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CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA b INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FIVE SINGLE-FAMILY HOME UNITS b EASTERN TERMINUS OF ARAPAHO ROAD

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
PROJECT NAME : Five Single-Family Home Units
PROJECT ADDRESS : Eastern Terminus of Arapaho Road, Rancho Cucamonga CA 91739
APPLICANT : Leo Zhang, LRZT Inc. 2738 Pepperdale Drive, Rowland Heights, CA 91748
CiTY AN D COUNTY : City of Rancho Cucamonga, San Bernardino County

DESCRIPTION : The City of Rancho CucamongaPlanning Department, in its capacity as the Lead Agency, is
reviewing a request by Leo Zhang of LRZT Inc.to construct five single-family home units on the easern
terminus of Arapaho Road within the northeastern portion of the City . The total grossland areawould be
146,429 square feet (3.36 acres). According to the Tentative Tract Map No. 20152the vacant land would be
divided into six (6) lots. Lot 1would be 25,910 square feet. Lot 2would be 27,523 square feet. Lot 3vould
be 20,005 square feet. Lot 4would be 27,729 square feet. Lot Swvould be 20,452 square feet. Additionally ,
therewouldal so be a woudbe H256Osquate teet.

FINDINGS : The environmental analysis provided in the attached | ni t i a indic&ds that yhe proposed
project would not result in any significant unmitigable adverse environmental impacts. For this reason, the
City of Rancho Cucamonga determined that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is the appropriate CEQA
document for the proposed project. The following findings may also be made based on the analysis
contained in the attached | ni t i a:l Study

b The proposed project would not 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 ra nge of an endangered, rare or threatened species
or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory.

b The proposed project would not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable.

b The proposed project would not have environmental effects which would cause substantially
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.

The environmental analysis is provided in the attached | n i t i aprepaed tordthe proposed project. The
proposed project is also described in greater detail in the attached!l ni t i al St udy
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CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA B INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FIVE SINGLE-FAMILY HOME UNITS b EASTERN TERMINUS OF ARAPAHO ROAD

SECTION 1INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE INITIAL STUDY

The proposed project i fivesngle-familyHomesunits anrthe ¢asterrcteérmirusof o f

Arapaho Road within the northeastern po rtion of the City of Rancho Cucamonga (referred to hereinafter

as At heTheCtotdl grosy land areawould be 146,429 square feet (3.36 acres). According to the

Tentative Tract Map No. 20152, the vacant land would be divided into six (6) lots. Lot 1 would be 25,910

square feet. Lot 2would be 27,523 square feet. Lot 3 will be 20,005 square feet. Lot 4would be 27,729

square feet. Lot 5would be 20,452 square feet. Additionally, there wouldal so be a Lot fAAO th
7,256 square feet! T h @roposed projecta p p | i clam Zhang, £ RZT Inc. 2738 Pepperdale Drive,

Rowland Heights, CA 91748.As part of the proposed project's enviraor
Cucamonga authorized the prehplareugm tSHiudd gli miatsindpltrieglar

wi tcltonsul t ant support, the analysis, conclusions, and
represent the independent judgment and analysis of the
Lead Agkecpri miiaye pafr CEQAt hast tdeeinssiugreand t he public
the environment al i mpacts of t hemapkreorpso skeav epr o mEit d earne

i mpacts before cons prdpesed progct.a p pPruorvsaula notf ttehet hes CEQWAr (a6 ¢
of thisial Study include the foll owing:

b To provide the City information to use as the b
environment al i mpact report (EIR), mi tigated negat
b To f acei Itihted 'psr ogg nevoitraoln mssessment early in the desi

proposed project;
b To eliminate unnecessary EI Rs;
b To determine the nature and extent of any i mpacts

b To enabl e noofd igidpesedprojeccto mi t i gate adverse i mpact s.

The City also determined, as part of this I nitial Stud
is the appropriate envi praposedemjectd Is canod meomtmefna@maht heo i ew
CEQA. Tahli sStlwnd tNicatnidc et heef I nthMintti gttt gald o pte ®dwitbar ati on
forwarded to responsible agencies, trustee agencies, a

A30-day public review perioad tWwielsle edmpmeodesdededtest®&Ildl pa
comment on the proposed project 3and the findings of th

1W&W Land Design Consultants, Inc. Site Utilization Map, 5 Lots Residential Subdivision 7 TR 20152. Sheet No. 1May 29, 2019.

2 California, State of. Title 14. California Code of Regulations. Chapter 3. Guidelines for the Impleme ntation of the California
Environmental Quality Act. As Amended 1998 (CEQA Guidelines). §15050.

3 California, State of. Title 14. California Code of Regulations. Chapter 3. Guidelines for the Implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act. As Amended 1998 (CEQA Guidelines). §15060 (b).

SECTION 1D INTRODUCTION PAGE7
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1 .12 7TI STUDBORGANI ZATI ON

The foll owing annotated outline summarizes the content

b Section 1 | pnrt o widduecstoicem e r plr  cont ext surrounding t

preparation and i nsight into its composition. T
summarizes the findings of this Initial Study.

b Section 2 Pptoijperotvi descrain overrg ienwiorfortrhente xdstiit r e
project site and describes the proposed project's

b Sect3EBonmvi ronment dlncAmualeyssiamm anal ysis of wpothenthieal
proposed projeamdsthensubsetqguemt operation.

b Sectd@onc!l vuisnolhsdes tdfe tthedémgisr onment al anal ysis
Findings of Significance. I n addition, this secH
Reporting Program ( MMRP) .

b Section 5 iRlefndrignoceess the sources used dy. the prepar

The Appendix is included in a sepdgatenholusme gatecainac |

bi ological assessgueaniti,t yt hnea nmagteeme ntutdgllan i e WQMR)n,suapd i
generation worksheets.

1.181 7TI STUDYCHECKLI ST

The environmental analysis provided in Section 3 of th
woudnot result i re,arsy gwn riitciaganvitonmgnia €dr this reason,tthe €ity of
Rancho Cucamonga determinedthat a Mitigated Negative Declaration is the appropriate CEQA document
for the proposed project. The findings of this Initial Study are summarized in Tabl e 11
Table 1-1
Initial Stud y Checklist

Less than

Potentially e Less than
Description of Issue Significant Iilggrl:ftlival?; Significant Im,[;lgct
Impact e Impact
Mitigation
SECTION 3.1 AESTHETICS .
3.1.A. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a X

scenic vista?

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

3.1.C. In non-urbanized areas, would the project substantially
degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of
the site and its surroundings (public views are those that are X
experienced from a 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?

SECTION 1D INTRODUCTION PAGE8
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FIVE SINGLE-FAMILY HOME UNITS b EASTERN TERMINUS OF ARAPAHO ROAD

Table 1-1
Initial Stud y Checklist

Description of Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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

X

SECTION 3.2 AGRICULTURE & FORESTRY RESOURCES

3.2.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 R esources Agency, to
non-agricultural uses?

3.2. B. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural uses, or a Williamson Act Contract?

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

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

3.2. E. Would the project involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland to non -agricultural u se or conversion of
forest land to a non-forest use?

SECTION 3.3 AIR QUALITY

3.3. A. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation
of the applicable air quality plan?

3.3. B. Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of axy
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non -attainment
under an applicable Federal or State ambient air quality standard?

3.3. C. Would the project expose sensitivereceptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

3.3. D. Would the project result in other emissions (such as those
leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of
people?

SECTION 3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

3.4. A. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habit at 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 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

SECTION 1D INTRODUCTION
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Table 1-1
Initial Stud y Checklist

Description of Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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

3.4. C. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on State
or Federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to,

marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

3.4.D. Would the project interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
spedes or with established native resident or migratory life
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

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

3.4. F. Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan,
or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation
plan?

SECTION 3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

3.5. A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5 of the
CEQA Guidelines?

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

3.5. C. Would the project disturb any huma n remains, including
those interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

SECTION 3.6 ENERGY

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

3.6. B. Would the project conflict with or obstruct a State or local
plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

SECTION 3.7 GEOLOGY & SOILS

3.7.A. Would the project directly or indirectly cause po tential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving r upture 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 basedn other
substantial evidence of a known fault; strong seismic ground
shaking; seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction; or
landslides?

SECTION 1D INTRODUCTION
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Table 1-1
Initial Stud y Checklist

Description of Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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

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

3.7.D. Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined
in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (2012), creating
substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

3.7.E. Would the project have soils incapable ofadequately
supportin g the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

3.7.F. Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique geologicfeature?

SECTION 3.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

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

3.8.B. Would the project conflict with an applica ble plan, policy,
or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing emissions of
greenhouse gases?

SECTION 3.9 HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS M ATERIALS

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

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

3.9. C. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substancesor waste
within one -quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

3.9. D. Would the project be located on a ste which is included on
a list of hazardous material s sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section65962.5 and, as a result, would it create
a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

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

SECTION 1D INTRODUCTION
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Table 1-1
Initial Stud y Checklist

Description of Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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

3.9. G. Would the project expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly , to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving wildland fires?

SECTION 3.10 H YDROLOGY & W ATER QUALITY

3.10.A. Would the project violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade
surface or groundwater quality?

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

3.10.C. Would the project 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 which would result in substantial erosion or
siltation on - or off-site; substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner in which would result in flooding on - or
off-site; create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substanti al additional sources of polluted runoff; or,
impede or redirect flood flows?

3.10.D. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the
project risk release of pollutants due to project inundation?

3.10.E. Would the project conflict with o r obstruct
implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

SECTION 3.11 LAND USE & PLANNING

3.11.A. Would the project physically divide an established
community?

3.11.B. Would the project cause a sgnificant environmental

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

SECTION 3.12 MINERAL RESOURCES

3.12. 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?

3.12.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?

SECTION 1D INTRODUCTION

PAGE 12
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Table 1-1
Initial Stud y Checklist

Description of Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

SECTION 3.13 NOISE

3.13.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 estblished in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

3.13.B. Would the project result in generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or ground -borne noise levels?

3.13.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 excessivenoise levels?

SECTION 3.14 POPULATION & H OUSING

3.14.A. Would the project induce substantial unplanned
population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) oiindirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

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

SECTION 3.15 PuUBLIC SERVICES

3.15.A. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which would cause
signifi cant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times, or other performance objectivesfor
fire protection?

3.15.B. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which would cause
signifi cant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times, or other performance obpctivesfor
police protection?

3.15.C. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which would cause
signifi cant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times, or other performance objectivesfor
schools?

SECTION 1D INTRODUCTION
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Table 1-1
Initial Stud y Checklist

Description of Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

3.15.D. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
imp acts associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which would cause
significant environmental impacts , in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times, or other performance objectivesfor
parks?

3.15.E. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which would cause
significant environmental impacts , in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times, or other performance objectivesfor
other public facilities ?

SECTION 3.16 RECREATION

3.16. 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?

3.16. B. Would the proj ect include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

SECTION 3.17 TRANSPORTATION

3.17.A. Would the project conflict with a plan, ordi nance, or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway,
bicycle and pedestrian facilities ?

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

3.17.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)?

3.17.D. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

SECTION 3.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

3.18. A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public
Resources CodeSection 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)?

SECTION 1D INTRODUCTION
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Table 1-1
Initial Stud y Checklist

Description of Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

3.18. B. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public
Resources Code Section 21074 asither 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 crit eria set forth
in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource
CodeSection 5024.1, the Lead Agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.

SECTION 3.19 UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS

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

3.19. 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?

3.19. C. Would the project result in a determination by the

wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate ca
demand in addition to the provi

3.19.D. Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State
or local standards, or in excess of the @pacity of local
infrastructure , or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste
reduction goals?

3.19. E. Would the project comply with Federal, State, and local
management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

SECTION 3.20 W ILDFIRE

3.20. A. If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands
classified as very highfire hazard severity zones, would the project
substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

3.20. B. If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazardseverity zones, 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?

SECTION 1D INTRODUCTION
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Table 1-1
Initial Stud y Checklist

Description of Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

3.20. C. If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, wuld the project
require the installation o r maintenance of associated infrastructure
(such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, powernes,
or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in
temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

3.20. D. If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severityzones, 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?

SECTION 3.21 M ANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

3.21. 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 th e major periods of
California history or prehistory?

3.21.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)

3.21.C. Does the project have environmental effects which will
cause substantial adverse effects on huma beings, either directly
or indirectly?

SECTION 1D INTRODUCTION
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SECTION 2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.1 PROJECT OVERVIEW

Thproposed project i nv fivesingls-farilia meuoits sntthe eastérn terminue df
Arapaho Road within the northeastern portion of the City. The total gross land areawould be 146,429
square feet (3.36 acres). According to the Tentative Tract Map No. 20152, the vacant landvould be divided
into six (6) lots. Lot 1 would be 25,910 square feet. Lot 2would be 27,523 square feet. Lo 3 would be
20,005 square feet. Lot 4 would be 27,729 square feet. Lot Swould be 20,452 square feet. Additionally,

there would also be asixthlot, L ot i Avduldtbl 73266 square feet* The proposed project is described
in greater detail in Section 2.4.

2.2 PROJECT LOCATION

T h proposed projects i t e | swi It &d emstFndieeminus of Arapaho Road within the northeastern

portion of the City. Regi onal Raacnccehsos Quoc 8 m@rog e itbhireereé a o r Steanvtaey s :
Rout e (SR20)Ppwhi ch extendwesotni emt aetaisan i n the northern g
I ntserat @1BWhich extendssouitnh aornocerntthati on in the eastern

I nt er st(lalthe Wi ch exte+weksti mraenwmmatieors ot &8 Bandahe Cit
Cucamoinsgaboundednb yGakbdnuenetlai ns t,ohéeé h€i npr oh Onttahrei o t o
City of Fontana and an unincorporated county area to t

Rectangular in shape, the proposed project site is comprised of one parcel and has a total of @proximately

146,429 square feet of lot area (3.36 acres) The Assessor Parcel Number (APN) applicable to theproposed

project site is 0225-181-73-0-000. The proposed project site is located in the VL (Very Low Residential)

zone and has a General Plan Lad Use designation of Very Low Residential. The proposed project site is

currently undeveloped. The | ocati on Rafh c@®iloea Boinnyaaofr egi onal cont ext
Exhizbli.tci Aywi de mapvi ded2 i anldéxdmipbiits 2provi d&d in Exhibi

4 W&W Land Design Consultants, Inc. Site Utilization Map, 5 Lots Residential Subdivis ion i TR 20152. Sheet No. 1May 29, 2019.
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2.3 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The proposed project site is located within an urbanized area of the City of Rancho Cucamonga that is

primarily re sidential in nature. The proposed project site is currently undeveloped.s Rectangular in shape,

the proposed project site is comprised of one parcel and has a total of approximately146,429 square feet

of lot area (3.36 acres)® The Assessor Parcel Numier (APN) applicable to the proposed project site is
0225-181-73-0-000. The proposed project site is surrounded on all four sides by properties that are zoned

VL (Very Low Residential) and developed with single-family residential uses.Not ab | e uwieci nint y he
of prdpesed projectsi t e iEndlwmacheda Col ony EI ¢ mndratt@®rdywi ri$teth oo t he
proposed projects i tSe;mmi t | nt er mgd doicaabt ee2d$ cnimior It €hoefa sptdpa@sed project

si tamdEti wanca kCGPac &t ¢ed mi h e amftorprdpesed projectsi t An aer i al
phot ogr aph dpeoposed projectg i t e and the i mmedi ate #&rea i s proyv

2.4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.4.1 PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The propjosetd ipmwol ves ffivesingle-tamily home units bonahe eastérn terminus of
Arapaho Road within the northeastern portion of the City. The total gross land area would be 146,429
square feet (3.36 acres). According to the Tentative Tract MapNo. 20152, the vacant landwould be divided
into six (6) lots. Lot 1 would be 25,910 square feet. Lot 2would be 27,523 square feet. Lot 3would be
20,005 square feet. Lot 4 would be 27,729 square feet. Lot Swould be 20,452 square feet. Additionall y,
therewouldal so be a wvooldbe 266 squaledett. Lots 1 through 5would be improved with
single-family homes. A sixth lot, Lot A, would be located in between Lots 4 and 5 andwould contain a bio
retention system.8 All six lots would be located along Arapaho Road andwould be accessible directly from
Arapaho Road. The tentative tract map and the conceptual grading and drainage plans for the proposed
project are provided in Exhibit 2 -5 and 2-6, respectively.

2.4.2 CONSTRUCTION CHARACTERIS TICS

Construction of the proposed project would take approximately 10 months to complete. The key
construction phases are outlined below:

b Site Pr ephhlerdposednproject si weulbed readied for the constr
pr opos ed Thispbaseavoutd take approximately one month to complete.

5 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site Survey. Survey was conducted on August 29, 2019.
6 W&W Land Design Consultants, Inc. Site Utilization Map, 5 Lots Residential Subdivision 1 TR 20152. SheetNo. 1.May 29, 2019.

7Google Earth. Website accessed August 30, 2019.

8 w&w Land Design Consultants, Inc. Site Utilization Map, 5 Lots Residential Subdivision i TR 20152. Sheet No. 1May 29, 2019.
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b Gr a d.iThigphasewould involve the grading of the site. The building footings, utility lines, and
other underground infrastructure would be placed during this phase. The grading for the bio
retention system would also take place during this phase. This phasewould take approximately
one month to complete.

b Construction. The single-family homes would be constructed during this phase. This phasewould
take approximately five months to complete.

b Paving. The proposed project site would be paved during this phase. This phasewould take
approximately two monthsto complete.

b Landscaping and Finishing. This phase would involve the planting of landscaping, painting of
the single-family homes, and the completion of other on-site improvements. This phase would
last approximately one month.

RANCHO

CUCAMONGA
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SECTION 3 ENVIRONMENTAL  ANALYSIS

This section of the Initial Study prepared for the proposed project analyzes the potential environmental
impacts that may result from the proposed project's implementation. The i ssue areas evaluated in this
Initial Study include the following:

b Aesthetics (Section 3.1p; Miner al (Setisn®B8d2);c e s
b Agriculture & Forestry Resources (Section 3.2); b Noise (Section 3.13);
b Air Quality (Section 3. B) Popu&Hdusing (section 3.14);

b Biological Resour ces ( SbPRublic 8envice3 (Sdcjion 3.15);

b Cul tur al Resources (Secbi @rcBef&)jon (Section 3.16);
b Energy (Section 3.6); b Transportation (Section 3.1
b Ge o0& Soits YSection 3.7); b Tribal Cultural Resources (Section 3.18);

b Gr e e n h o missonsGadion B8); b Ut i & Senwvice&Sygstems (Section 3.19);

b Hazards & Hazardous Materials (Section 3.9); b Wildfire (Section 3.20); and,

b Hy dr &WabegQuality (Section 3.10); b Mandatory Findingdionof Sign
b L an & Pldmiag (Section 3.11); 3.21).

Under each issue area, a description of the thresholds of significance is provided. These thresholds will
assist in making a determination as to whether there is a potential for significant impacts on the
environment. The analysis considers both the short-term (construction -related) and long-term
(operational) impacts associated with the proposed project's implementatio n, and where appropriate, the
cumulative impacts. To each question, thereare four possible responses:

[ No Impact. The proposed projectwould not result in any adverse environmental impacts.

[ Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project may havethe potential for affecting the
environment, although these impacts would be below levels or thresholds that the City of Rancho
Cucamongaor other responsible agencies consider to be significant.

[ Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation.  The proposed project may have the potential to
generate a significant impact on the environment. However, the level of impact may be reduced
to levels that are less than significant with the implementation of the recommended mitigation
measures.

[ Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project may result in environmental impacts that

are significant. This finding would require the preparation of an environmental impact report
(EIR).
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3.1 AESTHETICS

3.1.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant adverse aesthetic impact if it results in any of the following:

1 Asubstantial adverse effect on a scenic vista;

b Substantial damage to scenic resources including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a State scenic highway;

b Innon-urbanized areas, a substantial degradation tothe existing visual character or quality of public
views of the site and its surroundings (public views are those that are experienced from a publicly
accessible vantage point) in an urbanized area, a conflict with the applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality; or,

b A new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area.

3.1.2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A. Would the project, except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099have a substantial
adverse effect on a scenic viste? Less than Significant Impact.

The proposed project i riweasihgle-éasily home units@mtbeteastern teimmus ofo f

Arapaho Road within the northeastern portion of the City. The proposed project site is located among

residential uses and is currently vacant and covered overin dit. Those perwaudeot datial ly
experience the greatest change in views associated wit
publ i ecofwa)yyduldb e otste persons travelling on East Avenue betf

and Cassia Stredthd@omnnsacheéenincorwihgws t hat are presently
the San Gabri el Mount ai ns, whi cpropesederojecbsciattee.d 2V i5e0wsmid fe :
mountains are partially obstrouThteed ifdaunei |tyo heoxoiddsh étnhga td e v
const rwoudtbeed comparabl e in heightfanoi Ityh ethoshuessr.o @ nTdh d g ma § &
of thesnda iradsisdwudobur e great enough to obstruct scenic
of obstructi onThoef ntahxeisnmeu nv iheewsg.ht of twhud ber-Bpeseiddnetw ho
consi stent with the maximum bettdchgr deCghVYédsygidhw e me
Residential IZonies Dinsptorritcatn.t t o note that the residenti al
site are also Resedenti ery Low

Th€ity of Rancho Cucamcrmoga i Gersemerda iRdfmend| SMouGaédrns as
i mportant sceni c r eemanng stamds afgucalyptlisiwindrosvs, scatteredivineyards and

9 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site Survey. Survey was conducted on August 29, 2019.

SECTION 3 b ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PAGE 28



CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA D INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FIVE SINGLE-FAMILY HOME UNITS b EASTERN TERMINUS OF ARAPAHO ROAD

orchards, and natural vegetation in flood-c ont r o | channel s d%The propdsediprojgct c or r i d
will not visually impact these elements. As a 1 eswsl|l t hani sipgwotldo cawmrt .

B. Would the project substantially damage scenic resources including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic building s within a State scenic highway ?b No Impact.

According to the California Department of Transportatio
St adeesi gnat ed sgaenndi ct hheirgeh wadrges immaSeadt scenic highways in
proposed projects i ¥ @ heeanr est decseingincatheidgadhswpyrst ia®@e ¢ ff r-B® BRar

Santa Ana Canyon to the eastern city | imit proposeachahei m)

projectsi t e; and, & pdrrtoimbm.o/f mMARLODs anmaldah Gad $S&RKRn Ber nardin
l'ine), approxi mat el y pbfbsethprdicets i.faet Eweygt obf Raeheho Cucamo
Pl an does not i nchbndéeedngc ¢ nid@he lprpppdeds @ojest .site is currently

undeveloped andthere a r r® trees or rock outcroppings located within the proposed projectsite’3 L ast | y,

t hpmoposed projectsi t e does not contain any bui IRigregsdsr elfiesrt etdo i
Section 3.5, CuAduaarneRebbbuomesi)@maouldmr eswlutr cfersom t he pr
projectds i mplementation.

