis Levels

Pollutant Area Type Tons/Year
Serious nonattainment 50
Ozone (VOCs | Severe nonattainment 25
or NOx) Extreme nonattainment 10
Other areas outside an ozone transport region 100
Marginal and moderate nonattainment inside an ozone transport region | 100
Ozone (NOx) -
Maintenance 100
Marginal and moderate nonattainment inside an ozone transport region | 50
Ozone (VOC) | Maintenance within an ozone transport region 50
Maintenance outside an ozone transport region 100
Carbon
monoxide, All nonattainment & maintenance 100
SOz and NO2
PM1o and Serious nonattainment 70
PMzs Moderate nonattainment and maintenance 100
Lead All nonattainment & maintenance 25

Source: US EPA 2019. (https://www.epa.gov/general-conformity/de-minimis-tables)

Discussion:

a. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plans?

No impact. The SCAQMD is required, pursuant to the Clean Air Act, to reduce emissions of
certain pollutants for which the SoCAB is in non-attainment (i.e. ozone, PMio, and PMzs). The
Project would be subject to the SCAQMD’s Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). The AQMP
contains a comprehensive list of pollution control strategies directed at reducing emissions and
achieving ambient air quality standards. These strategies are developed, in part, based on
regional population, housing, and employment projections prepared by the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG).

SCAG is the regional planning agency for Los Angeles, Orange, Ventura, Riverside, San
Bernardino and Imperial Counties and serves as a forum for regional issues relating to
transportation, the economy, community development and the environment. SCAG serves as
the federally designated metropolitan planning organization for the southern California region.

®
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With regard to air quality planning, SCAG has prepared the Regional Comprehensive Plan and
Guide (RCPG), which includes Growth Management and Regional Mobility chapters that form
the basis for the land use and transportation control portions of the AQMP and are utilized in the
preparation of air quality forecasts and consistency analysis included in the AQMP. Both the
RCPG and AQMP strategy incorporate projections from local planning documents.

The determination of AQMP consistency is primarily concerned with the long-term influence of a
project on air quality in the Basin. Neither the development of the Project nor its operation would
result in long-term regional impacts. The Project would comply with SCAQMD Rule 403 and
would implement all feasible mitigation measures for control of PMyo and PM.s; the Project
would be consistent with the goals and policies of the AQMP for control of fugitive dust.
Because the proposed Project would not result in a change in dwelling units or occupants or
activities, it is not in conflict with the AQMP. The Project’s long-term influence would also be
consistent with the goals and policies of the AQMP and is, therefore, considered consistent with
the SCAQMD’s AQMP.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b. Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality violation?

Construction Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. SCAQMD has established daily significance thresholds and
the EPA has established annual De Minimis Levels to address pollution sources associated with
general construction and operation activities. The SCAQMD has implemented a methodology
for estimating localized air quality impacts from construction and operation emissions using
localized significance thresholds (LSTs). The LSTs are allowable emission levels (in pounds per
day [Ibs/day]) for criteria pollutants nitrogen dioxide, carbon monoxide (CO), PMiy and PM;s,
and vary based on source receptor area, minimum receptor-source distance, and maximum
daily disturbed acreage. The project is located within source receptor area 32 Northwest San
Bernardino Valley. The LST look-up tables allow for a minimum receptor-source distance of 82
feet (25 meters). Since construction will periodically occur near residences, localized on-site
emissions were assessed at this minimum distance (82 feet or 25 meters) for all construction
and operation activities for a five-acre maximum daily disturbed area.

Short-term air quality impacts would occur during construction of the project site. Construction
emissions include operation of on-site construction equipment, fugitive dust from site
disturbance activities, and travel by construction workers during construction. Construction
emissions used conservative assumptions which imply a conservative equipment mix and a
worst-case construction schedule (detailed in Appendix A). Actual construction may proceed at
a less intensive pace, which would result in lower daily emissions.

During operation, the new amphitheater will be used to hold events that are currently being held
at the existing Red Hill Park facilities, located approximately 2.5 miles west of the Project site.
The average number of visitor trips and trip distance are not anticipated to change relative to the
existing site. Therefore, once operational, the project is anticipated to have a negligible impact
from vehicle emissions. Operational emissions include off-road equipment used for
maintenance activities (e.g. air compressor), solvents such as cleaning supplies and aerosols,
and landscape equipment. The emissions associated with electricity used for lighting and power
would be generated off-site as indirect emissions, in the form of greenhouse gas (GHG), which
are presented in Section 3.4.8.
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Proposed project construction and operation emissions were calculated using the California
Emissions Estimator Model® (CalEEMod) emissions inventory model, originally developed by
California Air Resources Board. The analysis assumed that construction activities would comply
with applicable portions of SCAQMD Rule 403 regarding the control of fugitive dust. SCAQMD
Rule 403 requires that fugitive dust be controlled with best available control measures so that
the presence of such dust does not remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the property line of
the emission source. In addition, SCAQMD Rule 402 requires implementing dust suppression
techniques to prevent fugitive dust from creating a nuisance off site. Implementing these dust
suppression techniques will reduce the fugitive dust generation (and thus the PMio component).
Compliance with these rules will reduce impacts on nearby sensitive receptors. Standard
requirements and Best Management Practices include the following:

« Equipment/vehicles shall not be left idling for periods in excess of five minutes.
e Engines shall be maintained in good working order to reduce emissions.

* Onsite electrical power connections shall be made available where feasible.

e Low-sulfur diesel fuel shall be utilized.

e Electric and gasoline powered equipment shall be substituted for diesel powered
equipment where feasible.

e Exposed soils and haul roads shall be watered up to three times per day to reduce
fugitive dust during grading/construction activities, if necessary.

e Street sweeping shall be conducted when visible soil accumulations occur along site
access roadways to remove dirt dropped by construction vehicles.

e Site access driveways and adjacent streets shall be washed daily if there are visible
signs of any dirt track-out at the conclusion of any workday.

e Construction vehicle tires shall be cleaned prior to leaving the project site.

e All trucks hauling dirt away from the site shall be covered, and speeds on unpaved roads
shall be reduced below 15 miles per hour.

e During high wind conditions (i.e., sustained wind speeds exceeding 20 miles per hour),
areas with disturbed soil shall be watered hourly and activities on unpaved surfaces shall
cease until wind speeds no longer exceed 20 miles per hour.

e Storage piles that are to be left in place for more than three working days shall either be
sprayed with a non-toxic soil binder, covered with plastic or revegetated.

The onsite emissions are compared with LSTs and summarized in Table 3.4.3-3. The
CalEEMod model runs, which estimate the construction and operation emissions in detail, are
presented in Appendix A.

Table 3.4.3-3 shows that emissions from construction and operation of the amphitheater would
fall below local emissions thresholds, resulting in a less than significant impact. With
compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403 construction and operation local criteria pollutant impacts
would be less than significant levels and would not violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation.
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Table 3.4.3-3. Localized Significance Analysis?

Maximum Daily Onsite Emissions (Ibs/day)

Activity NOx co PM1o | PM2s
Construction

. Unmitigated 64 a7 14 8
2021 On-site Sources Mitigated ® 64 47 - 2
LST (Ibs/day) 270 2,193 16 9
Exceed Localized Significance Threshold? No No No No
Operation
2021 On-site Sources <1 <1 <1 <1
LST (Ibs/day) 270 2,193 4 2
Exceed Localized Significance Threshold? No No No No

a. Compiled using the CalEEMod emissions inventory model, provided in Appendix A.

b.  PM;, and PM,semissions estimates are based on compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403 requirements for fugitive dust
suppression.

Mitigation Measure: No mitigation is required.

c. Would the project 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 which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project results in an increase in short-term
emissions related to construction and long-term operational emissions for the pollutants and
precursors for which the SoCAB is in nonattainment (Os, PMio, and PM; ). Although the project
site is located in a region that is in nonattainment for Oz, PMio, and PM:s, the cumulative
emissions associated with the project would not be considerable because the emissions fall
below SCAQMD thresholds. Under this condition, the project would not make a cumulatively
considerable contribution during construction and operation. Therefore, impacts would be less
than significant.

Construction and operational emissions for the proposed project are presented in Table 3.4.3-4.
The CalEEMod model runs, which estimate the construction and operational emissions in detail,
are presented in Appendix A.

Table 3.4.3-4. Regional Significance Analysis?

[ ROG | NOx | cO [ SOx | PMio [ PMys

Daily Regional Emissions (Ibs/day)
Construction
2021 On-Site and Off-site Sources 16 85 60 <1 14 8
SCAQMD Regional Significance Threshold (Ibs/day) 75 100 | 550 | 150 | 150 55
Exceed Regional Significance Threshold? No No No No No No
Operation
2021 On-Site and Off-site Sources 1.4 2.6 15 | <1 <1 <1
SCAQMD Regional Significance Threshold (Ibs/day) 55 55 550 | 150 | 150 55
Exceed Regional Significance Threshold? No No No No No No

a. Compiled using the CalEEMod emissions inventory model, provided in Appendix A.
b.  PM;, emissions estimates are based on compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403 requirements for fugitive dust suppression.
Source: Tetra Tech, 2019
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The incremental increase in regional emissions from project construction and operation
activities would fall below SCAQMD significance thresholds. The project will not result in the
violation of air quality standards or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation. A less than significant construction impact is anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

d. Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project involves construction of park facilities, during which
time nearby sensitive receptors could potentially be affected. The closest residence to the
construction footprint is approximately 120 feet. The SCAQMD LST look-up tables at a minimum
receptor-source distance of 25 meters (82 feet) were used for Source Receptor Area 32
Northwest San Bernardino Valley for a five-acre site. As described in the response to 3.4.3.b
previously, construction and operation of the project would not result in emissions of criteria
pollutants in excess of established thresholds. Because emissions of toxic air contaminants
from diesel-powered construction equipment are expected to be minimal, intermittent, and of
short duration, the project is not expected to substantially increase ambient concentrations of
toxic air contaminants regionally or locally. Therefore, the project would not expose sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. As such, localized impacts to off-site sensitive
receptors would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
e. Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

Less Than Significant Impact. During project-related construction activities, various diesel-
powered vehicles and equipment could create minor odors. These odors are not likely to be
noticeable beyond the immediate vicinity and would be temporary and short-lived due to rapid
dissipation. Construction odor impacts would be less than significant. No long-term odor impacts
would occur with project implementation.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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 U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?

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

Have a substantial adverse effect on
state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marshes,
vernal pools, coastal wetlands, etc.)
through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

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?

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

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
habitat conservation plan, natural
community conservation plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Biologists from Tetra Tech, ELMT Consulting, Inc. (ELMT), and LSA Associates, Inc. (LSA)
conducted literature reviews and field surveys of the biological resources potentially associated
with Central Park (which includes the Project site). Biologist visited the site 23 times in 2007,
2008, and 2019 to conduct the following types of general and focused biological surveys:

General site assessment and plant community mapping.

General plant survey.
General wildlife survey.

Protocol coastal California gnatcatcher surveys.

Protocol burrowing owl surveys.
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e Focused San Bernardino kangaroo rat small mammal trapping surveys.
e Jurisdictional assessment and delineation.
« Wildlife movement evaluation.

Three reports and three letters were prepared that documented the methods and results of the
literature reviews and the field surveys:

e Central Park Amphitheater Habitat Assessment (ELMT 2019) (Appendix B1, 2019 Bio
Report).

e General Biological Resources Assessment Report, Central Park Project (LSA 2007)
(Appendix B2, 2007 Bio Report).

= Jurisdictional Delineation Report, Central Park Project, City of Rancho Cucamonga, San
Bernardino County, California (LSA 2008b) (Appendix B3, 2008 Jurisdictional
Delineation Report).

e Results of Focused Burrowing Owl Survey for Central Park Project located in the City of
Rancho Cucamonga, San Bernardino County, (LSA Project No. CRG0703) (LSA 2008d)
(Appendix B4, 2008 Protocol Burrowing Owl Survey Letter).

e Results of a Focused California Gnatcatcher Survey for Central Park Phase Il Project
Site in the City of Rancho Cucamonga, San Bernardino County, (LSA Project Number
CRGO0703) (LSA 2008c) (Appendix B5, 2008 Protocol Coastal California Gnatcatcher
Survey Letter).

e 70-Acre Central Park Parcel in the City of Rancho Cucamonga, San Bernardino County,
Kangaroo Rat Trapping, February 2008 (LSA 2008a) (Appendix B6, 2008 Focused San
Bernardino Kangaroo Rat Small Mammal Trapping Survey Letter).

Tetra Tech biologists used the reports listed above to help prepare this section which
documents the methods and results of the literature review and field survey and recaps the
results of the 2007 and 2008 field surveys where appropriate. This section summarizes the
existing biological resources and conditions within Central Park, the Project site, and the Project
vicinity and provides an analysis of the potential impacts on those resources from Project
implementation. Finally, it recommends measures to avoid, eliminate, and reduce impacts on
biological resources.

Literature Review:

This section describes the study methods (literature review) used for evaluating the biological
resources that exist within the Central Park property, Project site, and Project vicinity. Prior to
the field surveys, biologists reviewed relevant literature, databases, agency web sites, reports,
management plans, Geographic Information System (GIS) data, maps, and aerial imagery.

Ecoregions

The Jepson eFlora website and CDFW'’s Biogeographic and Information Observation System
(BIOS) were reviewed to determine within which eco-geographic region and subregion the
Central Park property is located (Calflora, 2019; CDFW 2019b).

Topography

Maps such as the USGS 7.5-Minute Topographic Map Guasti and Cucamonga Peak
Quadrangles, aerial imagery (Google Earth®), historic imagery (Google Earth® and Historic
Aerials by Netronline), and interactive maps were reviewed in order to gain a perspective of the
topographic features associated with the Central Park property, Project site, and project vicinity.
Topography describes the physical features of an area of land. The topographic features looked
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at include natural landforms, aquatic features, developed lands, agricultural lands, undeveloped
lands, and terrain (the lay of the land).

Soils

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) operates the Web Soil Survey that
provides soil data and information produced by the National Cooperative Soil Survey. The Web
Soil Survey (USDA NRCS 2019) was used to create a custom soils report for the soils
associated with the Central Park site.

Sensitive Natural Communities

CDFW'’s California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) (CDFW 2019c) was used to identify
sensitive natural communities that may exist within the USGS 7.5-Minute Topographic Map
Guasti and Cucamonga Peak Quadrangles. The CNDDB search determined that four sensitive
habitats have the potential to occur within the Central Park area:

« California walnut woodland.
e Coastal and valley freshwater marsh.
* Riversidian alluvial fan sage scrub.

e Southern sycamore alder riparian woodland.

Special-status Plant and Wildlife Speciest

Plant and wildlife species protected by federal agencies, state agencies, and local conservation
agencies and organizations, such as the California Native Plant Society (CNPS), are collectively
referred to as “special-status species” in this report.? The methods described below were used
to research and derive a comprehensive project-specific list of special-status plants (plant
inventory) and wildlife (wildlife inventory) to potentially target during the field surveys.

e CDFW’s CNDDB RareFind 5 online database (CDFW 2019c) was used to identify
special-status plant and wildlife species that may exist within the USGS 7.5-Minute
Topographic Map Guasti and Cucamonga Peak Quadrangles.

e USFWS’ Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) system (USFWS 2019b) was
used to identify federal threatened and endangered plant and wildlife species, critical
habitats, and other natural resources of concern that may exist within the Central Park

property.

e CNPS’ online Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California, 8" Edition (CNPS
2019) was used to identify special-status plants that may exist within the USGS 7.5-
Minute Topographic Map Guasti and Cucamonga Peak Quadrangles.

e Previous consultant studies and reports were reviewed to gain a sense of the existing
conditions at the time the studies were conducted (ELMT 2019; LSA 2007, 2008a,
2008b, 2008c, 2008d).

The literature review and query of the databases for reported locations of special-status species
helped to identify the known locations of these resources in the Project region and assisted in
identifying the potential for on-site occurrence of such species. Although the inventory list of
special-status plant and wildlife species was not exhaustive of species that might be of concern

1 Plant nomenclature and taxonomic sequence within this report is based on the California Native Plant Society’'s On-Line
Inventory of Rare, Threatened, and Endangered Plants of California and The Jepson Manual: Vascular Plants of California,
second edition (Baldwin et al., 2012). Wildlife nomenclature and taxonomic sequence are based on the following: amphibians
and reptiles - Center for North American Herpetology; birds - American Ornithologists’ Union checklist of North American Birds,
7™ edition (AOU, 1998 and supplements); and mammals - Mammal Species of the World (Wilson and Reeder, 2005).

2 Avian species protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) are not considered “special-status species.”
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for the property, it provided a wide range of species that are representative of the habitats in the
Project area.

The literature review found that 37 special-status plant species (plant inventory) and 63 special-
status wildlife species (wildlife inventory) may be present within the Central Park area. The plant
inventory is provided in Appendix B7, Plant Special-status Species Inventory and Potential
Occurrence Determination and the wildlife inventory is provided in Appendix B8, Wildlife
Special-status Species Inventory and Potential Occurrence Determination. Two plants and 14
animals are designated federally, or state listed endangered, threatened, candidate, or state
rare (plants only) under the ESA, CESA, and/or the NPPA (plants only). These plant and wildlife
species are referred to as “listed species” in this report. Thirty-five of the special-status plant
species and 49 of the special-status wildlife species have no designated status under the ESA,
the CESA, and/or the NPPA, but are designated as sensitive or locally important by federal
agencies, state agencies, and/or nonprofit resource organizations, such as the CNPS. These
plant and wildlife species are referred to as “sensitive species” in this report.

Each species listed in the inventories were assessed for their potential to occur within Central
Park by comparing each species’ habitat elevation range and distribution (if known) obtained
from the literature review, with the location and elevation range of Central Park. A species was
determined as having “no potential to occur” if Central Park is outside the species’ known
distribution and/or the species’ known elevation range. Through this initial analysis, 25 special-
status plant species and 17 special-status wildlife species were determined to have no potential
to occur within Central Park (Appendix B7 and Appendix B8). It is anticipated that the Project
will have no impacts on these species, and they are not discussed further in this report.

Protected Trees/Shrubs

In addition to the Rancho Cucamonga General Plan (Rancho Cucamonga 2010), applicable City
ordinances and municipal codes pertaining to tree and shrub preservation and protective
measures and their replacement conditions or permits required were reviewed.

Hydrology

In order to identify known locations of aquatic features within Central Park, the Project site, and
the Project vicinity the following databases were queried:

e The watershed boundary data set containing the most current 8-, 10-, and 12-digit
hydrologic unit code (HUC) (CDFW 2019b).

e The National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) database and maps developed by the USFWS
were used as preliminary indicators of potential wetland areas based on changes in
vegetation patterns as observed from satellite imagery. The USFWS Wetlands Mapper
(USFWS 2019c) was used to review and download the digital wetland data for the
project vicinity.

e Environmental Protection Agency’'s WATERS GeoViewer data (EPA 2019).

Jurisdictional Areas

The following were reviewed and consulted to determine jurisdictional areas:

e Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual (Environmental Laboratory 1987)
(referred to as “USACE Manual” in this report).

e Field Guide for Wetland Delineation: 1987 Corps of Engineers Manual (WTI 1999).

e Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Arid West
Region (Version 2.0) (USACE 2008) (referred to as “Supplemental Manual” in this
report).

Tt I 3-24 August 2019



@?}J City of Rancho Cucamonga Central Park Amphitheater Project

RANCHO Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

CUCAMONGA

e Arid West 2016 Regional Wetland Plant List (Lichvar et al. 2016).

e A Field Guide to the Identification of the Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM) in the Arid
West Region of the Western United States (Lichvar and McColley 2008).

e Field Indicators of Hydric Soils in the United States, Version 7.0. L.M. Vasilas, G.W.
Hurt, and C.V. Noble (eds.). USDA, NRCS, in cooperation with the National Technical
Committee for Hydric Soils. (USDA NRCS 2010).

e A Field Guide to Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreements, Sections 1600-1607
(CDFG ESD 1994).

In 1987, the USACE published the USACE Manual for the identification and delineation of
wetlands. In 2008, the USACE published a supplement to the USACE Manual that describes
wetland indicators, delineation guidance, and other information that is specific to the arid west
region. The USACE's definition of wetlands is described below.

The USACE technical guidelines for defining wetlands are provided in the Supplemental
Manual. The USACE Manual was used as a secondary resource. According to the
Supplemental Manual, “Indicators and procedures given in the supplement are designed to
identify wetlands as defined jointly by the USACE (33 CFR 328.3) and the EPA (40 CFR
230.3).® Wetlands are a subset of the ‘Waters of the U.S.’ that may be subject to regulation
under section 404 of the CWA. One key feature of the definition of wetlands is that, under
normal circumstances, they support ‘a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted to life in
saturated soil conditions.” Many Waters of the U.S. are unvegetated and thus are excluded from
the USACE/EPA definition of wetlands, although may still be subject to CWA regulations.”
Wetlands and other special aquatic sites are afforded additional protection in the USACE's
section 404 permitting program. The USACE Manual defines a “wetland” (a subset of Waters of
the U.S.) as:

Those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water (either fresh or
salt) at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal
circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in
saturated soil conditions. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs and
similar areas.” (33 CFR 328)

According to the USACE Manual, identification of wetlands is based on a three-factor approach
involving indicators of wetland hydrology, hydric soil, and hydrophytic vegetation. A feature must
normally satisfy all three criteria to be classified as a wetland. These criteria are defined as
follows:

1. Wetland hydrology: wetland hydrology is determined to exist if an area is flooded or
ponded for 14 or more consecutive days, or has a water table 12 inches or less below
the soil surface, during the growing season at a minimum frequency of 5 years in 10
(50% or higher probability). Water saturation largely determines how the soil develops
and the types of plant and wildlife communities living in and on the soil. Wetlands may
support both aquatic and terrestrial species. The prolonged presence of water creates
conditions that favor the growth of specially adapted plants (hydrophytes) and promote
the development of characteristic wetland (hydric) soils. Field indicators that are used to
determine the presence of wetland hydrology are described in the USACE Manual and
Supplemental Manual and include flow data; direct observation of surface water or
groundwater; indirect evidence of flow or saturation, such as high water marks, drift
lines, or sediment deposits; evidence that the soil is saturated currently or was saturated

3 On October 9, 2015, the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeal issued a nationwide stay of the U.S. EPA's revised definition, promulgated
on June 29, 2015, entitled the “Clean Water Rule.” See 80 Fed. Reg. 37, 054 (June 29, 2015). The Clean Water Rule affected
the regulatory interpretation of “Waters of the U.S.” as used in the Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. section 1251 et seq.
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recently; and vegetation and soil features that indicate contemporary rather than
historical wet conditions.

Hydric soils: water saturation (hydrology) largely determines how the soil develops in
wetlands. The National Technical Committee for Hydric Soils (NTCHS) provides the
continuing formulation, evaluation, and application of hydric soil definition, criteria, and
indicators. The NTCHS also updates and distributes a national list of hydric soils
annually. The definition of a hydric soil is a soil that formed under conditions of
saturation, flooding or ponding long enough during the growing season to develop
anaerobic conditions in the upper part (USDA Soil Conservation Service, 1994).
Anaerobic means a situation in which molecular oxygen is virtually absent from the
environment. The definition of hydric soils includes soils that developed under anaerobic
conditions in the upper part, but no longer experience these conditions due to hydrologic
alteration such as those hydric soils that have been artificially drained or protected (e.g.,
by ditches or levees). Most hydric soils exhibit characteristic morphologies that result
from repeated periods of saturation or inundation for more than a few days. Saturation or
inundation, when combined with microbial activity in the soil, causes the depletion of
oxygen. This anaerobiosis promotes certain biogeochemical processes, such as the
accumulation of organic matter and the reduction, translocation, or accumulation of iron
and other reducible elements. These processes result in distinctive “characteristics” that
persist in the soil during both wet and dry periods, making them particularly useful for
identifying hydric soils in the field (USDA NRCS 2006).

Wetland soil conditions are present if the soils are hydric or have characteristics that are
associated with reducing chemical processes. The USACE Manual also specifies that a
hydric soil “may be either drained or undrained, and a drained hydric soil may not
continue to support hydrophytic vegetation. Therefore, not all areas having hydric soils
will qualify as wetlands. Only when a hydric soil supports hydrophytic vegetation and the
area has indicators of wetland hydrology may the soil be referred to as a wetland soil.”
Field indicators of wetland soil conditions are described in the USACE Manual and
Supplemental Manual and include a range of criteria for color and mottling.

