




















































































ONTARIO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT REHABILITATION OF RUNWAY 8R-26LANDASSOCATEDAIRFIELD IMPROVEMENTS 

INITIAL STUDY 

Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less Than 
Significant With Mitigation Significant No 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

xv. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project: 

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

Fire protection? 181 

Police protection? 181 

Schools? 181 

Parks? 181 

Other public facilities? 181 

A) RESULT IN SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE PHYSICAL IMPACTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE PROVISION OF NEW 

OR PHYSICALLY ALTERED GOVERNMENTAL FACILITIES, NEED FOR NEW OR PHYSICALLY ALTERED 
GOVERNMENTAL FACILITIES, THE CONSTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD CAUSE SIGNIFICANT 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, IN ORDER TO MAINTAIN ACCEPTABLE SERVICE RATIOS, RESPONSE TIMES 
OR OTHER PERFORMANCE OBJECTIVES FOR ANY OF THE FOLLOWING PUBLIC SERVICES: 

FIRE PROTECTION? No impact. Toe project involves minimal new f acillties and primarily consists of 
runway and taxiway improvements, all on airport property. Toe relocated south electrical vault and 
relocated NAVAIDS are of a type already existing at ONT and thus would not result in new types of fire 
protection requirements. Therefore, project impacts related to fire protection will have no impact. 

POLICE PROTECTION? No Impact. Toe project involves minimal new facillties and primarily consists of 
runway and taxiway improvements, all on airport property. Toe relocated south electrical vault and 
relocated NAVAIDS are of a type already existing at ONT and thus would not result in new types of police 
protection requirements. Therefore, project impacts related to police protection will have no impact. 

SCHOOLS? No Impact. Toe proposed project will not result in a population increase or encroach upon 
any existing schools, so no impact will occur. 

PARKS? Less Than Significant Impact. Toe proposed project will not result in a resident-population 
increase or increased burden on any existing parks. James Galanis Park, Veterans Memorial Park and 
Cucamonga-Guasti Regional Park (the parks nearest to ONTI are separata:i from the Airport by major 
roadways and Interstate 1 O and would not be impacted by construction or implemertation of the project. 
Bon View Park and Sam Alba Memorial Park are in the flight path of the Airport. Both of these parks are 
active recreation parks but are either closa:i or have limited use by the public during times when ONT 
may not be able to perform contra-flow operations (between 10 pm and 7 am) for construction purposes. 
Therefore, these parks would not experience physical or (indirect) noise impacts after the project is 
implemented. 

OTHER PUBLIC FACILITIES? Less Than Significant Impact. Toe proposed project will not result in a 
population increase or encroach upon any other known public facilities, therefore a less than significant 
impact is expected to occur. 
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Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially With Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

XVI. RECREATION. Would the project: 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing 
neig hb orho od and regional parks or other 

D D D 181 recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur 
or be accelerated? 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities, or 
require the construction or expansion of D D □ 181 
recreational facilities, which might have an 
adverse physical effect on the environment? 

A) WOULD THE PROJECT INCREASE THE USE OF EXISTING NEIGHBORHOOD AND REGIONAL PARKS OR 

OTHER RECREATIONAL FACILITIES SUCH THAT SUBSTANTIAL PHYSICAL DETERIORATION OF THE 

FACILITY WOULD OCCUR OR BE ACCELERATED? 

No Impact. The proposed project will not result in a population increase or adversely affect any existing 
parks or recreational facillties, so no impact will occur. 

8) DOES THE PROJECT INCLUDE RECREATIONAL FACILITIES OR REQUIRE THE CONSTRUCTION OR 
EXPANSION OF RECREATIONAL FACILITIES WHICH MIGHT HAVE AN ADVERSE PHYSICAL EFFECT ON 

THE ENVIRONMENT? 

No Impact. The project does not entail the construction or expansion of recreational facilities, so no 
impact related to this issue will occur. 

Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially With Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

XVII. TRANSPORTATIONfTRAFFIC. Would the project: 

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy 
addressing the circulation system, including □ 
transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities? 

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines 
§ 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 

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

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? 
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A) CONFLICT WITH A PROGRAM, PLAN, ORDINANCE OR POLICY ADDRESSING THE CIRCULATION 

SYSTEM, INCLUDING TRANSIT, ROADWAY, BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES? 