C. Would the pr oj ec hobd-srbahizedc aaetaj sobstantiallyndegede the existing visual
character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Publ ic 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? b No Impact.

As previously mentioned,the pr oposed proj ect i nfivesihgledasilythdme undsom st r uct i
the eastern terminus of Arapaho Road within the northeastern portion of the City. The proposed project site

is locatedin an urban area. Furthermore, the proposed project would not conflict with applicable zoning and

other regulations governing scenic quality. The construction of the five new housing units would conform

to the Citybés Gener al Pl an and Zoning designateibsns t he
development, the property would be improved and maintained. As a result, no impacts would result.

D. Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day
or nighttime views in the area ?b Less than Significant Impact.

Exterior |lighting can be a nuisance to adjacent |l and wu
l'ighting i s Irngfher rterldel sdprm siass typically defined as the pr
properti edjdmtc attoe dt hae s o@Iraree oifs i @glhatiend.t o | i ght trespeé

10 City of Rancho Cucamonga.Rancho Cucamonga 2010 General Plan Update. Draft Progra m Environmental Impact Report. (SCH
No. 2000061027. February 16, 2010

11California Department of Transportation. Official Designated Scenic Highways.
http://www.dot .ca.gov/ha/LandArch/16_livability/scenic_highways/index.htm

12 City of Rancho Cucamonga.Rancho Cucamonga 2010 General Plan Update. Draft Program Environmental Impact Report. (SCH
No. 2000061027. February 16, 2010

13 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site survey. Survey was conducted on August 29, 2019.
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di scomfort resulting from highreloatedadasitmpactbhs i gdn nzdwse

or nighttime views. Agiesvi bh moghtcogcéerpesphsst wbul d
l and use or dNiigvhetrtdismev igsliaorne hawteh ei | d cutme mtaitalont o resul t
significant impacts to sensitive recepiteorsi ghManmesobupght
conditions. These sources of nighttime light include s

headl ights.

T h proposed projects i t sufi sounded on afflamsi ge deeimes sfiianmil ley homes
would n o't be exposed to spillover | i ghtthiengp rdoupro snegd tcdheev ed voe
woud be residenti aWwoulduwt inlaitaueg el iagodt i ng simil ar Hfa@amthgt of
home$he proposwaldpe of eqtuimmeldy twi tcho t hose provisions of
CucamoMuwrmi ci pal Code (Section 17.58.050, Geragrtalnehitght
subsections include the foll owing:

fi CShielding. Except as otherwise exempt, all outdoor lighting shall be recessed and/or constructed
with full downward shielding in order to reduce light and glare impacts on trespass to adjoining

properties and public rights -of-way. Each fixture shall be directed downward and away from adjoining
properties and public rights -of-way, so that no light fixture directly illuminates an area outside of the

project site intended to be illuminated. See Figure 17.58.050-2 (Shielding and Maximum Height of

Freestanding Outdoor Light Fixtures).

D. Level of illumination . Outdoor lighting shal | be designed to illuminate at the minimum level
necessary for safety and security and to avoid the harsh contrasts in lighting levels béween the
project site and adjacent properties. lllumination requirements are provided in Table 17.58.050 -1
(Numination Requi rement s)

Adherence to the aforementioned r ddguwihrte mihnmp eggdliaerved ds r e d
that | ess than significant.

3.1.3 MITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis determined that | essvibansgignrebsoantesimpa
and glare are anticipated wupon the ,i mphleegmdmtraet imom nift
measures are required.

3.2 AGRICULTURE & FORESTRY RESOURCES

3.2.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant impact on agriculture and forestry resources if it results in any of the following:

b The conversion of 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 noragricultural uses;
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b A conflict with existing zoning for agricultural uses, or a Williamson Act Contract;

b A conflict wi th existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources
Code Section 12220(qg)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Cod Section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code Section 51104(g));

b The loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to a nonforest use; or,

b Changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to a non-forest use.

3.2. 2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A. Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importa  nce
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non -agriculturaluses? b No | mpact .

Acconggo Cheifornia Department o f Rathocnhsoe r @wad amopnrgiamh e i ICy
composelddr bafm antlp Buahd Por tGroanzsi ngfahdndher drmaemdl| ocated
appr oxidnafReeelty e amoposeatifprojéctse e , on the east (giederoft oE &xthi A

1¥The project site is separated from these | ands by a
not being used Sasicegr 4d hieng mipdrednent at i owouldrfo tt hien vporlovpeo steh
conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Far ml amgd,i carl tFuaraml
uses, n owolldmpcaccut rs.

B. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural uses, or a Williamson Act Contract ?Db
No Impact.

The proposed project site is located in the VL (Very Low Residential) zone and has a General Plan Land Use
designation of Very Low Residential. The project site is not subject to a Williamson Act Contract. The
proposed project would not require a zone change or general plan amendment, as the proposed use is
permitted within the proposed project site (refer to Section 3.11.2.A). Since no zone chage or general plan
amendment would occur, no loss of land zoned for/or permitting agricultural u seswould occur. In addition,
the proposed project site would not conflict with a Williamson Act Contract. 15 Since the proposed project
would not conflict wit h existing zoning for agricultural uses or a Williamson Act Contract, no impacts would
occur.

14 California Department of Conservation. California Important Farmland Finder.  https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF /.

15 California Department of Conservation. Williamson Act Maps.
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dIrp/wa/Pages/stats_reports.aspx
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-
m

Prime Farmland
. Farmland of Statewide Importance
Unique Farmland
Grazing Land
Farmland of Local Importance
Farmland of Local Potential
Other Land
Confined Animal Agriculturs
Nonagricultural or Natural Vegetation
Vacant or Disturbed Land
Rural Residential Land
Semi-agricultural and Rural Commercial Land
. Urban and Built-Up Land
. Water Area
. Irrigated Farmland
Nonirrigated Farmland

EXHIBIT 3-1
| MPORTANT FARMLAND IN RANCHO CUCAMONGA

SOURCE : CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
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C. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Productio n (as defined by Government Code Section
51104(g))?b No Impact.

The City of Rancho Cucamonga is |l ocated directly south
t hmoposed projectsi t e is | ocated 2.50 miles south obes$ hpotSan
contain any | anand.oneAs apr  wir e ytopoged prejecttsii d ree d ,s tshueg r oun d e
residenti al uses and id#Adszanedstubt,resi denpacabk osesor est
wouldr esult froedtpeopeopds i mpl ementation.

D. Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to a non -forestuse?b No

Impact.
No forest | ands are | pomieemojecta i tAse av irceisnuiltty, onfo tlhoess or
forest | andswotldr eussblatn furseems t he proposed projewotulds i mpl €
occur .

E. Would the proje ct involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non -agricultural use or conversion of forest land to
anon-forestuse?d No | mpact .

The proposed proj ectt heouwlidrmuet iiomvaolry damage of the exi

result in a | oswagoft afudrd mluared otro cromrv e r sfi corne sotf U soe ebse c d wlag
proposed projects i t € i s not occupied by oresdte susgensa.t e dAsf oar raegsruilct
wouldr esult from the i mplementation of the proposed proj e

3.2.3 MITIGA TION M EASURES

The analysis of agricultural and forestry resources indicated that no impacts on these resources would
occur as part of the proposedproject's implementation. As a result, no mitigation is required.

3.3 AIR QUALITY

3.3.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant adverse environmental impact on air quality, if it results in any of the following:

1 A conflict with or an obstructi on of the implementation of the applicable air quality plan ;
b A cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the proposed project

region is non-attainment under an applicable Federal or State ambient air quality standard ;
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b The exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations; or,
b Other emissions adversely affecting a substantial number of people

Air quality impacts may occur during the construction or operation phase of a project. These construction
emissions or operational emissions may come from stationary sources (e.g., industrial processes,
generators), mobile sources(e.g., automobiles, trucks), or areasources(e.g., offsite energy generation). The
South Coast Ar Quality Management District (SCAQMD) is the main regulatory authority in the region (the
South Coast Air Basin, which includes the City of Rancho Cucamongg with regard to air quality issues. In

April 1993, the SCAQMD adopted a CEQA Air Quality Handbook that provides guidance for the CEQA
analysis of potential air quality impacts of new projects.

The topic of air quality can be divided into three categories: construction emissions and operational
emissions. Construction of new projects has the potental to create air quality impacts through excavation
and grading activities and through the use of heavy-duty equipment. Fugitive dust emissions result from
land clearing, demolition, excavation, and equipment traffic over unpaved roads at construction si tes.
Mobile source emissions, primarily nitrogen oxides (NO ), result from the use of diesel-powered
construction equipment such as bulldozers and trucks. Mobile source emissions also result from vehicle
trips by construction workers to and from the proposed project site. A great percentage of fugitive dust
emissions can be mitigated through the implementation of measures within Rule 403, Fugitive Dust, by
SCAQMD .16

Operational emissions are produced by the occupants of a facility or development and by oth mobile and
stationary sources connected to the facility or development. Depending on the characteristics of the
individual project, operational activities have the potential to generate emissions of criteria and/or toxic air
contaminants. Stationary source emissions include point source emissions that have an identifiable
location, such as a smokestack, as well as area source emissions, such as fumes or minor sources of exhaust,
which are emitted by multiple, small sources. Mobile source emissions occur as a result of maor vehicle

trave. The SCAQMD has established qgq#eaenrtm t(actoinwe rtulcrtd somg | desmi

|l osgerm (operational) emissions for the following cri
] Ozonf&®is a nearly cboltortesesgabhethangs, damages
Ozone is formed by photochemical reaction (when

] Carbon mdrCdXs dae col orl ess

, odorlsews thoxtihe gaansfier

to the brain and is produced by -¢ddhret dinrciomgp | fea €l < oenb

vehicle exhaust

1] Nitrogen (®#Nadxsi dee y-dIrloavwmi sgha s , which at high 1 evel
di fficubits esor meN\d when oniltutiamtoxXirden baarmi ng proces

oxygen.

16 South Coast Air Quality Management District. Rule 403, Fugitive Dust. As amended June 3, 2005.
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b Sul fur @WS$Pxisdgdea colorless, pungent gas formed prin
containing fossil fueltse r eHsepailrtaht cerfyf escyt nsp ti mmed uadned acci
for children.

1] PMoand Plefers to particulate matter I-lalsf trianr dres ir
di ameter, respectively. Particul at esifzddhiparstiizel e
since fine pardgilcy esaca@a imoriet &tai on.

Projects in the South CoasbnAi r-uB& sebmids(sB aosnisn )t hgaetn eerxacteie
the following emissions thresholds are considered to be

J 75 pounds per day of nrdesgctive organic compou

b 100 pounds per day of nitrogen dioxi de;

b 550 pounds per day of carbon monoxi de;

b 150 pepwrendgdayyg of PM

b 55 pounds pers day of PM

b 150 pounds per day of sulfur oxides.

A project would have a signifficahe eébdpeoaviauginadi ongual

thresholds for criteria pollutants are exceeded:
b 55 pounds per day of reactive organic compounds;
b 55 pounds per day of nitrogen dioxi de;
b 550 pounds per day of carbon monoxi de;
b 150 pounds mer day of PM
b 550pnder day ;gorf, PM
J] 150 pounds per day of sul fur oxides.

3.3.2 ANALYSISOF ENVIRONMENTAL |MPACTS

A. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan ? b No
Impact.

T h proposed projects i t e is liocathed Swiuttlh Coast Air Basin (Basin),
mil e area within all -dbds érmrtanmger tCiowumd ygqf tlhes ndmgel es Cou
San BernardMeasQGoestyo i mpr oivtey rarge odetl ISi€iAeQMPidra | tAi r Qu ¢
Management Pl a&me( MQMR) .recent 2016 AQMP was adopted in
prepared with the California Air Resources Board (CAR
Government®¥ (SCAG).

The AQMP will help the SCAQMD maintain focus on the air quality impacts of major projects associated
with goods movement, land use, energy efficiency, and other key areas of growth.Key elements of the 2016

17South Coast Air Quality Management District. Final 2016 Air Quality Plan. Adopted March 2017.
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AQMP include enhancements to existing programs to meet the 24-hour PM. s Federal health standard and

a proposed plan of action to reduce ground-level ozone. The pri mary <criteria poll utan
attainment in the ;lamnmcdalo zaorneea i MSoplewcd & i RM ¢ r i6tse rcioan ffoarmi d eyt
wiht t he AQMP is defined in Section 12.3 of the SCAQMDOGs
Handbook refers to the following criteria as a ®means t

b Consi stencyr eGreirtse rtioa al cptrdoosp opscetde nptrioajle f or resul ting
frequency or severity of an existing air guality v
continuation of an existing air quality violation.

b Consi stencyre€Ceirsertioa a2 ptriospopetde mptrioglecf or exceedinc
included in the AQMP or other regional growth proje

I n terms of Criteria 1;tetrtme (prpepaddedmiassyoatd irebsobrdnleonvg

|l evahs the SCAQMD considers to be a significant i mpact
where t-hermosgati onary and mobile emissions for-the pr.
2)The pr opocsteoddaeplrsog econdmgimstendcCy Crwotlkermmradta s2i gninfciecant |l y
any regional popuémpioywymehbupi oajgectndn skRapnrcehpoa rCeudc afnoorn gtah
Projects that arier clbosakt g@aaemsitdneritchde c 0 hree gitgemawtwi t h

projections, since the RTP/SCS forms the basis of the
AQMPI.he proposed project is consistent with the Cityods
project site.

In terms of Criteria 2, the proposed project would not conflict with the regional population forecast and

distribution in the 2016 AQMP. The proposed project would feature five single-family homes. According to

the U.S. Census Bureau, the average household sizin the City of Rancho Cucamongais 3.07 persons per

household; therefore, the potential number of new residents that would be introduced by the proposed

project would be 15 persons. The proposed project would involve the construction of five single-family

residential units and would contribute to a limited population growth within the City. Ther ef or e, t he
propopsreod ect is wel/l within SCAGO6s PRBapoghatComapoob@gpect i o
proposed wqldmjodctvi ol at e CrCiothesri isd e @c ynoiAmpaact sesruellta,t ed t
i mpl ement at i onwouldfr etshuéd t AQMP

B. Resultin a cumulatively considerable netincrease of any criteria pollutant for which the project region
is non-attainment under an appli cable Federal or State ambient air quality standard? b Less t han
Significant Impact.

Asi ndi cat ed perpeoposad projecly grea ts located in a nonattainment area for ozone and
particulates (PM1o and PMzs); therefore, the proposed project would be required to comply with the
requirements of SCAQMD Rule 403, Fugitive Dust, which requires the implementation of Best Available
Control Measures (BACM) for all fugitive dust sources, and the 2016 AQMP, which identifies BACMs and

18 South Coast Air Quality Management District. CEQA Air Quality Handbook. April 1993.
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Best Available Control Technologies (BACT) for area sources and point sources, respectively. The
construction of the proposed project must comply with Rule 403, which includes the following provisions:

1 For all cities and count i dsnpavedtddniolition tartd eonsf@o@@ MD r e g i
areas shall be regularly watered up to three times per day during excavation, grading, and
construction as required (depending on temperature, soil moisture, wi nd, etc.). Watering could
reduce fugitive dust by as much as 55 percent.

1 Temporary dust covers shall be used on any piles of excavated oimported earth to reduce wind -
blown dust.

1 The construction area shall be kept sufficiently dampened to control dust caused by grading and
hauling, and at all times provide reasonable control of dust caused by wind.

1 All clearing, earth moving, or excavation activities shall be discontinued during periods of high
winds (i.e., greater than 15 mph), so as to preventexcessive amounts of fugitive dust.

1 All dirt/soil loads shall be secured by trimming, watering or other appropriate means to prevent
spillage and dust.

1 Al dirt/soil materials transported off -site shall be either sufficiently watered or securely covered to
prevent excessive amount of dust.

1 General contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize exhaust
emissions.

1 Trucks having no current hauling activity shall not idle but be turned off.

The contractors must also comply with the following regulatory compliance measures that are applicable to
the proposed projectds construction activities:

1 In accordance with Sections 2485 in Title 13 of the California Code of Regulations, the idling of all
diesel fueled commerdal vehicles (weighing over 10,000 pounds) during construction shall be
limited to five minutes at any location.

1 Inaccordance with Section 93115 in Title 17 of the California Code of Regulations, operation of any
stationary, diesel-fueled, compression-ignition engines shall meet specified fuel and fuel additive

requirements and emission standards.

1 The proposed project shall comply with South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 1113
limiting the volatile organic compound content of architectura | coatings.

The aforementioned regulations are standard conditions
in the City hes cwealilesasanidn counties governed by the SCAQ
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The potential construction -related emissions from the proposed project we r e

approxi mat el yAsl 0s hmavmt hish.,

SCAQMD sthhorleds of significance.

estimated wusing
model Cal EEMod deév20bpedl. 2 ofThd heo rEBCtArQMDt. i o n

period i

t h
S

Tdal by 3const woudtniodn eexmiesesdi otnhse

reTheeef drmp,actt e acemet AL

proppged ect would be I ess than significant
Tabl4 3
Esti mated Daily Construction En
Construction Phase ROG NO« CcO SO:2 PM 10 PM 25
Site Preparation (on-site) 2.47 25.73 12.60 0.02 5.99 3.77
Site Preparation (off-site) 0.09 0.06 0.75 0.00 0.20 0.05
Total Site Preparation 2.56 25.79 13.34 0.03 6.19 3.82
Grading (on-site) 2.29 24.74 15.86 0.03 3.72 2.38
Grading (off-site) 0.25 6.75 1.66 0.02 0.70 0.20
Total Grading 2.54 31.48 17.52 0.05 4.42 2.58
Building Construction (on -site) 1.90 17.43 16.58 0.03 0.96 0.90
Building Construction (off -site) 0.05 0.32 0.43 0.00 0.12 0.03
Total Building Construction 1.95 17.75 17.00 0.03 1.08 0.93
Paving 1.01 9.52 1219 0.02 0.49 0.45
Paving 0.09 0.06 0.76 0.00 0.22 0.06
Total Paving 111 9.58 12.95 0.02 0.10 0.51
Architectural Coatings (on -site) 2.24 1.41 1.81 0.00 10.08 0.08
Architectural Coatings (off -site) 0.01 0.01 0.08 0.00 0.02 0.01
Total Architectural Coa  tings 2.25 141 1.89 0.00 0.10 0.09
Maximum Daily Emissions 2.56 31.48 17.52 0.05 6.19 3.82
Daily Thresholds 75 100 550 150 150 55
Significant Impact? No No No No No No

Source: CalEEMod V.2016.3.2.and Ganddini Group, Inc.

Lontger m e mi s s itohnoss er eafierr

constructed and is

the production and

qtuoa wouldp cc mpaohset hae
These

operati
The two main sourecneiss sofo nesp e rnactl suodoea kmoadin d eeo fefmi ssi ons

C 0 N s u2mpdt ei poi nc t osf

r etl emd tpooposel projectbs oper ati on.
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Table 3 -2
Estimated Operational Emissions in lbs/day

Emission Source ROG NO« Cco SOz PM 10 PM2s
Area-wide (Ibs/day) 0.22 0.08 0.45 0.00 0.01 0.01
Energy (Ibs/day) 0.00 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00
Mobile (Ibs/day) 0.10 0.65 1.19 0.00 0.35 0.10
Total (Ibs/day) 0.33 0.77 1.66 0.01 0.36 0.11
Daily Thresholds 55 55 550 150 150 55
Significant Impact? No No No No No No

Source: CalEEMod V.2016.3.2 and Ganddini Group, Inc.

As indicate@,tihe PpPall etceBrend dnmoinsgsi ons are well bel ow th
represent a signi f propasedprojeanpraeca .i s Sli ceaatttdadi @imme nat naornea f or
and par t(PMgowahdéPMe)s t he contrraeq wirrsedvittd @oachere to all pe.

SCAQMD Rule 403 pertaining to the generhd iwsne odf feuguitp m
on unpave d® Tshuer fcaocnhetvgoulldteor € sponsi bl e wiotrh ibaep thegmgf reamiyl i ar
pertinent best available control measwaldsccurms a result

C. Would the project expose sensitve receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? b Less t han
Significant Impact.

Sensitive receptors refer to | and uses and/or activiti
typi cal | sesidénoes, |boatieand care facilities, schools, playgrounds, hospitals, parks, childcare
centers, and outdoor athletic facilities,and ot her facilities where ch#®l dren o

These population groups are generTahlel yn enaorrees ts esnesnigtiitviev et c
t hpoposed projects i t e itrhedgileami | y homes that ar e@rodose¢pmdieetd adj ac
site on aThese ssasmngietsi.ve receptdrs are shown in Exhibit

The SCAQMD requires that CEQA air qual it ywvoddreelsys es iinnd
an cexdancleocoafl i zed emi seli obSTs hrek8dsdenly apply to emi:
and do not-simnel wdiedaeos fefani ssi ons. The pollutants that a
include the conhweNsaotm ook mdéo ( CO) e mjesns issno;nsPMand Pl
emi ssiTesuse o-ipthabiiksoki sthexenstnatidn bféhd prapdsedpreject would

involve the disturbance of less than five acres of land area(the proposed project site has a total gross land

area of 3.36 acres). For purposes of the LST analysis, the receptor distance used was 25 meters since the

nearest existing homes were located approximately 25 meters from the construction activity areas at their

nearest point.

19 South Coast Air Quality Management District. Rule 403, Fugitive Dust. As Amended June 3, 2005.

20 South Coast Air Quality Management District. CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Appendix 9 . As amended 2017.
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-

Highland

EXHIBIT 3-2
SENSITIVE RECEPTORS MAP

SOURCE : BLODGETT BAYLOSIS ENVIRONMENTAL  PLANNING
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Table 3 -3
Local Significance Thresholds Exceedance SRA 32
) o ) o Allowable Emissions Threshold (Ibs/day)
Emission | Trolect Emissions | Project Emissions and a Specified Distance from Receptor
Type (Ib_s/_day) (Ip_s/day) Type (in meters)
Unmitigated Mitigated
25 50 100 200 500
NOy 42.47 42.47 Construction 270 303 378 486 778
Cco 22.25 22.25 Construction 2,193 2,978 5,188 9,611 | 29,410
PM1o 20.47 9.45 Construction 16 50 80 140 322
PM2s 12.01 5.95 Construction 9 12 21 45 170
Source: CalEEMod V.2016.3.2.
As previ dtushegdmenhheoudbet raquored to adhere to alll perti

Rule 403 pertaining to the generation of fugitive dus
unpaved gunfadédstion, fugiti vree sdpucsr s Pibpdamd BMemissiomshi ch i s
would further be reduced through the implementation of SCAQMD regulations related to fugitive dust

generation and other construction -related emissions. ThesesSCAQMD r egul ati ons are st anic
requiredveéoy consturnudcetritoank epnr oijne ctthe City as well as in
by t he S Tabl®3dincludes both emissions before the implementation of standard conditions and

afterwards. Since only one Rule 403standard conditio n is included and calculated within the CalEEMod air

quality model (watering of dirt surfaces three times daily), the emissions would be lower than those listed in

Table 3-3.