Hydrophytic vegetation: the USACE Manual defines hydrophytic vegetation as the
community of macrophytes that occurs in areas where inundation or soil saturation is
either permanent or of enough frequency and duration to exert a controlling influence on
the plant species present. Hydrophytic vegetation are adapted to wet conditions. It is
present when the plant community is dominated by species that can tolerate prolonged
inundation or soil saturation during the growing season. The first procedure used to
determine whether a site contains hydrophytic vegetation is called the “Dominance Test”
(Indicator 1). The Dominance Test looks at the wetland indicator status of species that
make up the plant community. The wetland indicator status of a plant species is
determined by reviewing the most current wetland plant list. When more than 50 percent
of the dominant plant species across all strata in the plant community are rated obligate
wetland (OBL), facultative wetland (FACW), or facultative (FAC), the site contains
hydrophytic vegetation. Obligate vegetation occurs almost always under natural
conditions in wetlands. FACW vegetation usually occurs in wetlands, but occasionally
found in non-wetlands. FAC vegetation equally likely to occur in wetlands or non-
wetlands. If plant community fails the Dominance Test then hydrophytic vegetation can
also be identified by using the “Prevalence Index” (Indicator 2) which takes into
consideration all plant species in the community, not just a few dominants. In addition,
plant morphological adaptations (Indicator 3) can be used to distinguish certain wetland
plant communities in the Arid West, when indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology
are present.
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A “parameter” is a characteristic component of a defined unit. The USACE wetland definition is
often referred to as a "three parameter definition" because three key parameters (wetland
hydrology, hydric soil, and hydrophytic vegetation) must all occur and meet the defined
characteristics for a location to be classified as a wetland. Except in certain situations defined in
the Supplemental Manual, evidence of a minimum of one positive wetland indicator from each
parameter (hydrology, soil, and vegetation) must be found in order to make a positive wetland
determination. Field “indicators” are physical, chemical, or biological features of an area that can
be easily observed or assayed and that are usually correlated with the presence of a wetland
parameter.

Critical Habitats

The USFWS'’ Critical Habitat Portal (USFWS 2019a) was reviewed to identify federal threatened
and endangered species designated final and proposed critical habitat designations within the
Central Park property, Project site, and project vicinity.

Wildlife Corridors

CDFW'’s BIOS Habitat Connectivity Viewer (CDFW 2019a) was used to review the Essential
Connectivity Map and to search for Natural Landscape Blocks (NLBs) and Essential
Connectivity Areas (ECAs) within Central Park property, Project site, and project vicinity. The
California Essential Connectivity Map depicts large, relatively natural habitat blocks that support
native biodiversity (Natural Landscape Blocks) and areas essential for ecological connectivity
between them (Essential Connectivity Areas). In addition, maps and NLB and ECA descriptions
were reviewed within the California Essential Habitat Connectivity Project: A Strategy for
Conserving a Connected California (Spencer et al. 2010).

An evaluation of potential wildlife movement within the Central Park property, Project site, and
project vicinity was also conducted by examining aerial imagery and maps. Finally, the literature
review also included maps and reports on wildlife home ranges and migration and dispersal
patterns (CDFG, 1988a and updates; CDFG, 1988b and updates; CDFG, 1988c and updates).

Field Survey Methods:

This section describes the field survey methods used within Central Park during the biological
field surveys. All biological field surveys focused on the entire Central Park site and not just the
Project site; however, the Project site is located within Central Park.

On June 28, 2007, LSA Biologist, Ms. Lisa Wadley conducted a reconnaissance-level biological
survey on the Central Park site. On July 17, 2019, ELMT Biologists, Mr. Thomas J. McGill,
Ph.D., Mr. Travis J. McGill, and Mr. Jacob H. Lloyd Davies, conducted another reconnaissance-
level biological survey on Central Park.

Biologist from LSA and ELMT visited Central Park 23 times in 2007, 2008, and 2019 to conduct
the following types of general and focused biological surveys:

e General site assessment and plant community mapping.

e General plant survey.

e General wildlife survey.

e Protocol coastal California gnatcatcher surveys.

e Protocol burrowing owl surveys.

e Focused San Bernardino kangaroo rat small mammal trapping surveys.
e Jurisdictional assessment and delineation.

* Wildlife movement evaluation.

Surveys were conducted during daylight hours and not during abnormal or excessive cold, heat,
wind, rain, or other inclement weather. Surveys were conducted on foot and covered all
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accessible areas of the undeveloped portion of Central Park by meandering transects. The
survey did not extend beyond the undeveloped portion of Central Park boundary. Biologists
used binoculars from strategic vantage points whenever direct access was not possible.
Observations were also made with aerial imagery.

Biologists used pertinent regional flora/fauna field guides and topographic/aerial maps during
the field surveys. In addition, Global Positioning System (GPS) units and other GIS and survey-
related technigues, hardware and software were used to collect locational data and record
relevant attributes of features or species encountered. Digital color photographs were taken
during the field surveys to record existing site conditions. Data collected during the site visits
were recorded in field notebooks, data sheets, and/or on color mapped aerials.

General Site Assessment and Plant Community Mapping

Biologists characterized the existing land cover and searched for the presence of sensitive plant
communities within the undeveloped portion of Central Park. Identification of habitats and plant
communities were based on observed dominant species. Land cover types were identified and
mapped in the field by marking their limits on a color aerial map and/or with the use of a GPS
unit/iPad. Topography, soil characteristics, substrates, rock formations, vernal pools, and site
disturbances (natural and human caused) were also components of the habitat assessment.
The purpose of the habitat assessment was to ascertain existing site conditions and identify
habitat areas that could potentially support special-status plant and wildlife species.

General Plant Surveys

Biologists surveyed the undeveloped portion of Central Park for common plants and for the
presence of special-status plant species listed in the plant inventory. Plant species were
identified in the field and in the office, when necessary, using plant field guides, plant
taxonomical guides, and photographs and collections of plants taken in the field. Identified
plants were recorded in field notes. The purpose of the survey was not to extensively search for
every plant species occurring within the undeveloped portion of Central Park, but to ascertain
general site conditions and identify potentially suitable habitat areas for various special-status
plant species.

General Wildlife Surveys

Biologists surveyed the undeveloped portion of Central Park for common wildlife and for the
presence of special-status wildlife species listed in the wildlife inventory.* Biologists also
searched for signs of wildlife, including animal tracks, burrows, dens, nests, nest sites, scat, or
remains. Wildlife signs and wildlife species encountered visually or audibly during the field
surveys were identified and recorded in field notes.

Protocol Coastal California Gnatcatcher Surveys

Central Park is located within the range of the coastal California gnatcatcher (CAGN) (Polioptila
californica californica) and the 2007 habitat assessment determined that the undeveloped
portion of Central Park contains coastal sage scrub habitat that could potentially support CAGN;
therefore, protocol CAGN surveys were required. Surveys were conducted in the undeveloped
portion of Central Park by LSA Senior Biologist, Mr. Stan Spencer, under LSA Federal
10(a)(1)(A) Permit TE-777965 and under a Letter of Agreement (LOA) from CDFW in lieu of a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between LSA and CDFW. Surveys conformed to the
USFWS Coastal California Gnatcatcher Presence/Absence Survey Guidelines (dated February
28, 1997 [USFWS 1997] and revised July 28, 1997 [USFWS 1997]) for the CAGN non-breeding
season. Surveys were conducted on the following dates: December 10 and 24, 2007; January 8

4 The undeveloped portion of Central Park is within the general distributional range of several special-status species; however,
most of the special-status wildlife species that could occur within the site are not subject to specific published survey protocols or
guidelines.
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and 22; February 5 and 19; March 6 and 20; and April 4, 2008. Details of the field survey
methods can be found in LSA’s Results of a Focused California Gnatcatcher Survey for Central
Park Phase Il Project Site in the City of Rancho Cucamonga, San Bernardino County, (LSA
Project Number CRGO0703) letter (LSA 2008c) (Appendix B5). The purpose of these surveys
was to determine CAGN presence or absence within the undeveloped portion of Central Park.

Protocol Burrowing Owl Surveys

Central Park is located within the range of the burrowing owl (BUOW) (Athene cunicularia) and
the 2007 habitat assessment determined that the undeveloped portion of Central Park contains
habitat that could potentially support BUOW; therefore, protocol BUOW surveys were required.
Surveys were conducted in the undeveloped portion of Central Park by LSA Biologist, Ms. Lisa
Wadley, and they were conducted in accordance with the guidelines set forth by the California
Burrowing Owl Consortium, Santa Cruz Predatory Bird Research Group Burrowing Owl Survey
Protocol (1993), and CDFW internal memo (February 1995). Surveys were conducted on the
following dates: December 3, 5, 13, and 17, 2007; and January 2, 2008. Details of the field
survey methods can be found in LSA’s Results of Focused Burrowing Owl Survey for Central
Park Project located in the City of Rancho Cucamonga, San Bernardino County, (LSA Project
No. CRG0703) letter (LSA 2008d) (Appendix B4). The purpose of the surveys was to determine
BUOW presence or absence within the undeveloped portion of Central Park.

Focused San Bernardino Kangaroo Rat Small Mammal Trapping Surveys

Central Park is located within range of the San Bernardino kangaroo rat (SBKR) (Dipodomys
merriami parvus) and the 2007 habitat assessment determined that the undeveloped portion of
Central Park contains habitat that could potentially support SBKR; therefore, focused SBKR
small mammal trapping surveys were required. Surveys were conducted in the undeveloped
portion of Central Park by LSA Biologists, Mr. Richard Erickson and/or Mr. Leo Simone, under
LSA Federal 10(a)(1)(A) Permit TE-777965-7 (May 10, 2004 - May 9, 2007; renewal request
submitted April 9, 2007, extending coverage indefinitely) and a temporary authorization from
CDFW (May 12, 2003 - March 31, 2007; renewal request submitted March 26, 2007, extending
coverage indefinitely) in lieu of a MOU between LSA and CDFW. A majority of the trapline was
placed within the undeveloped portion of Central Park outside of the Project site boundary. Only
a portion of the trapline was situated within the Project site. Surveys were conducted on the
following dates: February 25, 26, 27, 28, and 29, 2007; and March 1, 2008. Details of the field
survey methods can be found in LSA’s 70-Acre Central Park Parcel in the City of Rancho
Cucamonga, San Bernardino County, Kangaroo Rat Trapping, February 2008 (LSA 2008a)
(Appendix B6). The purpose of the surveys was to detect the presence of SBKR within the
undeveloped portion of Central Park.

Jurisdictional Assessment and Delineation

During the initial 2007 reconnaissance-level biological survey, LSA biologist, Ms. Lisa Wadley,
searched the undeveloped portion of Central Park for the potential presence federal or state
wetlands, waters, and vegetation that are potentially subject to the jurisdictional authority of the
USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW. She determined that the site did indeed contain jurisdictional
areas and recommended that a formal jurisdictional delineation be conducted.

On December 4, 2007, LSA Senior Biologist, Mr. Leo Simone, conducted a formal jurisdictional
delineation survey on the undeveloped portion of Central Park. The survey was conducted
according to current U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and CDFW guidelines. The survey
recorded: 1) wetland hydrology, hydric soils, hydrophytic vegetation, and signs of an ordinary
high-water mark (OHWM); 2) the presence of a well-defined bed and bank; 3) areas of water
flow; and 4) vegetation within and along the jurisdictional areas. Width and length
measurements of USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW jurisdictional areas was delineated in the field
using a hand-held GPS unit and aerial imagery. Following field mapping, GIS staff took the
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measurements and digitized them into an ArcGIS file. Acreages of each agency'’s jurisdiction
was then calculated. Details of the field survey methods can be found in LSA’s Jurisdictional
Delineation Report, Central Park Project, City of Rancho Cucamonga, San Bernardino County,
California (LSA 2008b) (Appendix B3).

Wildlife Movement Evaluation

Biologists searched the undeveloped portion of Central Park for potential natural and man-made
travel routes that wildlife could use to traverse the site. Biologists assumed wildlife species
would use these linear features for travel if they occurred within the site. Biologists also
searched for natural and man-made barriers to wildlife movement, such as permanent
structures, paved roads, sound walls, concrete walls, or fences that would interfere with the
movement of wildlife. A formal wildlife movement corridor study was not conducted.

Post Surveys Evaluation

After the field surveys and mapping of the plant communities were complete, an additional
evaluation was conducted later in the office for each special-status plant and wildlife species
listed in the plant inventory (Appendix B7) and wildlife inventory (Appendix B8). The evaluation
considered whether the undeveloped portion of Central Park contained suitable habitats and
conditions to support those special-status species listed in the inventories. A species was
determined to have “no potential to occur” within the undeveloped portion of Central Park if
suitable and adequate biological and physical features that are needed to support the plant and
wildlife species were absent. For example, animal species that are only found within rivers, sand
dunes, desert scrub, or conifer forests would be determined to have no potential to occur within
the undeveloped portion of Central Park because those habitats are absent from the
undeveloped portion of Central Park. Since they are unlikely to occur, there would be no effect
to these species from the project. Those species were eliminated from further evaluation and
are not discussed further.

Existing Conditions:

This section describes the results of the literature review and the 2007, 2008, and 2019 field
surveys (Table 3.4.4-1, Field Survey Information). Photographs that were taken during the 2019
field survey can be found in Appendix B1.

Ecoregions and Local Setting

Central Park is in the center of the City of Rancho Cucamonga, in southwestern San Bernardino
County. The City of Rancho Cucamonga is located at the north-central section of the Chino
Valley, just south of the eastern San Gabriel Mountains (BonTerra Consulting, 2010) which are
part of the Transverse Ranges. Central Park is located south within the Peninsular Ranges
Geomorphic Province. The property is also in the Southwestern California Region and the South
Coast Subregion of the California Floristic Province as described within the Jepson eFlora
Project (Jepson Flora Project [eds.] 2019). This subregion extends along the Pacific Coast, from
Point Conception in Santa Barbara County, to Mexico.
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Table 3.4.4-1. Field Survey Information

Survey Temperature Wind % Cloud Company: SUIVevors
Survey Type Survey Date Time Fahrenheit (°F) (mph) Cover pany- Y

(Start - Finish)
Biological Resources Reconnaissance Surveys

Survey 1 June 28, 2007 / / / / LSA: Ms. Lisa Wadley
ELMT: Mr. Thomas J. McGill,
Survey 2 July 17, 2019 / high 80s - low 90s calm 0-0 Ph.D., Mr. Travis J. McGill, and

Mr. Jacob H. Lloyd Davies

Protocol Coastal California Gnatcatcher Surveys

Survey 1 December 10, 2007 | 7:40 - 10:40 am 55 - 58 <1-1-3 0-0
Survey 2 December 24, 2007 | 7:30- 10:30 am 56 - 73 <1-1-3 0-0
Survey 3 January 8, 2008 7:20 - 11:00 am 44 - 57 <1-1-3 20 - 20
Survey 4 January 22, 2008 7:30 - 11:00 am 49 - 59 <l-<1 98 - 40 LSA: Mr. Stan Spencer
Survey 5 February 5, 2008 7:26 - 10:15 am 48 - 58 1-3-1-3 0-0 o
Survey 6 February 19, 2008 7:30 - 10:25 am 54 - 56 <l-<1 100 - 100
Survey 7 March 6, 2008 7:35 - 10:35 am 60 - 70 <l-<1 10-10
Survey 8 March 20, 2008 7:25-10:10 am 55-61 <1-1-3 30-30
Survey 9 April 4, 2008 8:00 - 10:50 am 54 - 67 1-3-<1 0-0
Protocol Burrowing Owl Surveys
Burrow Survey December 3, 2007 8:30 - 10:15 am 56 - 67 0-3-0-2 0-0
Survey 1 December 5, 2007 6:30 - 7:45 am 51-61 0-2-0-1 0-5
Survey 2 December 13, 2007 6:40 - 7:50 am 44 - 55 0-3-0 25-15 LSA: Ms. Lisa Wadley
Survey 3 December 17, 2007 6:40 - 7:50 am 42 - 42 0-1-0-1 10-5
Survey 4 January 2, 2008 6:50 - 8:15 am 50 - 52 0-3-0-2 100 -70
Focused San Bernardino Kangaroo Rat Small Mammal Trapping Surveys
Night Survey 1 February 25, 2008 pm / / /
Mﬁrgr']?gsﬁfvrg;él February 26, 2008 am and pm / / /
Morning Survey 2
Night Survey 3 February 27, 2008 am and pm / / / LSA: Mr. Richard Erickson and
Mﬁrgr']?gsﬁfvrgjﬁg February 28, 2008 am and pm / / / Mr. Leo Simone
Mﬁrgr']?gsﬁfvrg;}éd' February 29, 2008 am and pm / / /
Morning Survey 5 March 1, 2008 am / / /
Jurisdictional Delineation Survey
Survey 1 | December 4, 2007 | / | / | / | / | LSA: Mr. Leo Simone

/ = no information described in the specific reports.
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Central Park is situated on the alluvial fan of the eastern most portion of the San Gabriel
mountain range (fire). Central Park is in the Fontana Plain-Calimesa Terraces Ecological
Subsection of the Southern California Mountains and Valleys Ecological Section as described
within the Ecological Subregions of California: Section and Subsection Descriptions (Miles and
Goudey 1997). This subsection is on very gently to gently sloping alluvial fans, mostly from the
San Gabriel and San Bernardino Mountains and the predominant natural plant communities are
California sagebrush - California buckwheat series and needlegrass grasslands (Miles and
Goudey 1997).

The Central Park property is bounded by the following:

* North: The Pacific Electric Inland Empire Trail. This trail is a multi-purpose commuter
and recreation trail that includes a 10-foot-wide, concrete trail for bikes and a 10-foot-
wide side path of decomposed granite for running, walking, and horseback riding.

 East: Milliken Avenue.

e South: Base Line Road.

e West: Deer Creek and Deer Creek Channel Trail. Deer Creek is a flood control channel
and the trail is a Class | designated off-road bike path.

The Project site by site is bordered by the following.

» North: undeveloped, vacant land within the Central Park boundary.

e East: institutional developments (James L. Brulte Senior Center and Goldy S. Lewis
Community Center).

= South: Base Line Road.

» West: undeveloped, vacant land within the Central Park boundary.

Local Climate

The City of Rancho Cucamonga is considered having a “Mediterranean” climate with hot, arid,
and clear summers and long, cool, and partly cloudy winters. Most of the City’s rainfall occurs
almost entirely in the winter between the months of December and March, with hardly any
occurring in the months between May and October (ELMT 2019). Climatological data obtained
for the City of Rancho Cucamonga indicates the annual precipitation averages 16.8 inches per
year (ELMT 2019). The average maximum and minimum temperatures for the region are 78.4-
and 52.5-degrees Fahrenheit (°F) respectively with July (monthly average 93.7° F) being the
hottest month and December and January (monthly average 41.4°F) being the coldest
(ELMT 2019).

Topography

The Central Park property is in a developed urban portion of the City. Around Central Park, land
use is built-up and developed lands including residential neighborhoods, transportation
roadways (Milliken Avenue and Base Line Road), recreation trails (Pacific Electric Inland Empire
Trail and Deer Creek Channel Trail), and a commercial complex (Terra Vista shopping center).

The Central Park site encompasses approximately 103.4 acres of land and it currently supports
a mix of developed lands and undeveloped natural lands. Approximately 30 acres is currently
developed (Phase 1) with the Goldy S. Lewis Community Center, James L. Brulte Senior Center,
and Freedom Courtyard, leaving approximately 73.4 acres of the Central Park site undeveloped.
The developed portion of Central Park is developed with City buildings, courtyards, and
associated pavings (parking lots, roads, driveways, sidewalks, trails), gardens, turf, and
landscaping. The built-up and developed lands provide little to no habitat for wildlife species.
Included with the built-up and developed lands are its associated vegetation which includes
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landscaping, ornamental vegetation, gardens, and turf. This vegetation is predominately non-
native, and it could potentially provide habitat for wildlife species.

The Project site encompasses approximately 11 acres and it is located within the undeveloped
portion of Central Park. The undeveloped portion of Central Park consists of both disturbed and
undeveloped land.

The Central Park property is generally flat with a gentle slope from the north to the south. It has
an elevation range of 1,324 to 1,377 feet above mean sea level. The undeveloped portion of
Central Park contains no areas of significant topographic relief (terrain).

Soils

The general area in which the site is located is underlain by a series of coalescing alluvial fans
derived from stream systems from the eastern San Gabriel Mountains (Kleinfelder 2009).
Adjacent to the mountains, the alluvial fan deposits are very coarse and crudely bedded and
consist mainly of fine- to coarse-grained sand and gravel with cobbles and boulders (Kleinfelder
2009). Beyond the mountain front the alluvial deposits are interlayered with eolian deposits
which are represented by thin silt and fine sand lenses throughout the soil profiles (Kleinfelder
2009). Soil moisture regimes are xeric (Miles and Goudey 1997).

Kleinfelder West, Inc. conducted a geotechnical investigation in 2009 within the undeveloped
portion of Central Park. The earth materials encountered during their survey consisted of alluvial
fan deposits comprising of, sand, silty sand, sandy gravel, and gravelly sand (Kleinfelder 2009).

Based on the NRCS Soil Survey, the Central Park property (and the Project site) contains two
soil map units which are listed in Table 3.4.4-2, Summary of Soil Mapping Units, depicted on
Exhibit 4 in Appendix B1 and described within the custom soils reports found within Appendix
B9, NRCS Soils Report. Map unit delineations on soil maps represent an area dominated by
one or more major kinds of soil areas. A map unit is identified and named according to the
taxonomic classification of the dominant soils.

Table 3.4.4-2. Summary of Soil Mapping Units

Soil Ma Percent of Natural Hydric
. P Soil Map Unit Name Central Park Drainage Soil
Unit Symbol .
Property Class Rating
. Somewhat
TuB Tujunga loamy sand, 0 to 5 percent 41.7% excessively No
slopes :
drained
. Somewhat
TVC Tujunga gravelly loamy sand, 0 to 9 58.3% excessively No
percent slopes drained

Note: Map units with a “yes” rating contain either major or minor components that are at least in part hydric.

Tujunga loamy sands (TuB) consist of brown loamy sand and pale-brown coarse sand. These
soils are about 60 inches thick, somewhat excessively drained, and found on nearly level to
moderately sloping alluvial fans (BonTerra Consulting 2010). Tujunga soils are slightly acidic
and highly permeable so runoff on these soils is slow to very slow (BonTerra Consulting 2010).
Tujunga gravelly loamy sand (TvC) has the same characteristics as TuB soils, except for a
higher gravel content (15 to 30 percent by volume) (BonTerra Consulting 2010). These soils are
fair sources of sand and gravel (BonTerra Consulting 2010).

Soils onsite have been mechanically disturbed and heavily compacted from historic land uses
(i.e., agricultural, clearing/grading, and storage activities) (ELMT 2019).
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Ground Cover

The Central Park property contained a grape vineyard that was used in the region’s wine
making industry (Rancho Cucamonga Fire District 2017). The vineyard went dormant and then
in 1984, the City purchased the Central Park property (Rancho Cucamonga Fire District 2017).
A decision was made years ago by the City to provide vegetation ground cover to reduce the
occurrence of blowing sand and dust during Rancho Cucamonga’s frequent wind events
(Rancho Cucamonga Fire District 2017). It was decided that seeding the park with a native
coastal sage scrub mix would provide the desired ground cover and dust reduction while
eliminating the need for costly irrigation (Rancho Cucamonga Fire District 2017). As the ground
cover took hold over the ensuing years, a coastal sage scrub habitat was created (Rancho
Cucamonga Fire District 2017). Over the years, the vegetation has grown to maturity and is now
a mostly continuous cover of shrubs and herbs (Rancho Cucamonga Fire District 2017).

Site Disturbances

The undeveloped portion of Central Park consists of both disturbed and undeveloped land that
has been subject to a variety of direct and indirect human-related disturbances from historical
agricultural activities, grading activities, adjacent development, weed abatement, construction
staging, and storage activities (ELMT 2019). In the decades since active agricultural activities
(i.e., grape vineyards) ceased, native vegetation communities typical of disturbed areas have
reestablished onsite; however, onsite anthropogenic disturbances have greatly disturbed the
natural plant communities that once occurred within the boundaries of the undeveloped portion
of Central Park, reducing their ability to provide suitable habitat for special-status plant and
wildlife species (ELMT 2019).

In late 2003, a drainage channel was constructed on the northern portion of the undeveloped
portion of Central Park to accommodate stormwater runoff associated with construction from
Phase | of the Central Park Master Plan (ELMT 2019). Stormwater continues to enter the
undeveloped portion of Central Park via a culvert in the middle of the northern boundary of the
property and flows to the west and off-site into Deer Creek Channel (ELMT 2019).