Less than Significant Impact. Toe proposed project would not change aviation activity levels and thereby 
does not increase surface traffic. Any surface traffic changes associated with construction of the 
proposed project would be minor and mitigated, if necessary, by a required traffic plan. Construction 
vehicles would use existing airport roadways and service roads, and/or adjacent airfield area for access 
regard less of the construction staging area used. Toeref ore, project impcets related to programs, plans, 
ordinances and polices related to transportation facilities will be less than significant. 

8) CONFLICT OR BE INCONSISTENT WITH CEQA GUIDELINES § 15064.3, SUBDIVISION (B)? 

Less than Significant Impact. Toe proposed project would not chaige aviation activity levels and thereby 
does not increase surface traffic. Any surface traffic changes associated with construction of the 
proposed project would be minor and mitigated, if necessary, by a required traffic plan. Construction 
vehicles would use existing airport roadways and service roads, and/or adjacent airfield area for access 
regard less of the construction staging area used. Options to place a temporary batch plant on-site would 
be explored during final design to minimize construction material delivery vehicles on adjacent roadways. 
However, a ready-mix batch plant is currently located approximately 1.5 miles west of the airport along 
Mission Blvd., which could easily accommodate project needs while not causing surfcee traffic 
congestion. Therefore, project impacts related to CEQA Guidelines§ 15064.3, Subdivision (B) will be 
less than significant. 

C) SUBSTANTIALLY INCREASE HAZARDS DUE TO A GEOMETRIC DESIGN FEATURE (E.G., SHARP 
CURVES OR DANGEROUS INTERSECTIONS) OR INCOMPATIBLE USES (E.G., FARM EQUIPMENT)? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would include the realignment of an on-airport 
vehicle service road beyond the end of Runway 26L. Toe on-airport road is located within the ROFAand 
would be realigned to remain clear of the ROFA. Toe realignment is minor and would be consistent with 
airport design standards. Therefore, design-related hazard impacts are less than significant. 

D) RESULT IN INADEQUATE EMERGENCY ACCESS? 

No impact. Toe project will provide emergency access per City Fire and Police Department standards. 
Toeref ore, the impacts to emergency access will be no impact. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

XVIII.TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in Public Resources Code§ 
2107 4 as either a site, feature, place, cultural 
landscape that is geographically defined in terms 
of the size and scope of the landscape, scered 
place, or object with cultural value to a California 
Native American tribe, and that is: 
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i) 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 section5020.1(k), or 

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in 
its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria 
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources 
Code§ 5024.1. In applying the criteria set 
forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource 
Code §5024.1, the lead agency shall consider 
the significance of the resource to a California 
Native American tribe. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

Less Than 
Significant 

With Less Than 
Mitigation Significant 

Incorporated Impact 

□ 

□ 

No 
Impact 

□ 

□ 

A) WOULD THE PROJECT CAUSE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE CHANGE IN THE SIGNIFICANCE OF A 

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCE, DEFINED IN PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE § 2107 4 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: 

I) 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 

Less than significant impact. There are no historic or cultural resources within the Area of 
Potential Effect (APE), as illustrated on Figure 4. Therefore, impacts to tribal cultural resources 
listed or eligible for listing in any historic registers are expected to be less than significant. 

11) A RESOURCE DETERMINED BY THE LEAD AGENCY, IN ITS DISCRETION AND SUPPORTED BY 
SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE, TO BE SIGNIFICANT PURSUANT TO CRITERIA SET FORTH IN 
SUBDIVISION (c) OF PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE § 5024.1. IN APPL YING THE CRITERIA SET 
FORTH IN SUBDIVISION (C) OF PUBLIC RESOURCE CODE §5024.1, THE LEAD AGENCY SHALL 
CONSIDER THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE RESOURCE TO A CALIFORNIA NATIVE AMERICAN TRIBE. 

Less than significant impact. The proposed project would take place on existing pavement and 
areas that have been previously disturbed for devebpment of the airfield. As explained 
previously, the South Electrical Vault proposed location and associated utility connection of the 
project area is previously disturbed to depths of 8-12 feet. Thus, the project area is not expected 
to be considered significant to a California Native American tribe and impacts are expected to be 
less than significant. Refer to Appendix A, Native American Heritage Commission for 
correspondence from the NAHC that the Sacred Lands File Search returned negative. Additional 
coordination with Native American tribes will be conducted as part of a Supplemental EIR 
process. 
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Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially With Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project: 

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction 
of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment 
or storm water drainage, electric power, natural □ □ 181 □ gas, or telecommunications facilities, the 
construction or relocation of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve 
the project and reasonably foreseeable future □ □ 181 □ development during normal, dry and multiple dry 
years? 