Mo s t vehicleargpememanexi de (CO)-piapeemp a s ttloeosfe f o he, t i ¢
concentrations of CO along busy roadways and congested

t he most congested intersections are often found to c
standar ds. T h @3 ec oanrceeanst roaft ihoing haorsep ortesfod woe d ar o ads e i nf
creati omrs pooft aanhdott hese vawiodhimes amdl tdaf i & fhtoido gsepsotti on
may occur near an intersectioshi bhaf{ai EOBXfAbeir phOBOEEsEeEe
projweudigener ate approximately 50 daily trips, with 5 ¢tr
to Section 3.17.2.A herein).wouldTnhoet psriogjneicftiecdangd ak dreagura
i krtr sectionds | evel dft de&r wihee t(rla®S iE @ronlgesti on that
creation of a hatr b®Hmo tngormdgxeitdhee f utvaude ot re €Ukt in the c
a car bon hotnh ashp amdsult, the potential impacts would be less than significant.

D. Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people? b Less than Significant Impact.

The SCAQMD has identified those | and uses that are typi
include activities invol ving |l ivestock, rendering fa

21 South Coast Air Quality Management District. Rule 403, Fugitive Dust. As Amended June 3, 2005.

2AL0OS0 refers to fALevel of Service. o Refer to Section 3.17.2.A.

SECTION 3 b ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PAGE 41



CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA D INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FIVE SINGLE-FAMILY HOME UNITS b EASTERN TERMINUS OF ARAPAHO ROAD

compiorsdgi acti es, refinbuisesneskasdfiinivios$ ved®d h préposkde r gl as s
project involves the construction of five residential units and would not involve odor-generating uses.

Potential sources that may emit odors during construction include the use of architectural coatings, solvents,

and asphalt paving. However, these construction-related emissions are temporary and will end once the

construction phases have been completed SCAQMD Rule 1108 and 1113 limits the amount of volatile organic

compounds from cutback asphalt and architectural coatings and solvents, respectively. Compliance with

these SCAQMD regulationswould reduce potential impacts to levels that are less than significant. Once the

homes are occupied, no odors are anticipaed.

3. 3MI3TI GATIMEMMSURES

The analysis of air quality indicated that no impacts on these resources would occur as part of the proposed
project's implementation. As a result, no mitigation is required.

3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

3.4.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGN IFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant adverse impact on biological resources if it results in any of the following:

b 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 De partment of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ;

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

b A substantial adverseeffect on State orFederally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or oth er
means;

b A substantial interference with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established naive resident or migratory life corridors, or the impedance of the use

of native wildlife nursery sites;

b A conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance; or,

b A conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community

23 South Coast Air Quality Management District. CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Appendix 9 . As amended 2017.
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Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan.
34.2ANALYSI| SENOFI BNMENTAIMPACTS

A. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?b Nol mpac t

The proposed project site is located among residential usesand is currently vacant and covered over in dirt

and unmaintained ruderal vegetation. The proposed project site is enclosed with chain-link fencing and does

not contain any trees or vegetation.2* Due t o t he ¢ urpropasdad prejeciasti et eo fantdh e he | ev
devel opment i n the groposed projedtisn g eariesa,notthea suitable env
candidate, sensitive, Armrview sfphe Cdlifarhia Degarnt eat ®f FishpaadcWildlite .

Bios Viewer indicated that there are currently six threatened or endangered species located within the

Cucamonga PealkQuadrangle (the proposed project site is within the Cucamonga Peak Quadrangle)?> These

species areidentified b elow:

b The southern mountain yellow -legged frog is federally listed and State-listed as an endangered
species. This frog is found in and around | akes, ponds, marshes, meadows, and streams within
mountainous regions of California and Nevada.26

b Theoast al Califorsiaognhtkatghte bDdeef bond henexi stin
devel opment and the | ack of habitat suitable for th
sage scrub, the coast ali m@adyiiftoartn,i af ugrntaht ecra tdcihneirnbiss hpe s
encountering such birds.

b The willow flycatcher is State listed as an endangered bird species. This bird is small and hasa
fairly long, thin tail and wings. Its body is brownish olive with a slight yellow wash to the belly. They
have two whitish wing bars and a white throat. They typically breed in shrubby areas with standing
water or along streams.28

b Theseout hwestern wiilsl onwo tf |lyickaetl gghiettre ke ef éd wnd he&n surr ou

24 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site survey. Survey was conducted on Augwst 29, 2019.

25 California Department of Fish and Wildlife. Bios Viewer. https://map.dfg.ca.gov/bios/?tool=cnddbQuick . Website Accessed on
December 21, 2018.

26 California, State of. California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Mountain Yellow -Legged Frog Species Information.
http://calfire .ca.gov/resource_mgt/downloads/Mountain_Yellow -Legged_Frog_SpeciesInformation.pdf. Mt. San Jacinto Natural
History Association. Southern Mountain Yellow -Legged Frog. http://msjnha.org/mounta _in-yellow-legged-frog/ .

27 Audubon. California Gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica).  https://www.audubon.org/field -guide/bird/california -gnatcatcher.

28 National Audubon Society. Willow Flycatcher. http://www.audubon.org/field -guide/bird/willow -flycatcher. The Cornell Lab of
Ornithology. All About Birds. Willow Flycatcher. https://www.allaboutbirds.org/guide/Willow_Flycatcher/id
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devel opment and the | ack of habitat Zuitable ripar.i

b Th€rotch bunsblneotbelei kel-yite Haefbontdhenexisting surr
and the |l ack of habitat suitiabdlepdoiresd hies Cmot clhi lbeimy
site due to the | ack of o ppgoposedrpajsctd iatned aamdd tshce uibmme o
ar éa .

b Th8an Ber nar di nois&smallgahaaf approximately 9 inches in length, tail included.
This species occurs primarily in alluvial fan sage scrub (AFSS) As previously mentioned, AFSS
occurs in washes and on gentlysloping alluvial fans at the base of the San Gabriel Mountains. T h i s
species is not IFsiikieel yd uteo thoe oftioaudnedk gosndemgl epment and
habitat suitable for the®l San Bernardino kangaroo r a

The proposed project site is a flat parcel of land dominated by non-native grasses and annual herbs.The

proposed project site has beenperiodically mowed and tilled . It is also important to note that the site is

surrounded on all four sides by single-family residential development. Small piles of yard waste were

observed around the perimeter of the property, likely from adjacent residents. Dominant non -native plant

species included rip-gut brome (Bromus diandrus) and red-stemmed filaree (Erodium cicutarium ).

Numerous other species were observed including wild oat (Avena fatua), foxtail barley (Hordeum

murinum ), soft chess Bromus hordeaceus), white-stemmed filaree (Erodium moschatum ), cheeseweed

(Malva parviflora ) and L amb 6Ghengpodium talbum3. Or{e native herb , rancherés fidd
(Amsinckia menzeisii), occurred throughout the property. Nearly all of these species are common weedy

plants that occur on vacant lots throughout Southern California. 32

A previous site survey was completed in 2010 and since that ime, the site was roughgraded, and the outline
of the cul-de-sac road and housing pads remain discernible. The site is dominated by Russian thistle Salsola
tragus ), known more commonly as tumbleweed. Several other non-native weeds also occur including big-
leaved crownbeard (Verbesina encelioides), puncture vine (Tribulus terrestris ), and common horseweed
(Conyza canadensis). Common native weeds include jmson weed (Datura wrightii ), annual bursage
(Ambrosia acanthocarpa ), doveweed (Eremocarpus setigerus) and telegraph weed (Heterotheca
grandiflora ). No native shrubs that make up sage scrub habitats occupied by the California gnatcatcher were
observed.No coastal sag scrub or alluvial fan sage scrub habitat suitable for the California gnatcatcher was
documented on the project site during a habitat assessment conducted in 2010, and no suitable habitat
occurs on the project site or in the immediate area currently. Based on the lack of suitable habitat, the
apparent lack of habitat in the vicinity, and the lack of recent sightings of California gnatcatcher in the region,

29 United State Geological Survey. Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Habitat.
http://sbsc.wr.usgs.gov/cprs/research/projects/swwf/wiflhab.asp

30 NatureServe Explorer. http://explorer.natureserve.org/serviet/ NatureServe?searchName=Bombus+crotchii. Website accessed
August 12, 2019.

31 San Bernardino County Department of Public Works. San Bernardino Kangaroo Rat (Dipodomys parvus).
htt p://cms.sbcounty.gov/dpw/Land/especies/KangarooRat.aspx .

32 | etter from Leatherman BioConsulting, Inc, dated October 2, 2019.
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the California gnatcatcher is not expected to occur on the project site at this time.33 Therefore, no impacts
would occur.

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

As previously mentioned, there are five comstenrfviauteinocre ar
area. A review of the U.S. Fish and Wi ldlife Service
indicates t hat twhae reer way &/ weat rliaonudss wi t hin t he City b
wat erways/ wetl ands proposed prgectwsii d ieni(trye f ®@f3) 3t be eE xtha btihte 3cur r
st at e propbsedphogectsi t e and the | evel of deve,l qoposdgrojectn t he s
site does not of fer a suitable habitat fed aphkso&st he
result, no impacts on woaldmnesaull torf romatrheanpmapmodead sproj e

C. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on State or Federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means? bNo | mpact .

As i ndicat daduisn stubbes pmposesrojectstihtee and adj acent properties
natural wetland andAorevipawrofant habUt &t . Fish and Wil dl i

Il nventory, Wetl ands Mapper i ndircwaatyessy wteht d ta ntdlse dve & éri en W ah
not identify any wat er way spgropasddlprajectdssi tien (trheef ewd Yt ifos i B xyh i obfi
a result, thewpudoposeédpparco) eanty protected waubddtolczmud . ar ea

D. Would the project interfere substa ntially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish
or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory life corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites? bNo | mpact .

Theite is surrounded bwgckHevelUbpmbhe habitat for wildlif

contains no natur al hydr ol hegroposed profed sité is enelased withfehain-t h er mo r
link fencing and does not contain any treesor vegetation.3” Si nce the site is surrounded
al | sides and | acks suitable habitat, the siteds wutildi
i mpawotldr esult from the i mplementation of the proposed p

33 Letter from Leatherman BioConsulting, Inc, dated October 2, 2019.

34 United States Fish and Wildlife Service. National Wetlan ds Inventory . https://www.fws.gov/Wetlands/data/Mapper.htm _|.

35 |bid.

36 United States Fish and Wildlife Service. National Wetlands Inventory . https://www.fws.gov/Wetlands/data/Mapper.html

37 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site survey. Survey was conducted on August 29, 2019.
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E . Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such
as a tree preservation policy or ordinance ?bNo | mpact .

As previous!l yermermtrieodfdd,e tclobnservation areaslhétaecedewit
area. The prwogdonsoetd cpornofjleicctt with any | ocal policies o
r e s o u rTheepsoposed project site is currently vacant and covered over in dirt and will involve the

construction of five single -family homes. Furthermore, the proposed project would not conflict with a tree

preservation policy or ordinance because th e r e no&reeglocated within the proposed project site or within

the adjacent right-of-way3 As a r esul twopuldm@ ciumpact s

F . Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or ot her approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan?
bNo | mpact.

As previously menti oneidon tahreeraes alrcec dti evce wiotnhsiemr vtanhe Ci ty
area. The prwopldeetd pobof kbt adoptedvHabitat Canservation Plan, Natural

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan. The

proposed project site is currently vacant and covered over in dirt and would involve the construction of five

single-family homes.?3® As a r esul twopuldme@ ciumpact s

3. 4M13TI GATIMBMASURE S

The analysis of biological resources indicated hat no impacts on these resources would occur as part of the
proposed project's implementation. As a result, no mitigation is required.

38 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site survey. Survey was conducted on August 29, 209.

39 |bid.
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3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

3.5.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According tRanchheo CQucyaascftnigrg Ae nlce¢ga a project may have
i mpact omecwlutrwereasl i f it results in any of the foll owin

b A substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5 of the
CEQA Guidelines,

b A substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5
of the CEQA Guidelines

b The tdiagce anp human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated
cemeteries.

35.2ANALYSI SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A . Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to 815064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines?bNo | mpact .

The proposed project site is vacant and undeveloped though it appears to have been periodically mowed or
tilled and is surrounded on all four sides by residential development. Small piles of yard waste were observed
around the perimeter of the property, likely from adjacent residents. On -site vegetation consists of non
native, invasive plant species.The site also appers to have beenrough graded though the outline of the cul -
de-sac road and housing pads remain discernible.

Hi storic structures and sites are defined by Il ocal, St
historically sia@hifyi cpamnott eictt edt thsodghc a | ocal Gener al
ordinance. A siteéesdrordtcraddtyurse gmay ilceant according to ¢
|l ocality does not recognize suchtatgnHfstante. Prdfer \Sc
(SHPO) , mai ntains an inventory of tthhesed st b ebeamd stso
significant. Finally, the U. S. Department of I nterior
that aitreditcne manner in which a site, structure, or dist:
and ithe determination of its eligibility fdrTd ilseing
considered eligiblefrgr at lpeg opaetritgyroasl sRegqiifsi cance may b
associated with evelndpmemtcs itvhiati eer eori mdpeportant in the
who were important in the past, orcapereseneéesgisngeali if nge
Specific criteria include the foll owing:

40 U. S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service. National Register of Historic Places . http:/focus.nps.gov/nrhp .
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b Districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that are associated with the lives of significant
persons in the past;

b Districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that embody the distinctive characteristics of a
type, period, or method of construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high
artistic values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack
indi vidual distinction; or,

b Districts, sites, buhjleddtnsgst hastt rhaver gs el daad or me
information i mportant in history or prehistory.
Ordinarily, properties that have achieved significance
the National Regi stertiwe Hb weufattjhfegyu cahr ep rionptee gr al parts
meet the criteria or if they fall within the following
b A religious property deriving primary significance
historical i mportance,;
b Di striecst,s,busiiltdi ngs, structures, and objects that a
significant d&dentbrioldt panttents of our history;
b A building or structure removed from its ori,ginal I
or which is the surviving structure associated with

b A birthplace origaadvéigura bisbutstanding i mportanc

or building associated with his or her productive |
b A cemgtéehat derives its primary i mportance from gra
from age, frodoemsidgrrstfieaatturves, or from association wi
b A reconstructed building when accuranel presecueéeedi i
dignified manner as part of a restoration master pl
the same association has survived,;
b A property primarily commemorative in intent i f d e
inwed it with its own exceptional significance; or,
b A property achieving signifiicsanocfe ewictehpitni 4%tnhael pianspto rb5t

41U. S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service. National Regis ter of Histori ¢ Places http:/focus.nps.gov/nrhp . Website
accessed September 12, 2019.
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A s e ar c Natiamdl HigtohiceRegister indicated that two federally designated historic site s arelocated
within the City: 42

b Pacific Electric Etiwanda Depot, located at 7092 Etiwanda Avenue.
b John Rains House, located at 7869 Vineyard Avenue.

A s e ar c SBtateoHistoric iRegister indicated that five State-designated historic sites are located within
the City:43

b Christmas$odau%24 OatAr chi bald Avenue.

b Cucamonga Chinatown SiterdliooatRedadat 9591 San Berna
b Cucamonga Rancho Winery, |l ocated at 8916 Foothill B
b Milliken Ranch, |l ocat edl vAe gtowo fRolawen Avenue a

b Sycamore I nn, |l ocated at 8318 Foothildl Boul evard.

The proposed project site does not meet, or contain any structures that meet, any of the aforementioned

criteria. Th e pr @mpjecswoudd be limited to the proposed project site and would not affect any existing

resources listed on the National or State Register a those identified as being eligible for listing on t he

National or State Register. As a result, no impacts would be associ ated with the prop
implementation.

B. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to 8§15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines?b Less t han Si githMitigatomnt | mpact

The proposed proj ectr esiitde nitasnalll ohaaasteepdr eavmoonugs | vy been modi
T h proposed projects iit € under utiolvieawedrdainil t h o u gropodechpeojects i thed a

the surrounding areas hav dhe prapesad pojacbgteicsituatedan ad aresatofu r ban c e
high archaeological significance. In addition, the proposed project would require grading. As a result, a

mitigation measure is provided both in Section 3.5.3 and in Section 3.18 (Tribal Cultural Resources) to

ensure that a tribal representative is present during construction -related ground-disturbing activities. Tit le

14; Chapter 3; Article 5; Section 15064.5 of CEQAwould apply in terms of the identification of significant

archaeological resources and their salvage. As a result, the impactsvould be less than significant with the
implementation of the required mitig ation..

42U, S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service. National Register of Historic Places . http://focus.nps.gov/nrhp . Website
accessed September 12, 2019.

43 California State Parks, Office of Historic Preservation. Listed California Historical Resources. Website accessed September 12,
2019.
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C. Would the project disturb any human remains, incl uding those interred outside of dedicated
cemeteries?bLess than Significant | mpact.

There are no dedicated cemet er prapesedlprojecastietde wbiotéhiidneroire sa.d j
proposedwogudbpectstricted to the dveudingontatefdf epcrtojeaercyt dcdad
cemetelrn essddi ti on, thecproposednobnbkitkely to neithbher di
burials due urobatnhiez alteivoenl porfesent and the amount of di st
the surroundinGrdendl| dpweudtit hawt¢ ®e gr addéingarainmdg eaattihvi t i
the installation of the gr#&sd¢eandnpl & mehsee aprsinigk ealnyd eovt enre
remains are uncovered by construction cr ehvwasl,taeadl,It fexc av .
San Bernardino County Sheriff's Department would be cont acted (the Department w
County Cdmonehre) . even human remains are encountered du
governed by the CaliforntseatiHoal t7THH58n®RepSanedt PRETdEe ( (
Sectb0@7..™8Be s e Code requi r e me iNatige Asdrieah éiuman hrentains valee n
encountered, the County Coroner must be notified who will then then immediately notify those persons it

believes to be most likely descended from the deceased Native Americanl n a d daimitigaton measure

is provided in Section 3.18 (Tribal Cultural Resources) to ensure that a tribal representative is present during

construction -related ground-disturbing activites. As a result, the proposed constr
anticipated to impact any intewouledlde hluenasim trleanai siisgminfdi ¢ 4

3. 5MI TI GATIMBMASURES

Al t hough p@apesed pojéctstihtee have been mudjttctatcoommedatr dat he
st r u c theiproged site is situated in an area of high archaeological significance. As a result, the following
mitigation is required to address the potential impacts on cultural resou rces:

Mitigation Meatswmral NRe $hd @rgjeCesspglicant shall be required to retain and

compensate for the services of a Tribal monitor/consultant who is both approved by the Gabrielefio Band

of Mission Indians -Kizh Nation Tribal Governrment and i s | i st e dribal@ahiatlistt he NAH:(
for the area of the project location. This list is provided by the NAHC. The monitor/consultant will only

be present on-site during the construction phases that involve ground disturbing activities. Gro und

disturbing activities are defin ed by the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation as activities that

may include, but are not limited to, pavement removal, pot -holing or auguring, grubbing, tree removals,

boring, grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching, within the project are a. The Tribal
Monitor/ consul tant wi || complete daily monitoring | o
activities, including construction activities, locations, soil, and any cultural materials identified. The o n-

site monitoring shall end when th e project site grading and excavation activities are completed, or when

the Tribal Representatives and monitor/consultant have indicated that the site has a low potential for

impacting Tribal Cultural Resources.

Miti gatMieasur e No. 2 ()Gudndiscovary of &g achagalogielkresources, cease
construction activities in the immediate vicinity of the find until the find can be assessed. All
archaeological resources unearthed by project construction activities shall be evaluated by the qualfied

44 Google Earth. Website accessedecember 27, 2018.
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archaeologist and tribal monitor/consultant approved by the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians -Kizh
Nation. If the resources are Native American in origin, the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians -Kizh
Nation shall coordinate with the landowner regardin g treatment and curation of these resources.
Typically, the Tribe will request reburial or preservation for educational purposes. Work may continue
on other parts of the project while evaluation and, if necessary, mitigation takes place (CEQA Guidelines
Section15064.5 [f]) for historical resources..

Mi tigati on Measur e No. I8 a regowrde tisu deteriminedR bys theu qualiied ) .
archaeologist to constitute a Ahistormiceal, naeasaneuradd @t
and funding sufficient to allow for implementation of avoidance measures, or appropriate mitigation,
must be available. The treatment plan established for the resources shall be in accordance with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5(f) for historical resources and Public Resources Code Sections 21083.2(b)
for unique archaeological resources. Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of
treatment. If preservation in place is not feasible, treatment may include implement ation of
archaeological data recovey excavations to remove the resource along with subsequent laboratory
processing and analysis. Any historic archaeological material that is not Native American in origin shall

be curated at a public, non-profit instituti on with a research interest in the materials, such as the Natural
History Museum of Los Angeles County or the Fowler Museum, if such an institution agrees to accept
the material. If no institution accepts the archaeological material, they shall be offered to a local school

or historical society in the area for educational purposes.

Mi tigation Measur e No. Nafive An@rchnt humaa femaie aeocdefined e RC
5097.98 (d)(1) as an inhumation or cremation, and in any state of decomposition or skeletal
completeness. Funerary djects, called associated grave goods in PRC 5097.98, are also to be treated
according to this statute. Health and Safety Code 7050.5 dictates that any discoveries of human skeletal
material shall be immediately reported to the County Coroner and excavation halted until the coroner
has determined the nature of the remains. If the coroner recognizes the human remains to be those of a
Native American or has reason to believe that they are those of a Native American, he or sk shall contact,
by telephone within 24 hours, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and PRC 5097.98
shall be followed. Public Resources Code Sections 21083.2(b) for unique archaeological resources.
Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the peferred manner of treatment. If pr eservation in place is
not feasible, treatment may include implementation of archaeological data recovery excavations to
remove the resource along with subsequent laboratory processing and analysis. Any historic
archaeological material that is not Native A merican in origin shall be curated at a public, non -profit
institution with a research interest in the materials, such as the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles
County or the Fowler Museum, if such an institution agrees to accept the material. If no institution
accepts the archaeological material, they shall be offered to a local school or historical society in the area
for educational purposes.

Mi ti gation Measur e No. Nafive An@tchnthumaa lemak e are definedensPRC
5097.98 (d)(1) as an inhumation or cremation, and in any state of decomposition or skeletal
completeness. Funerary objects, called associated grave goods in PRC 5097.98, are also to be treated
according to this statute. Health and Safety Code 7050.5 dictates that any discoveries of human skeletal
material shall be immediately reported to the County Coroner and excavation halted until the coroner
has determined the nature of the remains. If the coroner recognizes the human remains to bethose of a
Native American or has reason to believe that they are those of a Native American, he or she shall contact,
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by telephone within 24 hours, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and PRC 5097.98
shall be followed.