Land Cover

A plant community is a combination of different plants growing together. Generally,
classifications of habitat types or plant communities were based on Holland’'s Preliminary
Descriptions of the Terrestrial Communities of California (Holland 1986) and A Manual of
California Vegetation Second Edition (Sawyer et al. 2009), with modifications to better represent
existing site conditions. The classifications were then checked against CDFW's List of
Vegetation Alliances and Associations (or Natural Communities List) (CDFG 2010). The list
indicates which natural communities are sensitive given the current state of the California
classification and includes alliance rankings according to their degree of imperilment.

Four different land cover types were observed and mapped within the Project site during the
latest field survey conducted in 2019. The vegetation communities onsite contain low plant
species diversity. Table 3.4.4-3, Acreage of Mapped Land Cover within the Amphitheater
Project Site, lists the land cover types with approximate acreages mapped; the corresponding
name according to Preliminary Descriptions of the Terrestrial Communities of California
(Holland 1986) and A Manual of California Vegetation, Second Edition (Sawyer et al. 2009); and
the California Natural Community Codes (CaCodes) listed in the Natural Communities List
(CDFG, 2010). Non-vegetated features, such as development, are not plant communities, but
are also delineated and discussed in this report. Exhibit 5 in Appendix Bl depicts the location
and size of each mapped land cover category within the Project site. Characteristics of each
land cover type feature are described in detail below in the following sections.
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Table 3.4.4-3. Acreage of Mapped Land Cover within the Amphitheater Project Site

Community Name by Reference
Mapped Land Preliminary Rgrlib:rl]d Mapped
PP Descriptions of CaCode bp
Cover Type . A Manual of State Acreage
the Terrestrial . - .
- California Vegetation Rank
Communities of
California
Eriogonum
California Riversidean sage fasciculatum
buckwheat scrub scrub (Element shrubland alliance 32.040.02 G5, S5 5.8
Code: 32700) (California buckwheat
scrub)
Ruderal/disturbed N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.77
habitat
Developed land N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.21
Drainage feature N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.22
Legend
Global Rank: the global rank (G-rank) reflects the overall status of an element throughout its global range.
e G5 = Secure: Common; widespread and abundant.
State Rank: the state rank (S-rank) refer to the imperilment status only within California’s state boundaries.
e S5 = Secure: Common, widespread, and abundant in the state.

Sensitive plant communities (sensitive habitats) are communities that are of limited distribution
statewide or within a county or region and are often vulnerable to environmental impacts of
projects (CDFG 2009). Sensitive habitats are often threatened with local extirpation and are
therefore, considered as valuable biological resources. None of the plant communities identified
and mapped within the undeveloped portion of Central Park during the field surveys are
considered sensitive natural communities in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or
by CDFW and USFWS because:

e These plant communities are not considered rare by the CNDDB;

e They are dominated by non-native species;

e They are widespread in the project vicinity;

e They generally are considered common enough not to be of concern; and/or

 They exhibit a moderate level of disturbance rendering them less valuable as habitat to
support wildlife diversity or special-status species.

Characteristics of each land cover type are described below.

California Buckwheat Scrub

The California buckwheat scrub plant community was observed throughout undeveloped portion
of Central Park (including the Project site). This community supports a monoculture of California
buckwheat (Eriogonum fasciculatum). California buckwheat scrub has been designated by
NatureServe as a secure (G5 and S5) natural community. Secure communities are common,
widespread, and abundant in the state. This community is considered low priority for inventory
by CDFW and is not considered sensitive.

Buckwheat scrub plant communities often reestablish after disturbed areas are allowed to
revegetate with native plants (ELMT 2019). Other plant species observed within this plant
community include deerweed (Acmispon glaber), California croton (Croton californicus),
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common phacelia (Phacelia distans), chia (Salvia columbariae), California sagebrush (Artemisia
californica), western ragweed (Ambrosia psilostachya), white sage (Salvia apiana), common
cryptantha (Cryptantha intermedia), mule fat (Baccharis salicifolia ssp. salicifolia), coastal prickly
pear (Opuntia littoralis), slender buckwheat (Eriogonum gracile), pine scented goldenbush
(Ericameria pinifolia), and telegraph weed (Heterotheca grandiflora) (ELMT 2019).

Ruderal/Disturbed Habitat

Ruderal/disturbed areas are heavily to sparsely vegetated by non-native, weedy plant species
(ruderal vegetation) or they lack vegetation completely. These areas are persistent where
habitat has been physically disturbed by human activities, resulting in compacted soils, and a
dominance of ruderal plants. Bare areas include dirt lots, dirt access roads, and other
maintained areas. Ruderal plants are adapted to frequent disturbances and easily colonize
areas that are devoid of vegetation. This ruderal/disturbed community is degraded in nature; not
conducive to the establishment of any special-status plant populations; provides little to no
habitat value for wildlife; and is not considered a sensitive plant community. The characteristic
ruderal plant species observed include short-podded mustard (Hirschfeldia incana), wild oat
(Avena fatua), flax-leaved horseweed (Erigeron bonariensis), and tacolote (Centaurea
melitensis) (ELMT 2019). Despite the presence of native species, the ruderal/disturbed sites are
dominated by invasive non-native vegetation.

Developed Land

Developed lands are features that describe areas occupied by man-made structures, pavings,
and other impermeable surfaces. Developed lands are not a plant community; however, these
lands do include vegetation, such as turf, landscaping, and ornamental plants. The developed
areas provide virtually no habitat for wildlife species.

Drainage Features

Characteristics of this land cover is described below in Hydrology, Aquatic Features,
Drainage A.

Plants

This section describes the plants identified during the 2007, 2008, and 2019 field surveys and
the special-status plants that have a potential to occur within the undeveloped portion of Central
Park (and therefore, the Project site) as identified by the literature review and field surveys.
Based on the literature review and field surveys, this section reflects the best professional
judgment of the biologists on special-status plant occurrence within the undeveloped portion of
Central Park.

Plant Species Recorded during the Field Surveys

Approximately 45 plant species from 16 plant families were observed within the undeveloped
portion of Central Park. This list of plant species is provided in Appendix B10, Plant and Wildlife
Species Recorded during the Field Surveys; however, ornamental and landscaped vegetation
are not included in the totals reported here.

Listed Plants

No listed plant species were observed within the undeveloped portion of Central Park during the
field surveys. In addition, the literature review and field surveys determined that the site lacks
suitable habitats, soils, and/or other factors to support any of the listed species in the plant
inventory.
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Sensitive Plants

No sensitive plant species were observed within the undeveloped portion of Central Park during
the field surveys. In addition, the literature review and field surveys concluded that all the
sensitive species in the plant inventory do not have more than a low potential to exist within the
site due to a lack of suitable habitats, soils, and/or other factors to support them.

Protected Trees/Shrubs

The City's Tree Preservation Ordinance in the Municipal Code (Title 19, Environmental
Protection - Chapter 19.08) states that eucalyptus, palm, oak, sycamore, pine, and other trees
growing within the City are a natural aesthetic resource and are worthy of protection (BonTerra
Consulting 2010). A permit is required for the removal, relocation, or destruction of a Heritage
Tree (BonTerra Consulting 2010).5 Prior to removal of a Heritage Tree within the City limits, a
Tree Removal Permit shall be obtained from the Planning Director and replacement trees may
be required consistent with the City code (BonTerra Consulting 2010).

No trees protected by the City were observed within the undeveloped portion of Central Park
during the field surveys.

Wwildlife

This section describes the wildlife identified during the 2007, 2008, and 2019 field surveys and
the special-status wildlife that have a potential to occur within the undeveloped portion of
Central Park (and therefore, the Project site) as determined by the literature review and field
surveys. Based on the literature review and field surveys, this section reflects the best
professional judgment of the biologists on special-status wildlife occurrence within the
undeveloped portion of Central Park.

Survey Limitations

The wildlife observed and/or detected during the field surveys represent the diversity of wildlife
in the surrounding areas; however, there were limitations to the field surveys. They include the
following:

e The biological field surveys were conducted during the daytime to maximize the
detection of most wildlife; however, many species are nocturnal. Birds represent the
largest component of the fauna observed because most birds are active in the daytime.
In contrast, daytime surveys usually result in few observations of mammals, many of
which may only be active at night. Many wildlife species are secretive in their habits and
are difficult for biologists to observe in a walking survey; therefore, wildlife may have
been unnoticed because of their subterranean habitats and/or camouflaged appearance.

 Many species are intolerant of human interfaces and hide.

e Many wildlife species are wide-ranging and move about a territory; they only occur on a
seasonal basis; they only occur during migration; and/or they may have become
dormant for the season.

e Additional wildlife species that likely use the undeveloped portion of Central Park were
not observed or indirectly detected during the field surveys, due to their scarcity or the
need for special survey methods, such as using herp arrays and mist netting.

5 A Heritage Tree is defined as any tree, shrub, or plant meeting at least one of the following criteria: (1) eucalyptus windrows; (2)
woody plants in excess of 15 feet in height and having a single trunk circumference of 15 inches or more measured 24 inches
from ground level; (3) multi-trunk trees having a total circumference of 30 inches or more measured 24 inches from ground level;
(4) a stand of trees the nature of which makes each dependent upon the others for survival; or (5) any other tree as may be
deemed historically or culturally significant by the Planning Director because of size, condition, location, or aesthetic qualities.
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Wildlife Species Recorded during the Field Surveys

The undeveloped portion of Central Park supports an assortment of wildlife and provides
shelter, cover, roosting, foraging, and breeding habitats to reptiles, birds, and mammals as year-
round residents, seasonal residents, and/or migrants. During the 2007, 2008, and 2019 field
surveys, three reptiles, 35 bird, and six mammal species were recorded within the undeveloped
portion of Central Park. Wildlife activity was low during the field surveys and consisted of
primarily avian species. A list of wildlife species recorded within the undeveloped portion of
Central Park during the field surveys is provided in Appendix B10. Due to the developed nature
of the properties surrounding Central Park, the Project site also provides habitat for common
species known to occur within urban settings such as coyote (Canis latrans), northern raccoon
(Procyon lotor), striped skunk (Mephitis mephitis), and Virginia opossum (Didelphis virginiana).

Vegetation communities form the basis of the wildlife habitats and provide the primary plant
productivity upon which wildlife depends, along with nesting and denning sites, escape and
movement cover, and protection from adverse weather and predation. Some species are habitat
specific for their life history requirements, while many wildlife species move freely between plant
communities to obtain their life history needs. In general, more complex natural communities
with more vegetation layers and more plant species provide higher value wildlife habitat than
less complex vegetation communities. Communities that are more complex have more niches
for wildlife and usually support more animal species than less complex communities do.
Although simple communities may support few wildlife species, they may provide habitat for
great numbers of those few species. The undeveloped portion of Central Park lacks complex
vegetation communities and has low vegetation species diversity; therefore, the site supports
low habitat value for wildlife.

Fish

No fish or hydrogeomorphic features (e.g., perennial creeks, ponds, lakes, reservoirs) with
frequent sources of water that would that would provide suitable habitat for fish were observed
within the undeveloped portion of Central Park; therefore, no fish are expected to occur and are
presumed absent (ELMT 2019).

Amphibians

No amphibians or hydrogeomorphic features (e.g., perennial creeks, ponds, lakes, reservoirs)
that would provide suitable habitat for amphibian species were observed within the undeveloped
portion of Central Park; therefore, no amphibians are expected to occur and are presumed
absent (ELMT 2019).

Reptiles

The undeveloped portion of Central Park provides a limited amount of habitat for a few reptile
species adapted to a high degree of human disturbance associated with onsite disturbances
and surrounding development (ELMT 2019).

Birds

The undeveloped portion of Central Park provides suitable foraging and cover habitat for a
variety of year-round and seasonal avian residents, as well as migrating bird species
(ELMT 2019). In addition, the site has the potential to provide suitable nesting opportunities for
birds that nest on the open ground and those acclimated to routine disturbances (i.e., killdeer
[Charadrius vociferus]) (ELMT 2019).

Mammals

The undeveloped portion of Central Park and surrounding areas have the potential to support
mammalian species adapted to human presence and disturbance (ELMT 2019). No bat species
are expected to occur due to a lack of suitable roosting habitat (i.e., trees, crevices, abandoned
structures) within and surrounding the Project site (ELMT 2019).
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Listed Wildlife

No listed wildlife species were observed within the undeveloped portion of Central Park during
the field surveys. In addition, the literature review and field surveys concluded that the site lacks
suitable and adequate biological and physical features that are needed to support any of the
listed species in the wildlife inventory.

Coastal California Gnatcatcher

No CAGNs were observed during the 2007/2008 protocol CAGN surveys or during any of the
other bio surveys conducted at the undeveloped portion of Central Park. The California
buckwheat scrub plant community onsite has been degraded from existing anthropogenic
disturbances and is isolated from occupied sage scrub habitats in the region (ELMT 2019).
Based on these conditions, it was determined that the undeveloped portion of Central Park does
not provide the requisite Primary Constituent Elements which are needed by CAGN to be
present; therefore, it was determined that CAGN is presumed absent from the undeveloped
portion of Central Park (ELMT 2019). See ELMT's Central Park Amphitheater Habitat
Assessment report in Appendix Bl for details describing this rational. Additional protocol CAGN
surveys are not recommended.

San Bernardino Kangaroo Rat

No SBKRs were captured during the 2008 focused SBKR small mammal trapping surveys. The
undeveloped portion of Central Park does not support Riversidian alluvial fan sage scrub plant
communities and is no longer exposed to hydrological processes needed to maintain the
openness of suitable SBKR habitat and does not contain upland areas proximal to flood plains
that contain suitable refuge habitat for SBKR (ELMT 2019). The channelization of Deer Creek
and surrounding development has eliminated the undeveloped portion of Central Park from
being subjected to scouring regimes historically associated with Deer Creek that would have
had the potential to provide suitable habitat for SBKR (ELMT 2019). Based on these conditions,
it was determined that the site does not provide the requisite Primary Constituent Elements
which are needed by SBKR to be present; therefore, it was determined that SBKR is presumed
absent from the undeveloped portion of Central Park (ELMT 2019). See ELMT'’s Central Park
Amphitheater Habitat Assessment report in Appendix Bl for details describing this rational.
Additional focused SBKR surveys are not recommended. Note: a majority of the trapline was
placed within the undeveloped portion of Central Park outside of the Project site boundary. Only
a portion of the trapline was situated within the Project site; however, the same conclusion
about SBKR absence remains the same for the Project site.

Sensitive Wildlife

Three sensitive animals, rufous hummingbird (Selasphorus rufus), California gull (Larus
californicus), and Cooper's hawk (Accipiter cooperii), were observed within the undeveloped
portion of Central Park during the 2007 and 2008 field surveys. Rufous hummingbird was
observed during the 2007 bio reconnaissance survey. California gull was observed during the
2007/2008 BUOW protocol surveys. Cooper’'s hawk was observed during the 2007/2008 CAGN
protocol surveys. LSA bio report, BUOW report, and CAGN report do not give information about
these observations, only that they were sighted.

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga Central Park Fire Hazard Reduction and
Vegetation Management Plan, Blainville’s horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii) and California
glossy snake (Arizona elegans occidentalis) occupies the undeveloped portions of the Central
Park property. Table 3.4.4-4, Sensitive Wildlife Species known to use the Central Park Site, lists
the sensitive wildlife species known to occupy and/or use the Central Park site and it lists each
species’ status in California.
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Table 3.4.4-4. Sensitive Wildlife Species known to use the Central Park Site

Scientific Name (=Synonym) Common Name (=Synonym) Status in California
Phrynosoma blainvillii Blainville’s horned lizard (=coast horned lizard) SSC
Arizona elegans occidentalis California glossy snake SSC
Selasphorus rufus rufous hummingbird BCC

Larus californicus California gull WL
Accipiter cooperii Cooper's hawk WL

Legend

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Designations:

* SSC = species of special concern: a species of special concern is a species, subspecies, or distinct population
of an animal (fish, amphibian, reptile, bird and mammal) native to California that currently satisfies one or more of
the following (not necessarily mutually exclusive) criteria: is extirpated from the state or, in the case of birds, in its
primary seasonal or breeding role; is listed as federally-, but not state-, threatened or endangered; meets the state
definition of threatened or endangered, but has not formally been listed; is experiencing, or formerly experienced,
serious (noncyclical) population declines or range retractions (not reversed) that, if continued or resumed, could
qualify it for state threatened or endangered status; has naturally small populations exhibiting high susceptibility to
risk from any factor(s), that if realized, could lead to declines that would qualify it for state threatened or
endangered status.

* WL = watch list: this list includes birds identified in the California Bird Species of Special Concern (Shuford and
Gardali, 2008) report and are not on the current CDFW species of special concern list, but were on previous lists
and they have not been state-listed under CESA; were previously state or federally listed and now are on neither
list; or are on the list of fully protected species.

United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Designations:

 BCC = bird of conservation concern: a bird of conservation concern is listed in the USFWS’ 2008 Birds of
Conservation Concern report. The report identifies species, subspecies, and populations of all migratory and non-
migratory bird species (beyond those already designated as federally threatened or endangered) that, without
additional conservation actions, are likely to become candidates for listing under the ESA. While all the bird
species included in the report is priorities for conservation action, the list makes no finding with regard to whether
they warrant consideration for ESA listing.

Besides the animals listed above, no other sensitive wildlife species were observed within the
undeveloped portion of Central Park during the field surveys. Sensitive wildlife species were not
observed or detected during the 2019 field survey.

The literature review and field surveys concluded that a majority of the sensitive species in the
wildlife inventory do not have more than a low potential to exist within the undeveloped portion
of Central Park due to a lack of some suitable biological and physical features that are needed
to support them adequately; however, habitat conditions create a high potential for four sensitive
wildlife species to occur within the site (Table 3.4.4-5, Sensitive Wildlife Species that have a
Moderate to High Potential to Occur).

Table 3.4.4-5. Sensitive Wildlife Species that have a High Potential to Occur

C Status in Potential to Occur on the
Scientific Name Common Name . . . .
California Project Site
ASpI.dOS'CGIIS hyperythra Bel_dmg s orange-throated WL high potential to occur
beldingi whiptalil
Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri coastal whiptalil SSC high potential to occur
Elanus leucurus white-tailed kite fully protected | high potential for foraging
Accipiter striatus sharp-shinned hawk WL high potential for foraging
Legend

e SSC: see Table 5 for description.

e WL: see Table 5 for description.

< Fully protected: fully protected animal species may not be taken or possessed at any time and no licenses or
permits may be issued for their take except for collecting these species for necessary scientific research and
relocation of the bird species for the protection of livestock. Lists were created for fish (Fish and Game Code
Section 5515), amphibians and reptiles (Fish and Game Code Section 5050), birds (Fish and Game Code
Section 3511) and mammals (Fish and Game Code Section 4700).
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Even though the undeveloped portion of Central Park contained fossorial mammal burrows, no
BUOWS, occupied burrows, or sign of BUOWS (past or present) were observed during the
2007/2008 protocol BUOW surveys or during any of the bio surveys conducted at the
undeveloped portion of Central Park. The undeveloped portion of Central Park provides minimal
line of-sight opportunities favored by BUOWS; however, most of the site lacks suitable burrows
(>4 inches in diameter) capable of providing roosting and nesting opportunities (ELMT 2019).
Even though BUOW was not detected on site during the focused BUOW surveys or during any
of the other field visits, the site contains suitable habitat that could potentially support BUOW in
the future. See ELMT’s Central Park Amphitheater Habitat Assessment report in Appendix B1
for details describing this rational. Additional protocol BUOW surveys are not recommended,;
however, pre-construction surveys are recommended.

Hydrology

Watersheds

A watershed is area of land within which waterways drain or seep to one specified place, such
as an ocean, river, stream, reservoir, marsh, wetland, lake, playa, pond, or groundwater.
Mountains, hills, and ridges usually separate watersheds. Central Park is located within the
following watersheds (CDFW 2019b):

e HUC 12: majority of the site is in the Lower Cucamonga Creek Watershed and the
western edge of Central park is in the Upper Cucamonga Creek Watershed.

e HUC 10: Chino Creek Watershed.

e HUC 8: Santa Ana River Watershed.

Blue-lined Streams

“Blue-line streams” are broken or solid blue or purple lines on USGS topographic maps;
however, topographic maps do not show all drainages or streams that might exist. The literature
review determined that the undeveloped portion of Central Park does not contain blue-line
streams; however, Deer Creek, located west of Central Park, is a blue-line stream as shown on
the USGS 7.5-Minute Topographic Map Guasti and Cucamonga Peak Quadrangles. Deer
Creek drains the western section of the City (BonTerra Consulting 2010).

NWI Wetlands

The literature review determined that the undeveloped portion of Central Park does not contain
NWI wetlands; however, Deer Creek, located west of Central Park is designated as riverine
wetlands.

Aquatic Features

As described earlier, the Central Park property is generally flat with a gentle slope from the
north to the south. Surface runoff is through sheet flow to the south (Kleinfelder 2009). The
undeveloped portion of Central Park lacks open water, such as a river, stream, creek, lake, or
pond; however, five unnamed aquatic features (drainages) were observed and mapped. These
drainages primarily consist of a main drainage (Drainage A) with four smaller tributaries
(Drainage B, C, D, and E). Portions of Drainage A are located within the Project site. Drainage
B, C, D, and E are not located within the Project site. The flow of water through the drainages is
ephemeral (seasonal) and typically present only very briefly. Most flows occur after rain events,
and therefore, the drainages are dry for most of the year. Details of each drainage are described
in detail below. Descriptions were taken from LSA’s Jurisdictional Delineation Report, Central
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Park Project, City of Rancho Cucamonga, San Bernardino County, California (LSA 2008b)
(Appendix B3).

Drainage A

Portions of Drainage A are located within the Project site. Drainage A is the main drainage that
runs across the undeveloped portion of Central Park. This feature flows from the northeastern
corner of the undeveloped portion of Central Park boundary to a 3-foot diameter concrete-lined
culvert at the southwest corner of the site at Base Line Road (LSA 2007). Flows appear to move
beneath Base Line Road and tie into Deer Creek which is a flood control channel located west
of the undeveloped portion of Central Park and the Deer Creek Channel Trail (LSA 2007). The
drainage is approximately 2,862 feet long. Drainage A is fed primarily by nuisance flows from
adjacent residential and park development. Most of the western portion of the drainage is
engineered and lined with imported cobble and river-rock, while the eastern portion of the
drainage has a natural gravelly/sandy bottom. The eastern half of the drainage is small and
well-defined, with vegetation consisting primarily of upland scrub species; California buckwheat,
California sagebrush, and grasses. Near the center of the drainage, nuisance runoff from
adjacent development is fed into the drainage via an approximately 5 x 3-foot concrete-lined
storm drain outlet. Temporary ponding appears to occur in the area of the storm drain outlet,
with vegetation dominated primarily by mule fat and arroyo willow (Salix lasiolepis). Scattered,
isolated mule fat shrubs were present at several locations throughout this drainage.

Drainage B

Drainage B is a small ephemeral drainage that flows in a north to south direction for
approximately 70 feet before entering Drainage A. Vegetation associated with this drainage
consists entirely of upland scrub species. Soils within this drainage are a mix of gravelly sand
and sandy loam.

Drainage C

Drainage C is an ephemeral drainage that originates at the northern edge of the site
approximately 500 feet east of Deer Creek. This drainage flows in a general north to south
direction for approximately 986 feet before entering Drainage A. Vegetation associated with this
drainage consists entirely of upland scrub species. Soils with this drainage are a mixture of
gravelly sand and sandy loam.

Drainage D

Drainage D appears to be an engineered earthen-lined, trapezoidal-shaped ephemeral drainage
that originates at an 18-inch storm drain outlet of the north edge of the undeveloped portion of
Central Park. This drainage flows in a north to south direction for approximately 512 feet before
entering Drainage A. This feature is fed primarily by nuisance flows from adjacent residential
development. Soils within this drainage are composed of coarse gravelly sand.

Drainage E

Drainage E is a small ephemeral drainage that flows in a northeast to southwest direction from
approximately 71 feet before entering Drainage A. Vegetation associated with this drainage
consists entirely of upland scrub species. Soils within this drainage are a mix of coarse gravelly
sand and sandy loam.
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Jurisdictional Areas

Survey Limitations

The 2007 jurisdictional delineation was conducted during an abnormally dry rainy season;
however, the fieldwork was completed three days after a rainfall event that deposited up to 1.5
inches in the Project area.

Drainage Characteristics

The literature review and jurisdictional delineation survey determined that the undeveloped
portion of Central Park contains non-tidal jurisdictional areas (Figure 2 in Appendix B3). A total
of five unnamed ephemeral drainages were observed and mapped, characteristics of which are
described in Table 3.4.4-6, Drainage Characteristics.