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider, which serves or may serve the 

□ □ 181 □ project that it has adequate capactty to serve the 
project's projected demand in addttion to the 
provider's existing commttments? 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of state or local 
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local □ □ 181 □ infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment 
of solid waste reduction goals? 

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management 
□ □ 181 □ and reduction statutes and regulations related to 

solid waste? 

A) REQUIRE OR RESULT IN THE RELOCATION OR CONSTRUCTION OF NEW OR EXPANDED WATER, 

WASTEWATER TREATMENT OR STORM WATER DRAINAGE, ELECTRIC POWER, NATURAL GAS, OR 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES, THE CONSTRUCTION OR RELOCATION OF WHICH COULD CAUSE 

SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Operations-related energy demands would include tempaary additional 
energy needs for a short period during the relocation of the electrical vault and taxiway lighti~, however 
once implemented the lights will be more energy efficient. The project would not require or result in the 
relocation or construction of new or expanded wastewater treatment or stomn,vater drainage, electric 
power, natural gas, or telecommunications faciltties as the improvements would not require additional 
utilities than what is already needed for airport operations. lheref ore, the impacts on these uUities and 
service systems will be less than significant. 

B) Have sufficientwatersupplies avallableto serve the project and reasonably 
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project would not require additional water supplies than what is 
already needed for airport operations and current water supply is sufficient during normal, dry and 
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multiple dry years. Therefore impacts due to sufficient water supply availability will be less than 
significant. 

C) Result in a detennination by the wastewater treabnent provider, which serves or may 
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in 
addition to the provider's existing commitments? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Wastewater treatment is provided by the Inland Empire Utilities Agency, 
which has adequate capacity at its Regional Water Recycling Plant No. 1 on Philadelphia Avenue. 
Therefore, the impacts of the project on wastewater capacity will be less than significant. 

D) GENERA TE SOLID WASTE IN EXCESS OF ST ATE OR LOCAL STANDARDS, OR IN EXCESS OF THE 

CAPACITY OF LOCAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OR OTHERWISE IMPAIR THE ATTAINMENT OF SOLID WASTE 

REDUCTION GOALS? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project improvements include demolition of existing runway and 
taxiway pavements which would generate solid waste. All construction debris created by the proposed 
projects will be taken from the project area and disposed of oonsistentwith local regulations. Per 
California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen) and the City Municipal Ordinance (OMC) Sec. 6-
3.602, a Construction & Demolition Recycling Plan and follow-up Summary Report would be required for 
the proposed project. CALGreen requires diversion of at least 50 percent of the waste produced by a 
project, and OMC Sec. 6-3.602 requires all construction and qualifying renovation and demolition projects 
in the City to divert at least 65 percent of all generated waste materials. Materials with recycled value, 
such as concrete and asphalt, would be crushed and reused as base and fill material. Once operational, 
the project would not generate additional solid waste. Therefore, the impacts of the project on solid waste 
reduction goals would be less than significant. 

E) COMPLY WITH FEDERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL MANAGEMENT AND REDUCTION STATUTES AND 
REGULATIONS RELATED TO SOLID WASTE? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed project would produce solid waste. However, 
all construction debris created by the proposed project would be taken from the project area and disposed 
of consistent with local regulations, as detailed under (D) above. The ref ore, the impacts of the project 
related to regulations related to solid waste would be less than significant. 

Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially With Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

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

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, 
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose 
project occupants to pollutant ooncentrations flOm 
a wildfire or the unoontrolled spread of a wildfire? 
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c) 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? 

d) 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? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

□ 

□ 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

No 
Impact 

A) SUBSTANTIALLY IMPAIR AN ADOPTED EMERGENCY RESPONSE PLAN OR EMERGENCY EVACUATION 

PLAN? 

No impact. The project would not impair any emergency response plans or emergency evacuation plans. 
Nor would the p reject change or limn access too r from the airport or emergency services. Therefore the 
project would have no impact on adopted emergency response or emergency evacuation plans. 

B) 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? 

No impact. The project area is located within a developed airport and surrounded by airport uses and 
urbanized areas. There are no fire hazard areas containng flammable brush or grasses on the project 
site and the airport has minimal slope. Furthermore, ONT is not located in a California Fire Hazard 
Severity Zone (FHSZ), which designates zones (based on factors such as fuel, slope, and fire weather) 
with varying degrees of fire hazard (i.e., moderate, high, and very high). The ref ore, the project would no 
impact on the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire. 