Mi tigation Me(aGuulrteurMd . Rfios discavarye the tribal and/or archaeological
monitor/consultant/consultant will immediately divert work at minimum of 150 feet and place an
exclusion zone around the burial. The monitor/consultant(s) will then notify the Tribe, th e qualified lead
archaeologist, andthe construction manager who will call the coroner. Work will continue to be diverted
while the coroner determines whether the remains are Native American. The discovery is to be kept
confidential and secure to prevent any further disturbance. If the find s are determined to be Native
American, the coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) as mandated by
state law who will then appoint a Most Likely Descendent (MLD).

Mitigation Measunét Re s df the Gabdelenp Band of Mission Indians T Kizh

Nation is designated MLD, the following treatment measures shall be implemented. To the Tribe, the

term Ahuman remainsodo encompasses more than ,Anbahan bone
Traditions included, but w ere not limited to, the burial of funerary objects with the deceased, and the

ceremonial burning of human remains. These remains are to be treated in the same manner as bone

fragments that remain intact. Associated funerary objects are objects that, as pat of the death rite or

ceremony of a culture, are reasonably believed to have been placed with individual human remains either

at the time of death or later; other items made exclusively for burial purposes or to contain human

remains can also be considere as associated funerary objects.

Mitigation Measure No. 8 Pridrrtoi tHe adntinu@tioh d¢f grouadidistiRlEng o ur c e s ) .
activities, the land owner shall arrange a designated site location within the footprint of the project for
the respectful reburial of the human remains and/or ceremonial objects. In the case where discovered
human remains cannot be fully documented and recovered on the same day, the remains will be covered
with muslin cloth and a st eel plate that can be moved by heavy equiment placed over the excavation
opening to protect the remains. If this type of steel plate is not available, a 24-hour guard should be
posted outside of working hours. The Tribe will make every effort to recommend diverting the project
and keeping the remains in situ and protected. If the project cannot be diverted, it may be determined
that burials will be removed. The Tribe will work closely with the qualified archaeologist to ensure that
the excavation is treated carefully, ethically and respectfully. | f data recovery is approved by the Tribe,
documentation shall be taken which includes at a minimum detailed descriptive notes and sketches.
Additional types of documentation shall be approved by the Tribe for data recovery purposes.
Cremations will either be removed in bulk or by means as necessary to ensure completely recovery of all
material. If the discovery of human remains includes four or more burials, the location is considered a
cemetery and a separate treaiment plan shall be created. Once complete a final report of all activities is
to be submitted to the Tribe and the NAHC. The Tribe does NOT authorize any scientific study or the
utilization of any invasive diagnostics on human remains. Each occurrence of human remains and
associated funerary objects will be stored using opaque cloth bags. All human remains, funerary objects,
sacred objects and objects of cultural patrimony will be removed to a secure container on site if possible.
These items should be renined and reburied within six months of re covery. The site of
reburial/repatriation shall be on the project site but at a location agreed upon between the Tribe and the
landowner at a site to be protected in perpetuity. There shall be no publicity regarding any cultural
materials recovered.
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3.6 ENERGY

3.6.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant adverse impact on the environment if it results in the following :

b A potentially significant environmenta | impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources during project construction or operation; or,

b A conflict with or obstruction of a State or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency.
3.6. 2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A. Would the project result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient,
or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project construction or operation?b L e s s
than Significant | mpact

The proposed projectwould involve the construction of five single-family home units. The proposed project
would involve energy and natural gas consumption related to residential uses, which would not differ from
the immedi ate surrounding single-family home uses. Table 3-4 below provides an estimate of electrical and
natural gas consumption for the proposed project. As indicated in the table, the proposed project is
estimated to consume approximately 109,610 kilowatts (kWh ) of energy on an annual basis.

Table 3 -4
Estimated Annual Energy Consumption
Project Consumption Rate Total Project Consumption

Electrical Consumbtion 35.2 million Btu/househould/yr 176 million Btulyr

P 10,316 KWh/household/yr 51,580 KWh/yr
. 49.9 million Btu/househould/yr 250 million Btu/yr

Natural Gas Consumption 14,624 KWh/household/yr 73,120KWhiyr
Total * 74.8 million Btu/househould/yr 374 m illion Btulyr
21,922 kWh/household/yr 109,610 kWh/yr

*Total energy consumption includes electrical, natural gas, propane and fuel oil/kerosene consumption.
Consumption for biomass (wood), coal, district steam, and solar thermal are excluded.
Electricity consumption from on -site solar photovoltaic generation (i.e., solar panels) is included.
Source: 2015 Residential Energy Consumption Survey (RECS) Survey Data

It is important to note that the proposed project would include energy efficient fixtures. In addition, the
energy consumption rates do not reflect the more stringent 2016 California Building and Green B uilding

Code requirements. The proposed project would b e i n accordance with t he
requirements and with Part 6 and Part 11 of Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations. Title 24 of the
California Code of Regulations establishes erergy conservation standards for new construction. These
standards relate to insulation requirements, glazing, lighting, shading, and water and space heating systems.
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Adherence to the abovementioned regulations would reduce potential impacts to levels that are less than
significant.

B. Would the project conflict with or obstruct a State or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency?bNo | mpact .

The California Public Utilities Commission prepared an updated Energy Efficiency Strategic Plan in 2011
with the goal of promoting energy efficiency and a reduction in Greenhouse Gases (GHG). Assembly Bill
1109, which was adopted in 2007, al® serves as a framework for lighting efficiency. This bill would require
the State Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission to adpt minimum energy
efficiency standards structured to reduce average statewide electrical energy consumption ly not less than
50% from the 2007 levels for indoor residential lighting and not less than 25% from the 2007 levels for
indoor commercial and outdo or lighting by 2018. As indicated previously, the proposed project would
involve energy and natural gas conamption related to residential uses, which would not differ from the
immediate surrounding single -family home uses. Adherence totheCi t y 6 sng ®ode réqdirements and
with Part 6 and Part 11 of Title 24 of the California Code of Regulationswould ensure conformance with the
St atebdbs goal of promoting ener gyproposed projecogwouldinatgonfict f i ci e n c
with or obstruct a State or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency and no impactswould occur.

3.6. 3MITIGATION M EASURES

The preceding analysis concluded that the proposed projectwould not result in any significant impacts that
would warrant mitigation.

3.7 GEOLOGY & SoILS

3.7.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant adverse impact on the environment if it results in the following:

b Substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving r upture 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 dter substantial evidence of a known fault;
strong seismic ground shaking; seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction; or,
landslides;

b Substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil;
b Location of the project on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as

a result of the project, and potentially result in on - or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse;
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b Location of the project on expansive soil, as defined in Table 181-B of the Uniform Building Code
(2012), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property ;

b  The project having soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternaive
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not avible for the disposal of wastewater; or,

b  The direct or indirect destruction of a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature.

A geotechnical report was prepared for the project site by Associated Soils Engineering, Inc.
3.7.2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving r upture 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; strong seismic ground shaking; seismic -related
ground failure, including liquefaction; or, landslides? b Less t hanmp8dt.gni fi c a

The City of Rancho Cucamonga is located in a seismically active region (refer to Exhibit 34). Many maj or

and minor local faults traverse td ea etnhriageaet Stow trhielrini cCmad
idfauding those who Rmaecsihde Curm atmoeng@i, t yi ke the rest of so
within a seismically active region as a result of beir

Amenrminc and Pacific tecdiomalc potanees. ofTheeipgsminc activity
northweendi ng regional faults such asl nghlee wsoaond Aaandd eVdhsi,t t
El si nor e fTheuHtiwanda Avereies Fault is the closest known fault to the proposed project site.
This fault is located approximatelyone mi | e t o 4 Mhe proposedtpioject site is not located within
the fault zone of the Etiwanda Avenue Fault (refer to Exhibit 3 -4). The Site is likely to be subject to strong
seismic ground shaking during the life of the project. The Cucamonga Fault, located approximately 2.0
miles (3.2 km) away is closest to the Site. Other nearby active faults include the San JacinteSan Bernardino
Fault and the San Andreas Fault, located approximately 5.4 miles (8.7 km) and 9.3 miles (15.0 km) away,
respectively.4¢ The potential impacts in regard to ground shaking and fault rupture are less than significant
since the risk is no greater in and around the proposed project site than for the rest of the area. According
to the United States Geological Survey (USGS), liquefaction is the process by which watesaturated
sediment temporarily loses strength and acts as a fluid. Essentially, liquefaction is the process by whech the
ground soil loses strength due to an increasein water pressure following seismic activity. The proposed
projects i t reoltitoscat ed in an area that is subject to |iquefact

45 Toll-Free Airline. Los Angeles County Public and Private Airports, California.
http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/losangeles.htm

46 Associated Soils Engneering, Inc. Soil Report and Geotechnical Study prepared for Manning Homes. February 20 2014.
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L ast | proposediprejects i tleev esl and, n@d s urbg wlkt odi d feadrs |l i des (r ef
3-5 )As a result, the potential impacts in regard to ground-shaking, liquefaction, and landslides would be

less than significant because the risk is no greater in and around theproposed project site than for the rest

of the area.

B. Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? b No | mpact .

The United States Department of Agricultureds (USDA) W
nature of t hei goprdpasediprbjects iuneder lIAccording to the USDA We|
is underlain by soils of the Tujunga gravelly | oamy sar

These soils have a |l ow runoff and erosion hazarnod; furtdH
per manent vegveudateidwe ec dvher so4 Tlhe i owilibsg nrtaisku.e t o be,
and no sl ope f ail urweuldoorc cllarthersdrel abrestructiompgsaregtlated by Chapter

19.04 (Grading Standards) of the Rancho Cucamonga Municipal Code. The Rancho Cucamonga Municipal

Code provides requirements for construction, grading, excavations, use of fill, and foundation work

including type of materials, design, procedures, etc., which are intended to limit the pro bability of occurrence

and the severity of consequences from sedimentation and erosion. In addition, a Il grading activities require

grading permits from the Department of Building and Safety, which include requirements and standards

designed to limit pote ntial impacts to acceptable levels. Compliance with regulatory measures would ensure

a less than significant impact would occur with respect to erosion or loss of topsoil during the construction

phase. The potential for soil erosion during the occupancy of the building is low due to the generally level

topography of the proposed project site, and the fact that the site would be covered over in impervious

surfaces with limited soil being exposed. As a result, impactswould be less than significant.

C. Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable
as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? b Less than Sgnificant Impact.

Later al spreading is a phenomenon that i s characteri ze
ground. Lateral spr eaidnduc scdoyud rdt thee 1l @ qquletf acft i @excess mo
underl yibat esmpardl &si. n g, a phenomerscen sars scaad isati d ch dvuigterd f act i ¢
a display of | ateral di spl acement of soils due to iner
Il i guefaction. It is typicalltyhtexempdhkd ied thlye t her ff aax ena«
and usually takes place on gently sloping ground or | e
or stream channel. Since there is no presenceseotfc.fifree

on or near by the Site, tbeipmienall gt éehdlucepeeadtogriesc
the site.

Ground accelerations emitted from a seismic event can cause densification of loose soils both above and
below the groundwater table that may result in settlements on ground surface due to volumetric
compression of soil mass. This phenomenon is often referred to as seismic settlement and commonly takes

47 United States Department of Agriculture. Web Soil Survey. https://websoilsurvey.s c.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx
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place in relatively clean sands, as well as soils with low plasticity and lessfines. Although the earth materials
on site consist of loose to very dense silty sands and sands with silt and gravel, and firm to very stiff fine
grained soils, and the granular and silty soils are considered non-liquefiable due to deep groundwater
beneath the site, they may still undergo seismically induced settlement during a major earthquake.
Settlement as a result ofseismically induced volumetric densification in these soil strata above groundwater
level during a MCE event is anticipated to be lessthan one (1) inch with negligible differential settlement
across each building pad due to the relatively uniform geology in the vicinity of the site. As a result, the
impacts will be less than significant.

D. Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building

Code (2012), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property ? B Less t han Signi
Impact.

According to the USDA Web Soi Iprofosedpragegts i t e esp® @is lé 0 wt tsaatr i in

swel | potential. Shrinking and swelling is influenced
As mentioned in the previbesTeseoehgang( Seekli pnl @army 2s &N ¢
t hproposed projectsi t e are composed of Ilittle to no amounts of

d o e s n o tFurtkermore,tconstruction is regulated by Title 15 (Buildings and Construction) of the
Rancho Cucamonga Municipal Code. The Rancho Cucamonga Municipal Code provides requirements for
construction, grading, excavations, use of fill, and foundation work including type of materials, design,

procedures, etc. Prior to grading operations, it will be necessary to remove any remaining existing
improvements, including any remaining buried obstructions, which may be in the areas of proposed
construction. Structure removal should include foundations. Concrete flatwork, if present, should also be
removed from areas of proposed construction. Concrete fragments from site demolition operations should

be disposed of offsite, unless they can be stockpiledand processed to meet the specifications forcrushed
miscellaneousbase processedmiscellaneousbase or pulverized miscellaneousbase as oulined in Sections
200-2.4, 200-2.5 or 200-2.8, respectively, of the latest edition of the Standard Specifications for Public
Works Construction and reused as SeleckFill or base material. Compliance with regulatory measures would
ensure a less than signiftcant impact would occur with respect to expansive soils.

E. Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater ?b Less
than Significant Im pact.

Septic tank systems withabewiusledbéeéogbaedaeedvaByet he pr
The Applicant retained the services of a geotechnical ¢
to handle thheotprogan&kd syst ems. The study prepared by
concluded that the ondprésegt sai tenwbuvbhidnn the proposeq
As a result, the potenti al i mpacts would be |l ess than ¢
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F. Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?® Less t han Significant | mpact.

Although the proposed project site is not currently developed, the surrounding project area is fully developed

and has undergone disturbance as part of previous development. For this reason, the likelihood of

discovering near surface paleontological resources is considered remote.According to the State of California

Geol ogi cal Surveys thassitiedd @eoh¥gung 4AlAlluvial sod | Fan [
deposits that are present in a natural and undisturbed condition may contain paleontological resources,

though these resources are more typically found in marine terraces and shales. These alluvial soils were
encountered i n oriags tolthe mdximunSekpiored depth of 25 feet. For the most part, the

majority of the grading activities will be above this elevation so as to remove the artificial fill. The on-site

soils that underli e the property are Holocene-aged deposits that have alow potential for the discovery of

paleontological resources. H 0 w e vbased on a records search conducted for the City by the San Bernardino

County Museum, previous geologic mapping of the City and the Sphere of Influence area indicates that soils

and geologic formations within the City and the Sphere of Influence area have a low potential to contain

significant paleontological resources. | n t he event that evidence ohgsuch r
excavation, al |l wor k wg tithatni It hee ouu aliinfiiteyd wwaull edoAstt ol ogi s
a result, the potenti al i mpacts would be |l ess than sigr

3.7.3 MITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed project would not result in any significant impacts related to
geology and soils. As a result, no mitigation measures are required.

3.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

3.8.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

A project may be deemed to have a significant adverse impact on greenbuse gas emissions if it results in
any of the following:

b The generation of greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment ; or,

b A conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
emissions of greenhousegases

3.8. 2 ENVIRONMENTAL  ANALYSIS

A. Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment? b Less than Significant | mpact.

Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions refer to a grop of emissions that have the potential to trap heat in the

48 California Geological Survey. Compilation of Quaternary Surficial Deposits . Website accessed August 9, 2019.
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atmosphere and consequently affect global climate conditions. Scientific studies have concluded that there
is a direct link between increased emissionof GHGs and long-term global temperature. The principal GHGs

are carbon dioxide (CQ,), methane (CHs.), nitrous oxide (N 20), sulfur hexafluoride (SFe), perfluorocarbons

(PFCs), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), nitrogen trifluoride (NF 3), and water vapor (H20). CGis the reference
gas for climate change beause it is the predominant greenhouse gas emitted. To account for the varying
warming potential of different GHGs, GHG emissions are often quantified and reported as CO; equivalents

(CO:E).

Sci entiidfeinceevM ndi cates thereresasangogtebati tembetwéenes

over the past céemdwucedahnhevbebumawnmf GHG. These and ot her
potentially negative environmemtceaels, adgomamamitdch,e agn d bsoci 4
cri toerr itaoxi c air pollutants in that the GHG emissions d
Rat her , the direct environment al effect of GHGNnemissi o
turn has numerous i mpactbumang.he Eanvievxamphé, asdme o0bs
include shrinking gl aciers, thawi ngppefmafcreootn, rli ateg sf |
a lengthened growing sedanman, rsamigfetss iamdpleanmdriaenmtd dd gevre r i
term environment al i mpacts of gl obal war ming may incl u
with increases in the severity of st or msstaenms,d rionucg hutdsi,n
the potemfti ap edaoesssi, gminfdi cant reduction in winter snow p
I't i s i mport anproposed pmjecties tehmatfiitrhfei | | 6 devel opment, whi cf

strategy in combating t.he Irreflielals ed eoMfe IGHIGMemti sps @mnimde s a
of a reduction in Vehicl e pMpobkedprojettii av e€loedd i sYMT)X siimnde tth
and State sustainable growth objectives (&&@)inffiidd i n
devel opment reduceg & MiTsthiyngr eucnydcelvienl op e d or underut i ||
established urban areas.

The proposed project would involve the construction of five single-family homes. T h proposed projectd s
operational GHG emi ssions were giadrcu2@i@d3.udingThéeéet Cg
t hat may be undpm@aposedipmjactiosn coep etrhaet i on al have been predict
t he model for the sEkS8CAQMD had estabtished a gnglé¢ gquansfied threshold of

3,000 metric tons of COE (MT C£E ) per year for new residential development.50 Carbon dioxide

equivalent, or CO:E, is a term that is used for describing different greenhouses gases in a common and

49 California Strategic Growth Council.  http://www.sgc.ca.gov/Initiatives/infill -development.html . Promoting and enabling
sustainable infill development is a principal objective of th e SGC because of its consistency with the State Planning Priorities and
because infill furthersmany of the goals of all of the Councildéds member agenci es

development pressure off conservation lands and working la nds; it increases transit rider -ship and reduces vehicle trips; it
requires less per capita energy and water use than less space-efficient development; it improves public health by promoting
active transportation and active lifestyles; and it provides a more equitable mix of housing choices, among other benefits.

50 SCAQMD. Greenhouse Gas CEQA Signiftance Threshold Stakeholder Working Group Meeting #15 .
https://planning.lacity.org/eir/8150Sunset/References/4  .E.%20Greenhouse%20Gas%20Emissions/GHG.39 SCAQMD%20GHG%2

OM eeting%2015.pdf.

SECTION 3 b ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PAGE 62


http://www.sgc.ca.gov/Initiatives/infill-development.html
https://planning.lacity.org/eir/8150Sunset/References/4.E.%20Greenhouse%20Gas%20Emissions/GHG.39_SCAQMD%20GHG%20Meeting%2015.pdf
https://planning.lacity.org/eir/8150Sunset/References/4.E.%20Greenhouse%20Gas%20Emissions/GHG.39_SCAQMD%20GHG%20Meeting%2015.pdf

CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA D INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FIVE SINGLE-FAMILY HOME UNITS b EASTERN TERMINUS OF ARAPAHO ROAD

collective unit. Tabl-BsuwWBmmari zes annual gEneminsosusers gD HCOU it he
proposedstproject.

Table 3 -5
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory
GHG Emissions (Lbs/Day)
Source
CO. CHa N.O CO:E

Maximum Construction Emissions 3,891.10 1.20 - 3,921.04 Ibs/day
Total Construction Emissions 649 MTC O:E/year
Long-term Area Emissions 0.74 7.20e-4 - 0.76 Ibs/day
Long-term Energy Emissions 49.31 9.50e-4 9.00e-4 49.60 Ibs/day
Long-term Mobile Emissions 458.64 0.02 -- 459.19Ibs/day
Total Long -term Emissions 508.69 0.02 9.00e-4 509.55 Ibs/day
Total Lo ng-term Emissions (MT  CO,E) 84 MTC O:E/year

Source: CalEEMod V.2016.3.2

As indicatesd  mETE@Mipaer3Aat i onprdpdsedfpmjectitSh0ed pDnds per day

0. 2MBTC4E per day. Thi s transl| at e8s4AMT G0 Tlae ;BONadl e mi
(constr uctgdropased projectri 3t, P2 po0Ads pdr MELYE oprer day. This tr
into an annu@fiMEQiEsss oan roefsul t, t hwouldnrogenerateegteenpouse | e ¢ t

gas emissions, either drectly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment and t he
potenti awoudmpakcéss than significant.

B. Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing emissions of greenhousegase® b No | mpact .

The City of Rancho Cucamonga adopted the TBestPdiamalslteat @

t hat Bibt exi sting actions, state programs, and the goal s
Community ActioneBbar WHG emissions in Rancho Cucamong
2020.her opposed wpudmjoegctbe in conflict with the goals and

following categories: Transportatieng$®% HMODIi tiepcyL&nRel
Green Building Performaac@wastWat&r P&c Wwalsit mgvat er |,

As dimated previously, t he opwouldante owml tofi nt han pirmerosman tpa
GHG emi ssiondhe ldpwewaemposetl wohldrpecult in | ess than si
emi ssions. T h ewopld noopto siende rpadoy eccaanf | i cts with adopted i ni
to control futur e prGpbsédpeojadtiss i am si.nf iTlhle d eewe lacsp menn ti nmgprod tice
strategy in reducing regional GHG e mioddsniocammn.f |l i A &it és
applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the
no i mpaukobs cu

51The CalEEMod Air Quality Worksheets are provided in Appendix A.

52 Rancho Cucamonga, City of. Rancho Cucamonga Sustainable Community Action Plan. April 2017.
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3.8. 3 MITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis of potential impacts related to GHG emissions indicated that the proposed project would not
result in any adverse impacts. As a result, no mitigation measures are required.

3.9 HAzARDS & HAZARDOUS M ATERIALS

3.9.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga acting as Lead Agency, goroject may be deemed to have a
significant adverse impact regarding hazards or hazardous materials if it results in any of the following:

b The creation of a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials

b The creation of a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset andaccident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment;

b The emission of hazardous emissions or the handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or propos ed school,

b  The location of the project on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, the creation of a significant hazard
to the public or the environment;

b A safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project area for a project
located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or a public use airport ;

b The impairme nt of the implemen tation of or the physical interference with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan or,

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

3.9. 2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials ?b No Impact.

The proposed project would involve the construction of five single-family homes. During construction

activities, requirements must be adhered to regarding the transport and handling of fuels and lubricants for
the construction equipment used on-site. In the event of a fuel spill, measures must be taken to quickly clean
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up any spilled fuels to prevent further contamination of the nearby environment. The proposedproject, once

occupied and used as residenceswould not bei nvol ved in thetoragesepoanhd dbBsepo
hazaomu materials other than commoa bommehol df spttibemgt ¢
|l andscaping, mai nt eAsarsulenoimpactdwoald ccam i n g .

B. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment throug h reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment? b No Impact .