USACE Defined Wetlands

There were no USACE defined wetlands identified within the undeveloped portion of Central
Park based of the absence of hydric soil indicators, hydrophytic vegetation, and/or hydrology:

e Hydric soil indicators were not observed in any of the soils examined during the survey.
Loamy and sandy substrates of the drainages appear to be excessively drained for the
persistence of wetland vegetation and the establishment of wetland soils.

 Dominant vegetation observed in all the drainages consisted primarily of upland species.
Since most of the plants occur almost always in uplands, they are not indicators of
wetlands.

= Hydrophytic vegetation, potentially indicative of wetlands, primarily consisted of mule fat
and arroyo willow, was observed at the storm drain outlet in the central part of Drainage
A; however, the soil sample taken at the point did not show indicators of hydric soils.

« Indicators of wetland hydrology were not observed in the drainages.

Jurisdictional Acreage

The undeveloped portion of Central Park contains jurisdictional Waters of the U.S. regulated by
USACE and the RWQCB. Drainages A, B, C, D, and E exhibited an OHWM consisting primarily
of a scoured channel bed. Drainages B, C, D and E are tributaries to Drainage A. Drainage A
flows appear to move beneath Base Line Road and tie into Deer Creek. Deer Creek is a
tributary of Cucamonga Creek. Deer Creek joins Cucamonga Creek, which runs southerly and
connects to Chino Creek near the State Route 71 Freeway and to Mill Creek and the Santa Ana
River at Prado Park (just east of Prado Dam) (BonTerra Consulting 2010). The Santa Ana River
is the largest water course in southern California. The 100-mile long river generally runs
southwesterly from the San Bernardino Mountains north of Seven Oaks Dam toward the San
Bernardino and Chino valleys, cutting through the Santa Ana Mountains, and flowing down into
the Orange County coastal plain before its outlet at the Pacific Ocean in Huntington Beach
(BonTerra Consulting 2010). The Santa Ana River ultimately flows to the Pacific Ocean, a
traditional navigable water; therefore, the connectivity to a navigable waterbody required by
USACE for a waterbody to be considered jurisdictional is established. The site also contains
jurisdictional waters regulated by CDFW. Table 3.4.4-7, Acreage of Mapped Jurisdictional Areas
within the Undeveloped Central Park Site, summarizes the extent of jurisdictional areas mapped
within the undeveloped portion of Central Park.
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Table 3.4.4-6. Drainage Characteristics
. UTM UT™M Linear Dgpth Side Hydrologic Biological Primary Chemical Hydrologic USACE CDFW
Drainage . Estimate Slope - o s - OHWM | Streambed
Begin End Feet - Regime Characteristics | Substrate | Characteristics | Indicators
(Feet) Estimate (Feet) (Feet)
Partially Sage scrub Loam/sand/ '
0448259 | 0447403 - X Defined
* . - -
A 3776123 | 3775805 2,862 0.5 2:1 engineered | mule fz_it, arroyo gravel/ None OHWM 1-4 6-25
ephemeral willow cobbles
0447605 | 0447611 . Gravelly Defined
B 3775904 | 3775914 70 0.2 4:1 Ephemeral Sage scrub sand/loam None OHWM 1-2 3-5
0447702 | 0447709 . Gravelly Defined
C 3776180 | 3776070 986 0.2 4:1 Ephemeral Sage scrub sand loam None OHWM 1-3 2-12
0448074 | 0448068 . Engineered Defined
D 3776174 | 3776064 512 0.3 3:1 ephemeral Sage scrub Sand/gravel None OHWM 1-2 3-5
0448126 | 0448130 . Gravelly Defined
E 3776109 | 3776094 71 0.2 4:1 Ephemeral Sage scrub sand/loam None OHWM 2-4 4-6
* Portions of Drainage A are located within the Project site. Drainage B, C, D, and E are not located within the Project site.
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Table 3.4.4-7. Acreage of Mapped Jurisdictional Areas within the Undeveloped Central Park
Site

USACE and RWQCB Jurisdictional Acreage: CWA CDEW Jurisdictional
: Waters of the U.S. - Waters of the U.S. - .
Drainage Non-wetland USACE Defined . Acreage:
Waters Wetlands Fish and Game Code
A* 0.117 0 0.758
B 0.003 0 0.008
C 0.042 0 0.167
D 0.018 0 0.047
E 0.002 0 0.006
Totals 0.182 0 0.986
*Portions of Drainage A are located within the Project site. Drainage B, C, D, and E are not located within the Project
site.
Note: a jurisdictional delineation field survey was not conducted just within the Project site; therefore, exact acreage
of USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW jurisdictions located within the Project site cannot be determined at this time.

Critical Habitats

When a species is listed as federally endangered or threatened, areas of habitat considered
essential to its conservation may be designated as critical habitat.® Federal agencies are
prohibited from authorizing, funding or carrying out actions that "destroy or adversely modify"
critical habitats. For listed species, critical habitat may include areas that are not currently
occupied by the species, but that will be needed for its recovery. While development is not
precluded from designated critical habitat, these areas have been afforded legal protection,
which requires developers to consult with the USFWS if a project would affect critical habitat, or
any listed species.

The literature review determined that Central Park is not located within a designated or
proposed critical habitat for listed plant or wildlife species (Exhibit 6 in Appendix B1). The
nearest designated critical habitat is for SBKR and is located north and northeast of Central
Park (approximately 1.2 miles NE).

Wildlife Movement

A wildlife corridor is a connection of habitat, generally native vegetation, which joins two or more
larger areas of similar habitat that are otherwise separated by natural barriers, changes in
vegetation composition, or land permanently altered for human activities, such as farms; and
infrastructure, such as roads, railroads, residential development, or fencing. When native
vegetation is cleared, fragmented patches of open space or isolated “islands” of wildlife habitat
are created. Fragmentation and habitat loss are the two main contributors to continuing
biodiversity decline. The main goal of corridors is to facilitate movement of individuals, through
dispersal, seasonal migration, and movement for foraging, breeding, cover, etc. Corridors allow
for physical and genetic exchange between isolated wildlife populations and are critical for the
maintenance of ecological processes, including allowing for the movement of animals and the
continuation of viable populations and higher species diversity.

Wildlife corridors may either be contiguous strips of vegetation and habitat, such as ridgelines or
riverbeds, or intermittent patches of habitat or physical features spaced closely enough to allow
safe travel. The habitat within the corridor generally contains biological and physical features
that are needed to temporarily support wildlife and allow avian and ground-dwelling wildlife to
safely move through it. Corridors can be natural, such as a riparian corridor, or man-made, such

6 Designated critical habitats are described in 50 CFR 8§17 and 226.
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as culverts, tunnels, drainage pipes, underpasses, or overpasses. Manufactured corridors are
often referred to as “wildlife crossings” and they allow wildlife to pass over, under, or through
physical barriers that otherwise hinder movement, such as roads or highways. Wildlife corridors
also vary greatly in size, shape, and composition. The wider and more safeguarded a wildlife
corridor is from adjacent human activities, noise, traffic, and light, the better it functions for the
movement of wildlife. Generally, there are three types of wildlife corridors:

 Regional corridor: a primary landscape connection between larger important areas of
habitat. They are generally substantial in width (more than 2,000 feet) and not only
provide for dispersal of individual species, but act as habitat for a range of species.
These areas provide adequate food, water, cover, and shelter to support wildlife within
the corridor.

e Sub-regional corridor: a landscape connection not as wide as a regional corridor, but
wide enough (generally more than 1,000 feet) to provide species movement and
dispersal. Sub-regional corridors typically connect larger vegetated landscape features
such as ridgelines and valley floors.

e Local corridor: smaller, shorter, less defined linkages that provide local connection of
remnant patches of vegetation and landscape features such as creek lines, gullies, and
wetlands. They may, in some cases be less than 160 feet wide and thus may be
influenced by edge effects. Many of wildlife crossings are considered local corridors.

The literature review determined that Central Park is not located within a CDFW designated
Essential Habitat Connectivity Area or a Natural Landscape Block; however, Central Park is in
an area designated as a Natural Areas Small - California Essential Habitat Connectivity (CEHC)
[ds1073]. Natural Areas Small are natural areas smaller than 2,000 acres that otherwise meet
Natural Landscape Block criteria.

Although, the undeveloped portion of Central Park is designated as a Natural Areas Small by
CDFW, the literature review and field surveys determined that the undeveloped portion of
Central Park does not function as a wildlife movement corridor. Even though the undeveloped
portion of Central Park is undeveloped, it is in an area of the City that is heavily influenced by
human development and is surrounded by development and roadways. These permanent
structures serve as significant barriers to wildlife movement through the site and region. In
addition, human activities, lighting, noise, and traffic associated with the development and
roadways, would most likely deter wildlife movement through the site. In addition, the site does
not contain and is not connected to an established wildlife corridor and it does not provide
connectivity between large areas of open space on a local or regional scale.

Wildlife movement would most likely occur in the foothills of the San Gabriel Mountains, Deer
Canyon, and Day Canyon to the north; Deer Creek Channel to the west; and Day Creek
Channel to the east; however, the roadways, paved trails, and development that surrounds the
undeveloped portion of Central Park prevents wildlife movement from those directions. Travel
through the site is likely limited to common urban tolerant wildlife species such as coyote,
northern raccoon, striped skunk, and Virginia opossum. These species could be expected to
travel though the Project site and neighboring developed areas.

Native Wildlife Nursery Sites

No native wildlife nursery sites, such as bird rookeries or bat roosts, were observed within the
undeveloped portion of Central Park during the field surveys.

Tt I 3-46 August 2019



@?}J City of Rancho Cucamonga Central Park Amphitheater Project

RANCHO Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

CUCAMONGA

Potential Direct Impacts

Direct impacts on sensitive biological resources have immediate consequences, such as the
changes that occur when land is converted and/or jurisdictional waters are removed, filled in,
channelized, stabilized, altered, or modified. The Project site will be developed, and all habitats,
vegetation, non-vegetated features, and jurisdictional areas would be removed. In order to
determine impacts on biological resources from Project implementation, the current proposed
development design provided by the Project architect was overlaid on the result maps that were
prepared after conducting the literature review and field surveys. Direct, permanent Project
impact areas include all areas within the limits of grading in the Project footprint. Project
construction-related ground-disturbing and habitat-altering activities could directly Kill, injure, or
harass wildlife.

Potential Indirect Impacts

Indirect impacts may either be short-term related to construction or long-term and may affect
plant and wildlife populations, habitats, and water quality over an extended period, long after
construction activities have been completed. Indirect impacts may occur on biological resources
located adjacent to the Project site.

Discussion:

a. Would the project have a substantial adverse impact, 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 Wildlife or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Less Than Significant.

No listed or sensitive plant species were observed within the Project site and all the special-
status plant species in the plant inventory do not have more than a low potential to exist;
therefore, no direct impacts on listed or sensitive plants are anticipated as a result of Project
implementation. The adjacent undeveloped land located outside of the Project site also does not
contain listed or sensitive plant species; therefore, no indirect impacts on listed or sensitive
plants are anticipated as a result of Project implementation. The Project is not anticipated to
have direct or indirect impacts on listed or sensitive plants.

No listed wildlife species were observed or detected within the Project site and all the listed
species in the wildlife inventory have no potential to exist on the Project site; therefore, no direct
impacts on listed wildlife are anticipated as a result of Project implementation. The adjacent
undeveloped land located outside of the Project site also does not contain listed wildlife species;
therefore, no indirect impacts on listed wildlife species are anticipated as a result of Project
implementation.

Three sensitive animals, rufous hummingbird, California gull, and Cooper's hawk, were
observed within the undeveloped portion of Central Park during the 2007 and 2008 field
surveys. In addition, Blainville’s horned lizard and California glossy snake are also known to
occupy the undeveloped portions of the Central Park property. In addition, habitat conditions
within the Project site create a high potential for four sensitive wildlife species to occur:
Belding’s orange-throated whiptail (Aspidoscelis hyperythra beldingi), coastal whiptail
(Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri), white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus), and sharp-shinned hawk
(Accipiter striatus). The Project will permanently impact and remove all occupied habitats
located within the Project footprint; therefore, these animals could potentially be directly and/or
indirectly impacted by the Project should they exist onsite within or adjacent to the Project
footprint during construction activities. With implementation of regulatory compliance measures
RCM-1 and RCM-2, impacts to sensitive birds will be reduced to less than significant.
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Even though BUOW was not detected on site during the focused BUOW surveys or during any
of the other field visits, the site contains suitable habitat that could potentially support BUOW in
the future. With implementation of regulatory compliance measures RCM-1 and RCM-2, impacts
to BUOW will be reduced to less than significant.

The Project site also supports shrub vegetation and other physical features that could potentially
provide foraging, nesting, and cover habitats to support bird species (year-round residents,
seasonal residents, and migrants). Those birds that could potentially breed within the Project
site are protected by the MBTA and Fish and Game Code Section 3503, Section 3503.5, and
Section 3513. The statutes make it unlawful to take native breeding birds, and their nests, eggs,
and young. Activities that are most likely to result in take of migratory birds during the breeding
bird season when eggs or young are likely to be present include, but are not limited to, clearing
or grubbing of bird nesting habitat, or structure demolition. The Project has a potential to directly
take individual breeding birds, their nests, young, or eggs. With implementation of regulatory
compliance measures RCM-1 and RCM-2, impacts to breeding birds will be reduced to less
than significant.

The Project is not anticipated to have direct or indirect impacts on listed wildlife. Direct and/or
indirect impacts on sensitive wildlife are anticipated as a result of the project; however, impacts
would be considered less than significant for the following reasons:

e Blainville’'s horned lizard, Belding’s orange-throated whiptail, coastal whiptail, California
glossy snake, rufous hummingbird, California gull, white-tailed kit, sharp-shinned hawk,
and Cooper's hawk are widespread in California and have low sensitivity statuses.

e The loss of one or a few individual sensitive species would not substantially reduce or
threaten the regional or local populations of these common species below self-sustaining
levels.

= California gull are not anticipated to use the Project site for foraging or breeding and is
anticipated to use the Project site only for short time use.

e Rufous hummingbird, white-tailed kit, sharp-shinned hawk, and Cooper's hawk would
most likely only use the Project site for foraging purposes. Breeding habitats are absent.

* Any loss of foraging habitat is unlikely to create a significant, permanent impact because
the project site hosts no special foraging habitat (e.g., large healthy riparian courses)
and there is identical foraging habitat outside of the Project site (north of the Central
Park property).

e The project would result in the loss of low quality, degraded, and disturbed California
buckwheat scrub habitat that is surrounded by development. The state of the habitat
makes it less valuable as habitat to support wildlife diversity or special-status species.

e The removal of potential sensitive bird foraging habitat would be considered a less than
significant impact under CEQA.

e The sensitive birds are highly mobile and would most likely be able to avoid direct
contact with construction vehicles, equipment, and personnel.

Due to these reasons, impacts on sensitive wildlife species on a local or regional level would be
considered less than significant and no mitigation is needed.

Mitigation Measures: With implementation of RCM-1 and RCM-2, no mitigation is required.
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Regulatory Compliance Measures (RCMs):

RCM-1: Pre-Construction BUOW and Breeding Bird Survey within 14 Days Prior to
Construction

To be in compliance with the MBTA and the California Fish and Game Code, and to avoid and
reduce direct and indirect impacts on BUOWSs, migratory, non-game breeding birds, and their
nests, young, and eggs to less than significant levels, the project proponent shall have a
gualified biologist conduct a 14-day pre-construction focused BUOW survey and breeding bird
survey. The pre-construction BUOW survey (Take Avoidance Survey) shall be conducted in
accordance with the Staff Report (CDFG 2012) no less than 14 days prior to initiating ground
disturbance activities. The survey may detect changes in BUOW presence such as colonizing
BUOWS that have recently moved onto the site, migrating BUOWS, resident BUOWSs changing
burrow use, or young of the year that are still present and have not dispersed (CDFG 2012).

Following the completion of the survey, the biologist would prepare a memo summarizing the
results of the survey. The memo would be submitted to the City and CDFW prior to initiating any
ground disturbance activities.

If no BUOWSs, signs of BUOWSs, or breeding birds are observed during the survey and
concurrence is received from CDFW, project activities may begin, and no further mitigation
would be required.

If BUOWSs or signs of BUOWSs are observed during the survey, the site would be considered
occupied. The biologist would contact the City and CDFW to assist in the development of
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures, prior to commencing project activities.

If an active bird nest (hot a BUOW nest) is located during the pre-construction survey and
potentially would be disturbed, a no-activity buffer zone would be delineated on maps and
marked (flagging or other means) up to 500 feet for special-status avian species and raptors, or
100 feet for non-special status avian species. The limits of the buffer would be demarcated to
not provide a specific indicator of the location of the nest to predators or people. Materials used
to demarcate the nests would be removed as soon as work is complete, or the fledglings have
left the nest. The biologist would determine the appropriate size of the buffer zone based on the
type of activities planned near the nest and bird species because some bird species are more
tolerant than others to noise and other disturbances. Buffer zones would not be disturbed until a
gualified biologist determines that the nest is inactive. Additionally, the area would also not be
disturbed until the young have fledged, the young are no longer being fed by the parents, the
young have left the area, or the young would no longer be impacted by project activities.

The results of the 14-day pre-construction BUOW survey will be valid for 14 days. If construction
is delayed more than 14 days, then the 14-day pre-construction BUOW survey must be
repeated.

RCM-2: Pre-Construction BUOW and Breeding Bird Survey within 24 Hours Prior to
Construction

In addition to the 14-day pre-construction BUOW survey, a 24-hour pre-construction BUOW
survey and breeding bird survey will be conducted following the same measures described
above in RCM-2. The results of the 24-hour pre-construction BUOW survey will be valid for 24
hours. If construction is delayed more than 24 hours, then the 24-hour pre-construction BUOW
survey must be repeated.

b. Would the project have a substantial adverse impact on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or
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regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

No Impact.

City of Rancho Cucamonga Central Park Amphitheater Project
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Implementation of the Project would result in the loss and removal of approximately 11 acres of
vegetation and wildlife habitat (Table 3.4.4-8, Acreage of Anticipated Direct Impacts on Land
Cover Types).

Table 3.4.4-8. Acreage of Anticipated Direct Impacts on Land Cover Types

Total Total Avoided Total Impact Acreage within the
Mapped Acreage Acreage Project Site
Land Cover Type within the within the Permanent | Temporary Total
Project Site Project Site Impacts Impacts Impacts

California buckwheat scrub 5.8 0 5.8 0 5.8
Ruderal/disturbed habitat 4.77 0 4.77 0 4.77
Developed land 0.21 0 0.21 0 0.21
Drainage feature 0.22 0 0.22 0 0.22

Total Acreage: 11 0 11 0 11

California buckwheat scrub, ruderal/disturbed habitat, and drainage feature (portions of
Drainage A) will be directly impacted by the Project. These communities are not considered
sensitive; therefore, no direct impacts on sensitive vegetation communities are anticipated as a
result of Project implementation. The adjacent undeveloped land located outside of the Project
site also does not contain sensitive plant communities; therefore, no indirect impacts on
sensitive vegetation communities are anticipated as a result of Project implementation.

Riparian habitats are those on, relating to, or near the banks of a river, stream, creek, spring,
seep, pond or lake. The Project site is disturbed, dry, and does not support wetlands or areas
that support riparian habitats. In addition, the adjacent undeveloped land located outside of the
Project site also does not contain riparian habitats; therefore, no direct or indirect impacts on
riparian habitat are anticipated as a result of Project implementation.

The Project is not anticipated to have direct or indirect impacts on riparian habitats or other
sensitive natural communities.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

c. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected
wetlands (including, but not limited to, marshes, vernal pools, coastal wetlands,
etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

Less than Significant Impact.

Only a portion of Drainage A is located within the Project site. Drainage B, C, D, and E are not
located within the Project site. A jurisdictional delineation field survey was not conducted just
within the Project site; therefore, exact acreage of USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW jurisdictions
located within the Project site cannot be determined at this time.

Table 3.4.4-9, Acreage of Jurisdictional Areas in the Undeveloped Portion of Central Park, lists
the approximate total acreages of jurisdictional areas within the undeveloped portion of Central
Park.
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Table 3.4.4-9. Acreage of Jurisdictional Areas In the Undeveloped Portion of Central Park

Total Avoided | Total Impact Acreage within Central
Total Acreage
T s Acreage Park
Jurisdictional Areas within Central e
p within Central | Permanent | Temporary Total
ark
Park Impacts Impacts Impacts
Waters of the U.S. - non- 0.182 0 0.182 0 0.182
wetland waters
Waters of the U.S. -
USACE defined wetlands 0 0 0 0 0
CDFW jurisdictional areas 0.986 0 0.986 0 0.986

Deer Creek is a jurisdictional channel located west of the undeveloped portion of Central Park
and the Deer Creek Channel Trail. Deer Creek will not be directly impacted by the Project. In
addition, this area is located far away (0.2 mile) from the Project footprint making it unlikely for
direct or indirect impacts on jurisdictional areas to occur.

The portion of Drainage A that is in the Project site footprint will be entirely removed by the
Project. The City will be required to obtain the following regulatory approvals prior to impacts
occurring within the identified jurisdictional areas: Corps CWA Section 404 Permit; Regional
Board CWA Section 401 Water Quality Certification; and CDFW Section 1602 Streambed
Alteration Agreement (SAA). With implementation of regulatory compliance measure RCM-3
and RCM-4, impacts to jurisdictional areas will be reduced to less than significant.

Jurisdictional areas are located within the Project site and would be directly impacted by the
project; however, there are no USACE defined wetlands based of the absence of hydric soil
indicators, hydrophytic vegetation and/or hydrology. The Project will have no impact on federally
protected wetlands as defined by section 404 of the CWA (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means.

Mitigation Measures: With implementation of RCM-3 and RCM-4, no mitigation is required.
Regulatory Compliance Measures (RCMs):

RCM-3: Jurisdictional Delineation Survey

The City will retain a biologist to conduct a formal jurisdictional delineation survey on the Project
site. The survey will be conducted according to current USACE and CDFW guidelines and will
record: 1) wetland hydrology, hydric soils, hydrophytic vegetation, and signs of an OHWM; 2)
the presence of a well-defined bed and bank; 3) areas of water flow; and 4) vegetation within
and along the jurisdictional areas. Width and length measurements of USACE, RWQCB, and
CDFW jurisdictional areas will be delineated in the field using a hand-held GPS unit, 100-meter
measuring tape, and aerial imagery. Following field mapping, GIS staff would take the
measurements and digitize them into an ArcGIS file. Acreages of each agency’s jurisdiction
would then be calculated. Following completion of the jurisdictional delineation survey, the
biologist will prepare a jurisdictional delineation report in accordance with agency guidelines.
The report will support permits and approvals required for the Project from federal and state
resource agencies.

RCM-4: Permits for Impacts on Jurisdictional Areas (404, 401, and 1600)

Impacts on jurisdictional areas will require permits; therefore, the City will need to obtain the
following permits for the Project:
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e CWA section 404 nationwide permit (NWP) from the USACE.
e CWA section 401 Water Quality Certification (WQC) from the RWQCB.
e Lake or SAA with CDFW.

To follow the CWA and the California Fish and Game Code, the City would obtain these permits
prior to the issuance of grading or building permits for the project, and prior to any impacts on
jurisdictional areas. These permits and approvals would mandate measures for impacts on
sensitive biological resources and jurisdictional areas. Compliance with the terms and
conditions of the permits, approvals, and regulatory programs would ensure that the potential
impacts on sensitive biological resources and jurisdictional areas would be less than significant.

Copies of permits including any extensions and amendments, approvals, and biological reports
and plans will be available to all persons who will be working on the project. These documents
will be available at the work site during periods of work and will be presented upon request by
any resource agency personnel with a reasonable reason for making such a request. Resource
agency personnel may enter Central Park at any time to verify compliance with the permits,
approvals, reports, and plans.

Central Park is in an area of San Bernardino County that is under the jurisdiction of the following
resource agencies’ field offices:

e California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW): Inland Desert Region 6.
e United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE): Los Angeles District.
* Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB): Regional Board 8 - Santa Ana Region.