C) REQUIRE THE INSTALLATION OR MAINTENANCE OF ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE (SUCH AS 
ROADS, FUEL BREAKS, EMERGENCY WATER SOURCES, POWER LINES OR OTHER UTILITIES) THAT MAY 

EXACERBATE FIRE RISK OR THAT MAY RESULT IN TEMPORARY OR ONGOING IMPACTS TO THE 

ENVIRONMENT? 

No impact. The project includes runway and taxiway rehabiltation and associated airfield improvements 
such as the relocation of navigational aids. The project includes the relocation of an electrical vault, 
however this is not a new fire risk. The existing south electrical vault was bu Ht in 1980 and does not meet 
the latest building code (Ventilation) and Air Quality Management District (AQMD) requirements. The 
new vault will comply with all permit requirements. Therefore, the project would result in no impact on 
infrastructure that could exacerbate fire risk. 

D) 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? 
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No impact. The topography of the developed site is generally flat with no slopes in the project area 
exceeding 15%. Toe J urupa mountains are located approximately five miles southeast of the site, with 
relatively flat land in between. Given this separation, no impact will occur. 

Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially With Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade 
the quality of the environment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or wild-life population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a □ 181 □ □ plant or animal community, reduce the number 
or restrict the range of rare or endangered plants 
or animals, or eliminate important examples of 
the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually lim~ed, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" 
means that the incremental effects of a project □ □ 181 □ are considerable when viewed in connection w~h 
the effects of past projects, the effects of other 
current projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects.) 

c) Does the project have environmental effects that 
181 □ □ D will cause substantial adverse effects on human 

beings, either directly or indirectly? 

A) DOES THE PROJECT HAVE THE POTENTIAL TO DEGRADE THE QUALITY OF THE ENVIRONMENT, 
SUBSTANTIALLY REDUCE THE HABITAT OF A FISH OR WILDLIFE SPECIES, CAUSE A FISH OR WILDLIFE 

POPULATION TO DROP BELOW SELF-SUSTAINING LEVELS, THREATEN TO ELIMINATE A PLANT OR 

ANIMAL COMMUNITY, REDUCE THE NUMBER OR RESTRICT THE RANGE OF A RARE OR ENDANGERED 
PLANT OR ANIMAL OR ELIMINATE IMPORT ANT EXAMPLES OF THE MAJOR PERIODS OF CALIFORNIA 

HISTORY OR PREHISTORY? 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Based upon the above analysis, the project has limited 
potential to degrade the quality of the environment. Through implementation of mitigation measures BI0-
1, impacts to biological resources identified within the project limits will be reduced to below a level of 
significance. By adhering to City design standards and policies, the project will ensure that the potential to 
degrade the environment will be minimized. 

8) DOES THE PROJECT HAVE IMPACTS THAT ARE INDIVIDUALLY LIMITED, BUT CUMULATIVELY 
CONSIDERABLE? ("CUMULATIVELY CONSIDERABLE" MEANS THAT THE INCREMENTAL EFFECTS OF A 
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PROJECT ARE CONSIDERABLE WHEN VIEWED IN CONNECTION WITH THE EFFECTS OF PAST PROJECTS, 
THE EFFECTS OF OTHER CURRENT PROJECTS, AND THE EFFECTS OF PROBABLE FUTURE PROJECTS.) 

Less Than Significant Impact. The analyses of air and noise are inherently cumulative. The balance of 
environmental topics is addressed in the City of Ontario General Plan, which accommodates the 
cumulative development of other sites in the City. Impacts are less than significant. 

C) DOES THE PROJECT HAVE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS THAT WILL CAUSE SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE 

EFFECTS ON HUMAN BEINGS, EITHER DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY? 

Potentially Significant Impact. Impacts to human beings shall be mitigated after incorporation of the 
mitigation measures found in the Hydrology section (HYD-1, HYD-2, HYD-3, HYD-4, HYD-5, HYD-6). 
However, during runway cbsure periods in 2023, 2024 and 2025, all operations would need to occur on a 
sing le runway which may prevent the use of contra-flow operations at nighttime which is used as a noise 
mitigation strategy to minimize noise over residential areas at night. As discussed in XIII, Noise (A), if 
contra-flow cannot be undertaken by ATC when operating on one runway, there is potential for temporary 
increases in noise exposure that could be substantial to the west of the Airport durirg nighttime. Noise 
analysis to determine the level of temporary impacts will be undertaken as part of a Supplemental EIR. 
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