Due to the nature of the proposed project, the proposed residential project, once occupied,would not be
involved in the transport, use, storage, and disposal o
products wused i nhtianghofusreholbdtiseme | andscapi nbgring mai nt er
construction activities , requirements must be adhered to regarding the transport and handling of fuels and

lubricants for the construction equipment used on -site. In the event of a fuel spill, measures must be taken

to quickly clean up any spilled fuels to prevent further contam ination of the nearby environment. The

proposed projectsi t e i s not | ocated on the California Depart me
Hazardous Waste and Sulstances Site List- Site Cleanup (Cortese List)33 In addition, the proposed project

site is not identified on any Leaking Underground Storage Tank database (LUST)54 A search through the
California Department of Toxi ¢ Sasdindicaad chatsthe froposed ol 6 s E
project site was not included on any federal or State clean up or Superfund lists3> Therefore, no impacts

would occur.

C. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,

substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?b No | mpact .
No schao®l | ocat edquwirttheirn mine of the proposed project.
Eti wanda Colony EIl ementary Schoolpiopoded pragjettesd t @ ; 2 65 u mimi & s
I ntermedi ate School , | oc atprepbsedpropp®&s mFédespnevibeaby ménti
t he pr oposweudbper ajnevcotisyvi edce nisre ariwveauldd ot i nvol ve the emissi ol
of hazarr daocuust eol y hazar dous mat elrhiearlesf,o rseu b stthaen wpeldo, p oosre dw a
nodreate a hazard to any wobudoalcugschool and no i mpact s

D. Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sit es compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard
to the public or the environment? b No | mpact .

The Cortese List, also referred to as the Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites Listor the California

53 https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/

54 California State Water Resources Control Board. GeoTracker.
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/map/?CMD=runreport&myaddress=lahabra,ca.

55 CalEPA. Envirostor. http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/map/?global_id=&x=
119&y=37&zI=18&ms=640,480&mt=m&finda ddress=True&city= Los Angeles

56 Google Earth. Website accessed August 30, 2019.
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Superfund List, is a planning document used by the State and other local agencies to corply with CEQA

requirements that require the provision of information regarding the location of hazardous materials release

sites. California Government Code secti;n 65962.5 requires the California Environmental Protection

Agency to develop and update theCortese List on annually basis. The list is maintained as part of the DTSC's

Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Program referred to as EnviroStor. A s eaft e Cal i forni
Department of Toxic Substanwaes Comdwotiadwaisr dether mivael s i
proposed project site is not identified as a Cortese siteand that no Cortese sites are located within the City.57

Therefore, no impacts would occur.

E. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or a public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard
or excessive noise for people regding or working in the projectarea ? b No | mpact .

T h proposed projects i t e i s dnovi thhématevo miles of a public airpor
near est publ ipcoposddprgectrsti t teoQnsthadrhieo | nt er nationladc &tied o .t4
mi | es sout hpoposed project sti BeT.he proposedtpilojcadtedi svi hbin the
Protection Zon@rst drRiIPZ)I| rotfertnhastri oinsalt hAei rspiotree | ocated wit
Community Noi se |EquCiNvEaLl)e niilo eilngodveed pos walldpo bj eat roduce any
structures that could penetrate the designBsedntsil @alpleg,
the proposweudnmrtojiedtroduer @t tuhcaduwddiieegr f er e with the appr
t alod f odnes ryptli Onzamnmigot het er mantdouwdmaealt Aiirsgkortthe safety o
residing or proposédipmojgctsiint et hoer t he s WAsr @aumaeisudg taraede propc
woudno present a safety arirrcogiadd laz ar d progltatogpertad i ons
peopl e resi di ngpraposedpmjecka rnega iann & hmeouldiompact s

F. Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfer e with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuationplan? b No | mpact .

The proposed project sitkesias.| odbht edoast mbudtbéco d oxctad @ idnyg
wi t hi propdsdderojectsi t etamad whuidmegf t he surrounding streets be

traffic. Apsopoaed pr@estuwlotu,l dt meot i mpair the i mplementation
with, an adopted emergency response pl anwoddreseltimtenr gency ¢
the proposed projectds i mplementation.

G. Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly , to a significant risk of loss,
injury, or death involving wildland fires ? Less than Significant Impact.

The ar ea s urproposedptdjentgi tlkei s urban and there are no areas
that coul d | ealdo wev anchy Ceambriga ielocated2.50 miles south of the base of the

57 https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/

58 Toll-Free Airline. Los Angeles County Public and Private Airports, Califor nia.
http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/losangeles.htm

59 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site Survey. Survey was conducted on Decemberl9, 2018.
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San Galriel Mountains. This proximity ¢ reates the potential for natural hazards. Rancho Cucamongaé
location adjacent to the San Bernardino National Forest and San Gabriel Mountains puts it at high risk for

Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) fires.  This type of fire begins in the chaparral north of the City and can

spread to structures in those areas and on the perimeter of the City. Open spaces along the foothills can lead

to wildland fires, endangering residential properties that abu t the wildland/urban interfac e.

The threat of fire to hillside developments at the base of the San Gabriel Mountains is of real concern to

Rancho Cucamonga residents living in the foothills. In 2003, the Grand Prix Fire burned through the entire

Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) area of Rancho Cucamonga over a threeday period. Fifteen homes, three

of which were in the City and twelve in the Sphere of Influence, were destroyed and more were damaged.

Thousands of homes were threatened and evacuated.Exhibit 3 -11 within Section 3.20 (Wildfire) illustrates

the fire hazard severity zones identified by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Prevention (CAL

Fire). As part of a comprehensive plan to protect Rancho Cucamonga from the threats of wildland fires, the

Rancho Cucanonga Fire Protection District (RCFPD) has established recommendations for fire prevention,

public education, strategic locations of new fire stations, reduction and modification of vegetation, assurance

of adequate water supply, and strict access provisiors related to new development. The proposed proj e
is |l ocated on the edge of a very high fire hazard sevVe
Gener al Pl an outlines wvar i ouTshepsalliiciies fimrclwidledf i re abe

b Policy LU-8.9: Restrict intensive uses and activities in areas where they would be threatened by
natural or man -made hazards. Certain portions of the City are vulnerable to flooding and wildfire
damage. Though other hazards exist, these two are the most prevalentThe City wants to make sure
that intensities of development in areas vulnerable to these hazards are kept to a minimum and, in
the limited cases where they do occur, that life and property are protected to the maximum degree
feasible.

b Policy LU-10.2: Encourage the planting of edible landscapes, using citrus trees, box gardens,
vineyards, and other edible plant materials whenever possible. Edible landscaping is the process
of planting edible plants in spaces other than in a traditional garden. Edible landscapes save space
as they combine landscaping and foodgrowing into a single space. It is a very sustainable method
of landscaping that re f er s back to Rancho Cucamongads beginni
Converting power line util ity corridors to this use can promote and preserve the heritage of Rancho
Cucamonga while significantly reducing the fire hazards presented by these uninterrupted rights of
way. Utility corridors and the invasive grasses that they support have a high potential for
transporting hillside wildfires into the residential and urban areas of the City.

b Policy LU-10.3: Promote low water usage, and emphasize fire -safe defensible space.With water a
limited resource and wild fires a constant threat, the use of drought tolerant or fire resistant plant
material is required.

b Policy RC-3.2: Encourage the conversion of water -intensive turf/landscape areas to landscaping
that uses climate-appropriate plants, efficient irrigation systems, and water efficient site
maintenance.To conserve water resources and control maint
Efficiency Ordinance discourages extensive use of nomrnative vegetation that requires excessive
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watering. In particular, the Water Efficiency Ordinance specifies the use of drought tolerant and
fire-resistant vegetation with an emphasis on native species. The City updats its Water Efficiency
Ordinance based on the State Department of Water Resources model ordinance, which allows for
artificial turf.

Policy RC-8.6: Consult with the Fire District, San Bernardino County, and State agencies to
develop plans that protect open space from fire hazards. Over the years, the City has learned a great
deal on how landscape design can minimize the risk from fire hazards. The Fire District has been
proactive in defining standards and implementing those standards throughout the City.

Policy PS-1.1:Reduce the lossof life, property, and injuries incurred as a result of fires by offering
and supporting comprehens ive fire prevention, public education, and emergency response
programs. Fire hazards pose a threat to Rancho Cucamonga residents, especially in areas neahé
Wildland Urban Interface (WUI). Fire prevention is effective when it includes public education a nd
appropriate land use restrictions, as well as adequate facilities and personnel to mitigate fires when
they occur. The Fire District is expected to continually develop effective prevention and response
strategies to address this constant risk.

Policy PS-1.2: Strive to limit loss of life and property as a result of wildland fires through adequate
wildland fire protection services, education and enforcement of defensible space and brush
clearance requirements, and wildland fire evacuation and pr eparedness plans. The dry vegetation
north of the City is conducive to quick moving and high -heat fires that can spread rapidly and cause
damage to structures and homes. The Fire District shall routinely assess the current threat to life
and property in t he WUI. Needs forimprovements in response capability would be identified. The
City should also expand the existing education and warning system that can be activated following
significant wildland fires on the hillsides above the City. Education effort s can include mailers to
households in the affected areas public meetings, and/or door -to-door education campaigns that
inform the public of wildland fire safety tips and procedures.

The proposed project would involve the construction of five single -famil y homes within a project site that is
surrounded by existing single-family homes. Compliance with the abovementioned policies will ensure that
the impacts would remain less than significant.

3.9. 3 MITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis of potential impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials indicated that the proposed
project would not result in any adverse impacts. As a result, no mitigation measures are required.
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3. H¥DROLOGYWATERUALI TY

3.10.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamongg acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant adverse environmental impact on hydrology and water quality if it results in any of the following:

b A violation of any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or an otherwise
substantial degradation of surface or groundwater quality;

b A substantial decrease of groundwater supplies or a substantial interference with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin;

b A substantial alteration of 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 which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on - or off-site; substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner in which would result in flooding on - or off-site;
create or contribute runo ff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or, impede or redirect
flood flows;

b The risk of release of pollutants due to project inundation in f lood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones;
or,

b A conflict with or an obstruction of implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan.

3.10.2 ANALYS| SEMOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A . Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality? b Less than Significant | mpac t .

In urban settings, stormwater runoff is typically conveyed into a storm drain system and ultimately
discharged to the receiving waters at a specific location. Hence, these storm drain system discharges are
treated as point sources. Stormwater runoff is part of the natural hydrologic cycle. Drainage patterns and
pollutant concentrations are frequently altered through processes such as urbanization and agriculture.
Recent studies have indicated that stormwater runoff is a significant source of water pollution. Stormwater
runoff encompasses urban runoff, which includes the discharge of pollutants to water bodies from non -
storm related activities such as irrigation, hosing sidewalks, draining swimming pools, washing cars and
illegal discharges to the storm drain system, such as unauthorized connections, leaks, or spills. Construction
activities may also result in the discharge of stormwater runoff pollutants.

The proposed currajeenctl ysivtaec ainst and c ov eprapasedprojects iitne diisrt .
|l ocated among ressdépnthaakdustheasagpnrdenve o utsh gyt beadednotddo fi e
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accommadceaet esurroundi ngThespdepo swodldipnsveosleeccesns heucti on of
sinfbhmily Upotehger opos ed cpornopjl ecetltiddasrg,e p 6 r prdpesed projects i t e
wouldbeover ednopesuirédacses (grassAtondal anfds@8apiB@t)squsai e |

would consist of | andscaping following devel opment.

The proposed project would be required to i mplement st
the Nationdli skhlalrgtearEtl i mi nati on SystemadNPDES®SNh, re¢dei mpe
project wildl be requiredutoopr epavenai BnoPinaat d SWP®FIP)

beast management practices that muel opmerdftoliowethedewi
chemical a n d The Clea Watér Adt (CWA)Idelineates a national permitting system for point

discharges known as the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). NPDES permits

typically incorporate specifi ¢ discharge limitations for point source discharges to ensure that dischargers

meet permit conditions and protect State -defined water quality standards. The NPDES framework also

regulates stormwater runoff originating from municipal and industrial sources . As part of the permitting

process, the paving contractorswould be required to adhere to all pertinent Clean Water Act regulations.

Prior to the issuance of any grading or building permit, the proposed project must submit and have approved
a water quality management plan (WQMP) to the city engineer on a form provided by the City. The WQMP
shall identify all best management practices (BMPs) that would be incorporated into the proposed project
to control stormwater and non -stormwater pollutants during a nd after construction and shall be revised as
necessary during the life of the proposed project. A copy of the preliminary WQMP has been prepared and
in included in the Appendix.

The proposed project would not include the installation or operation of any water wells or any groundwater
extraction or recharge systems. The proposed project would not include surface or subsurface application
or introduction of potential contaminants or waste materials during construction or operation such as septic
systems, inderground or aboveground storage tanks, percolation ponds, landfills and agricultural acti vities.
The proposed project would not involve or allow an activity or process that would result in a point source
discharge to a body of water. Finally, the propo sed project would not create conditions which may result in
soil erosion, sediment runoff or nonpoint sources of contamination. The proposed project would be required
to implement certain best management practices (BMPs) as a means to control storm water munoff and to
maintain water quality. These BMPs would comply with both the pertinent NPDESrequirements and BMPs
in the required WQMPor both construction and once the units are occupied. These BidPiclude
but not be limited to maintenance of theite, sweeping of streets, preventing sheet flow during heavy
rainfall, promptly cleaninduel spills, and maintaining drainage grates. In addit8ation 19.20.210 of
the Rancho Cucamonga Municipal Code states the following:

fAll businesses, regardlessof permit status, shall implement all applicable BMPs, as listed in the
California Storm Water Best Management Practice Handbooks or the current county municipal
stormwater management program, to reduce pollutants in stormwater runoff and reduce non -
stormwater discharges to the MS4 to the maximum extent practicable. All structural controls and BMPs
shall also be maintained to effectively prevent pollutants from contacting stormwater or remove
pollutants from stormwater runoff to the maximum extent practica ble. Maintenance records for

SECTION 3 b ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PAGe70



CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA D INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FIVE SINGLE-FAMILY HOME UNITS b EASTERN TERMINUS OF ARAPAHO ROAD

structural BMPs and treatment devices, including waste haulin g receipts, shall be kept for a period of
five years and made availabledto the citybs inspector

Adherence to thaforementioned BMIPequirements woulbe effective e in reducing the potential impacts
to levels that are less than significant.

B . Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or . interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable g roundwater management of
thebasin?bLess than ISmmadtf.i cant

The majority of Cucamonga Valley Water Districtds (CwWpited wat er
water can range approximately-855 per cent of the Districtdés water. Suf f
current ad future imported water demands. The Districtduces groundwater from the two groundwater basins that

underlie the District service area: Chino Basin and Cucamonga Basin. In addition to imported water and groundwater,

the District has rights to six sags of surface water from the canyons: Cucam@wsaga/on, Day/East Canyon, Deer

Canyon, Lytle Creek, Smith Canyon Group, and the Golf Course Tunnel. Currently, water is only utilized from three

of the six sources: Cucamonga Canyon, Day/East Canyon, andCBegon.As of 2006, CVWD maintained 23

groundwater wells, of which 13 were in service with a maximum production capacity of 20,490 gallons per

minute (or an annual production equivalent of 33,076 acre-feet). A° search was <conducted
Regi ontadr Waual i ty Colnitme | d Btotaatradsdkse eetoo i denti fy the pre:
underground wat e propasedplopctswiitt dn.i n The sear chl ryiaeddietdi ;mmro, rte
proposed project wildl bteerc olninees eadnd gwivinled watt gy dep lwmp ki
result in a direct decrease inthe groundwater supplies. The proposed project will involve the installation of

a new 8-inch water line in the new cul-de-sac road that will connect to an existing water located in Arapaho

Road. The proposed project does not include the installation of production water wells or a permanent

groundwater extraction or dewatering system in a groundwater basin used for potable water supply

purposes. Theproposed project does not include planned groundwater recharge through surface spreading

or injection. The proposed project would not reduce permeable areas overlying a spreading ground used for

groundwater recharge.

As previously mentioned, the City of Rancho Cucamongaoverlies two groundwater basins (Chino and
Cucamonga Basins)as identified in the Rancho Cucamonga General Plan Local groundwater provides
approximately 35 percent of the total water supply of the City of Rancho Cucamonga Each groundwater
basin is replenished by natural precipitation and through a number of spreading grounds and percolation
basins. The proposed project site is currently vacant and covered over in dirt. Upon project completion, the
proposed project site would be partially covered over in impervious surfaces (pavement and building
surfaces). Although the proposed project would decrease the land area over which water could percolate
and recharge groundwater, a great majority of the groundwater recharge occurs through spreading grounds,
which includ es the Cucamonga Spreading Grounds, Day Creek SpreadingGrounds, Etiwanda Spreading
Grounds, and the San Sevaine Spreading Grounds The Etiwanda Creek Spreading Grounds is located
approximately ¥ mile to the northeast of the site and its nearest poin t.

60 Geotracker GAMA. http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/gama/gamamap/public/default.asp . Website accessed January 9, 2019
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Political Jurisdictions

Levees
"
General Structures
=== Flood Structure
> Bridge
= Dem, Weir, Jetty

Other Structure

Flood Hazard Zones
1% Annusl Chance Flood Hazard
Regulatory Floodway
Special Floodway
Area of Undetermined Flood Hazard
0.2% Annual Chance Flood Hazard

L‘ Future Conditions 1% Annual Chance Flood
Hazard

" Area with Reduced Risk Due to Levee
[ Projectsite

O2IRGTANN AL CHANCE R LOODIAZARD 2
bl ELOODIAVEC

ARENCEMNTAL HIO0D HAZNRD
e pdld Zaga X

EXHIBIT 3-6
FLooD HAzZARDS M AP

SOURCE : F E MAS®NATIONAL FLOOD HAzZARD LAYER (NFHL) VIEWER
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Furthermore, the proposed five single-family units would connect directly to an existing water line in
Arapaho Road. No groundwater well would be required to directly serve the proposed project and no direct
groundwater withdrawals would occur. As a resut, the impacts would be less than significant.

C. Would the project 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 imperviou s
surfaces, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on - or off-site;
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner in which would result in
flooding on - or off -site; create or contribute runoff water whi ch would exceed the capacity of existing
or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff;
or, impede or redirect flood flows? bLess t han Significant | mpact.

The proposed project ohviiingdamithy kcomesroactaomni te t hat
Upon project c¢ompl epropased projectsp avoetdib ano voefr etdmeoper vi ous sur f

(grass, | andscaping and the bi o woaltiemd lgpaved aegssucleas) . I m
driveways and building surfaces. Upon pr oj ect cpopoped projectosn ,woetdtbee pr oper | y
dr ai newbuldannodts uwlet i n <=irlotsad taminmo roifdfleeT pr oposwalldpeojestricted

t o prbpesed project si t e wauld ¢h 0t al ter the courseaot€oraciyngl otcal t |
preliminary WQMP and. The pHyodpoos eoddyp boset juedeyq u iwoeard t o i mpl e

water pollution <control measures phasgeantEl t mi nahtei odats
(NPDES) requirements. The Appmpkcaménwotuhdéapies biQmiamh a ik gL
ManagementWQMPgdnrhe WQMP i @8esti Maes gt metnhtatPrwicltli chees adhe
as a meamsg rtod eot heeduscharge of pollutants to the maxi
al so i mpoisdoantsetsr ucti on best managdworldbe prlaeti eegof SBMPIis) i
Applicant to i mpl e meproposed prggect. Wihteh | d d ke todn tt thimh &VQiMBp act s

would be I ess than significant.

D . In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the project risk release of poll utants due to project
inundation ?7bNo | mpact .

According to the Feder al Emer gency Man a g mapeprovidedAirg Exhiluty3 -6( tFHEeM A )
proposed project si t e is not |l ocated-ywiatrhifn oaddédaizanat ead e’aQ0 as
According to the Federdal ABmeircyge n(cFyE MWA3 n aNgaetneonn a | FIl ood
proposed project site is | ocat-6d¢¥.Zonneasocsne nat(ed. oZa%)a X( r(edf.
509edd ood) zaornee not consi der ed z on eAccowingtdhthednited Jates f i cant
Geological Survey (USGS) Earthquake Hazards Program, seiches are standing waves set up on rivers,

reservoirs, ponds, and lakes when seismic waves from an earthquake pass through the are82 A s ei che i n
the Il ocaliwanet way &ehley ptroo pafsfeac tp rpmposed projedts é t E6 st dé st an
from the | ocahewateareaatysl ocal waterway is Etiwanda Cr e

61 Federal Emergency Management Agency.FEMAG6s Nati onal Fl ood Ha z &ebdite dceegsedepténidér D ) Vi ewer
20109.

62 United States Geological Survey Earthquake Hazards Program. Seismic Seiches.
https://earthquake.usgs.gov/learn/topics/seiche.php .
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to the nort heFausrtt hoefr nohree ,s itthee. pr oposeidn parmja&rceéa stih &t iiss
to inundat$éomaiir olhéhgrapasedeprojectsi t e i s | ocated 43 miles inl
Oce®mMs a resul twouldmesult.i mpact s

E . Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water q uality control plan or

sustainable groundwater m anagementplan?bNo | mpact .
As previously mentioned, the proposed project woul d b
control measures pursuant to the Nati ONRDE®pIteqaint e e s

The Clean Water Act (CWA) delineates a national permiting system for point discharges known as the
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). NPDES permits typically incorporate specific
discharge limitations for poi nt source discharges to ensure that dischargers meet permit conditions and
protect State-defined water quality standards. The NPDES framework also regulates stormwater runoff
originating from municipal and industrial sources. As part of the permitting pr ocess, the paving contractors
would be required to adhere to all pertinent Clean Water Act regulations.

The Applicant would also be required to implement t he
(WQMP). The WQMP identifiescddet BaetstwiMaln algee meechit e rPea ch cttad
or reduce thpoldli stchmtrget ®ft he maxi mum extent practicabl
construction best managemeoald berabeéei cespo¢BMPB) I itthyat of

i mphment over t braposddipfoject. A$ indicdteel previously, domestic water supply is the

responsibility of the CVWD. Local supplies are derived from a number of sources including imported surface

water from Northern California, groundwater pump ed from local aquifers, and a combination of waters

collected from the local mountains. Before, during, and after treatment, CVWD collects and analyzes water

samples every four hours on a daily basis. In addition to routine testing performed at the treatm ent plants,

water throughout the distribution system is analyzed weekly for d isinfectant residuals and bacteriological

content. Thousands of other tests are conducted throughout the year to ensure that the local water meets all

federal and state regulations.

Because the proposed project site would not require any general plan amendment, the low-density

residenti al use was considers in the formulation of d e
UWMP. Compl i anc e bwinmem ttitnpened reemgwlhetsi bhe proposedtproject
with thewoldMMWPs,ure that there are no i mpacts with respec

310.3MI TI GATIMBASURES

The analysis indicated that the proposed pr oyrecftf woaurl d
water qualitwyadmpacrncec.mitAisgati on is required.

63 Google Earth. Website accessed September 19, 2019.
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3.11 LAND USE & PLANNING

3.11.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant impact on land use and planning if it results in any of the following:

b The physical division of an established community; or,

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

3.11.2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A . Would the project physically divide an established community? bNo | mpact .