CWA Section 404 Nationwide Permit

The Project site contains Waters of the U.S. that will be unavoidably impacted by the Project;
therefore, the Project would require a federal section 404 permit from the USACE. Under
section 404 of the CWA, the USACE can issue general permits to authorize activities that have
minimal individual and cumulative adverse environmental effects. The USACE issues general
permits in the form of nationwide permits for certain activities, provided that the disturbance
thresholds are satisfied. Typically, projects that result in impacts on less than 0.5 acre (this
acreage varies among different nationwide permits) can normally be conducted pursuant to one
of the nationwide permits. A portion of the approximately 0.182 acre of Waters of the U.S.
identified in Central Park will be impacted by the Project; therefore, the City will need to obtain a
section 404 nationwide permit for the Project. A Pre-Construction Notification (PCN) must be
filed with the USACE if a project will result in the fill of more than a specified acreage of Waters
of the U.S. For nationwide permits, impacts over 0.1 acre require submittal of a PCN. Other
PCN thresholds may apply depending on the nature of impacts and regional conditions (e.g.,
impacts on threatened and endangered species or sensitive water resources). Before the
USACE can issue a section 404 permit, the City must apply for and receive a section 401 WQC
from the Santa Ana Region of the RWQCB.

CWA Section 401 Water Quality Certification

Section 401 of the CWA requires every applicant for a federal license or federal permit to
conduct any activity which may result in any discharge of dredge or fill material into Waters of
the U.S. provide a certification that any discharges will comply with the CWA, state water quality
laws, and other appropriate state regulations (e.g., California Water Code), including water
guality standard requirements. Section 401 is implemented through a Water Quality Certification
process. As described above, a Section 404 nationwide permit will be required for the Project;
therefore, section 404 (b)(1) compliance must be confirmed before a section 404 permit can be
issued for the discharge of dredged or fill material in Waters of the U.S.
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Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement
The Project site contains jurisdictional waters that will be unavoidably impacted by the Project;
therefore, the Project would require a permit from CDFW pursuant to 8Section 1600-1616 of the
California Fish and Game Code. CDFW generally regulates waters, wetlands, and riparian
areas through its Lake and Streambed Alteration Program that requires execution of an
agreement with CDFW before any activity substantially modifies a river, stream or lake. It is not
legal to alter the bed or bank of a stream or lake or their natural water flow without a CDFW
Lake or SAA. The California Fish and Game Code Section 1602 requires an entity to notify
CDFW of any proposed activity that may substantially modify a perennial, intermittent, and
ephemeral river, stream, or lake in the state. The notification requirement applies to any work
undertaken in or near a river, stream, or lake that flows at least intermittently through a bed or
channel. This includes ephemeral streams, desert washes, and watercourses with a subsurface
flow. It may also apply to work undertaken within the flood plain of a body of water. It is
anticipated that the City will need a standard SAA for the project.

d. Would the project 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 wildlife nursery sites?

No Impact.

The project site is not located within or near a CDFW designated EHCA or an NLB and the
undeveloped portion of Central Park was determined not to function as a wildlife movement
corridor; therefore, no direct or indirect impacts on designated wildlife corridors or on fish or
wildlife movement are anticipated as a result of project implementation.

A potential wildlife corridor (Deer Creek) is located west of the undeveloped portion of Central
Park and the Deer Creek Channel Trail. This area is located far away (0.2 mile) from the Project
footprint making it unlikely for direct or indirect impacts on wildlife movement to occur.
Accordingly, no impacts on fish or wildlife movement are anticipated as a result of project
implementation.

No native wildlife nursery sites, such as bird rookeries or bat roosts, were observed within the
project site; therefore, no direct or indirect impacts on native wildlife nursery sites are
anticipated as a result of project implementation.

The project is not anticipated to have direct or indirect impacts on wildlife corridors or wildlife
movement. The project is not anticipated to have direct or indirect impacts on wildlife nursery
sites.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

e. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

No Impact.

No trees protected by the City's Tree Preservation Ordinance were observed within the
undeveloped portion of Central Park; therefore, no direct or indirect impacts on protected trees
are anticipated as a result of project implementation. The project is not anticipated to have direct
or indirect impacts on protected trees.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

f. Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted habitat conservation
plan, natural community conservation plan, or any other approved local, regional, or
state habitat conservation plan?
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No Impact.
The project site is not located within the boundary of and does not contain undeveloped natural
lands subject to an adopted HCP, NCCP or other approved local, regional, or state HCP;

therefore, the project would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted HCP, NCCP, or other
approved local, regional, or state HCP, and no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.45 CULTURAL RESOURCES

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

Would the project:

a. | Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical resource X
pursuant to in Section 15064.5?

b. | Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological X
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?
c. | Disturb any human remains, including

those interred outside of formal X
cemeteries?

Existing Conditions:

Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines generally defines a historical resource as one that
is (a) listed in, or eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Resources, (b) listed in
a local register of historical resources, (c) identified as significant in a historical resource survey
(meeting the requirements of Section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code), or
(d) determined to be a historical resource by a project's lead agency. Historic, cultural, and
paleontological resources include historic buildings, structures, artifacts, sites, and districts of
historic, architectural, archaeological, or paleontological significance.

Record Search Results

A California Historical Resources Information Center records search of the Project area and a
one-half mile buffer was conducted via the SCCIC, Division of Anthropology, California State
University, Fullerton, in July 2019 (Records Search File No.: 20318.6401). As part of this
records search, the SCCIC database of survey reports and overviews was consulted, as well as
other resources (documented cultural resources, cultural landscapes, and ethnic resources).
Additionally, the search included a review of the following publications and lists:

e California Office of Historic Preservation Historic Properties Directory,

e National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), Office of Historic Preservation
Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility,

e California Inventory of Historical Resources (CRHR),

e California Points of Historical Interest,

e California Historical Landmarks,

e ethnographic information,

« historical literature,

e historical maps and plats, and

e local historic resource inventories.

The records search focused specifically on the proposed Project’'s area of potential significant
effects (APSE) and a half mile buffer centered on the Project area. The records search results
are included in Appendix C as Enclosure 2 (non-confidential).

One previously conducted survey (SB-00479: 1977) is within the APSE. A total of 16 previous
surveys have been conducted within one-half mile of the APSE between 1975 and 2010. These
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cultural resource investigations include archaeological surveys, architectural surveys, and
desktop studies. The previous surveys within the APSE and within one-half mile of the APSE
are listed in Table 3.4.5-1.

No previously recorded sites were identified within the APSE and only one was identified within
one-half mile of the APSE. Site P-36-020137 (CA-SBR-15904) is a segment of the former
Pacific Electric Railway’s San Bernardino Line that was removed in the 1990s and replaced with
a paved bike and pedestrian trail. P-36-020137 has been determined not eligible for the CRHR
or NRHP (Table 3.4.5-2). No CRHR or NRHP eligible archaeological sites were identified within
the APSE or within a half mile of the APSE.

Table 3.4.5-1. Cultural Resources Surveys Conducted within the APSE and within one-half
mile of the APSE

Report Author(s)/ . Resources
No. Year | ffiliation Title Survey Type | entified
Previous Cultural Resource Surveys Conducted within the APSE.
Joseoh Hearn Archaeological — Historical Resources Archaeological/ -
SB-00479 | 1977 P ’ Assessment of Lewis Homes Project in the | Architectural
SBCMA .
Etiwanda Area. Survey
Previous Cultural Resource Surveys Conducted within a half mile of the APSE
Archaeological — Historical Resources
Assessment of 82 Acres between Haven Archaeologicall
SB-00286 | 1975 James Crowell, Ave. and Deer Creek Wash and the Architectu?al i
SBCMA Pacific Electronic Railroad Tracks and a Surve
Projection East of 19t Street in the Alta y
Loma Area.
Description and Evaluation of the Cultural | Archaeological/
Resources: Cucamonga, Demens, Deer Architectural Over 9,
SB-00317 | 1976 | Patricia Martz, ARC . 9a, ’ ’ see attached
and Hillside Creek Channels, San Survey
. L . data sheet
Bernardino and Riverside Counties.
Ruth Harris, Archaeological — Historical Resources Archaeological/
SB-00342 | 1976 | SBCMA Assessment of Project No. 76-66. Architectural -
Survey
Ruth Harris, Archaeological — Historical Resources Archaeological/
SB-00352 | 1976 | SBCMA Assessment of Project No. 76-64, Alta Architectural -
Loma. Survey
Ruth Harris, Archaeological — Historical Resources Archaeological/
SB-00353 | 1976 | SBCMA Assessment of 76-74, and 76-76. Architectural -
Survey
Ruth Harris, Archaeological — Historical Resources Archaeological/
SB-00368 | 1976 SBCMA Assessment of Two Parcels. Architectural -
Survey
Joseoh Hearn Archaeological — Historical Resources Archaeological/
SB-00479 | 1977 p ’ Assessment of Lewis Homes Project in the | Architectural -
SBCMA .
Etiwanda Area. Survey
Joseph Heam Archaeological — Historical Resources Archaeological/
SB-00495 | 1977 p ’ Assessment of Road Improvement HO Architectural -
SBCMA
6451. Survey
Scientific Resource Archaeological/Paleontological Report on | Archaeological/
SB-03222 | 1979 the William Lyon Co. Rancho Cucamonga | Paleontological -
Survey
Property, Rancho Cucamonga, CA. Survey
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Table 3.4.5-1. Cultural Resources Surveys Conducted within the APSE and within one-half
mile of the APSE

Report Author(s)/ . Resources
No. Year | ffiliation Title Survey Type | entified
Cultural Resource Assessment for PBW Archaeoloaical
SB-03581 | 2000 | Phillipe Lapin, LSA | Facility CM 226-01, County of San g -
. Survey
Bernardino, CA.
Cultural Resource Assessment: Cingular Archaeoloaical
SB-04156 | 2002 | Curt Duke, LSA Wireless Facility No. CM226-03, San 9 -
. Survey
Bernardino County, CA.
Historical Resources Evaluation Report 36-016448
Riordan Goodwin. et and Archaeological Survey Report for the | Archaeological/ 36-020136'
SB-04679 | 2006 ’ Pacific Electric Inland Empire Trail, Phase | Architectural '
al,, LSA ; 36-020137,
I, City of Rancho Cucamonga, San Survey 36-020138
Bernardino County, CA.
SB-05358 | 1976 | WA Sider Cucamonga Creek 1776-1976 After 200 Archaeological i
Years. Survey
Cultural Resource Assessment Verizon
SB-06419 | 2009 Phil Fulton, LSA Wireless Services Stoneridge Facmty_, City | Archaeological i
of Rancho Cucamonga, San Bernardino Survey
County, CA.
Cultural Resources Records Search and
Wavne Bonner and Site Visit Results for T-Mobile USA
yhe ol Candidate IE24081-D (Terra Vista Cohab | Record Search
SB-06815 | 2010 | Sarah Williams, - S -
at Central Park Plaza), Milliken and and Site Visit.
MBA .
Baseline, Rancho Cucamonga, San
Bernardino, CA.
Records Search and Field
: Reconnaissance Phase for the proposed .
SB-06816 | 2010 Ez%eét Wlodarski AT&T Wireless Telecommunications Site éﬁf\;geologwal -
ES0142 (Milliken Tower) Milliken and y
Baseline, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730.

SBCMA=San Bernardino County Museum Association; ARC=Archaeological Research Unit; MBA=Michael Brandon
Associates; LSA= LSA Associates, Inc.

Table 3.4.5-2. Cultural Resources ldentified within a half mile of the APSE

. . CRHR/ Approximate
Site No./ Tlm_e Site Type Date/ NRHP Distance to
Isolate No. Period Recorder S .

Eligibility | Project Area
P-36-020137 Railroad alignment, associated track, 2004; White,
Historic ties, etc. removed in 1990s. Currentlya | and several Not eligible. | Adjacent, north.
(CA-SBR-15904) . . )
paved bike or pedestrian trail. others.

Review of Historic Aerial Photographs

Review of historic maps provides information regarding potential unrecorded historic features or
sites within the APSE. Based on the historic map and aerial review, the Project site and
surrounding area appears as undeveloped agricultural land from 1938 to 1980s, with the Deer
Creek channel to the west, and Base Line Road established by the 1960s to the south. The
results of the review of available historic aerials and USGS quadrangle maps are presented in
Table 3.4.5-3 below.
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Table 3.4.5-3. Review of Historic USGS Maps and Aerial Photographs for Township 1 South,
Range 7 West, Section 36 (southwest portion)

Legal Description of Potential Resource within
Map Name Date(s) Author Description | Project Area of Impact
GLO Plat 1865 Surveyor | T1S, R7W, The Project site and surrounding area
Map General's | S36 appears undeveloped.
Office
USGS 1897, 1900, | USGS T1S, R7W, The Project site and surrounding area
1:62,500, 1903, 1906, | staff S36 appears undeveloped with a road to the
Cucamonga | 1908, 1911, south. A creek is to the west.
CA 1912, 1917,
1927, 1929
USGS 1953 USGS T1S, R7W, The Project site and surrounding area
1:24,000, staff S36 appears undeveloped with an east to west
Guasti, trending road to the south (current Base
California Line Road), and a two-track road within the
Project site. A creek is to the west.
USGS 1961, 1966, | USGS T1S, R7W, The Project site and surrounding area
1:24,000, 1975 staff S36 appears undeveloped agricultural land with
Guasti, an east to west trending road to the south
California labeled “Base Line Road”, and a two-track
road within the Project site. Deer Creek is to
the west.
Historic 1938, 1948, | Netonline | T1S, R7W, The project area appears as undeveloped
Aerial 1959, and S36 agricultural land (row crops), with Deer
1966 Creek adjacent west, and the surrounding
area is undeveloped agricultural land.
Historic 1980 Netonline | T1S, R7W, The project area appears as undeveloped
Aerial S36 agricultural land (row crops), with the
channelized Deer Creek adjacent west, and
the surrounding area as undeveloped
agricultural land with a residential
development to the northwest.
Historic 1994 Netonline | T1S, R7W, The project area appears as undeveloped
Aerial S36 agricultural land (row crops), with the
channelized Deer Creek adjacent west, and
the surrounding area is developed with
residential and commercial structures.

T=Township, R=Range, USGS=United States Geological Survey; Netonline=Historic Aerials by Netonline 2018.
Electronic database located at https://www.historicaerials.com/viewer accessed 4/23/2019.

A search of federal land patents through the Bureau of Land Management's General Land
Office Records website identified one early patent holder for Township 1 South, Range 7 West,
Section 36, by the State of California in 1857 under the title authority of the California Enabling
Act (see Table 3.4.5-4). Federal land patents provide information on the initial transfer of land
titles from the federal government to private (individuals or companies) or local governments by
the title transfer authority.
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Table 3.4.5-4. Historic Land Patent for Township 7 South, Range 7 West, Section 36
(southwest portion), San Bernardino Baseline Meridian

Patent # or
BLM Date Patentee Legal Description Transfer Authority
Accession #
CACAAA I California Enabling Act, March 3,
000001 5P 6/19/1874 | State of California T1S, R7W, S36 1853 (10 Stat. 244).

BLM=Bureau of Land Management, T=Township, R=Range

Native American Heritage Commission Sacred Lands Files Search

Tetra Tech, Inc. contacted the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) on June 6, 2019
and requested that the NAHC review its sacred land files (SLF). The NAHC replied on June 21,
2019 that results were negative for Native American tribal resources within the APSE and
provided a list of local Native American contacts with knowledge of the Project area (see
Appendix C). The NAHC recommends conducting outreach to the listed tribes or individuals as
they may have knowledge of cultural resources within or near the Project area. Native American
consultation is part of the lead CEQA agency'’s responsibilities under AB 52.

Archaeological Background and Sensitivity

The prehistory of the southern California region has been summarized within four major
horizons or cultural periods: Horizon | — Early Period (12,000 to 7,500 years before present
[BP]) characterized by small mobile groups that utilized lithic tools such as fluted projectiles,
scrapers, and choppers; Horizon Il — Millingstone Horizon (7,500 to 3,000 BP) characterized by
the extensive use of milling stones (manos and metates) to process small, hard seeds from
plants associated with shrub-scrub communities; Horizon Il — Intermediate Culture (3,000 to
1,000 BP) is characterized by mixed subsistence strategy of plant exploitation (increased use of
pestles for larger, hard seeds) and the hunting of terrestrial and marine (shellfish) resources,
and Horizon IV — Late Prehistoric (1,000 BP to European historic contact) is characterized by an
increasing human population and associated expansion of cultural practices, and the use of the
bow and arrow, pottery, shell fishhooks, use of asphaltum, and decorative shell and bone
ornaments were all typical during this time.

The Project area is within the ethnographic territory traditionally inhabited by the Gabrielifio
(Tongva) people. The City is named after the Gabrielifio village of Kukamo or Cucamonga
(Kroeber 1925) that was located within the extreme eastern area of the tribe’s territory. The
Gabrielifio occupied areas in San Bernardino, Los Angeles and Orange counties, as well as the
southern Channel Islands—San Clemente, Santa Catalina, San Nicolas, and Santa Barbara
Islands. The Gabrielifio were fisher-hunter-gatherers and exploited a variety of coastal bay,
littoral, riverine, and inland floral and faunal resources available within the diverse ecological
zones of their territory (i.e., coastal plain, rivers, foothills, mountains, and ocean). Subsistence
resources included items such as several species of oak trees, grasses, sage bushes, rabbits,
deer, fish, shellfish, and other terrestrial and marine mammals.

European settlement began in 1771, when Spanish missionaries began to settle along the
California coast and adjacent inland areas. Following the Mexican-American War and
secularization of the nearby missions in 1834 (specifically San Gabriel Mission), the region was
transferred to private landowners (ranchos) who established a primary economy of cattle
ranching. Specifically, in the Project area Rancho Cucamonga was awarded to Tiburcio Tapia in
1839. After the fall of the rancho system, European settlers purchased substantial land holdings
in the area. The establishment of the mission system introduced European diseases which
decimated the Gabrielifio people. Agriculture developed as the main industry in the area in the
mid to late nineteenth century with crops of citrus fruits and grapes. The region remained a rural
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agricultural area until, and throughout the 1960s. Urban development (e.g. residential
subdivisions and commercial areas) began to take root in the 1920s through the 1970s. The
City of Rancho Cucamonga was incorporated in 1977, consolidating the three towns of
Cucamonga, Alta Loma and Etiwanda into one municipality. Today, the City is densely
developed with urban uses and limited vacant land.

Archaeological Survey Methods and Results

Tetra Tech’s qualified archaeologist Jenna Farrell and Sydni Kitchel conducted an
archaeological survey of the APSE on July 17, 2019 (see Appendix C). The Project is located
on desert land within a suburban area surrounded by major roads, single and multifamily
residential properties, and commercial buildings. The proposed 11-acre Project area is within a
previously disturbed graded area currently used as a City laydown and storage area with
patches of dense brush, annual grasses, and shrubs. Ground surface visibility was generally
good to fair due to cleared or graded surface areas. However, patches of dense vegetation were
also encountered throughout the project area. See Appendix C for photographs of the APSE.
No cultural resources were observed within the Project area. A potential sensitive resource area
(a historic grapevine orchard remnant) was identified outside of the APSE (approximately 50
feet).

Discussion:

a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in State CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines specifically defines a “historical resource” as a
resource that meets one or more of the following criteria:

e Listed in, or determined eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical
Resources; or

e A resource listed in a local register of historical resources, as defined in Section
5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code; or

e Identified as significant in an historical resource survey meeting the requirements of
Section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code; or

e Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead
agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or
cultural annals of California that may be considered to be an historical resource,
provided the lead agency's determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of
the whole record.

Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be "historically significant” if the
resource meets the criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Public
Resources Code, Section 5024.1, Title 14 California Code of Regulation, Section 4852)
including the following:

e An association with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the United
States.

e An association with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history.
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 An embodiment of the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of
construction, or a representation of the work of a master, or possesses high artistic
values.

« A resource that has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the
prehistory or history of the local area, California, or the nation.

No historic resources were identified during the record searches or observed within the Project
site. If construction ground disturbance depths extend to native soils (approximately 1 foot or
more in depth), there would be a potential to impact previously unrecorded subsurface cultural
resources. With implementation of Mitigation Measures CUL-1 and CUL-2, impacts to previously
unrecorded subsurface cultural resources will be less than significant.

A potential sensitive resource area (a historic grapevine orchard remnant) was identified outside
of the APSE (see Figure 3.4.5-1). With implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-3, impacts to
this resource will be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures:

CUL-1: Worker Education/Training — prior to construction of the Project, the City will retain a
gualified archaeologist that will provide a cultural resource briefing that includes all applicable
laws and penalties pertaining to disturbing cultural resources, a brief discussion of the
prehistoric and historic regional context and archaeological sensitivity of the area, types of
cultural resources found in the area, instruction that Project workers will halt construction if a
cultural resource is inadvertently discovered during construction, and procedures to follow in the
event an inadvertent discovery (Inadvertent Discovery Plan discussed below) is encountered,
including appropriate treatment and respectful behavior of a discovery (e.g., no posting to social
media or photographs). If requested, a local tribal representative(s) shall be invited to participate
in the environmental training to discuss or provide input from a tribal cultural perspective
regarding the potential cultural resources within the region.

CUL-2: Inadvertent Discovery of Archaeological Resources During Construction — A
gualified archaeologist shall prepare an Inadvertent Discovery Plan for the Project which
includes appropriate Avoidance Procedures. During Project-level construction, should
subsurface archaeological resources be discovered, all activity in the vicinity of the find shall
stop and a qualified archaeologist shall be contacted to assess the significance of the find
according to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 and/or NRHP criteria (as applicable). If any find
is determined to be significant, the archaeologist shall determine, in consultation with the
implementing agencies and any local Native American groups expressing interest, appropriate
avoidance measures or other appropriate mitigation. Under CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.4(b)(3), preservation in place shall be the preferred means to avoid impacts to
archaeological resources qualifying as historical resources. Methods of avoidance may include,
but shall not be limited to, Project re-route or re-design, Project cancellation, or identification of
protection measures such as capping or fencing. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.4(b)(3)(C), if it is demonstrated that resources cannot be avoided, the qualified
archaeologist shall develop additional treatment measures, such as data recovery or other
appropriate measures, in consultation with the implementing agency and any local Native
American representatives expressing interest in prehistoric or tribal resources. If an
archaeological site does not qualify as an historical resource but meets the criteria for a unique
archaeological resource as defined in Section 21083.2, then the site shall be treated in
accordance with the provisions of Section 21083.2.
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CUL-3: — Avoidance Area - A potential sensitive resource area has been identified outside the
Project APSE and will be avoided by the Project (see Figure 3.4.5-1). As a precaution to protect
the area until further analysis is completed and presented in the technical report for the larger
area outside the current APSE, the sensitive area will be avoided. To avoid physical damage to
the sensitive area during construction, a qualified archaeologist will mark the area for avoidance
by placing flagging, fencing, or staking prior to construction near the area. The archaeologist
will ensure any prescribed avoidance measures are in place during construction and the
fencing, flags, or stakes are removed once construction is completed near the avoidance area.

b. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

No cultural resources were identified during the record searches or observed within the Project
site. If construction ground disturbance depths extend to native soils (approximately 1 foot or
more in depth), there would be a potential to impact previously unrecorded subsurface cultural
resources. With implementation Mitigation Measures CUL-1 and CUL-2, impacts to previously
unrecorded subsurface cultural resources will be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-3
C. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
Less than Significant Impact.

Existing regulations require that if human remains and/or cultural items defined by Health and
Safety Code, Section 7050.5, are inadvertently discovered, all work in the vicinity of the find
would cease and the San Bernardino County Coroner would be contacted immediately. If the
remains are found to be Native American as defined by Health and Safety Code, Section
7050.5, the coroner will contact the NAHC by telephone within 24 hours. Compliance with
existing regulations will ensure that any Project impact on human remains would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.46 ENERGY

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
a. | Result in potentially significant
environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption X
of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?
b. | Conflict with or obstruct a state or local
plan for renewable energy or energy X
efficiency?

Existing Conditions:

The Resource Conservation Element of the General Plan contains a discussion of energy
resources as they relate to quality of life and sustainability issues and contains goals and
policies to encourage the use of energy resources efficiently (City of Rancho Cucamonga 2010).

Discussion:

a. Would the project result in potentially significant environmental impact due to
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during
project construction or operation?

Less Than Significant Impact.

According to the CEQA Guidelines, “[u]ses of nonrenewable resources during the initial and
continued phases of the project may be irreversible since a large commitment of such resources
makes removal or nonuse thereafter unlikely. Primary impacts and, particularly, secondary
impacts (such as highway improvement which provides access to a previously inaccessible area)
generally commit future generations to similar uses. Also, irreversible damage can result from
environmental accidents associated with the project. Irretrievable commitments of resources
should be evaluated to assure that such current consumption is justified.” Therefore, the purpose
of this analysis is to identify any significant irreversible environmental effects of Project
implementation that cannot be avoided.

Both construction and operation of the Proposed Project would lead to the consumption of limited,
slowly renewable, and non-renewable resources, committing such resources to uses that future
generations would be unable to reverse. The Project would require the commitment of resources
that include: (1) building materials; (2) fuel and operational materials/resources; and (3) the
transportation of goods and people to and from the Proposed Project.

During Project construction, energy will be consumed in the form of electricity associated with
powering lights, electronic equipment, or other construction activities necessitating electrical
power. Project construction will also consume energy in the form of petroleum-based fuels
associated with the use of construction vehicles and equipment on the Project site, construction
worker travel to and from the Project site, and truck trips delivering building materials to the
Project site and hauling solid waste from the Project site.
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During Project operation, energy consumption will involve electricity to run amphitheater events
and petroleum-based fuels associated with trips to and from the Project site.

The construction of the Project will require an estimated 21,548 gallons of gasoline and 59,852
gallons of diesel fuel to power construction equipment. Annual Project operations is estimated to
demand 406 gallons of gasoline, 406,763 kilowatt hour of electricity, and 1.3 million kilo-British
thermal units of natural gas. Consumption of fuel would be short-term during construction. The
energy expended during Project operation is expected to be similar to that expended for current
amphitheater events at Red Hill Park. As these events will be relocated to the Project, the net
change in energy consumption over existing conditions is not expected to be significant.

The Proposed Project will comply with all applicable regulations and codes which require
achievement of various levels of energy efficiency in building construction, design and
operation. The consumption of such resources would represent a long-term commitment of
those resources. The commitment of resources required for the construction and operation of
the Proposed Project would limit the availability of such resources for future generations or for
other uses during the life of the Project. However, use of such resources will be short-term and
minimal during construction and during operation, energy use is expected to be similar to that
expended for current amphitheater events at Red Hill Park; therefore, construction and
operation will not result in energy consumption requiring a significant increase in energy
production for the energy provider. In addition, the Proposed Project will comply with all
applicable regulations and codes. Therefore, the energy demand associated with the proposed
Project will be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required. Regulatory compliance will maintain impacts at
a less than significant level.

b. Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy
or energy efficiency?

No Impact.

As noted above, the Project will not result in energy consumption requiring a significant increase
in energy production for the energy provider. The Project is not expected to conflict with or
obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency and therefore, no impacts
are expected.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.47 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:

a.

Directly or indirectly cause 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?

Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil?

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

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

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

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geological feature?

Existing Conditions:

The Project site is located south of the San Gabriel Mountains (Transverse Ranges Geomorphic
Province of Southern California) at the upper elevations of the Los Angeles Basin (comprised of
alluvial sediment). The general area in which the Project site is located is underlain by a series
of coalescing alluvial fans derived from the San Gabriel Mountains (Kleinfelder West 2009).

Elevations in Central Park range from approximately 1,360 feet above mean sea level on the
north to 1,320 feet above mean sea level on the south (Kleinfelder West 2009).
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The Project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and no known
active faults traverse the site. The principal seismic hazard that could affect the site is ground
shaking resulting from an earthquake occurring along any one of several major active faults in
the region. The nearest active fault to the Project site is the Cucamonga fault located
approximately 3 miles north of the site. The Red Hill Fault is located approximately 2.5 miles
southwest of the site. This fault is not considered to be active by the State of California.
(Kleinfelder West 2009) The City requires geotechnical investigations for all habitable structures
proposed within the expanded Cucamonga Fault Zone and in the northeastern and (extended)
southwestern segments of the Red Hill Fault Zone (BonTerra 2010). The northwest corner of
Central Park is located in Low Ground Rupture Potential Zone for the Red Hill Fault. The project
site is not located within this zone.

Groundwater levels in the City are generally 350 feet or more below ground surface (BonTerra
2010). Groundwater levels in the project area are approximately 400 feet or more below ground
surface (Kleinfelder West 2009).

Earth materials encountered during soil investigations of the site were identified as alluvial fan
deposits of sand, silty sand, sandy gravel, and gravelly sand (Kleinfelder West 2009).

Discussion:

a. Would the project directly or indirectly cause 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.

Less than Significant Impact.

The Project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and no active
faults are known to cross the site (Kleinfelder West 2009). The probability of damage because
of surface ground rupture is low due to the lack of known active faults crossing the Project area.
The proposed Project will be designed in accordance with applicable seismic safety standards.
The operation of the proposed Project, therefore, is not anticipated to expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including risk of loss, injury, or death from the
rupture of a known earthquake fault. The impact is anticipated to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
ii.)  Strong seismic ground shaking?
Less than Significant Impact.

The Project is located within the seismically active Southern California region and is likely to
experience strong ground shaking from seismic events generated on regionally active faults.
The Project has been designed in accordance with applicable seismic safety standards. The
operation of the proposed Project, therefore, is not anticipated to expose people or structures to
potential substantial adverse effects from strong seismic ground-shaking. The impact is
anticipated to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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iii.)  Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less than Significant Impact.

Liquefaction refers to a phenomenon when surface soils (generally alluvial in nature) if saturated
with water lose their structural integrity and react as a liquid rather than a solid during strong
ground-shaking activity. The potential for liquefaction is increased in areas with susceptibility for
high water tables (i.e., saturated subsurface conditions very close to the ground surface) or
inundation coupled with groundshaking. Liquefaction more often occurs in earthquake prone
areas underlain by young alluvium where the groundwater table is less than 50 feet below
ground surface. The depth to groundwater in the Project site area is in excess of 50 feet below
ground surface and the potential for liquefaction in the Central Park area is considered remote.
The proposed Project would not expose people or structures to substantial impacts involving
seismic-related ground failure from liquefaction; therefore, a less than significant impact would
occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
iv.) Landslides?
No Impact.

The Project site is not located in a landslide area. The land within and in the vicinity of the
Project site is relatively flat; thus, no impact from landslides is anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
b.  Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
Less than Significant Impact.

Construction of the Project would include ground-disturbing activities, such as excavation and
grading in order to build the amphitheater. The proposed Project will require a cut volume of
approximately 15,268 cy of soil and a fill volume of approximately 50,623 cy of soils. The
shortage of approximately 35,355 cy of fill will be addressed through the import of soils from
other private developer projects within the City needing to export soil. However, any soil brought
on-site shall be tested and evaluated prior to use.

The proposed Project would be subject to the requirements of the Construction General Permit
under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program administered by
the State Water Resources Control Board. This would include the submittal of a Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to address erosion and discharge impacts associated with
the proposed on-site grading. The SWPPP is also required to include a Water Quality
Management Plan for the control of post construction pollutants. Adherence to the requirements
of NPDES, SWPPP and Rule 402 and 403 provisions would reduce impacts related to erosion
to a less than significant level and no mitigation is required.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

c. Is the project 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 onsite or offsite
landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

Less than Significant Impact.

Based on the analysis provided in Responses (a.) (iii) and (iv) above, no impact would be
experienced related to liquefaction or on-site or off-site landslides. Lateral spreading generally
occurs during seismic shaking conditions due to consolidation of liquefied soils and the reduced
shear resistance of slopes. Based on site soils and depth to groundwater at the site, the
potential for lateral spreading is considered to be low (Kleinfelder West 2009). Subsidence
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generally occurs as vertical “block” of soil zones which move in a vertical fashion at varying
rates due to underground anomalies, soil collapse, or due to fluid withdrawals, such as
groundwater or oil withdrawal. Subsidence is not considered an issue for the Project site
(Kleinfelder West 2009). Collapsible soils are generally defined as soils that have potential to
suddenly decrease in volume upon increase in moisture content even without increase in
external loads. Soils tested in Central Park have indicated collapse potential of low to moderate
(Kleinfelder West 2009). Compliance with the City’'s Building Regulations for the preparation of
geotechnical investigations would require the design and construction of structures and
infrastructure to withstand anticipated levels of soil settlement, thereby reducing potential
hazards related to collapsible soils to less than significant levels. In addition to design-level
geotechnical recommendations prepared for the proposed Project, design and construction of
the Project will comply with seismic safety requirements of the California Building Code.
Compliance with these requirements would ensure that potential hazards from seismic-related
ground failure, including collapsible soils would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

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

Less than Significant Impact.

Expansiveness refers to the potential to swell and shrink with repeated cycles of wetting and
drying and is commonly associated with fine-grained or clayey soils. This wetting and drying
causes damage due to differential settlement within buildings and other improvements.
However, due to the granular nature of the soils encountered in Central Park (limited presence
of clay-particle size fraction and predominance of the sand (or larger) particle sizes, the
potential for expansive soils is considered to be low (Kleinfelder West 2009). In addition, the
design and construction of the Project will comply with applicable regulations and standard
specifications to prevent potential risk of damage from expansive soils. Therefore, regulatory
compliance will ensure that impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

e. Would the project have soils that are incapable of supporting the use of septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for
the disposal of wastewater?

No Impact.

No septic tanks or alternative wastewater systems will be constructed as part of the Project, and
no impacts will occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

f. Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. A record search, included in
Appendix C, indicates that no paleontological sites or resources have been recorded within
Central Park. However, one San Bernardino County Museum (SBCM) locality was found within
1.5 miles directly east of Central Park (SBCM Locality number 5.1.13). This locality produced
fossils representing extinct taxa including Neotoma sp., Neotoma lepida, Thomomys bottae, and
Rodentia. Fossils were recovered from a fine grained, well-sorted yellow sand representing
older alluvium after a 5-foot down cut (SBCM 2019). While paleontological resources have not
been observed on the Project site, ground-disturbing activities planned for the Project site such
as grading and excavation could unearth undocumented paleontological resources or unique
geologic features by disturbing native soils that may contain such resources. Therefore, since
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the proposed Project could potentially cause a substantial adverse change in significance to a
paleontological resource, the incorporation of the following Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would
reduce the potential impact on paleontological resources to less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: GEO-1: Inadvertent Discoveries of Paleontological Resources — If the
construction staff or others observe previously unidentified paleontological resources during
ground disturbing activities, they will halt work within a 200-foot radius of the find(s), delineate
the area of the find with flagging tape or rope (may also include dirt spoils from the find area),
and immediately notify a qualified Paleontologist. Construction will halt within the flagged or
roped-off area. The Paleontologist will assess the resource as soon as possible and determine
appropriate next steps in coordination with the City. Such finds will be formally recorded and
evaluated. The resource will be protected from further disturbance or looting pending evaluation.

The paleontologist shall prepare a report of findings which provides specific recommendations
regarding further mitigation measures (e.g., paleontological monitoring) that may be appropriate.
Where mitigation monitoring is indicated, the program must include, but not be limited to, the
following measures:

« A paleontological monitor trained and equipped to allow the rapid removal of fossils with
minimal construction delay, will be assigned to the site full-time during the interval of earth-
disturbing activities.

- If fossils are found within an area being cleared or graded, earth-disturbing activities will be
diverted elsewhere until the monitor has completed salvage. If construction personnel make
the discovery, the grading contractor should immediately divert construction and notify the
monitor of the find.

e All recovered fossils will be prepared, identified, and curated as part of documentation in a
summary report. All fossils and associated reporting will be transferred to an appropriate
depository (i.e., SBCM).

» A copy of the summary report will be sent to the City of Rancho Cucamonga.
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3.4.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

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

Would the project:

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

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

Existing Conditions:

The State of California has enacted key legislation in an effort to reduce its contribution to
climate change. Climate change is a result of greenhouse gases emitted all around the world
from sources such as the combustion of fuel for transportation and heat, cement manufacture,
and refrigerant emissions.

AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, requires that greenhouse gases
emitted in California be reduced to 1990 levels by the year 2020. The Air Resources Board is
the State agency charged with monitoring and regulating sources of emissions of greenhouse
gases. AB 32 requires the Air Resources Board to adopt and implement a list of discrete and
early action greenhouse gas reduction measures, which was completed in October 2007.

The SCAG is the regional planning agency for ensuring implementation of Senate Bill 375.
Senate Bill 375, or the Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008, supports
the State's climate action goals to reduce GHG emissions through coordinated transportation
and land use planning with the goal of more sustainable communities. Under the Sustainable
Communities Act, the Air Resources Board sets regional targets for GHG emissions reductions
from passenger vehicle use.

Area sources of GHG include emissions from natural gas combustion, fireplaces, landscaping
equipment, consumer products, and architectural coatings. Indirect sources include emissions
from energy consumption and water conveyance. Mobile sources include emissions from
passenger vehicles and delivery trucks. Typically, mobile sources are the primary contributor of
GHG emissions.

Discussion:

a. Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly,
that may have a significant impact on the environment?

Less than Significant Impact.

For this project, the major source of GHG emissions are the combustion of fuel in construction
equipment and vehicles, vehicles used to haul materials, and vehicles used by workers
commuting to and from the site. Construction of the project will increase GHG generation, which
can contribute to global climate change.

There are three types of GHG emissions from fuel combustion, including CO,, methane (CHa)
and nitrous oxide (N2O), and each of these can be evaluated in terms of its carbon dioxide
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equivalent (CO2¢e). The value of COze with regard to its global warming equivalence, must
consider that the COze value for CH, is 21 times greater than CO,, and the CO.e value for N.O
is 310 times that of CO..

Thus, mathematically, the value of COe can be represented by the following equation:
CO.e Emissions = CO, Emissions + 21 x CHs Emissions + 310 x N.O Emissions

The CalEEMod model provides a CO: profile only and does not quantify CO2e, CH4 and N2O
emissions. The analysis assumed that the CO; emissions are COze. For typical diesel-fueled
combustion equipment used in construction activities, the emissions factors adjusted with global
warming equivalence are the following:

1. CO. emission factors are 22.4 pounds of CO-e per gallon consumed;
2. CHj emission factors are 0.065 pounds of COze per gallon consumed; and
3. N:20 emission factors are 0.068 pounds of COze per gallon consumed.

As shown in these emission factors, the CO. profile is 99 percent of the total GHG emissions
generated by combustion equipment. Therefore, the CO. emissions were assumed to be
equivalent to the CO.e emissions levels.

The CalEEMod model was used to estimate GHG emissions during the construction phase of
the proposed project. Based on the construction schedule, types and quantities of construction
equipment, and haul trucks, etc., the maximum CO.e emissions were estimated. The GHG
emissions for each construction year are compared with SCAQMD’s GHG screening threshold
and summarized in Table 3.4.8-1.

During operation, since events will be relocated from an existing facility 2.5 miles from the
project, impacts from vehicle trips are expected to be negligible. Operational emissions come
from maintenance equipment (e.g. air compressors), solvents such as cleaning supplies and
aerosols, and landscape equipment. The electricity used for lighting and power would be
generated off-site and emissions associated with these activities would be in the form of GHGs.
The operational COe emissions are compared with SCAQMD’s GHG screening threshold and
summarized in Table 3.4.8-1.

Table 3.4.8-1. Construction and Operational Emissions — GHG?

COze (tpy)
Construction
2021 On-site and Off-site Sources 1,011
General Conformity De Minimis / SCAQMD GHG Screening Threshold (tons/year) 3,000
Exceeds Screening Threshold? No
Operation
2021 On-site and Off-site Sources 299
General Conformity De Minimis / SCAQMD GHG Screening Threshold (tons/year) 3,000
Exceeds Screening Threshold? No

a. Compiled using the CalEEMod emissions inventory model, provided in the Appendix A.

As indicated in Table 3.4.8-1, short-term and temporary construction and operational COe
emissions will not exceed the daily GHG threshold. Construction and operational emissions for
the proposed project will be temporary and finite and will be below those levels being
considered and/or discussed by other government agencies and associations as consistent with

Tt ' 3-74 August 2019



@% City of Rancho Cucamonga Central Park Amphitheater Project

RANCHO Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

CUCAMONGA

the AB 32 Scoping Plan. The project’s construction-related cumulative GHG emissions are not a
considerable contribution to climate change and, therefore, are less than significant. The
project's operation-related GHG emissions will be negligible, and cumulatively are not a
considerable contribution to climate change. Therefore, operational impacts are considered less
than significant, as well.

Due to the complex physical, chemical and atmospheric mechanisms involved in global climate
change, there is no basis for concluding that the project's theoretically small emissions increase
could cause a measurable increase in global GHG emissions necessary to influence global
climate change. The GHG emissions of the project alone will likely not cause a direct physical
change in the environment. It is global emissions in their aggregate that contribute to climate
change, not any one source of emissions alone. Therefore, due to the incremental amount of
GHG emissions estimated for this project, and the lack of any evidence for concluding that the
project's GHG emissions could cause any measurable increase in global GHG emissions
necessary to force global climate change, the project is not considered to be hindering the goals
of AB 32. Thus, because the project would result in total GHG emissions less than the 3,000-ton
SCAQMD annual CO2e threshold, it is not considered to have a significant impact on a
cumulative level.

The estimated daily contribution of GHG emissions is considered to have a less than significant
greenhouse gas impact at both the project and cumulative levels.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b. Would the project conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an
agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

No Impact.

As shown in Table 3.4.8-1, the project results in GHG emissions below the SCAQMD threshold
of 3,000 tons per year. Therefore, the project would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy,
and/or regulation to reduce GHG emissions.

Predicted levels of CO.e associated with the proposed project will not inhibit the State’s ability to
implement AB 32. No impact is anticipated on implementation of the applicable plan to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.9

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:

a.

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

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?

Emit hazardous emissions or involve
handling hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
0.25 mile of an existing or proposed
school?

Be located on a site that is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

Be located within an airport land use plan
area or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, be within 2 miles of a public
airport or public use airport, and result in a
safety hazard or excessive noise for
people residing or working in the project
area?

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

Expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of
loss, injury, or death involving wildland
fires.

Existing Conditions:

The Project Site and surrounding area contains a variety of uses including urbanized with park,
residential, commercial, and place of worship.

The Project Site is not included on the list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 (DTSC 2019, CWRCB 2019).

The Project site is also not located within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport. The
nearest airport is Ontario International Airport located approximately 4 miles to the southwest.
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The Project site is not within the Airport Influence Area or the Safety Zone for Ontario
International Airport (Ontario Airport Planning 2011).

The Rancho Cucamonga Fire District (RCFD) provides emergency response to fires and
hazardous materials incidents in the City. Central Park is located in a Wildland-Urban Interface
Fire Area designated as Very High Fire Severity Zone (City of Rancho Cucamonga 2019b). The
Wildland-Urban Interface Fire Area refers to the zone where undeveloped, wildland vegetation
transitions to developed land such as residential neighborhoods. Communities adjacent to and
surrounded by wildlands are at risk of wildfires.

A Fire Protection Plan is required for all development within hazardous fire areas, The Central
Park Fire Hazard Reduction and Vegetation Management Plan establishes a sustainable and
annually recurring program for maintaining perimeter vegetation fuel removal and interior
vegetation fuel breaks in the native (non-landscaped) vegetation at Central Park (RCFD 2017).

The City maintains a Local Hazard Mitigation Plan which assess the significant natural and
manmade hazards that may affect the City and provides direction and guidance for officials and
citizens in the event of emergency (City of Rancho Cucamonga 2013).

Discussion:

a. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less than Significant Impact.

Hazardous materials in the City are routinely used, stored, and transported in government
facilities as well as in educational facilities, commercial/retail businesses, hospitals, and
households. A hazardous material is defined as any material that due to its quantity,
concentration, physical or chemical characteristics, poses a significant present or potential
hazard to human health or to the environment if released. Hazardous materials include, but are
not limited to, inorganic and organic chemicals, solvents, mercury, lead, asbestos, paints,
cleansers, or pesticides.

Existing hazardous materials regulations already protect people and locations from
unreasonable exposure to hazardous materials and substances. For example, Titles 8, 22, and
26 of the California Code of Regulations, and their enabling legislation set forth in Chapter 6.95
of the California Health and Safety Code, were established at the State level to ensure
compliance with Federal regulations to reduce the risk to human health and the environment
from the routine use of hazardous substances. The following existing Federal, State, and City
regulations are established to control exposure to potentially hazardous materials:

Federal Reqgulations

e Resources Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA): relates to hazardous waste
management.

e Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments Act (HSWA): relates to hazardous waste
management.

e Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA):
relates to cleanup of contamination.

e Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know (SARA Title Ill): relates to business
inventories and emergency response planning.

State Regulations

e Hazardous Materials Management Act: relates to business plan reporting.
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e Hazardous Waste Control Act: relates to hazardous waste management.

« Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986 (Proposition 65): relates to release
of and exposure to carcinogenic chemicals.

e Hazardous Substances Act: relates to cleanup of contamination.
e California Medical Waste Management Act: relates to medical and bio-hazardous wastes.

These regulations would be implemented by the proposed Project and its operators, as
appropriate, and would be monitored by the State (e.g., Cal Occupational Health and Safety
Administration in the workplace or Department of Toxic Substances Control for hazardous
waste), and/or local jurisdictions (e.g., the City and the RCFD), as appropriate. Because
substantial regulation and documentation exists to address hazardous materials, potential
effects due to use or transport of hazardous materials would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
likely release of hazardous materials into the environment?

Less than Significant Impact.

During construction, there is a potential for accidental release of hazardous substances such as
petroleum-based fuels or hydraulic fluid used by construction equipment. The level of risk
associated with the accidental release of these hazardous substances is not considered
significant due to the small volume and low concentration of hazardous materials utilized during
construction. The construction contractor would be required to use standard construction
controls and safety procedures that would avoid and minimize the potential for accidental
release of such substances into the environment. Standard construction practices would be
observed such that any materials released are appropriately contained and remediated as
required by local, State, and federal law. As with the discussion for 3.4.9(a) above, all chemical
and fuel storage and usage would comply with existing federal, State, and local requirements
(including chemical hygiene requirements administered by the California Division of
Occupational Safety and Health). With the aforementioned requirement implemented as part of
the proposed Project, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

c. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous materials or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or
proposed school?

No Impact.

There are no schools within 0.25 mile of the Project site. The closest school, Victoria Groves
Elementary School, is located approximately 0.35 mile to the north of the Project site. No impact
would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

d. Is the project located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous material sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

No Impact.
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Since the project site is not on the list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5, there would be no hazard to the public or environment and
therefore, no impact would be experienced.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in
the project area?

Less Than Significant Impact.

The Project site is not located within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport. The nearest
airport is Ontario International Airport located approximately 4 miles to the southwest. The
Project site is not within the Airport Influence Area or the Safety Zone for Ontario International
Airport (Ontario Airport Planning 2011). The Project would not result in a safety hazard or
excessive noise for people residing or working in the Project area and no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

f. Would the project impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact.

Project construction activities will be confined to the Project site and will not obstruct access to
the surrounding lots or otherwise hinder emergency evacuation within the surrounding
properties. At no time will any of the surrounding streets be completely closed to traffic to
accommodate construction equipment or activities. During Project operation, emergency access
would be maintained to all residences and public facilities since the existing adjacent roads
would not be altered. Therefore, the proposed Project would not impair implementation of or
physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan
and impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

g. Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires.

Less than Significant Impact.

While Central Park is surrounded by urban development, the majority of the Park, including the
Project site, has not been developed and consists of disturbed coastal sage scrub habitat. The
vegetation fuel management plan for Central Park consists of annually maintaining the
perimeter of the park in compliance with the City’s requirements for vegetation fuel set-backs
from roads, structures, and publicly accessible paths and trails in addition to the annual
maintenance of the interior fuel breaks.

Landscaping for the proposed project will follow the Landscaping Guidelines for Projects
Located in the Wildland Urban Interface Fire Area developed by the RCFD (2019a). By following
the guideline, the proposed landscaping would not create hazardous conditions due to wildland
fires. In addition, the existing vegetation fuel management plan for Central Park will continue to
be implemented for the undeveloped portions of the Park. Therefore, the Project would not
contribute to fire hazard risk and no significant impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

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

Would the project:

a. | Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground
water quality?

b. | Substantially decrease groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project X
may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

c. | Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or through the addition of
impervious surfaces, in a manner that
would:

(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation
on site or off site?

(i) substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner that X
would result in flooding on site or off site?

(iii) create or contribute runoff water that
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or X
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? X
d. | Inflood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones,
risk release of pollutants due to project X
inundation?

e. | Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
a water quality control plan or sustainable X
groundwater management plan?

Existing Conditions:

Surface Water

The proposed Project site consists of approximately 11 acres of Central Park, located to the
west of the currently developed portion of the Park. This area is comprised of disturbed coastal
sage scrub habitat.

Stormwater flows across the site to storm drains located in the surrounding streets.

The Project and the surrounding areas are in a Federal Emergency Management Agency Flood
Zone X, where the probability of flood inundation has been evaluated to be 0.2 percent (i.e.,
resulting from an event expected to occur once in a 500-year period; FEMA 2015).
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The Project site is not located in any flood inundation area (BonTerra 2010).