The proposed project site i s laolctahtoeudg ha motn gi sr ersai dreennt ti la
surroundhag @areaiously been modi fi etdheansdurgroaudhedd ntgo r a&csd
us eBhproposed projects i ite@ur rent | Wigdeey hew Rersefdemttia)l ExhTlhe t 3
GenerallLaRdamnwsBa Pl andiacta tpedpesed projectsi t e has a | and use de
Resi dédnteirayl (Lroewf er t e8) Hhxelpiogmset praject would not require a zone change or

general plan amendment, as the proposed use is permitted within the proposed project site. The proposed

project site is immediately surrounded on all four sides by properties that are zoned VL (Very Low

Residential) and developedwith single -family residential uses. U p otnhper o p o s e d cprnmpjl eedtisn, t h
proposed projects i woeld al s d ufreea r es i demd ri eafl opruen,e ot.sheed wopld rodleadtod

any division of an existing established neighborhood and no impacts would occur.

B . Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use pla n,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mi  tigating an environmental effect ? Noo
| mpact .

As previousl y pnogosedprojeate df et he curre@Veéryy zobow dR(arse fdebmn t i a |
to ExHR7i)b.it T3he Gemdrlade PRIlaann LMa p propabedprajéctesss tteh ehta st e | and
desi gnaReé ®ind eédriteirayl (Lroevf er t 68 )ETkehpropdsdd prdject would involve the

construction of five single -family hom es. The proposed project would not require a zone change or general

plan amendment, as the proposed use is permitted within the proposed project site. The proposed project

site is immediately surrounded on all four sides by properties that are zoned VL (Very Low Residential) and

developed with single-family residential uses. Upon pr oj ect cpmpoped projactsn woatd h e

al so featur e Thersfore genptopoaed prejesteveuld be in compliance witht he Ci t y6s zoni
code and General Plan. The proposed residential developmenhwould be required conform to all applicable

|l and use plans, policies and regul ations, including th
impacts would resultfr om t he proposed projectds i mplementation.
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EXHIBIT 3-8
GENERAL PLAN M AP

SOURCE : CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA
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3.11.3 MITIGATION M EASU RES

The analysis determined that no significant i mpacts o
i mpl ementation of the proposed pr ojweudber eqiusi raedr.esul t , r

3.12 M INERAL RESOURCES

3. 12ZHREESHOLDSSIOGENI FI CANCE

Accrding to the City of Rancho Cucamonga, acting as Le
significant adverse i mpact on mineral resources i f it r

b The loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the State o r

b  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.

3. PANALYSI SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

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?bNo | mpact .

The Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975 (SMARA) mandates the classificationof valuable lands
that are subject to urban expansion or other irreversible actions in order to protect mineral resources in the
State. SMARA also allows the State to designate lands containingnineral deposits of regional or statewide
significance. The California Geological Survey (CGS) has identified a number of areas as significant
aggregate resources throughout the City and Sphere of Influence. There are four coalescing alluvial fans in
or near the City, comprising a significant local sand and grave resource. From west to east these alluvial
fans are known as the San Antonio, Cucamonga, Deer Creek, and Day Creek fansThe Sphere of Influence
currently contains a rock crushing plant locate d within the Day Creek area, which is the only active aggre@te
operation in the City/Sphere of Influence . According to the Regionally Significant Aggregate Resources map
within the General Plan, th eroposed projects i it € Inmdc¢ataerd dmeai wiet mi aet al extra
activities.

According to the California Department of Conservation
( DOGGR) Well Finder, there are no existing oerd fwiirtneirn oi
t hpoposed projects i ¥ dhe nearest recpmomsdpoeeas]! setar eneopcadt 86

mi laevway f hpeoposedprojectsi t e and are inactive wel IAss tah arte saurlet ¢
no i mpacts oaraekisbwudgremeud t from the proposed projectd

64 California D epartment of Conservation. Division of Oil, Gas & Geothermal Resources Well Finder.
http://maps.conservation.ca .gov/doggr/index.html#close . Websiteaccessed January 18, 2019.
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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?bNo | mpact .
Apreviously mentioned, no mineral, oil, or energy extre
t hpeoposed projects i t e . As a resul wouldn dite ipmto@rofserde pwiotf ecdny r es
activieyoreThewouldmpaeltts from the i mplementation of the

3. I3Mi T1I GATIMBMASURES

The analysis indicabedni hkatl woouel sdnpraacs sl t from the pro
approval and mpdlksequearti on. As me arsals elst arro rriqtuii g @&tdi. o n
3.13 NoISE

3.13.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant impact on the environment if it results in any of the following:

b The generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
vicinity of the proposed project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies

b The generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels; or,

b The exposure of people residing or working in the proposed project area to excessive noise levels 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.

3.13.2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

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?bLess t han Significant I
Mi tigation.

Noi se |l evels may be described using a number of methods
noi se. The most commonly used unit for measbeidgcthell
scale represent ssdthred |tolwaetstcdn mie ldard by humans. Th e

d B2 Examples of low daytime levels are isolated, natural settings with noise levels as low as 20 dBA and
quiet suburban residential streets with noise levels around 40 dBA. Noise levelsabove 45 dBA at night can

65 USEPA, Protective Noise Levels. 1971.
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disrupt sleep. Examples of moderate level noise environments are urban residential or semicommercial
areas (typically 55i 60 dBA) and commercial locations (typically 60 dBA). People may consider louder
environments adverse, but most will accept the higher levels associated with noisier urban residential or

residential commercial areas (607 75 dBA) or dense urban or industrial areas (65/ 80 dBA). Noi se | evel s
that are agdfocioamtmod ,weveryday iactExwhoitbhiets Zare il lustrat:
As previously mentioned, residential uses are located on all sides of the proposed project; therefore, m i s e
sensitive uses are | ocated on TaHhd nsteadneessmeosf atbhuet ptrhoep opsreo

approxi mateal f r®m5n ft he wdédesproparby kiemsitive receptors

2 within the Air Quality section (Section 3.3).

During cons toposed gropctmay heesult i hempeubdsyanhtrkase
|l evel s in the absence of mitigation. Noi se | evel

S

in

al

asso

il lustratedOi.n HBXhki mioti s | evels thatusteatedeébbeeghptoat

at a distance of 50 f @oeposité comsmctiprhneise iis destscharastarized hy &olt,
Beranek, and Newman$6 In this study, the noisiest phases of construction is presented as 89 dBA as
measured at a distance of 50 feet from the construction effort. Noise from stationary or point sources is
reduced by about 6 dBA for every doubling of distance. In addition, noise levels are also generally reduced
by 1 dBA for each 1,000 feet of distance due to & absorption. Noise levels may also be reducedby
intervening structures i generally, a single row of buildings between the receptor and the noise source
reduces the noise level by about 5 dBA, while a solid wall or berm reduces noise levels by 5 to 10BA. The
normal noise attenuation within residential structures with open windows is about 17 dBA, while the noise
attenuation with closed windows is about 25 dBA.

The ambient noi se environment in the vicinemagnafinde

from vehilclnegs otnr avhee near by roadways and noise typical/l

are r esi deThe prepbseduprject would involve the construction of five single-family homes.
Future sources ofis inwomdldsien cg eundetryaptoecds é |l y associ at ed

Construction of the proposed project would require the use of equipment for site clearing, grading, the
installation of utilities, and building construction. During each constructi on phase, there would be a
different mix of equipment operating and noise levels would vary based on the amount of equipment in
operation and the location of each activity. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has compiled
data regarding the noise generating characteristics of specific types of construction equipment and typical
construction activities. It is important to note that construction noise levels would diminish rapidly with
distance from the construction site at a rate of approximately 6 dBA per doubling of distance. For example,
glass windows are capable of reducing noise by about 25 dBA.

66 Bugliarello, et. al. The Impact of Noise Pollution, 1975.
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Noise Levels 1 in dBA

Serious Injury

sonic boom

jet take off at 200 ft.

115 music in night club interior
110 motorcycle at 20 ft.
f 105 power mower
100
Discomfort 95 freight train at 50 ft.
90 food blender
85 electric mixer, light rail train horn
80
75
ﬁ 70 portable fan, roadway traffic at 50 ft.
65
60 dishwasher, air conditioner
Range of 55
Typical 50 normal con versation
Noise 45 refrigerator, light traffic at 100 ft.
Levels 40
35 library interior (quiet study area)
30
25
20
15
Threshold of 10 rustling leaves
Hearing 5
0
EXHIBIT 3-9

TYPICAL NOISE SOURCES AND L OUDNESS SCALE

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning
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ExHIBIT 3-10

TYPICAL CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVELS

Source: Blodgett Baylosis
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The proposed projectds construction noise | evels would
the construction period. Goder constauction adtivtiestwithin a esidentidd s Muni c i
area are prohibited between the hours of 8:00 PM and 7:00 AM Monday through Saturday. Construction

noise is prohibited on Sundays and national holidays.

with these requirements. The City of Rancho CaudceamobagaedMuablici pmeéd Ct h

noi se control standafds for residenti al zones:

b Residential noise standards.

b  The following table includes the maximum noise limits in residential zones. These are thenoise
limits when measured at the adjacent residential property line (exterior) or within a
neighboring home (interior).

Table 3 -6
Residential Noise Limits
Location of Maximum Allowable
Measurement
10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.
Exterior 60 dBA 65 dBA
Interior 45 dBA 50 dBA

b Special exclusions The following activities shall be exempted from the provisions of this section:

b 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:

b When adjacent to a residential land use, school, church or similar type of use, thenoise
generating activity does not take place between the hours of 8:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. on
weekdays, including Saurday, or at any time on Sunday or a national holiday, and provided

noise levels created do not exceed thenoise standard of 65 dBA when measured at the
adjacent property line.

b Noise sources associated with the maintenance of real property,provided said activities take
place between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. on any day.

I n order to ensure that the neighboring residenti:i

mitigation measures are required:

b Temporaryr mioesemastect eed sdlterdg thlobundari eswould These s

al us e

be designed ¢ mstartu cetniuan encaci s e. We recommend plywo
attenuating materials |like sound curtaisess f%o@606d ba
dBA) .

67 Rancho Cucamonga, City of. Municipal Code, Title 17 Development Code, Atrticle 1V Site Development Provisions, Chapter 17.66
Performance Standards, Section 17.66.050 Noise Standards.
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b Demoliti on and construction activities shall be scheduled to the extent reasonably feasible so as to
avoid operating several pieces of high noise generating equipment simultaneously.

b The project contractomstmasar eadti égam edisihmesnoassd r uao

contact information. This notice must be placed a
include the name and phone number of the | ocal con
about bDpbeereceipt o€ aeaocobompttomtmush respond i mme

noi se to me et Muni ci palln Caodddei trn @eaqqui raclmen¢c empl ai nt s
communi cation between the affected residentyfsand ¢
Public Works Department.

b The project contractors shall use construction equi
sound suppression equipment as a means to reduce ma

The i mplementatimenntdfontelde mal o gwotld oend umeea sponesstn tt abn co
noi se impacts to | evel s Théproposea prejectlweutdsncreasedraffic solugesi f i c ant
on the surrounding roadways, which in turn has the potential to increase roadway (traffic -related) noise. It

typically requires a doubling of traffic volumes to result in an increase in the ambient noise levels of between

3.0to 5.0 dBA. The 3.0 to 5.0 dBA figures are considered to be the limit where changes in the noise levels

may be perceived by persons with normal hearing. According to the traffic analysis prepared for the

proposed project, the proposed development would result in approximately 50 net daily vehicle trips,

including 5 PM peak hour trips. The generation of 50 additional vehicle trips would not represent a

doubling of traffic volumes along Arapaho Road. As a resul t, the proposed proje:
would be less than significant.

B . Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise levels?bLess than Significant | mpact.

The nearestthdtandayspotentially be i mpacted by groundbor
the use of heavy coarsd rtulcd i roes iedaun tpimeintyses that surro
proj ec.Onesét oper aproposecaprojectdtsh en oi s ewouldnbpea cstismi h atstea@ toe

already exist among t hanwawoudrrsdti nlgye r eisg miefnit ¢ ant useAs pr e
t he n @ihsiseest of consipatedoddDadbBAaasi measured at a di st

the construc®Asomrstatedviwt t.hi n t he cotiructiprdactivits withica p a | Cod
residential area are prohibited between the hours of 8:00 PM and 7:00 AM Monday through S aturday.

Construction noise is prohibited on Sundays and national holidays.®¢ Co mp |l i ance wi th City noi
wi || decrease any potreenaribayl saedrnvseirtBiewdi nrpoespcEtpst @mosmeasur e s

l'isted in the [Ar3eviidmle ARYwbeedcthiadont he residential uses &
noi se.

68 Rancho Cucamonga, City of. Municipal Code, Title 17 Development Code, Article IV Site Development Provisions, Chapter 17.66
Performance Standards, Section 17.66.050 Noise Standards.
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Ground vVvibrations associated with construction
equi pmehy reaeh the |l evels that result birmtdamage |l tad enl
construction activities may be discernible in areas
is in older buildings wheravepdcTalildsg adnmamugtesbe¢ heakew
vi brati omuand etffeect on people and buildings. The
has guidelines for wvibration | eactlisviftrieers mamdsd $ ut héeon
maxi mum-ppedliellecity | evels renmearmn sedond OatO5S5t iencheasr e s
Vi bration | evels above 0.5 inches per second have
dwel l ings. The U. Svi bOdtiadrsol svaltesalidhwe 0. 015
somet pmeseptible to peopl e, and the | evel at whi
inches per second.
Table 3 -7
Common Effects of Construction Vibration
V;(?;l:ylziir/zzlg Effects on Humans Effects on Buildings
<0.005 | mp e richkelpe No effect on buildings
0.005 to 0.015 Barely perceptible No effect on buildings
0.02 to 0.05 I(Si\éslpaner:éarwl:);iCl:?uiclocr;itri]g?:ou No effect on buildings
011005 Vi brations cons@depreer_dsounns Mi ni mal potential for ¢
exposed to Cc 0 ntte rnnu owisb roat structures
oswio | Yibrations consideozu boi JNLZSLCLS GLGIARCTLEY
walls. Some risk to anc
U. s. Bureau of Mines ds
1.0t0 2.0 Vi brations considered un \t/)iUib:?jtiinogns.inMOtslatirﬂC]OOanaisnmgirE
are in this range.
>3.0 Vi bration is unpleasant E?zg?tasrtadrhuifct?eﬁcrtal:rZlam(;zrg
Source: U.S. Department of Transportation
Typical l evel s flrloyn ¢o bmat i mavegeinee apot ential for
Some construction activities such as pile drivi
the potenti al to damegsi some sitbuatiubdesa b0 per flOOMddk ¢
structVarrei.ous types of construction equi pment
construction activities with an average osfhoswnuricne T aebvled
3-8. Al t hoabdhe tghevets one | evel for each piece of
considerable variation in reported ground vibrat

3-1pbrovides
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Table 3 -8
Vibration Source Levels for Construction Equipment
Construction Equipment PPV @25 ft. Noise Levels
auip (inches/sec.) (VdB) @ 25 ft.
Upper r 1.58 112
Pile Driver ( ;
Typical 0.644 104
Upper r 0.734 105
Pile Drive ( -
Typical 0.170 93
Clam Shovel Drop 0.202 94
Large Butrldozer 0.089 87
Caisson Drilling 0.089 87
Loaded *Tr ucks 0.076 86
Smal | Bul*l dozer 0.035 79

Note: ** Equipment likely to be used in construction
Source: Noise and Vibration During Construction

Based on Transit Noise and Vibratianvii bhpadct oAsd eveine rotf

(velocity in decibels 0.5 inches per second [iii/sec])
not result in dmywté¢omstdrmamatgieon VAt a -diseapckbeocflirboi g
generate a vibra2boinnieeel oHoweveéwo, Ono pile driving ec
proposed projectd s constructi on. Therwidlbnoe, gemerptepessgaaipi cjae
i mp a @ h proposed projectwouldr esul t in a temporary increase in ambi
during the projectds conswouldircan gpen fprhaam e7 9 tThed 4 ibdBRtdto!
actiwocati odn. As indicated previouwiyh dhet amécésedndbatn
will the noise |l evels be over 110 AsdB trreastulwhi dthec puwltcd
would be |l ess than significant.

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 t 0 excessive noise levels® N o

|l mpact .
T h proposed projects i t e i s wothlocawedmiles of a public airport
nearest public airport to the project site is the Onta
sout hwest of ®%®hbeppoppettedstond siigslel mdata ALCUP noi se co
AirpAsta resul t, t hveouldrr oxdypose gedple pesiding eravorking in the project area

to excessive noiselevela nd no ivondactar .
3. I3M1 TI GATIMEASURES

The analysis of potential i mpaceéesi dehthbedtesdeadj aeenhd:
proj eactoudidt potentially be i mpaaxctemns brye ctomestt rtultd i mes indaé

69 Toll-Free Airline. Los Angeles County Pwlic and Private Airports, California.
http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/losangeles.ht _m.
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shielded from confsdlrlucwii mgn miotiisgegt itdhre measures are requ

Mitigation Me(@MwjrgeeMporary noise barriers must be

boundaThese sound barriers wildl be designévVeé fr ecammen

pl ywood f ehnecri nsgo uonrd oatt t enuating materials |ike sound
constructiof®5naiBAg .by 20

Mi ti gati on NM&aNsoy.r&emditon and construction activities shall be scheduled to the
extent reasonably feasible so as to awid operating several pieces of high noise generating equipment

simultaneously.

Mitigation MgdeuBReNproject contractors must notify

construction titmed dmd olromaali oman This notice must be

proposed project si t e and shall include the nameaandpehsaoe
residents may call to complain about nomeet r&ppaoandec
i mmedi ately by reducing noise to meet Municipal Code

Subsequent communi catednr éoeitdveretns tehred addretctact or s mu
Citybébs Public Works Department.

Miti gateiasnr & ANVbo.i sTh)e. proj ect contractors shal/l use

includes working mufflers and othermnsoudmnmnd redpgre snaich

noi se.

3.14 POPULATION & H OUSING

3.14.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Accong to tRandchdyCwdamonhngag as Lead Agency, a project

significant i mpact on hewssihg andapgpofathenfofl owing:
1 A substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for e xample, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other

infrastructure) ;  or ,

b The dismphasubsténtial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere

3.14.2 ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS
A. Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for

example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)? b Less than Significant Impact.
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The proposed projectwould involve the construction of five single-family homes. Growth-inducing impacts
are generally associated with the provision of urban services to an undeveloped or rural area. Growth
inducing impact s include the following:

b New development in an area presently undeveloped and economic factors which may influence
development. Although the proposed project site is not currently developed, the proposed project
site is surrounded on all sides by develgpment.

b Extension of roadways and other transportation facilities. The proposed project site is well served
by existing public roadways. No new public roadways would need to be constructed to serve the
proposed project. The existing Arapaho Road would be extended onto the project site and this
roadway will end as a culde-sac.

b Extension of infrastructure and other improvements.  The proposed project site would be served
by existing water and power infrastructure though these existing lines will be extended into the site
to serve the individual units.

b Major off -site public projects (treatment plants, etc.). No new off-site public projects would be
required to accommodate the proposed project.

b The removal of housing requiring replacement housing elsewhere. No housing units are located
within the proposed project site boundaries. As a result, no replacement housingwould be
required.

b  Additional population growth leading to increased demand for goods and services. The proposed
project is an infill project that would provide an additional five single-family units.

b Short-termgrowth -i nduci ng i mpacts rel at ed Qoostructiorewoniersoj ect 6 s
and deliveries will not be required to travel long distances to reach the construction site.

According to the Growth Forecast ADQP4eh dRexg ipareglarTerda rosyp o
Pl an/ Sustai nabl e Commu n i thei Gitysof RahchcaQuamongalialR d gopuatons of |

170,100in 2012 and is projected to have a populaion of 204,300 by the year 2040.7° As of July 1, 201,

the population in the City of Rancho Cucamongawas estimated to bel77,7517* According to the U.S. Census

Bureau, the average lousehold size in the City ofRancho Cucamonga is 3.07 persons per housebld (2013-

2017); therefore, the potential number of new residents that would be introduced by the proposed project

would be 15 persons. The proposed number of rpopepwsedspute nggtotdlhuate t h
wi || not surpass t h.olshe prrojjecttedwidy D@AETonsi stent wi t
designation which was wused in the formulation of the S

70 Southern California Association of Governments. Regional Transportation Plan/Sust ainable Communities Strategy 2016 -2040.
Demographics & Growth Forecast. April 2016.

71United States Census Bureau. Quickfacts, Rancho Cucamonga City, California.
https://www _.census.gov/quickfacts/ranchocucamongacitycalifornia .
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The site on which the pr opwvwudebde rceosnisdternutcitaeld diesv egd rogpamemt
cover eddo vTea proposed project site is located in a fully urbanized area ofRancho Cucamonga

The proposed project would be classified as an infill project. The California Code, Public Resources Code

(PRC) Section 21099 defines aninfill site a sa Idt located within an urban area that has been previously

developed, or on a vacant site where at least 75 percent of the perimeter of the sitadjoins or is separated

only by an improved public right -of-way from, parcels that are developed with qualified urban u s e § h @

proposed projects i t e i s compl et el y s dhempoposed @aojectwould oot be baatedu s e s .

in an area that is currently undeveloped or unserved by major infrastructure. As aresult, less than

significant impacts would occur.

B. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere ?b No Impact.

The proposed project site i s tlhmpomdekmojeatmpthgasr @siede mtuisadly
been heavily modi fied atnlde gswrdreadu nt i rag crogupusdiiqjest a | uses

site currentlyndndadenowtreiegldiizre dd iar t . There are no housin
proposed projects i t e b o.uThhdearr e feasasidentsarh o u s i n gvoudmiatiss pl aced as a r
of the proposed project 6s wouldolcecnuernt ati on and no i mpact

3.14. 3 MITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis of potential population and housing impacts indicated that no significan t impacts would result
from the proposed project. As a result, no mitigation is required.

3.15 PuUBLIC SERVICES

3.15.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant adverse impact on public services if it results in any of the following:

b Substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of newor physically altered
governmental facilities, the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which would cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or othe performance objectives for fire protection ;

b  Substantial adverse physical impacts associatedwith the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which would cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios response times, or other performance objectives forpolice protection;
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b Substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or phystally altered

governmental facilities, the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which would cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives forschools;

b Substantial adverse physical impacts associated with theprovision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which would cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, respong times, or other performance objectives for parks; or,

b Substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which would cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives fobther public facilities .

3.15.2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A.