The City of Rancho Cucamonga is located within the watershed of the Santa Ana River. Runoff
from the City drains into Reach 3 of the Upper Santa Ana River, which is the segment located
upstream from Prado Dam and downstream from Mission Boulevard in Riverside County.
Locally, there are four canyon watersheds in the San Gabriel Mountains that direct storm water
through the City: the Cucamonga Canyon, Deer Canyon, Day Canyon, and East Etiwanda
Canyon watersheds. Creeks through the City, including Day Creek, have been channelized.
Day Creek, which borders Central Park on the west, joins Etiwanda Creek, which runs southerly
and connects to the Santa Ana River east of the Interstate 15 Freeway (BonTerra 2010).

Storm drainage in the City is provided by curbs and gutter along streets, which direct storm
water into catch basins, pipes, and concrete channels that run southerly in or near the City. The
City’s storm drainage facilities connect to the regional storm drainage system owned and
maintained by the San Bernardino County Department of Public Works, which includes
channelized creeks, debris basins, and spreading grounds. Together, the City and the San
Bernardino County Department of Public Works prepare drainage plans and review
development projects using the County’s design criteria (BonTerra 2010).

Groundwater

The Project site is underlain by the Chino groundwater basin. Groundwater depths in the Chino
Basin in the City range from 350 to 600 feet below the ground surface, with deeper groundwater
levels at the northern section and shallower groundwater levels at the southern section
(BonTerra 2010). Groundwater levels in the project area are approximately 400 feet or more
below ground surface (Kleinfelder West 2009).

Discussion:

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

Less than Significant Impact.

Short-term Impacts

The proposed Project could potentially result in water quality impacts during the short-term
construction process. The grading and excavation required for Project implementation would
result in exposed soils that may be subject to wind and water erosion. The proposed Project
would be subject to the requirements of the Construction General Permit under the storm-water
NPDES program administered by the State Water Resources Control Board. This would include
preparation of a SWPPP to address erosion and discharge impacts associated with the
proposed on-site grading. The SWPPP is also required to include a Water Quality Management
Plan for the control of post construction pollutants. Adherence to the requirements of NPDES
and SWPPP would reduce impacts related to the potential for water quality impacts during
construction to a less than significant level.

Long-Term Operational Impacts

As shown in Figure 2.2-5, the proposed Project will use a combination of phased directional flow
conveyances (for collection and infiltration of surface water) and bioretention basins for
treatment of storm water runoff. Bioretention basins are shallow, vegetated, depressed basins
which function to collect, store and treat storm water runoff. The basin is designed to
incorporate an engineered soil media to assist in plant uptake of pollutants. The bioretention
basin also allows infiltration to the extent the on-site soil and engineered soil media can
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accommodate. When the infiltration rate of the underlying soil is exceeded, the treated flows are
discharged through an underdrain system. The Project’'s water treatment and bioretention
basins for treatment of storm water runoff would reduce impacts related to the potential for
water quality impacts to less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b. Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

Less than Significant Impact.

With construction of the amphitheater, the pervious area of the Project site will be reduced by
approximately 24 percent. The remainder of the site will remain pervious, including the event
parking area. The increase in impervious surface is not expected to result in any significant
change to groundwater recharge opportunity. In addition, the Project site is not within an area
designated as a recharge basin or spreading ground (BonTerra 2010).

Operation of the Project will require water service for the amphitheater performance facility and
for irrigation of the Project landscaping. The irrigation system will be designed for future
reclaimed water. The irrigation design will also require water use allocation calculations and
programming parameters per the state model water efficient ordinance, AB 1881. The Project
will include the use of a bioretention basin which will collect, store, and treat storm water runoff.
In addition, the basin could potentially increase on-site groundwater recharge, or at least off-set
the limited loss of pervious areas within the Project site.

The Project is served by the Cucamonga Valley Water District (CVWD). CVWD’s water is
provided by surface water (7 percent), groundwater (45 percent), and imported water
(47 percent) (CVWD 2016). The CVWD has adopted an Urban Water Management Plan
(UWMP) that estimates demand needs through the year 2035. Currently there is sufficient
water supply available to the City of Rancho Cucamonga to serve this project (CVWD 2016).
Additionally, the proposed project contains no residential development and does not trigger the
requirement (i.e., reaching or exceeding 500 dwelling units or equivalent with project
implementation) for preparation of a water supply assessment as set forth in Sections 10910-
10912 of the California Water Code. The CVWD has established conditions that development
projects in its service area must meet and the RCFD has established standards to satisfy fire
flow requirements.

As the Project will result in little, if any, reduction of groundwater recharge and will comply with
the water service requirements of the CVWD and RCFD, impacts to groundwater supply would
be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or through the addition of
impervious surfaces, in a manner that would:

(i). Resultin substantial erosion or siltation on site or off site?
Less than Significant Impact.

Refer to Response 3.4.10(a) above. Adherence to the requirements of the NPDES and the
SWPPP would reduce impacts related to the potential for erosion or siltation impacts during
construction to a less than significant level. Post-construction, the drainage pattern on the
Project site will include directed runoff conveyances and a bioretention basin to control and treat

August 2019 Page 3-83 '|'-|:|




City of Rancho Cucamonga Central Park Amphitheater Project @?}J

Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration RANCHO

CUCAMONGA
storm water runoff. The Project's bioretention/water treatment basin would reduce potential
water quality impacts to surface water to less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

(if). Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would
result in flooding on site or off site?

Less than Significant Impact.

Refer to Responses 3.4.10(a) and 3.4.10(c) above. The proposed Project is nhot expected to
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in
flooding on site or off site. Use of the bioretention basin may actually decrease site runoff in
comparison to existing conditions. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

(iii). Create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Less than Significant Impact.

Refer to responses 3.4.10(a) and 3.4.10(c) above. The proposed Project is not expected to
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in
flooding on site or off site. Use of the bioretention basin may actually decrease site runoff in
comparison to existing conditions. Therefore, impacts to stormwater drainage systems would be
less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
(iv). Impede or redirect flood flows?
Less than Significant Impact.

Refer to responses 3.4.10(a) and 3.4.10(c) above. The proposed Project is not expected to
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in
flooding on site or off site. The amphitheater structure is not be expected to impede surface
runoff. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

d. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation?

No Impact.

The Project site is not located within a 100-year floodplain (FEMA 2015). The Project site is not
located in any flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones (BonTerra 2010). The Project site is not
located near any areas at risk for seiche, tsunami or mudflows; therefore, no impacts associated
with these hazards would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

e. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control
plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?

Less Than Significant Impact.

Adherence to the requirements of NPDES and SWPPP would reduce impacts related to the
potential for erosion or siltation impacts during construction to a less than significant level. The
post-construction drainage pattern within the Project site will include both phased directional
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flow conveyances and a bioretention basin for treatment of storm water runoff. The Project’s
bioretention/water treatment basin would reduce impacts to surface water quality to less than
significant. In addition, these conveyances and the bioretention basin could potentially increase
on-site groundwater recharge. The Project would not conflict with the CVYWD UWMP or the
NPDES program. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING

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

Would the project:

a. | Physically divide an established
community?

b. | Cause a significant environmental impact
due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the X
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

Existing Conditions:

The Project is located within Central Park. Land uses surrounding the Project site include
existing Central Park facilities, residential uses, Deer Creek Flood Control Channel, and
commercial uses.

Land use in the City is directed by the City of Rancho Cucamonga General Plan (City of Rancho
Cucamonga 2010). According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga General Plan Land Use Map,
the land use designation for Central Park, including the Project site, is Public Facilities - Parks
and it is zoned Terra Vista Planned Community (PC-TV). The surrounding areas have mostly
residential land use designations and zoning with some commercial designations. The City of
Rancho Cucamonga’s General Plan Public Facilities - Parks designation is applied to both
existing and planned public parks. Under the PC-TV, Central Park, including the Project site, is
designated City Park.

The Project site is not located within any habitat conservation plan areas or natural community
conservation plan areas.

Discussion:

a. Would the project physically divide an established community?

No Impact.

The Project area is urbanized with park, residential, and commercial land uses. Development of
the Project site would not hinder pedestrians or travelers on the adjacent streets or sidewalks
from accessing other areas in the surrounding community. Therefore, the proposed Project
would not divide an established community and no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b. Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to conflict with any
land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

No Impact.

The permitted uses under the City’'s General Plan and zoning designations for the Project site
include future and existing park uses. Since the proposed Project is considered an allowed use
under these designations, the proposed Project would not conflict with any applicable land use
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the Project; therefore, no impacts
would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.12 MINERAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
a. | Resultin the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would be X
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 X
general plan, specific plan, or other land
use plan?

Existing Conditions:

Mineral Resource Zones are commercially viable mineral or aggregate deposits, such as sand,
gravel, and other construction aggregate. The mineral resources in the City consist of deposits
of regionally significant aggregate resources identified by the California Department of
Conservation, Divisions of Mines and Geology. The Mineral Land Classification for Central Park
is MRZ-2, where significant mineral deposits are present. These significant sand and gravel
resources for the City are found in alluvial fans in and near the City, including the Lytle Creek,
San Antonio Creek, Cucamonga Creek, Deer Creek, and Day Creek. These alluvial fans
generally start at the canyons at the base of the San Gabriel Mountains, north of the City. While
the northern ends of these fans remain undeveloped, the creeks have been channelized in and
near the City and in developed areas along the creeks. The portion of Day Creek on the western
boundary of Central Park is channelized. As of 2008, no mining operations occur within the City
along Day Creek (BonTerra 2010). There are no oil, gas, or geothermal resources in Central
Park or the surrounding area (CDC 2019).

Discussion:

a. Would the project 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.

No mineral recovery activities currently occur in the Project area, and portion of Day Creek on
the western boundary of Central Park is channelized. The Project site is not located within an
area of oil and gas resources. Thus, no impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b. Would the project 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.

No mineral recovery activities currently occur in the Project area, and portion of Day Creek on
the western boundary of Central Park is channelized. The Project site is not located within an
area of oil and gas resources. Thus, no impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.13 NOISE
Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project result in:

a. | Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the vicinity of the project in
excess of standards established in a local
general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

b. | Generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

c. | For a project located within the vicinity of a
private airstrip or 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?

Existing Environment:

The existing noise environment consists of vehicle noise from local street traffic on Base Line
Road and Milliken Avenue, nature sounds, and community sounds. The majority of the land
uses surrounding Central Park are single family residential uses found all around the Central
Park boundaries. Deer Creek Flood Control Channel is located on the western boundary of the
Central Park site. Commercial uses are located at the southeast and southwest corners of
Milliken Avenue and Base Line road and at the northeast corner of Haven Avenue and Base
Line Road. The nearest airport is Ontario International Airport located approximately 4 miles to
the southwest. The Project site is not within the Airport Influence Area or the Safety Zone for
Ontario International Airport (Ontario Airport Planning 2011).

In order to obtain typical ambient noise levels at the Project site, two short term ambient noise
measurements of 30 minutes each were taken during the daytime period within the Project
boundary. The measurements were taken with a Larson Davis 831 sound level meter using a
Type 1 microphone. The sound level meter was calibrated before and after each field
measurement. The measured ambient noise levels ranged from 46.2 dBA Leq to 60.5 dBA Leqg.
The Rancho Cucamonga 2010 General Plan shows the levels at the Project site ranging from
under 55 dBA Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) to 70 dBA CNEL (2010 General Plan
Figure PS-9).

Discussion:

a. Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance or applicable standards of
other agencies?

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.
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The City of Rancho Cucamonga Public Health and Safety Chapter of the 2010 General Plan
specifies outdoor noise level limits for land uses impacted by transportation noise sources.
Generally, the City requires that new developments be designed to achieve these standards.

Section 17.66.050 of the City of Rancho Cucamonga’s municipal code sets limits on the exterior
noise levels that would be tolerated. Noise ordinance limits are specified using the “Basic Noise
Level” as its reference criteria. The municipal code defines the Basic Noise Level as “the
acceptable noise level within a given district.” The City’s exterior noise standard puts restrictions
on the duration of noises of various magnitudes. The noise ordinance sets the following time
limits on noise sources in all residential and commercial districts:

e Basic Noise Level for a cumulative period of not more than 15 minutes in any one
hour; or

e Basic Noise Level plus 5 dBA for a cumulative period of not more than 10 minutes in any
one hour; or

e Basic Noise Level plus 14 dBA for a cumulative period of not more than 5 minutes in any
one hour; or

= Basic Noise level plus 15 dBA at any time.

The municipal code goes on to set maximum allowable limits for an exterior and an interior
location within residential districts (see Table 3.4.13-1).

Table 3.4.13-1. City of Rancho Cucamonga Noise Standards

Location of Measurement Maximum Allowable
10 pmto 7 am 7 am to 10 pm
Exterior 60 dBA 65 dBA
Interior* 45 dBA 50 dBA

*With windows and doors shut

Furthermore, the following activities are exempted from the provisions of the Municipal Code:

1. City- or school-approved activities conducted on public parks, public playgrounds, and
public or private school grounds including, but not limited to, athletic and school
entertainment events between the hours of 7:00 am and 10:00 pm.

2. Occasional outdoor gatherings, dances, shows, and sporting and entertainment events,
provided said events are conducted pursuant to the approval of a temporary use permit
issued by the city.

3. Any mechanical device, apparatus, or equipment used, related to, or connected with
emergency machinery, vehicle, work, or warning alarm or bell, provided the sounding of any
bell or alarm on any building or motor vehicle shall terminate its operation within 30 minutes
in any hour of its being activated.

4. Noise sources associated with, or vibration created by, construction, repair, remodeling, or
grading of any real property or during authorized seismic surveys, provided said activities:

a. When adjacent to a residential land use, school, church or similar type of use, the noise
generating activity does not take place between the hours of 8:00 pm and 7:00 am on
weekdays, including Saturday, or at any time on Sunday or a national holiday, and
provided noise levels created do not exceed the noise standard of 65 dBA when
measured at the adjacent property line.

b. When adjacent to a commercial or industrial use, the noise generating activity does not
take place between the hours of 10:00 pm and 6:00 am on weekdays, including
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Saturday and Sunday, and provided noise levels created do not exceed the noise
standards of 70 dBA at the when measured at the adjacent property line.

5. All devices, apparatus, or equipment associated with agricultural operations, provided:

a. Operations do not take place between 8:00 pm and 7:00 am on weekdays, including
Saturday, or at any time on Sunday or a national holiday.

b. Such operations and equipment are utilized for protection or salvage of agricultural crops
during periods of potential or actual frost damage or other adverse weather conditions.

c. Such operations and equipment are associated with agricultural pest control through
pesticide application, provided the application is made in accordance with permits issued
by, or regulations enforced by, the state department of agriculture.

6. Noise sources associated with the maintenance of real property, provided said activities
take place between the hours of 7:00 am and 8:00 pm on any day.

7. Any activity to the extent regulation thereof has been preempted by state or federal law.

The dominant noise source in the vicinity of the proposed Project site is traffic noise associated
with Base Line Road at the intersection with Milliken Avenue. Based on existing traffic volumes,
noise impacts to adjacent residences range from 57 dBA CNEL to 67 dBA CNEL. The Project
would result in a maximum increase in traffic along Base Line Road during the major (full
capacity) City-sponsored events summer concerts, which occur on Thursday evenings. Based
on the existing concerts attendance, a maximum increase of 3,425 average daily trips at
Baseline Road is estimated. This increase in average daily trips represents an increase of less
than 2 dBA at the residences adjacent to the proposed project. According to the CEQA
guidelines, an increase in the overall ambient community noise level of less than 2 dBA is
considered to be a less than significant impact. The construction of the proposed amphitheater
would have only a minimal impact on daily traffic volumes in the project vicinity (and only on
days when an event is held), and thus would have minimal impact on traffic noise conditions.

Construction of the Project will begin in the first quarter of 2021 and continue for approximately
12 months. The Project construction activities are anticipated to occur in phases and include
site preparation, grading, building construction, paving, and architectural coating. These
construction activities would require a variety of equipment. Typical construction equipment
would not be expected to generate noise levels above 90 dBA at 50 feet, and most equipment
types would typically generate noise levels of less than 85 dBA at 50 feet.

The highest noise levels during construction are normally generated during site grading and
foundation work. Grading equipment would be the loudest equipment used at the site. This
equipment is expected to generate a maximum instantaneous noise level (Lmax) of up to 75 —
80 dBA at the homes located at approximately 400 feet to the south of the center of the Project.
This would be loud enough to temporarily interfere with speech communication outdoors and
indoors with the windows open.

Project construction will also implement standard noise reduction measures. Therefore, due to
the infrequent nature of loud construction activities at the site, the limited hours of construction,
and implementation of mitigation measure NOISE-1, the temporary increase in noise due to
construction is considered to be a less than significant impact.

Once the Project construction is complete, major City-sponsored events will only occur up to 12
times per year. These City-sponsored events are currently held at Red Hill Park, located
approximately 2.5 miles west of the Project site. Noise measurements were taken on July 25,
2019 between 7 pm and 10 pm at the large Thursday evening City-sponsored event at Red Hill
Park in order to predict future sound levels related to the Project. To determine potential noise
effects of the proposed Project during the operations of the facility, a noise model was
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constructed to evaluate the effects of the proposed Project related noise sources on the
environment. Modeling of the Project site and surrounding environment was accomplished using
Cadna (Computer Aided Noise Abatement), which is a model-based computer program
developed for predicting noise impacts in a wide variety of conditions. Cadna allows for the input
of project information such as noise source data, barriers, structures, and topography to create
a detailed CAD model, and uses the most up-to-date calculation standards to predict outdoor
noise impacts not only at the property lines but also in adjacent surrounding areas.

The noise levels from the future events are predicted to have noise impacts ranging from 63.1
dBA Leq at the residential homes to the south, 55.5 dBA Leq at the residential homes to the west,
61.3 dBA L¢q at the residential homes to the north, and 53.0 at the residential homes to the east.
However, these city-sponsored events are exempt from the Rancho Cucamonga’s municipal
codes noise threshold limits. Nevertheless, the noise levels generated by the proposed project
will comply with the Rancho Cucamonga’s General Plan and municipal code. Furthermore, the
noise generated by the Project would result in an overall increase of less than 3 dBA. Therefore,
project impact is less than significant.

Mitigation Measures:

NOISE-1: Construction noise levels fluctuate depending on the construction phase, equipment
type and duration of use; distance between noise source and sensitive receptor; and the
presence or absence of barriers between noise source and receptors. Therefore, the Project
proponent should require construction contractors to limit standard construction activities as
follows:

e Equipment and trucks used for Project construction shall utilize the best available noise
control techniques wherever feasible (e.g., improved mufflers, equipment redesign, use
of intake silencers, ducts, engine enclosures and acoustically-attenuating shields or
shrouds). In addition, the time allowed for equipment and trucks to idle will be limited to
the extent practicable.

e Stationary noise sources shall be located as far from adjacent receptors as possible and
shall be muffled and enclosed within temporary sheds, insulation barriers or other
measures incorporated to the extent feasible.

 Impact tools (e.g., jack hammers, pavement breakers, and rock drills) used for Project
construction shall be hydraulically or electrically powered wherever possible to avoid
noise associated with compressed air exhaust from pneumatically-powered tools.
However, where use of pneumatically powered tools is unavoidable, an exhaust muffler
on the compressed air exhaust shall be used; this muffler can lower noise levels from
the exhaust by up to about 10 dBA. External jackets on the tools themselves shall be
used where feasible. This could achieve a reduction of 5 dBA. Quieter procedures shall
be used such as drilling rather that impact equipment whenever feasible.

< When heavy construction activities are located within 75 feet of a residential structure
deploy a temporary portable sound barrier between the construction activities and
nearest sensitive receptor.

b. Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Less than Significant Impact.

Events at the amphitheater once in operation would not generate significant vibration; however,
construction of the amphitheater, and particularly site grading, would require the use of
equipment that could generate vibration. Possible sources of vibration may include use of
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bulldozers, dump trucks, backhoes, rollers, and other construction equipment that produce
vibration. No blasting will be required at the project site.

Project construction activities would occur within approximately 400 feet from the nearest single-
family residence. According to the Federal Transit Administration guidelines, a vibration level of
78 Vibration Velocity Level (VdB) is the threshold of perceptibility for humans. For a significant
impact to occur, vibration levels must exceed 80 VdB during infrequent events (FTA 2006).
Using the levels published by the Federal Transit Administration (2006) and the type of
equipment proposed for the project, coupled with the distance to the existing identified noise-
sensitive receptors, analysis shows that the vibration levels may be perceptible to the nearest
sensitive receptors, but will be below the maximum vibration level of 80 VdB. This vibration level
is considered acceptable for impacts to sensitive receptors. Therefore, the impact from
groundbourne vibration or noise is less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

c. For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 2 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?

No Impact.

There is no public airport or public use airport located within 2 miles of the proposed Project
site. The Project would expose people residing or working in the Project area to excessive noise
levels associated with a public airport and no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING

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

Would the project:

a. | Induce substantial unplanned population
growth in an area, either directly (e.g., by
proposing new homes and businesses) or X
indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads
or other infrastructure)?

b. | Displace a substantial number of existing
people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

Existing Conditions:

Estimates from the California Department of Finance show the City’s 2019 population to be
179,412, a 0.44 percent increase from 2018 (DOF 2019). The City has an estimated 59,399
housing units.

Discussion:

a. Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either
directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and business) or indirectly (e.g., through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

No Impact.

The proposed Project would not involve the construction of any homes, businesses, or other
uses that would result in direct population growth or infrastructure that indirectly results in
population growth. No impacts related to growth-inducement are expected.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact.

Construction of the Project would not require the removal or obstruction of existing housing and
thus would not require the displacement of people or the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.15 PUBLIC SERVICES

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

Would the project:

a. | Result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental
facilities or a 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
following public services:

i.) Fire protection? X
ii.) Police protection? X
iii.) Schools? X
iv.) Parks? X
v.) Other public facilities? X

Existing Conditions:

Public services include critical facilities such as police stations, fire stations, hospitals, shelters,
and other facilities that provide important services to the community. Other public services
include schools and parks and libraries that serve the communities.

Fire protection and other related services in the City Ana are provided by the RCFD. The closest
RCFD station to the Project site is Station No. 173, located at 12270 Firehouse Court,
approximately 1.25 miles east of the Project site (RCFD 2019b). Police protection services for
the City are provided by the San Bernardino County Sheriff's Department. The San Bernardino
County Sheriff's Department headquarters is located at 10510 Civic Center Drive, approximately
1.3 miles south of the Project site (Google Earth 2019). Four elementary school districts, one
high school district, and one community college district serve the City (City of Rancho
Cucamonga 2019c). The City of Rancho Cucamonga has approximately 347.6 acres of
parkland and recreational facilities. These include 25 neighborhood parks, three community
parks, and eight special use facilities (BonTerra 2010). The City library system consists of two
library locations: the Archibald Library at 7368 Archibald Avenue and the Paul A. Blane Library
at 12505 Cultural Center Drive (City of Rancho Cucamonga 2019d).
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Discussion:

a. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities or a 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:

i.) Fire Protection
Less Than Significant Impact.

The proposed Project will add a new structure to Central Park. This is not expected to
significantly increase the need for fire protection services as the development of the
amphitheater and event parking area will decrease the disturbed coastal sage scrub habitat,
thereby reducing the Wildland-Urban Interface Fire Area designated as Very High Fire Severity
Zone. In addition, there are no residential uses proposed and the Project is not expected to
result in an increase in the City’s population. No significant impacts to fire protection services or
facilities are expected.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
ii.) Police Protection
Less Than Significant.

The proposed Project will add a new structure to Central Park. This is not expected to
significantly increase the need for police protection beyond what is currently provided and
therefore, would not require police facilities to be altered. Police assistance during amphitheater
events would be similar to that found with the current events held at Red Hill Park. No
significant. impacts to police protection services or facilities are expected.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
iii.) Schools
No Impact.

Implementation of the proposed Project would not result in the need for the construction of
additional school facilities, as the Project would not result in an increase in population nor would
it result in a removal of a school, a reduction of school capacity, or displacement of students
from existing schools. Therefore, no impact to school services or facilities are expected.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
iv.) Parks
Less Than Significant Impact.

Implementation of the proposed Project would not create need for construction of additional
park facilities, as the Project would not result in an increase in population nor would it result in a
removal of a park. The proposed Project involves the addition of an amphitheater to the existing
Central Park. The environmental impacts associated with the construction of the Project will not
result in any significant impacts as described in this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration.
Impacts to parks would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
v.) Other Public Facilities

No Impact.
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The proposed Project would not alter any of the government facilities in the area or produce a
need for additional or new government services; therefore, no impacts to other public facilities
are expected.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.16 RECREATION

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
a. Increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that X
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?
b. Include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities that might have an X
adverse physical effect on the
environment?

Existing Conditions:

The City of Rancho Cucamonga has approximately 347.6 acres of parkland and recreational
facilities. These include 25 neighborhood parks, three community parks, and eight special use
facilities (BonTerra 2010).

Discussion:

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?

No Impact.

The proposed Project involves the addition of an amphitheater to the existing Central Park. The
construction of the Project will not affect the use of the other existing facilities at Central Park.
Therefore, the development of the Project will not drive current users of Central Park to other
recreational facilities. The proposed Project would not add additional residences or business in
the neighborhood and thus would not cause additional use of any park or other recreational
facilities in the area. No impact is expected to occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

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?

Less Than Significant Impact.

The proposed Project involves the addition of an amphitheater to the existing Central Park. The
environmental impacts associated with the construction of the Project will not result in any
significant impacts as described in this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. Impacts to
parks would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

August 2019 Page 3-103 '|'-|=|




City of Rancho Cucamonga Central Park Amphitheater Project @

Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration RANCHO

CUCAMONGA

This page intentionally left blank

Tt I 3-104 August 2019



@% City of Rancho Cucamonga Central Park Amphitheater Project

RANCHO Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

CUCAMONGA

3.4.17 TRANSPORTATION

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

Would the project:

a. | Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance
or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadways,
bicycle lanes and pedestrian facilities?

b. | Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision X
(b)?

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

d. | Resultininadequate emergency access? X

Existing Conditions:

A separate Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Assessment was prepared for the proposed Project
and is provided as Appendix D. The following summarizes the results and conclusions.

The proposed Project will relocate events currently held at the existing City amphitheater at Red
Hill Park in Rancho Cucamonga (located approximately two and half miles west of Central Park)
to the proposed Project site. The events that currently occur at the existing amphitheater are
intended for local residents in the community. The types of events that currently occur are:

e Six large concerts on Thursday evenings in June, July and August as part of Rancho
Cucamonga’'s Summer Concerts in The Park. Average attendance in 2018 at these
concerts was 3,425 people. These events require up to ten staff and assistance from the
police department.

e Four family movies on Friday evenings in June, July and August. Average attendance in
2018 at these movies was 375 people. These events require up to three staff.

e One corporate/community event the last Saturday of June for the Fire Department Car
Show. Approximate attendance at this event is 700 people.

« Other events can occur on weekends with maximum rental capacity of 1,200 attendees.

Discussion:

a. Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the
circulation system, including transit, roadways, bicycle lanes and pedestrian
facilities?

Less than Significant Impact.

Rancho Cucamonga Municipal Code Transportation Demand Management

Chapter 17.78.010, Transportation Demand Management of the Rancho Cucamonga Municipal
Code addresses transportation demand management (TDM) requirements for various project
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development. The purpose of TDM requirements is to encourage large employers to implement
programs and make site improvements that will help reduce the number of single-occupancy
vehicle commuters on the roads. Large numbers of commuters have many negative impacts on
the community such as increased traffic congestion, reduced worker productivity, and air quality
and other environmental impacts. TDM requirements apply if the minimum thresholds in
Municipal Code Table 17.78.010-1 (TDM Requirements Based on Development Size) are met
be a new, remodeled, or expanded development that could include a single or multiple
buildings. As shown in Table 3.4.17-1, the proposed Project does not meet the minimum
thresholds in the Municipal Code Table 17.78.010-1, therefore, TDM requirements do not apply.

Table 3.4.17-1. Municipal Code Table 17.78.010-1 TDM Requirements Based On Development
Size

Type of Use Minimum Development Size
Office (excluding medical) 80,000 sf

Industrial Office Park (MP) 200,000 sf

Hospital and Medical Offices 100,000 sf

Commercial 150,000 sf

Light Industrial (M-1) 250,000 sf

Heavy Industrial (M-2) 350,000 sf

Hotels/ Motels 150 rooms

Mixed or Multiple Uses ®

@ The minimum development size for mixed or multiple-use developments shall be calculated based on the proportional square
footage of areas devoted to each type of use.

(Code 1980, Section 17.78.010; Ord. No. 855 Section 4, 2012)

Other provisions of Title 17 call for access and circulation design that provide a safe and
efficient system for vehicles and pedestrians. The guidelines address points of access,
reduction of conflicts between vehicular and pedestrian traffic, minimal impacts on adjacent
properties, adequate maneuvering areas, separation of vehicular and pedestrian traffic, and
interconnected public and private sidewalks. Title 17 also includes Parking Regulations
requirements for the provision, design, and location of parking spaces needed to serve new
buildings, new land uses, building expansions or changes in occupancy.

Title 12, Streets, Sidewalks and Public Places, requires that an encroachment permit be
obtained from the City Engineer for the construction of public improvements or the protection of
public improvements from construction activities. The permit requires compliance with the Work
Area Protection and Traffic Control Manual and the Manual on Uniform Traffic Controls for
Street and Highways.

The proposed Project will be required to comply with all applicable regulations.

Hiking and Riding Trails Master Plan

The City’s Hiking and Riding Trails Master Plan identifies a system of regional and community
trails, needed bridges and street undercrossings, and trailheads to access the trail system at
locations throughout the City. The Pacific Electric Inland Empire Trail is a Regional Multi-
Purpose Trail, which, upon completion, will connect the cities of Claremont, Montclair, Upland,
Rancho Cucamonga, Fontana, and Rialto. A portion of this trail runs east to west across the
northern boundary of Central Park. The proposed Project does not involve and/or impact the
Pacific Electric Inland Empire Trail.

The proposed Project would not conflict with any applicable program, plan, ordinance or policy
addressing the circulation system. Impact would be less than significant.
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Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b.  Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3,
subdivision (b)?

Less than Significant Impact.

Project VMT

VMT is a function of the number of trips and the length of those trips. Since the events are being
relocated from an existing facility (Red Hill Park), no net change is expected in the number of
event-trips generated to the project relative to those reduced from Red Hill Park. Big Data’,
which is travel data recorded from mobile devices, was utilized to develop average trip lengths
from visitors to the Concerts in the Park events between 2016 and 2018 at Red Hill Park. Over
500 records were tracked from the 18 concert events that occurred between 2016 and 2018 and
the average trip length per record was estimated to be 6.6 miles. Because the new
amphitheater is expected to continue serving the same local population, the average trip length
is not anticipated to vary because of a change in venue from the existing Red Hill Park location
to the new Project location. Since VMT is the total length of travel from origin to destination and
back to origin, the round-trip average trip length is estimated to remain at 13.2 miles.

Regional Vehicle Miles Traveled

The San Bernardino Transportation Analysis Model (SBTAM) is a travel demand forecasting
(TDF) model detailed for use in San Bernardino County. The TDF model estimates traffic on the
SBTAM roadway network by matching origin and destination pairs from zones throughout the
SCAG region using trip generation, trip distribution, mode choice, and trip assignment data.
SBTAM land use and roadway networks are consistent with the 2016 SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy. This model is the best tool
available in the region to estimate vehicle trips, trip distance, and VMT. Different types of trips
are tracked, including home-based-work trips (commute trips to and from home), home-based-
other trips (such as shopping and school trips originating or ending from home) and non-home-
based trips (all other trips that don't start or end at home such as from work to shopping).

Average tip lengths for trips originating or ending in Rancho Cucamonga were extracted from
the base year (2012) version of SBTAM to compare against the project. Rancho Cucamonga
home-based-work trips, home-based-other trips and non-home-based trips from the production
and attraction trip matrices (number of trips) were multiplied by the highway skim matrices
(travel distance) to estimate VMT. VMT was divided by the total number of trips generated in
Rancho Cucamonga to derive the average trip length.

The average trip length was estimated to be 9.7 miles and the average round-trip to be 19.5
miles. These trip lengths are approximately 30% higher than the average trips estimated for the
Project. As such, the Project is not anticipated to generate longer trip distances than currently
exist throughout Rancho Cucamonga and therefore is not anticipated to result in a significant
transportation impact related to VMT.

Cumulative Effect on Vehicle Miles Traveled

Given that the proposed Project is not anticipated to change the number of trips or the average
trip distance, the Project is anticipated to have a negligible effect on cumulative (year 2040)
VMT.

No significant impacts are expected.

7 “Big Data” was provided by the vendor StreetlLight Data. StreetLight uses location-based data from services such as smartphone
apps (which can number in the hundreds and allow data collection passively and anonymously). StreetLight also has established
partnerships with geospatial data providers to leverage the GPS locations acquired in their data collection and processing.
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Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

c. Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

No Impact.

The project design does not include the construction of any sharp curves. As the Project

involves improvements to an existing park, the Project would be compatible with the existing

park facilities. The project does not include the construction of any structure or feature that

would substantially increase hazards due to a design feature, therefore no impact associated
with this issue would occur and no mitigation is required.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
d. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?
No Impact.

The construction and operation of the proposed project will not result in any closure, nor will it
otherwise obstruct traffic on the surrounding streets. In addition, the construction of the
proposed project will not impede emergency access to the adjacent properties. The proposed
project would be required to design, construct, and maintain structures, roadways, and facilities
to allow for adequate emergency access and evacuation routes. No impacts are expected.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

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

Would the project cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code
section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is geographically
defined in terms of the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural
value to a California Native American tribe, and
that is:

a. | Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of X
historical resources as defined in Public
Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or

b. | Aresource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider
the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

Public Resource Code (PRC) section 21074 defines tribal resources as follows:
(@) “Tribal cultural resources” are either of the following:

(1) Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural
value to a California Native American tribe that are either of the following:

(A) Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical
Resources.

(B) Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in subdivision (k) of Section
5020.1.

(2) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1 for the purposes of this
paragraph, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

(b) A cultural landscape that meets the criteria of subdivision (@) is a tribal cultural resource
to the extent that the landscape is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the
landscape.

(c) A historical resource described in Section 21084.1, a unique archaeological resource as
defined in subdivision (g) of Section 21083.2, or a “nonunique archaeological resource” as
defined in subdivision (h) of Section 21083.2 may also be a tribal cultural resource if it conforms
with the criteria of subdivision (a).
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Existing Conditions: The combined cultural resource record search and NAHC SLF search did
not identify any existing historic resources within the Project area of potential effect. As specified
in the PRC Section 21080.31,% as amended by AB 52, Gatto, lead agencies must provide notice
inviting consultation to California Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the geographic area of a proposed project if the Tribe has submitted a request in
writing to be notified of proposed projects. The City was contacted by the San Gabriel Band of
Mission Indians, Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians, the
Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation, and the Morongo Band of Mission Indians
through AB 52 to be notified of the City’s proposed projects.

Discussion:

a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size
and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and that is listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. The combined cultural resource
record search and NAHC SLF search did not identify any existing historic resources within the
Project area of potential effect. As a result, it is believed the proposed Project would not cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a known historic resource as defined in PRC
5020.1 (k).

If construction ground disturbance depths range within native soils (at least 1 foot or more below
the ground surface), there would be a potential to impact previously unrecorded subsurface
tribal cultural resources. With Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-3 incorporated, a less
then significant impact is anticipated.

As specified in AB 52, the City provided written notification on August 13, 2019 to the San
Gabriel Band of Mission Indians, Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, Torres Martinez Desert
Cahuilla Indians, the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation, and the Morongo Band
of Mission Indians regarding the Proposed Project. Any of these identified tribal cultural groups
must respond in writing within 30 days of the City’s notice of the proposed Project. Should any
of these identified tribal cultural groups request consultation regarding the Project site, in
accordance with AB 52, the City as Lead Agency would facilitate such consultation. Therefore,
at this time the Project is determined to have less than significant impacts related to tribal
cultural resources with the implementation of Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-3. This
finding is subject to change following the completion of consultation with local tribes as part of
the AB 52 process.

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-3.

b. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size
and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and that is a resource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

8 Public Resources Code, Division 13, Chapter 2.6, Section 21.080.3.1.

Tt I 3-110 August 2019



@% City of Rancho Cucamonga Central Park Amphitheater Project

RANCHO Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

CUCAMONGA

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

The records search and NAHC sacred lands search did not identify any significant tribal cultural
resources within or adjacent to the Project site.

The City sent formal AB 52 notification letters on August 13, 2019 to the following:
e San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians: Anthony Morales, Chief
e San Manuel Band of Mission Indians: Lee Clauss
e Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians; Joseph Ontiveros, Cultural Resource Director
e Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians; Michael Mirelez, Cultural Resource Coordinator
e Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation: Andrew Salas, Chairman
e Morongo Band of Mission Indians: Raymond Huaute, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer

Any of these identified tribal cultural groups must respond in writing within 30 days of the City’s
notice of the proposed Project. Should any of these identified tribal cultural groups request
consultation regarding the Project site, in accordance with AB 52, the City as Lead Agency
would facilitate such consultation. Therefore, at this time the Project is determined to have less
than significant impacts related to tribal cultural resources with the implementation of Mitigation
Measures CUL-1 through CUL-3. This finding is subject to change following the completion of
consultation with local tribes as part of the AB 52 process.

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-3.
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3.4.19 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

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

Would the project:

a. | Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or storm water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or X
telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

b. | Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project and reasonably

foreseeable future development during X
normal, dry and multiple dry years?
c. | Resultin a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider that
serves or may serve the project that it has X

adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the
provider’'s existing commitments?

d. | Generate solid waste in excess of State
or local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or X
otherwise impair the attainment of solid
waste reduction goals?

e. | Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes and X
regulations related to solid waste?

Existing Conditions:

Wastewater conveyance is handled by the City and CVWD and wastewater is processed by
CVWD and the Inland Empire Utilities Agency (IEUA). Wastewater from Central Park is treated
at IEUA’s Regional Plant No. 4 (RP-4), located in the City at the intersection of 6th Street and
Etiwanda (BonTerra 2010). RP-4 treats an average flow of 10 million gallons per day (mgd) and
has a treatment capacity of 14 mgd (IEUA 2019). West of Milliken Avenue, along Base Line
Road an underground sewer main is located which provides sewer service for the existing
facilities in the southeast corner of Central Park at Milliken Avenue and Base Line Road (RJM
2018).

Storm drainage in the City is provided by curbs and gutter along streets, which direct storm
water into catch basins, pipes, and concrete channels that run southerly in or near the City. The
City’s storm drainage facilities connect to the regional storm drainage system owned and
maintained by the San Bernardino County Department of Public Works, which includes
channelized creeks, debris basins, and spreading grounds. Together, the City and the San
Bernardino County Department of Public Works prepare drainage plans and review
development projects using the County’s design criteria (BonTerra 2010). On the north side of
Base Line Road, exists a 24-inch underground storm drain. Storm drain facilities are also found
along Central Park Drive (RJM 2018).
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Potable water is provided to the Project site by the CVWD, which serves a 47-square mile area
including the City of Rancho Cucamonga, portions of the cities of Upland, Ontario, and Fontana,
and some unincorporated areas of San Bernardino County. CVWD’s water is provided by
surface water (7 percent), groundwater (45 percent), and imported water (47 percent) (CVWD
2016). The CVWD has adopted an UWMP that estimates demand needs through the year 2035.
There is currently a sufficient water supply available to the City of Rancho Cucamonga to serve
this project (CVWD 2016). On the north side of Base Line Road, exists a 12-inch water main
which provides water service for the existing Park facilities at Central Park Drive and Base Line
Road (RJM 2018).

Electric services are provided to Central Park by South California Edison. On the north side of
Base Line Road, exists an underground Southern California Edison transmission line
(66 kilovolt) and distribution line which provides electric service for the existing Park facilities at
Central Park Drive and Base Line Road (RJM 2018).

Natural gas services are provided to Central Park by Southern California Gas Company. An
underground Southern California Gas Company distribution line is located on the north side of
Base Line Road (RJM 2018).

Communication services, including digital cable and high-speed internet services are provided
to Central Park by Verizon. Underground transmission lines are located on the north side of
Base Line Road, the west side of Milliken Avenue, and the east side of Central Park Drive (RIM
2018).

Since 2007 Burrtec Waste Industries has been the single franchised waste hauler for the City of
Rancho Cucamonga, and has been responsible for providing recycling, refuse, and green waste
services for residents, commercial and industrial customers. Burrtec Waste Industries is the
only business permitted to haul solid waste in the City of Rancho Cucamonga (City of Rancho
Cucamonga 2019e).

Solid waste generated in the City is transferred to Burrtec’'s West Valley Materials Recovery
Facility, located immediately southeast of the City at 13373 Napa Street in Fontana. Solid waste
that is not diverted is primarily disposed at Mid-Valley Landfill, a County Class Il (i.e., municipal
waste) landfill located at 2390 North Alder Avenue in Rialto (BonTerra 2010). Mid-Valley Landfill
has a daily permitted capacity of 7,500 tons per day (tons/day), a remaining capacity of
67,520,000 cy, and an anticipated close date of 2033 (CalRecycle 2019).

Discussion:

a. Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power,
natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of
which could cause significant environmental effects?

Less than Significant Impact.

The proposed Project will construct connections to the existing systems adjacent to the Project
site. Construction of these connections would result in temporary and minor impacts to air,
noise, and traffic during construction activities, but these have been reduced through mitigation,
where necessary, to maintain impacts at a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and
reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry
years?

Less than Significant Impact.

Tt I 3-114 August 2019



@?}J City of Rancho Cucamonga Central Park Amphitheater Project

RANCHO Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

CUCAMONGA

Currently sufficient water supply is available to the City of Rancho Cucamonga to serve this
project with adequate resources and infrastructure (CVWD 2016). Additionally, the proposed
project contains no residential development and does not trigger the requirement (500 dwelling
units or equivalent) for preparation of a water supply assessment as set forth in Sections
10910-10912 of the California Water Code. The CVWD has established conditions that
development projects in its service area must meet and the RCFD has established standards to
satisfy fire flow requirements. With compliance with the water service requirements of the
CVWD and RCFD, impacts to water supply would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

c. Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider
that 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?

Less than Significant Impact.

Wastewater from the proposed Project would be treated at the IEUA RP-4 treatment plant. The
plant’'s average daily treatment flow of 10 mgd is below the it's treatment capacity of 14 mgd. As
the wastewater generated by the proposed Project would occur infrequently and would be
expected to be well within the capacity of the RP-4 treatment plant, impacts to wastewater
treatment systems would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

d. Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in
excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of
solid waste reduction goals?

Less than Significant Impact.

The Project would not include any habitable structures and would not have the capability to
produce solid waste during long-term operations. Although the Project may require the disposal
of construction/demolition debris during the construction process (soil, asphalt, demolished
materials, etc.), the generation of these materials would be short-term in nature and would not
have the capability to substantially affect the capacity of regional landfills; therefore, impacts
would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

e. Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction
statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

No Impact.

The proposed Project would comply with all federal, State, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste, including the California Integrated Waste Management Act and City
requirements for solid waste generated during the construction process; therefore, no impact
would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.20 WILDFIRE

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

If located in or near state responsibility areas
or lands classified as very high fire hazard
severity zones, would the project:

a. | Substantially impair an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency X
evacuation plan?

b. | Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and
thereby expose project occupants to, X
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

c. | Require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure (such as roads,
fuel breaks, emergency water sources,
power lines or other utilities) that may X
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in
temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?

d. | Expose people or structures to significant
risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of X
runoff, post-fire slope instability, or
drainage changes?

Existing Conditions:

The RCFD provides emergency response to fires and hazardous materials incidents in the City.
Central Park is located in a Wildland-Urban Interface Fire Area designated as Very High Fire
Severity Zone (City of Rancho Cucamonga 2019b). The Wildland-Urban Interface Fire Area
refers to the zone where undeveloped, wildland vegetation transitions to developed land such
as residential neighborhoods. Communities adjacent to and surrounded by wildlands are at risk
of wildfires.

A Fire Protection Plan is required for all development within hazardous fire areas, The Central
Park Fire Hazard Reduction and Vegetation Management Plan establishes a sustainable and
annually recurring program for maintaining perimeter vegetation (i.e., through fuel removal) and
interior vegetation (through fuel breaks) in the native (non-landscaped) vegetation at Central
Park (RCFD 2017).

Discussion:

a. Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

Less than Significant Impact.

For construction of the proposed Project, traffic control will be used to temporarily reduce
available lanes during the construction of connections to storm drain and utility services and
street resurfacing. Full road closures are not anticipated, however. In addition, a traffic control
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plan will be prepared to accommodate any work involve the local roadways. These impacts
would be short term and temporary and would have a less than significant impact to roadways
utilized for emergency purposes. Through City review, the proposed Project would provide
adequate vehicular access along public roads and Project driveways, thereby accommodating
access for all emergency vehicles. During Project operation, emergency access would be
maintained since the existing adjacent roads would not be altered. Therefore, the proposed
Project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan and therefore any impacts would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

b. Would the project, due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations
from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

Less Than Significant Impact.

While Central Park is surrounded by urban development, the majority of the Park, including the
Project site, has not been developed and consists of disturbed coastal sage scrub habitat. The
vegetation fuel management plan for Central Park consists of annually maintaining the
perimeter of the park in compliance with the City’s requirements for vegetation fuel set-backs
from roads, structures, and publicly accessible paths and trails in addition to the annual
maintenance of the interior fuel breaks.

Landscaping for the proposed project will follow the Landscaping Guidelines for Projects
Located in the Wildland Urban Interface Fire Area developed by the RCFD (2019a). By following
the guideline, the proposed landscaping would not create hazardous conditions due to wildland
fires. In addition, the existing vegetation fuel management plan for Central Park will continue to
be implemented for the undeveloped portions of the Park as long as needed. Therefore, the
Project would not contribute to fire hazard risk and no significant impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

c. Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or
other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact.

Refer to Response 3.4.20(b) above. The Project would not contribute to fire hazard risk and no
significant impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

d. Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire
slope instability, or drainage changes?

No Impact. The land within and in the vicinity of the Project Site is relatively flat. The Project
site is not located within a 100-year floodplain (FEMA 2015). The Project site is not located in
any other flood inundation area (BonTerra 2010). The proposed Project would not exacerbate
any flooding or landslide risks associated with post-fire conditions, therefore, no impacts are
expected.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

Mandatory Findings of Significance

a. | Does the project have the potential to
substantially 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 X
a plant or animal community, substantially
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 X
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 that will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

Discussion:

a. Does the project have the potential to substantially 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, substantially 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?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

As discussed in Section 3.4.4, Biological Resources, the Project is located in an urban area and
does not provide biological habitat for species of concern or for federally listed species. With the
implementation of Regulatory Compliance Measures RCM-1 through RCM-4, the proposed
Project would not have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the existing
environment, reduce habitat of fish or wildlife species, threaten plant or animal communities,
and/or reduce the number or restrict the range of rare plants or animals.

In addition, as discussed in Section 3.4.5, Cultural Resources, the Project site is assessed as
having a low sensitivity for cultural resources within undisturbed subsurface deposits. However,
adherence to Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-3 and GEO-1 would be required in the
event unexpected resources are uncovered during the grading and excavation process. Tribal
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Cultural Resources that may be inadvertently unearthed during the Project's ground disturbing
activities. In order to reduce potential impacts to related to tribal cultural resources to less than
significant, Mitigation Measures TCR-1 through TCR-7 will be implemented. With
implementation of recommended mitigation, the proposed Project is not expected to eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory, and impacts would
be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measures CUL-1 through CUL-3, GEO-1, TCR-1
through TCR-7.

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.)

Less than Significant Impact.

Since the Project involves improvements to an existing park, the Project would serve to
enhance the City's park facilities. The Project would not result in substantial population growth
within the area, either directly or indirectly. Although the Project may incrementally affect other
resources at a less than significant level, the Project’s contribution to these effects is not
considered “cumulatively considerable”, in consideration of the relatively nominal impacts of the
Project and the mitigation measures provided to lessen impacts. Therefore, cumulative impacts
would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No additional mitigation is required beyond what is already included
previously.

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.

Previous sections of this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration reviewed the proposed
Project’'s potential impacts related to aesthetics, air quality, geology and soils, greenhouse
gases, hydrology/water quality, noise, hazards and hazardous materials, traffic, and other
issues. As concluded in these previous discussions, the proposed Project would result in less
than significant environmental impacts with implementation of the mitigation measures (e.g., for
noise); therefore, the proposed Project would not result in environmental impacts that would
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings and impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measure NOISE-1 to mitigate Project noise
impacts.
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PHOTOGRAPH 8: View of access road found along west boundary of the project site,
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http://www.naherpetology.org/detail.asp?id=436










































http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/
https://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?cid=nrcs142p2_053951
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?cid=nrcs142p2_053951
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http://www.naherpetology.org/detail.asp?id=655
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