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmen tal
facilities, the construction of which would cause significant environmental i mpacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for fire
protecton?bLess than Significant | mpact

The Rancho Cucamonga Fire Protection District (RCFPD) serves the combined 50square-mile Rancho
Cucamonga City and Sphere of Influence area. The RCFPD has trained many of its members and has
equipment to deal with different types of emergencies. These include:

b Wildland Fire Protection: Firefighters specialize in mitigating fir es in theWildland Urban Interface
(WUI) areas.

b Emergency Medical Services (EMS): Firefighters trained as Paramedics and Emergency Medical
Technicians are responsible for providing rapid response and assessment of life in threatening
situations that result from injury or illness.

b Technical Rescue:The Technical Rescue team is a specialized team that igained in confined space
rescue, trench resae, building collapse and shoring, swift water rescue, high angle rope rescue, and
large animal rescue.

b Hazardous Material: The Hazardous Materials team is a specialized teamthat is trained and
certified to take corrective action to prevent or contain t he spread of hazardous materials from
spills, explosion, or fire. 72

72 Rancho Cucamonga City of. General Plan.
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Table 3 -9
Rancho Cucamonga Fire Prot ection District (RCFPD)
Fire Stations

Fire Station Name Address Distance from Project Site

Fire Station 171 Amethyst Fire Station 6627 Amethyst Avenue 4.62 miles to the west

Fire Station 172 San Bernardino Road Fire Station 9612 San Bernardino Road 4.93 miles to the southwest

Fire Station 173 Day Creek Fire Station 12270 Fire House Court 1.50 miles to the southwest
Fire Station 174 Jersey Fire Station 11297 Jersey Avenue 3.80 miles to the southwest
Fire Station 175 Banyan Fire Station 11108Banyan Street 2.57 miles to the northwest
Fire Station 176 East Avenue Fire Station 5840 East Avenue 0.62 miles to the north

Fire Station 177 Hellman Fire Station 9270 Rancho Street 5.04 miles to the northwest

Source: City of Rancho Cucamonga, FireDistrict

The nearest fire station to the proposed project site is the East Avenue Station, located 0.62 miles north of
the proposed project site. The proposed project involves the construction of five single-family homes. New
development projects in the City may increase the demand for fire protection and emergency medical
services. The proposed project is not located within a brush fire hazard area, hillside, or area with
inadequate fire hydrant service or street access. The proposed project would be residential in nature and
would not involve the use, manufacture or storage of toxic, readily combustible, or otherwise hazardous
materials. Thepro p o s e d pacaigneavoutd previde for adequate RCFPD access. Arapaho Road has
a width of approximately 30 feet, which would provide sufficient clearance for the fire trucks. In addition,

the proposed project is an infill project and will not result in an expansion of the fire service boundaries.

The proposed project would work with RCFPDand incorporate RCFPD6s r ecommendati ons rel a

safety into the building plans. Th&CFPDurrently reviews all/l new devel op
deel opmaudbe riggeuw to conform to al/l fire protection an:i
emer gencyT haec cpersgep.wg edct would only place an increment al

proposed projectwouldi nvol ve thefbper-B&amighy oBoommelsi ance wi-th the

mentioned requirement, as well as the pertinent codes

t hat are | ess Thus, dhe praposgdmprojedt woaldhrtot. result in the need for or provision of

new or physically altered governmental facilities the construction of which could cause significant adverse
environmental impacts, and fire services impacts would be less than significant.

B. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated w ith the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which would cause significant environmental i mpacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, res ponse times, or other performance objectives for police
protection ?b Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation

Rancho Cucamonga contracts with tDhpartm8m (6BASP)rfon policd i no Cou
services. The SBCSD operates the Police Bpartment and provides response servicesgcriminal investigation

services, traffic enforcement, and preventive patrol withthe mai n pol i ce facility | ocat e
Center. There is also a substation located within the Victoria Gardens Shoppin g Center and one satellite

office located at Vineyard Avenue and Base Line RoadIn addition, the proposed project is an infill project

and will not result in an expansion of the fire service boundaries.
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Table 3 -10
San Bernardino County SHh®BCs)f 6s Depar
Police Stations in Rancho Cucamonga

Police Station Address Distance from Project Site
Police Department (main facility) 10510 Civic Center Drive (City Hall) 4.08 miles to the southwest
Victoria Gardens Satellite Station 7743 Kew Avenue 1.95 miles to the south
Satellite Office Vineyard Avenue and Base Line Road | 5.50 miles to the west

Source: City of Rancho CucamongapPolice Department

Construction sites, if left unsecured, have the potential to attract trespassers and/or vandals that would

potentially result in graffiti, excess trash, and potentially unsafe conditions for the public. Such occurrences

would adversely affect the aesthettc character ofthe proposed project site and surrounding area and could

potentially cause public health and safety concerns. The proposed project would incorporate temporary

construction fencing along the periphery of the active construction areas to screen as much of the

construction activity from view at the local street level and to keep unauthorized personsfrom entering the
construction area. Wi t h i mpl ement ati on of the following mitigat:.
impacts upon SBCSDserviceswould be less than significant:

b  Temporary construction fencing shall be placed along the periphery of the active construction areas
to screen as much of the construction activity from view at the local street level and to keep
unpermitted persons from entering the construction area.

The proposed project woul d only ©pl aceonanseirnvcirceense nd iar c €
proposed projecti s earmotti ci pated to be an attractor for cTrod me due
ensure the proposed project el ements wad®aa Banardim t he Ci
County Shermehtfwoldd rkevpeerst t he site spldanprfogrect hd oprempair e

devel opment adheres to the Department requirement s, ir
revi ew. Adheremeatit onddcher eapwivree ment avowdd rreidtuickeat i on 1
potenti al i mpdactags et d elssvelhant sagnificant.

C. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically a Itered governmental
facilities, the construct ion of which would cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for schools? b
Less than Significant Impact.

Four elementary school districts and one high school district serve residents of Rancho Cucamonga.
Rancho Cucamonga is located entirely within the Chaffey Joint Union High School District, which provides

all secondary public education. The district operates four high schools: Alta Loma on the west, Rancho
Cucamonga in the central area, Etiwandaon the east, and Los Osos in the north central porion of the City.
Primary -level public education services are provided by four dementary and junior high/middle school

districts: Alta Loma serving the north west portion, Central serving the west central portion, Cucamonga
serving the south portion, and Etiwanda serving the eastern portion of the City. The unincorporated Sphere
of Influence to the north is served by the Alta Loma and Etiwanda districts. The City also has many religious
institutions on large properties that have K -12 schools now and possibly in the future. Chaffey Community
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College serves the Rancho Cucamonga commuity and surrounding region. Chaffey Community College is
a full-service community college occupying a 200-acre site along north Haven Avenue. The college offers a
wide range of educational programs, including the following schools: Business and Applied Technology;
Health Sciences; Language Arts; Mathematics and Science;Social and Behavioral Sciences; and Visual,
Performing, and Communication Arts. In addition to Chaffey Community College, Rancho Cucamonga can
boast a number of satellite campuses from major institutions of higher learning.  Within the City limits
these include fadlities operated by the University of Redlands and the University of La Verne.

According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the average household size in the City of Rancho Cucamonga3s07

persons per household (20132017); therefore, the potential number of new residents that would be

introduced by the proposed project would be 15 persons According to U.S. Census Bureau statistics for the

City, 17.7% of residents are children of schol age; therefore, approximately 3 of the new residents would

be of school age. Therefore, the projected number of new studentswould noti ncr eas e rd esmamao If o
s e r v iThegposed project would not require construction of new facilities, a major reorganization of

students or classrooms, major revisions to the school calendar (such as yearound sessions), or other

actions which would create a temporary or permanent impact on the nearby schools.

The Applicant would be required to pay all applicable developer fees to thelocal school districts to offset
the proposed projectd s i mpact o nThe Appliaaht weutd beorequired to pay all applicable school
facility development fees in accordance with California Government Code Section 65995. Pursuant to

Government Code Section 65995, payment of development f
and complete school ThacDIstirestmiwtl gabeoabbe to accommi
enrollments. With the paymentofa Sc h ool Devel opment Fee, the proposed |

public school services would be less than significant

D. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered go vernmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which would cause significant environmental i mpacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for parks?b Less
than Significant Impact.

The proposed project involves the construction of five single-family homes. According to the U.S. Census
Bureau, the average household size in the City of Rancho Cucamonga is 3.07 persons per household (20413
2017); therefore, the potential number of new residents that would be introduced by the proposed project
would be 15 persons.

The nearest park to the proposed project site is Etiwanda Creek Park, which is located 0.40 miles north of
the proposed project site. The proposed project would not require construction of new park facilities or
other actions which would create a temporary or permanent impact on the nearby parks. A significant
impact would occur if the proposed project would result in the need for or pr ovision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities the construction of which could cause significant adverse environmental
impacts. The proposed project would be required to comply with any applicable regulations requiring the
payment of parks fees or the dedication of parkland. Each residential related project would also be required
to pay applicable park fees and comply with the on-site open space requirements of theRancho Cucamonga
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Municipal Code, which would offset demand for public parks. As a result, the impacts would be less than
significant.

E. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmenta |
facili ties, the construction of which would cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for other public
facilities ? b Less than Significant Impact.

The Rancho Cucamonga Public Library has two library facilities. The Archibald Library was the first

municipal library in Rancho Cucamonga, which openedin 1994. The Paul A. Biane Library, located as part
of the Victoria Gardens Cultural Center, opened in 2006. The opening of this second facility has nearly
doubled the capacity of the Rancho Cucamonga Public Library system. The Rancho Cucamonga Public
Library offers programs and services for people of allages, including a bookmobile, technology classesstory

time for children, programs for teens, book clubs, literacy programs, and other special programs. Two
libraries outside of the Rancho Cucamonga Public Library system are also locatedwithin the City . These
libraries include the Chaffey College Libraryand the Law Library for San Bernardino County.

A significant impact may occur if a project includes substantial employment or population growth that could
generate a demand for other public facilities (such as libraries), which would exceed the capacity awilable
to serve the proposed project site and require the construction of additional library facilities that would
create direct or indirect environmental impacts.

The proposed project involves the construction of five single-family homes. According to the U.S. Census
Bureau, the average household size in the City of Rancho Cucamonga is 3.07 persons per household (20413
2017); therefore, the potential number of new residents that would be introduced by the proposed pr oject
would be 15 persons. The new residents would likely use the aforementioned library branches. The
proposed project is unlikely to create substantial capacity or service level problems that would require or
result in new or expanded public facilities the construction of which would have a significant adverse
impact. Thus, impacts would be less than significant.

3.15.3 MITIGATION M EASURES

With i mplementation of the following mitigation
services would be less thansignificant.

Mi ti gati on NM&aPsuub8 eircih)io Temporary construction fencing shall be placed along

the periphery of the active construction areas to screen as much of the construction activity from view
at the local street level and to keep unpermitted persons from entering the construction area.
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3.16 RECREATION

3.16.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant adverse impact on the environ ment if it results in any of the following:

b Anincrease in 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; or,

b The inclusion of recreational facilities or the construc tion or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

3.16.2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated ?b
Less than Significant Impact.

The proposed project involves the construction of five single-family homes. According to the U.S. Census
Bureau, the average household size in the City of Rancho Cucamonga is 3.07 persons per household (2013
2017); therefore, the potential number of new residents that would be introduced by the proposed project
would be 15 persons.

A significant impact would occur if the proposed project would result in a substantial physical deterioration
of a park facility. The nearestpark to the proposed project site is Etiwanda Creek Park, which is located
0.40 miles north of the proposed project site. The proposed project would not require construction of new
park facilities or other actions which would create a temporar y or permanent impact on the nearby parks.

The proposed project would comply with any applicable regulations requiring the payment of parks fees or
the dedication of parkland. Each residential related project in the City is required to pay applicable park
fees and to comply with the on -site open space requirements of the Rancho Cucamonga Municipal Code,
which would offset demand for public parks. Section 3.68.030 (Establishment and administration of Park
In-Lieu/ Park Impact Fees) of the City of Rancho Cucamonga Municipal Code provides the justification for
collecting park fees from new residential development. The total fees per unit would be $10,474 and would
include a subdivision fee ($5,756 per unit), a park improvement fee ($2,805 per unit) and a community an d
recreation center fee ($1,913 per unit). The five units would be required to pay $52,370. With the payment
of these fees, the impacts would beessthan significant.

B. Would the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or exp ansion of

recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment ?b Less than
Significant Impact.
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A significant impact may occur if a project includes or requires the construction or expansion of park
facilities and such construction would have a significant adverse effect on the environment. The proposed
project itself does not include the expansion of park facilities and does not require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse impact on the environment. In addition, the
proposed project would be required to comply with any applicable regulations requiring the payment of
parks fees or the dedication of parkland. Each residential related project would also be required to pay
applicable park fees and comply with the onsite open space requirements of the Rancho Cucamonga
Municipal Code, which would offset demand for public parks. As a result, the impacts would be less than
significant.

3.16. 3 MITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed project would not result in any significant impact on recreational
facilities and services. As a result, no mitigation is required.

3.17 TRANSPORTATION

3.17.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Accordi ng otfo Rlamec hbi tmtciamgngs ,Laad Agency, a project ma)
i mpact on traffic and circulation if it results in any

b A conflict with a plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including transi t,
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities;

b A conflict or inconsistency with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 subdivision (b) ;

b Asubstantial increase in hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment) ; or ,

b Inadequate emergency access
3.17.2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A. Would the project conflict with a plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities ?b Less than Significant Impact.

The proposed project involves the construction of five single-family homes. In order to accurately assess
future traffic conditions with the proposed project, trip generation estimates were developed for the
proposed project. Trip generation rates for the proposed project are based on the nationally recognized
recommendations cont ai ned in ATri p Getheditiant puldished byMthenlnsatlte, of 1 0
Transportation Engineers (ITE). Table 3-11shows a summary of trip generation estimates for the proposed
project. As shown in Table 3-13, the proposed project is anticipated to generate approximately 50 trips per
day, with five of those trips occurring during the evening peak hour.
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Table 3 -11
Trip Generation Estimates
ITE PM Peak
ITE Land Use/Project Scenario Code & Unit Daily Hour
Unit Total
Single-Family Detached Housing 210 Dwelling Units 10.00 1.00
Total 5 Units 50 5

Source: ITE Trip Generation Manual, 10t Edition

The number of trips that would be added will not create a significant impact to surrounding roadways and
would not impact any street or intersection level of service (LOS). Therefore, the proposed project would
not conflict with a plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway,
bicycle and pedestrian facilities. As a result, the potential impacts would be less than significant.

B . Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 subdivision (b ) ?
bLess than Siagenti.fi cant | mp

According to CBQAOG4i 8ekubd sehidlesniiles travdled {VMT) )exceeding an
applicable threshold of significance may indicate a significant impact. Generally, projects within one -half
mile of either an existing major transit stop or a stop along an existing high quality transit corridor should
be presumed to cause a lesshan significant transportation impact. Projects that decrease VMT in the
proposed project area compared to existing conditions should be considered to have aless than significant
transportation impact.

The proposed project i nvol vefsamihey achoomaetsr unfi bh pfopeéewt
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b

e less than significant.

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 )? b No Impact.

73 California Strategic Growth Council. http://www.sgc.ca.gov/Initiatives/infill _-development.html .
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Vehicular access to theproposed project site would be provided by an extension of Arapaho Road which

would end in a cul-de-sac. Access to each of the fie new single-family homes would be provided by driveway

connections with Arapaho Road. Approximately 50 v e hi c | wvould o d qowsr peoposed prejects i t e
every dfaywedhndc | would o ¢ owr dur i ng t h &his PMvoluraeaoktraffi ©is mot

expected to cause any street delays or long queues. The proposed projegtould be located in an area that

is not readily accessible from a major arterial road. Therefore, the street that leads to the proposed project

(Arapaho Road) would not handle a significantly larger amount of traffic. The existing public streets would

remain unchanged andno modi fi cati ons r esul twouldgb ei nmaadne itnot gtehaes eadx i
street Tshyes tperno.p o swoddmoatojexpose futangernededasmrtcs itommsd or
curves and the proposed project wild.l not introduce i n:
roads. a resul twouldoe ciumpact s

D. Would the project result in inadequate emergency acces® b No Impact.

The proposed project would not I mpede e méhigylarmaess access
to the proposed project site would be provided by an extension of Arapaho Roadwhich would end in a cul-

de-sac. Access to each of the fivaew single-family homes would be provided by driveway connections with

Arapaho Road. Al | construct iwoud bset d gpicrag eapropesad projettsti e and at n
ti me wil| any of the surroundi ngAtabr evonida roye Icoargll edterl ge
or pardeeolsedbe dherdesign of the newlestreai | ¢éxbensieoneae
Fire De paretnmeainrte tia meet s al | Mdsr i merstu | otseeqdu ehpeie dperna ps .
i mpl e mennwbudtniod result i n any i mpacts.

3.17.3 MITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis determined that no significant traffic and circulation impacts would result from the proposed

projectdés i mplementation. As a result, no mitigation |

3.18 TriIBAL CULTUR AL RESOURCES

3.18.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant adverse impact on tribal cultural resources if it results in any of the following:

b 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 landcape, 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; or,

b 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
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geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landsape, 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 subd ivision (c) of Public Resources Code Sectior5024.1.

3.18. 2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

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 diter 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? b Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation.

A Tribal Resource is defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 and includes 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: included or determined to be
eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resourcesor included in alocal register
of historical resourcesasdefined in subdivision (k) of Section 5020.1.

1 Aresourcedetermined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria setforth 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
agencyshall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.

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

1 A historical resource described in Section 21084.1, a unique archaeological resource as defined in
subdivision (g) of Section 21083.2, or a i n eunique archaeologcal r e s o uas defirted in
subdivision (h) of Section 21083.2 may also be a tribal cultural resource if it conforms with the
criteria of subdivision (a).

Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) established a formal consultation process for California Native American Tribes
to identify potential significant impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources, as defined in Public Resources Code
§21074, as part of CEQA. As specified in B 52, lead agencies must provide notice inviting consultation to
California Native American tribes t hat are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of

a proposed project if the Tribe has submitted a request in writing to be notifie d of proposed projects. The
Tribe must respond in writi n§2netcet Mhe Natig Amedicary Heritagd
Commission (NAHC) provided a list of Native American groups and individuals who might have knowledge

of the religious and/or cultural significance of resources that may be in and near the proposed project site.
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While there are currently no recorded archaeological sites within the proposed project site area, buried

resources could potentially be unearthed during construction activities. As a result, mitigation is required .

Title 14; Chapter 3; Article 5; Section 15064.5 of CEQA would apply in terms of the identification of

significant archaeological resources and their salvage.Ad her enc e tme rtthieo méd vwuld i gat i on
reduce potenti al ivould bed tess st d hlaev esligntiHdtcant .

B . Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural reso urce,
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 Ame rican 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 subdi vision (c) of Public Resources Code Sectiorb024.1? In applying the criter ia set forth
in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the Lead Agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe. b Lessthan Significant Impact.

T h proposed projects i t e i s | ocated within an urbanized area of t
devel opment and there i s awbuldimiet @edcloiukhtdeirferdomo s ddhtpraagite
constrwauldi amol ve shall ow exlclaatait o roiom@téntion bydtemebuildimgs t a

footings, utility lines, and other underground infrastructure. Gr ound di svouldi mavymd e e gr adin
and ecalregar i ng activities f gr ashe andstl alnldstciageii t gf amndte
i mprmeret n  addi tproposed projdttear ea i s not |l ocated within an
associated with habitation sites, foragingdgigaionwass, cer e
provided in the previous subsection. With the impl ementation of this mitigation measure, tribal cultural

impacts would be reduced to levels thatwould be less than significant.

3.18. 3 MITIGATION M EASURES

Al t hough pp@mopdsed projéctstihtee h asvueb jbeecetn t o di sturbance to acco
st r u c theiproped site is situated in an area of high archaeological significance. As a result, the following
mitigation is required to address the potential impacts on tribal/cultura | resources:

Mit i gati on Measure No. 14 (TAerProjec Appli€antlshall beadquirdRidos o ur c e s )
retain and compensate for the services of a Tribal monitor/consultant who is both approved by the

Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation Tribal Governrment and is | i sted wunder
Tribal Contact list for the area of the project location. This list is provided by the NAHC. The
monitor/consultant will only be present on -site during the construction phases that involve ground

disturbing activities. Ground disturbing activities are defined by the Gabrielefio Band of Mission

Indians -Kizh Nation as activities that may include, but are not limited to, pavement removal, pot -holing

or auguring, grubbing, tree removals, boring, grading, excavation, drilling, an d trenching, within the

project area. The Tribal Monitor/consultant will complete daily monitoring logs that will provide
descriptions of the dayés activities, including cons
materials id entified. The on-site monitoring shall end when the project site grading and excavation

activities are completed, or when the Tribal Representatives and monitor/consultant have indicated

that the site has a low potential for impacting Tribal Cultural Resou rces.
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Mi ti gpatMeoasure No. 15 (Tr i bdpon dSaovety wf any arcRaedogicak c e s ) .
resources, cease construction activities in the immediate vicinity of the find until the find can be

assessed. All archaeological resources unearthed by projet construction activities shall be evaluated by

the qualified archaeologist and tribal monitor/consultant approved by the Gabrielefio Band of Mission

Indians -Kizh Nation. If the resources are Native American in origin, the Gabrielefio Band of Mission

Indian s-Kizh Nation shall coordinate with the landowner regarding treatment and curation of these

resources. Typically, the Tribe will request reburial or preservation for educational purposes. Work may

continue on other parts of the project while evaluation and , if necessary,mitigation takes place (CEQA

Guidelines Section15064.5 [f]) for historical resources.

Mitigation Measure No. 1 6 If(aTesourbead det&miried hy tha fualifed s our c e s
archaeologist to consti thwtne qau ed lmogith@ael cakbsoesoadcedi |
and funding sufficient to allow for implementation of avoidance measures, or appropriate mitigation,

must be available. The treatment plan established for the resources shall be in accordance with CEQA

Guidelines Section 15064.5(f) for historical resources and Public Resources Code Sections 21083.2(b)

for unique archaeological resources. Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of

treatment. If preservation in place is not feasible, tr eatment may include implementation of

archaeological data recovery excavations to remove the resource along with subsequent laboratory

processing and analysis. Any historic archaeological material that is not Native American in origin shall

be curated at apublic, non-profit institution with a research interest in the materials, such as the

Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County or the Fowler Museum, if such an institution agrees to

accept the material. If no institution accepts the archaeological material, they shall be offered to a local

school or historical society in the area for educational purposes.

Mi tigation Measure No. 17 NdtiverAindrsigah huBan retnains aré defkeds our c e s )
in PRC 5097.98 (d)(1) as an inhumation or cremation, and in any state of decomposition or skeletal
completeness. Funerary objects, called associated grave goods in PRC 5097.98, are also to be treated
according to this statute. Health and Safety Code 7050.5 dictates that any discoveries of human skeletal
material shall be immediately reported to the County Coroner and excavation halted until the coroner
has determined the nature of the remains. If the coroner recognizes the human remains to be those of

a Native American or has reason to believe that they arethose of a Natve American, he or she shall
contact, by telephone within 24 hours, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and PRC
5097.98 shall be followed. Public Resources Code Sections 21083.2(b) for unique archaeological
resources. Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of treatment. If preservation

in place is not feasible, treatment may include implementation of archaeological data recovery
excavations to remove the resource along with subsequent laboratory processingand analysis. Any
historic archaeological material that is not Native American in origin shall be curated at a public, non -
profit institution with a research interest in the materials, such as the Natural History Museum of Los
Angeles County or the Fowler Museum, if such an institution agrees to accept the material. If no
institution accepts the archaeological material, they shall be offered to a local school or historical society

in the area for educational purposes.

Mi tigation Measur eurNaol. RleBsNitiferAirersegah hu@anlretains are defined
in PRC 5097.98 (d)(1) as an inhumation or cremation, and in any state of decomposition or skeletal
completeness. Funerary objects, called associated grave goods in PRC 5097.98, are also to be treat
according to this statute. Health and Safety Code 7050.5 dictates that any discoveries of human skeletal
material shall be immediately reported to the County Coroner and excavation halted until the coroner

SECTION 3 b ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS Pace 101



CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA D INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FIVE UNIT FAMILY HOMES EAST TERMINUS OF ARAPAHO ROAD RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91739

has determined the nature of the remains. If the coroner recognizes the human remains to be those of
a Native American or has reason to believe that they are those of a Native American, he or she shall
contact, by telephone within 24 hours, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and PRC
5097.98 shall be followed.

Mi tigati on Measur e No. 19 (Uponi diseolery, Ghel ttibal raad/or Resour ¢
archaeological monitor/consultant/consultant will immediately divert work at minimum of 150 feet

and place an exclusion zone around the burial. Themonitor/consul tant(s) will then notify the Tribe,

the qualified lead archaeologist, and the construction manager who will call the coroner. Work will

continue to be diverted while the coroner determines whether the remains are Native American. The

discovery is to be kept confidential and secure to prevent any further disturbance. If the finds are

determined to be Native American, the coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission

(NAHC) as mandated by state law who will then appoint a Most Lik ely Descendent(MLD).

Mi tigation Measure No. 2 0 Ifth€ Gabiiekerio Bahd of Missioralhdial®éd s our c e s
Kizh Nation is designated MLD, the following treatment measures shall be implemented. To the Tribe,

the term fAhuman r emai ns o0 ambonesnp ansientas wethas higorid timnesn h u m
Tribal Traditions included, but were not limited to, the buria | of funerary objects with the deceased,

and the ceremonial burning of human remains. These remains are to be treated in the same manner as

bone fragments that remain intact. Associated funerary objects are objects that, as part of the death rite

or ceremony of a culture, are reasonably believed to have been placed with individual human remains

either at the time of death or later; other items made exclusively for burial purposes or to contain human

remains can also be considered as associated funerary objgs.

Mitigation Measure No. 21 Priolathelsontinuativa of graundalisturbig s our c e s )
activities, the land owner shall arrange a designated site location within the footprint of the project for
the respectful reburial of the human remains and/or ceremonial objects. In the case where discovered
human remains cannot be fully documented and recovered on the same day, the remains wi be covered
with muslin cloth and a steel plate that can be moved by heavy equipment placed over the excavabn
opening to protect the remains. If this type of steel plate is not available, a 24-hour guard should be
posted outside of working hours. The Tribe will make every effort to recommend diverting the project
and keeping the remains in situ and protected. If the project cannot be diverted, it may be determined
that burials will be removed. The Tribe will work closely with the qualified archaeologist to ensure that
the excavation is treated carefully, ethically and respectfully. If data recovery is approved by the Tribe,
documentation shall be taken which includes at a minimum detailed descriptive notes and sketches.
Additional types of documentation shall be approved by the Tribe for data recovery purposes.
Cremations will either be removed in bulk or by means as necessary to ensure completely recovery of
all material. If the discovery of human remains includes four or more burials, the location is co nsidered
a cemetery and a separate treatment plan shall be created. Once complete, a final report of all actiiies
is to be submitted to the Tribe and the NAHC. The Tribe does NOT authorize any scientific study or the
utilization of any invasive diagnosti cs on human remains. Each occurrence of human remains and
associated funerary objects will be stored using opajue cloth bags. All human remains, funerary objects,
sacred objects and objects of cultural patrimony will be removed to a secure container on sik if possible.
These items should be retained and reburied within six months of recovery. The site of
reburial /repatriation shall be on the project site but at a location agreed upon between the Tribe and
the landowner at a site to be protected in perpetuity. There shall be no publicity regarding any cultural
materials recovered.
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3.19 UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS

3.19.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant adverse impact on utilities if it results in any of the following:

b The requirement or relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or
stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction
or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects;;

b Insufficient water supplies available to serve theproposed project and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry and multiple dry years ;

b A determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the proposed
project that it has adequate capacity to serve theproposed project6 s pr oj ected demand i
to the providerés ;existing commitments

b The generation of solid waste in excessof State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of
local infrastructure, or otherwise impa ir the attainment of solid waste reduction goals;

b Incompliance with Federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations
related to solid waste.

3.19. 2 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS

A . Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications
facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental eff ects?bL e s s
than Significant | mpact.

The proposed project would involve the construction of five single-family homes. Due t o t he natur e
pr oposed wpter,oWasewater treatment, stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilitieswouldn ot be required t o beTheiecteaseindemahd or cons
for these facilities and services can be adequately handled and no expansion of these services is required

(refer to the following subsections). These utility lines, however, would need to be extended to the siteThe

proposed five single family units wou ld connect to utility lines located in Arapaho Road including existing

electrical power lines and an existing eight-inch water main. The sewer and water lines would be extended

into the proposed project site within the proposed Arapah o Road culde-sac. Fom there, laterals would be

extended to the individual units. Electrical services are provided by the Southern California Edison (SCE)

and the Rancho Cucamonga Munkipal Utility (RCMU). Domestic water service is provided by the

Cucamonga Valley Water District (CVWD). The Southern California Gas company provides natural gas

service. These servicesvould be readily available to the proposed project site upon request. Aboveground
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electrical lines and an underground gas line extend to the site. As a result, the impacts would be less than
significant.

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? bLess t han Signi fi
|l mpact

Water services in Rancho Cucamonga are provided by the Cucamonga Valley WatebDistrict (CVWD) . In
addition to Rancho Cucamonga, the CVWD serves portions of the cities of Upland,Ontario, and Fontana,
and some unincorporated areas of San Bernardino County. In total, CYWD has approximately 49,600
water connections and serves a population ofapproximately 186,000 within a 47 square -mile area.

The Cucamonga Valley Water District (CVWD) is the sole water provider for Rancho Cucamonga. The
Districtdéds service area enc oGupcaasnsoensg at,h et heentQirtey 6Gi tSyp hoef
and, in addition, portions of Fontana, Ontario,and Upland. The maj ority of CVWD6s water
sources: imported water from th e Metropolitan Water District (MWD) and groundwater from the Chino

and CucamongaBasins. Other sources include local surface and subsurface water flows, such as local

canyon runoff, and recycled water. CVWD primary sources of water supply come from groundwater and

imported water. The District primarily gets their water supply from groundwater in order to keep it at a

reasonable cost for their customers by limiting the dependence of importing water. Building new wells to

capture groundwater helps to ensure there are sufficient water supplies during time of drought, regulatory

constraints or emergencies. The CVWD maintained 23 groundwater wells, of which 13 were in servicewith

a maximum production capacity of 20,490 gallons per minute (or an annual production equivalent of

33,076 acre-feet). CVWDO6s water distribution system is comprised
pump stations, and 39 pressure-reducing valve stations. The CVWD has 34 waterstorage facilities that vary

in size from 13 to 16 milion gallons, with a combined design storage capacity of 89.6 million gallons. The

CVWD relies on the Citybds Gener al Pl an to project futu
unit development is consistent with the General Plan, demand can beacoommodated.

As shown in Table 312 below, the proposed project would generate a net increase in water demandof
approximately 1,950 gallons per day (gpd) of water. Therefore,theCi t y 6 s wa t veould e ablestoe y o r
accommodate thepr o po s e d incneasgdeavatér élesnand and no new or expanded water treatment
facilities would be required. With respect to water treatment facilities, the proposed project would have a
lessthan significant impact.

Table 3 -12
Water Consumption  (gals/day)
Use Unit Factor Generation
Single-Family Residential 5 units 390 gals/day/unit 1,950 gals/day
Total Generation 1,950 gals/day

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning.
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The existing water supply facilities can accommodate this additional demand. Therefore, the proposed
project would have sufficient water supplies available to serve theproposed project. As a result, the impacts
would be less than significant.

C . Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or
may serve the project that it has adequate capacity t
addition to the provid®dLéssexhsanil®gag.oo mMncament s

With a large portion of water coming from local sources that include canyon surface waters and
groundwater, CVWD has developed three water treatment facilities so that water quality meets all Federal
and State requirements:

b Arthur H. Bridge Treatment Plant
b Royer Nesbit Treatment Plant
b Lloyd W. Michael Treatment Plant

Water that is imported from the Metropolitan Water District is treated at the Lloyd W.  Michael Water
Treatment Plant. The treated water flows into storage reservoirs and then into the distribution system.
Groundwater and surface water is treated at the Arthur H. Bridge and Royer Nesbit Water Treatment
Plants. After treatment, the water is stored in enclosed reservoirs ready for distribution to consumers.

Wastewater is any water that drains from showers, sinks, and toilets in buildings. Other sources of

wastewater include laundry facilities and industrial and manufacturing operations.  Wastewater

conveyance is handled by the City andCVWD, and wastewater is processed by CVWD and the Inland

Empire Utilities Agency (IEUA). The IEUA operates the wastewater Regional Plant No. 4 located at the

intersection of 6th Street and Etiwanda Avenue in Rancho Cucamonga. This wastewater plant treats an

annual flow of seven million gallons per day, with an ultimate build -out capacity of 28 million gallons per

day. As indicat el8 itnhelafbdteur3e djeavetlo@dp med §®Belpatwe of ef f | |
on a da,rdprgsentireg | frastion of one percent of the available wastewater regional plant capacity.

As such, thewastewater regional plant would have adequate capacity to serve the proposed project ad the

impacts would be less than significant.

Table 3 -13
Wastewater (Effluent) Generation (gals/day)
Use Unit Factor Generation
Single-Family Residential 5 units 260 gals/day/unit 1,300 gals/day
Total Generation 1,300 gals/day

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning.
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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 ?
b Less than Significant Impact.

Solid waste collection and transport are handled by contracted private firms that haul collected materials

to several regional landfills and materials recycling facilities. Burrtec Services, Inc collects residential solid

waste in the City and the waste is transported to the West Valley Transfer Station and otherhandlers in the

surrounding area. For household waste disposal, Rancho Cucamonga contracts with a private hauling firm
that utilizes a three-container system for recycling and waste disposal. The blue bin allows for recyclable
materials including paper, cartons, metal cans and trays, glassbottles and jars, and plastic container items.

The green bin allows for green wase such as grass clippings, brush pruning s, leaves, tree trimmings, twigs,

weeds, andother green waste. The black bin allows for materials that are not recyclable or compostable.

The City also implements various programs with local businesses and publicagencies to increase recycling
efforts.

In order to reduce the amount of solid waste generated in California, the California Integrated Waste
Management Board (CIWMB) required that the amount of solid waste sent to landfills be reduced by 50
percent by the year 2000, per Assembly Bill 939 (AB 939). In 2008, the California State Senate passed
Senate Bill 1016 (SB 1016) that buildsupon AB 939. The City of Rancho Cucamaga has achieved and
exceeded the targethumbers identified by CIWMB in SB 1016 and continues to improve existing programs,
as well as develop and implement new programs to minimize wastegeneration and increase recycling. A s

indicated-4, nff ughulree daily solid wast & lgpedruenrdast ipthe idsaypr o

proposed project would contribute a limited amount to the waste stream.

Table 3 -14
Solid Waste Generation (Ibs/day)
Use Unit Factor Generation
Single-Family Residential 5 units 12.23Ibs/day/ unit 61.2lbs/day
Total Generation 61.2lbs/day

Source: Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning

The proposed project, like all other development in Rancho Cucamonga will be required to adhere to City
ordinances (Municipal Code Title 8, Health & Safety, Chapter 8.17. Refuse, Recyclables, and Organics
Collections) with respect to waste reduction and recycling. The amount of solid waste generated by the
proposed project is within the available capacities of area landfills. Therefore |, the proposed
impacts to regional landfill capacity would be less than significant.

E. Would the project comply with Federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste? b No Impact.

The proposed project, like all other development in Rancho Cucamonga, would be required to adhere to
City ordinances (Municipal Code Title 8, Health & Safety, Chapter 8.17. Refuse, Recyclables, and Organics
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Collections) including with respect to waste reduction and recycling. As a result, no impactsrelated to State
and local statutes governing solid waste are anticipatd.

3.19. 3 MITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis of utilities impacts indicated that no significant impacts would result from the p roposed
project's approval and subsequent implementation. As a result, no mitigation is required.

3.20 W ILDFIRE

3.20.1 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

According to the City of Rancho Cucamonga, acting as Lead Agency, a project may be deemed to have a
significant adverse impact if it results in any of the following located in or near State responsibility areas or
lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones:

b If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazad severity
zones,a substantial impairment of an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan;

b If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, the exacerbation of wildfire ris ks due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, and
thereby exposing project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire;

b If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as vey high fire hazard severity
zones, the requirement of the installation or maintenance of associated infrastruc ture (such as
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate
fire risk or that may result in t emporary or ongoing impacts to the environment would the project;
or,

b If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, the exposure of 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.

3.20. 2 ANALYSISOF ENVIRONMENTAL | MPACTS
A . If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity

zones, would the project substantially impair an adopted emerg ency response plan or emergency
evacuationplan?bL ess t han ISmmandtf.i cant

SECTION 3 b ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PaGe 107



CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA D INITIAL STUDY & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FIVE UNIT FAMILY HOMES EAST TERMINUS OF ARAPAHO ROAD RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91739

The proposed project site and the adjacent properties are urbanized and there are no areas of native or

natural vegetation found within the vicinity of the proposed project area.’* Ho w e v encho C&amonga

is located 2.50 miles south of the baseof the San Gabriel Mountains. This proximity creates the potential

for natural hazards. Rancho Cucamongabs | ocation adjac
Gabriel Mountains puts it at high risk for Wildland Urban In terface (WUI) fires. This type of fire begins in

the chaparral north of the City and can spread to structures in those areas and on the perimeter of the City.

Open spaces along the foothills can lead to wildland fires, endangering residential properties that abut the

wildland/urban interface.

The threat of fire to hillside developments at the base of the San Gabriel Mountains is of real concern to

Rancho Cucamonga residents living in the foothills. In 2003, the Grand Prix Fire burned through the entire

Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) area of Rancho Cucamonga over a three-day period. Fifteen homes, three

of which were in the City and twelve in the Sphere of Influence, were destroyed and more were damaged.

Thousands of homes were thredened and evacuated. Exhibit 3 -11illustrates the fire hazard severity zones

identified by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Prevention (CAL Fire). As part of a

comprehensive plan to protect Rancho Cucamonga from the threats of wildland fires, the Rancho

Cucamonga Fire Protection District (RCFPD) has established recommendations for fire prevention, public

education, strategic locations of new fire stations, reduction and modification of vegetation, assurance of

adequate water supply, and strict access provisionsrelated to new development. The pr oposed proj ec
is located on the edge of a very high fire hazard seve
General Plan outlines various pollisciiex | fuadre:wil dfire ab:

b Policy L U-8.9: Restrict intensive uses and activities in areas where they would be threatened by
natural or man -made hazards.

Certain portions of our City are vulnerable to flooding and wildfire damage. Though other hazards
exist, these two ae the most prevalent. We want to make sure that intensities of development in areas
vulnerable to these hazards are kept to a minimum and, in the limited cases where they do occur, that
life and property are protected to the maximum degree feasible.

b Policy LU -10.2: Encourage the planting of edible landscapes, using citrus trees, box gardens,
vineyards, and other edible plant materials whenever possible.

Edible landscaping is the process of planting edible plants in spaces other than in a traditional garden.

Edible landscapes save space as they combine landscaping and foegrowing into a single space. ltis a

very sustainable method of | andscaping that refers |
agrarian community. Converting power line util ity corridors to this use can promote and preserve the

heritage of Rancho Cucamonga while significantly reducing the fire hazards presented by these

uninterrupted rights of way. Utility corridors and the invasive grasses that they support have a high

potential for transporting hillside wildfires into the residential and urban areas of the City.

74 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site Survey. Survey was conducted onDecember 19, 2018.
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b Policy LU -10.3: Promote low water usage and emphasize fire-safe defensible space.

With water a limited resource and wildfires a constant threat, the use d drought tolerant or fire
resistant plant material can make a big difference.

b Policy RC -3.2: Encourage the conversion of water-intensive turf/landscape areas to
landscaping that uses climate -appropriate plants, efficient irrigation systems, and water ef ficient
site maintenance.

To conserve water resources and control mai ntenanc
Ordinance discourages extensive use of nomative vegetation that requires excessive watering. In

particular, the Water Efficiency Ord inance specifies the use of drought tolerant and fire -resistant

vegetation with an emphasis on native species. The City upated its Water Efficiency Ordinance

based on the State Department of Water Resources model ordinance, which allows for artificial

turf.

b Policy RC -8.6: Consult with the Fire District, San Bernardino County, and State agencies to
develop plans that protect open space from fire hazards.

Over the years, the City has learned a great deal on how landscape design can minimize the risk
from fire hazards. The Fire District has been proactive in defining standards and implementing
those standards throughout the City.

b Policy PS -1.1: Reduce the loss of life, property, and injuries incurred as a result of fires by
offering and supporting compre hensive fire prevention, public education, and emergency
response programs.

Fire hazards pose a threat to Rancho Cucamonga esidents, especially in areas near the Wildland
Urban Interface (WUI). Fire prevention is effective when it includes public educati on and
appropriate land use restrictions, as well as adequate facilities and personnel to mitigate fires when
they occur. The Fire District is expected to continually develop effective prevention and response
strategies to address this constant risk.

b Policy PS -1.2: Strive to limit loss of life and property as a result of wildland fires through
adequate wildland fire protecti on services, education and enforcement of defensible space and
brush clearance requirements, and wildland fire evacuation and pr eparedness plans.

The dry vegetation north of the City is conducive to quick moving and high-heat fires that can
spread rapidly and cause damage to structures and homes. Keeping brush and vegetation away
from structures is critical to decreasing risks to these structures, and evacuation and preparedness
plans are necessary to ensure that responses to wildland fires are coordinatedand efficient. The
Fire District shall routinely assess the current threat to life and property in the WUI. Needs for
improve ments in response capability will be identified. The City should also expand the existing
education and warning system that can be activated following significant wildland fires on the
hillsides above the City. Education efforts can include mailers to households in the affected areas
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public meetings, and/or door -to-door education campaigns that inform the public of wildland fire
safety tips and procedures.

The proposed project will involve the construction of five single -family homes within a project sit e that is

surrounded by existing single-family homes. Due to the nature of the proposed project, the impacts would

be less than significant because the impactswould be no greater than those in the surrounding area. In

addition, compliance with the above mentioned policies would ensure that the impacts will remain less than

significant. Fur t her mor e, t heec tp rwopuwlsde dn optr cijnvol ve the closure ¢
evacuation routes that would be i mpatthenitmpg anc ttldeesnsewlech tb
than significant

B . If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands ¢ lassified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the project due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire r isks,
and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of awildfire? bLess t han ISmmadtf.i cant

The proposed pr cjoencstt riurcdlonmdsamti g veodedwgpeoposed proj e

| ocated among resisdémmtciadledu s emspaaenvdhveas | yhébtehaheavily
graded nnoo daattbee surroundi ng r eTh ed emd ji poposedypreject a rtehae i s
curr eratclaymt and covered over in dirt.

There is no risk from wildfire within the proposed project site or the surrounding area given the project

si t eds rdmany aea tha mdy be subject to a wildfire event. In addition, the proposed project site

is surrounded on all sides by urbanuses. The siteds future development, i ncl t
new roadway extension that will extend into the site w hich would allow better access for emergency vehicles.

Finally, the new residential development will include new residential construction and landscaping which

will further reduce the wildfire risk. As aresult, the impacts would be less than significant.

C . Iflocated in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, 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? bLes s t han
Signiflimpact .

The proposed project would include the installation of new utility lines such as gas line s, water lines, etc.
These utilities lines will be located below ground surface, which would reduce the likelihood of a fire
igniting. In addition, the new roadway extension will extend into the site which would allow better access
for emergency vehicles Finally, the new residential development will include new residential construction
and landscaping which will furth er reduce the wildfire risk. As a result, the impacts would be less than
significant .

D . If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, 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?bNo | mpact .
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A major rainstorm following a wildfire in the local mountains may result in localized flooding and
mudslides. The proposed project site is located 2 ¥2 miles south of the San Gabriel Mountains. Given the
distance of the proposed project site from theselocal mountains, the project site would not be exposed to
mud flows. As aresult, no impacts would result.

3.20. 3 MITIGATION M EASURES

The analysis ofwi | difmpacteindicated that no significant impacts would result from the proposed
project's approval and subsequent implementation. As a result, no mitigation is required.

3.21 M ANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The following findings can be made regarding the Mandatory Findings of Significance set forth in Section
15065 of the CEQA Guidelinesbased on the results of thisenvironmental assessment:

b The proposed project will not 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. As indicated
in Section 3.1 through 3.20, the proposed project would not result in any significant unmitigable
environmental impacts.

b The proposed project would not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable. The proposed project would not lead to a cumulatively significant impact on any of
the issues analyzed herein.

b The proposed projectwould not have environmental effects which would cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly . As indicated in Section 3.1 through 3.20, the
proposed project would not result in any significant unmitigable environmental impacts.
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SECTION 4 CONCLUSIONS
4.1 FINDINGS

The Initial Study determined that the proposed project is not expected to have significant adverse
environmental impacts. The following findings can be made regarding the Mandatory Findings of
Significance set forth in Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines based on the results of this Initial Study:

b The proposed project would not 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 an endangered, rare or threatened species
or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory.

b The proposed project would not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable.

b The proposed project would not have environmental effects which would cause substantially
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.

b A Mitigatio n Reporting and Monitoring Program would berequired.
4.2 MITIGATION M ONITORING

I n addition, pursuant to Section 21081(a) of the Publi
deci-sma@er coincidentala tMi ttiNgeagtaetmipr @ vRE Clodr ati on, whi c|
Mitigation Monitoring Program. These fi ndimaksersbhsal |

findings of f act3,18i0n arnads ponnsceo ntpd iABice with t hrecersequir e
Coden accordance with the requirements of Section 2108
the City of La Puente can make the following additional

b A mitigation monitoring and reporting program will

b An accountraklmenenfagency or monitoring agency shal/l
measures adopt ed asnagkearrtdso ff ithntad dlediesimimat i on.

Mitigation measures have been recommended as a means to reduce or eliminate potential adverse

environmental imp acts to insignificant levels. AB-3180 requires that a monitoring and reporting program
be adopted for the recommended mitigation measures.
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