

















2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND SETTING

The Project involves the development of an industrial warehouse building on approximately 21.0 acres
of land located in the southeast portion of the City of Rialto, San Bernardino County, California.
Discretionary approvals requested from the City of Rialto by the Project Applicant include a General Plan
Amendment (No. 2020-0001), a Specific Plan Amendment (No. 2020-0001), a Conditional Development
Permit (No. 2020-006), a Precise Plan (No. 2020-0012), a Variance (No. 2020-0001), and a Lot Merger
(No. 2021-0002).

2.1 Project Location

The Project site is located in the southeast portion of the City of Rialto, San Bernardino County,
California. The City of Rialto is located east of the City of Fontana and the unincorporated community of
Bloomington, west of the Cities of San Bernardino and Colton, and northwest of the City of Grand
Terrace and unincorporated community of Highgrove, and north of the City of Riverside. As shown on
Figure 2-1, Regional Map, the Project site is approximately 0.1-mile north of Interstate 10 (I-10) and
approximately 4.5 miles west of Interstate 215 (I-215). The Rialto Municipal Airport is located
approximately 4.0 miles to the northwest of the Project site.

At the local scale, the Project site is located at the northwest corner of the intersection of Valley
Boulevard and Willow Avenue (see Figure 2-2, Vicinity Map). The Project site includes Assessor Parcel
Numbers (APNs) 0254-261-14, 0254-261-17, 0132-201-03, and 0132-181-01.

2.2 Existing Condition of the Property

As shown on Figure 2-3, USGS Topographic Map, the Project site is relatively flat with elevations
generally ranging from approximately 1,085 feet above mean sea level (amsl) in the northwestern
portion of the site to approximately 1,058 feet amsl in the southeastern portion of the Project site.
Currently, the entire Project site is developed/disturbed and used for the outdoor storage of trailers,
construction equipment, and construction materials. The Project site also contains several outbuildings
used for storage and offices for the businesses operating on-site. Figure 2-4, Aerial Photograph,
illustrates the existing condition of the Project site.

2.3 Environmental Setting and Surrounding Land Uses

Land uses surrounding the Project site include the following:

North: Vacant, undeveloped land abuts the Project site to the north. A man-made storm drain channel
also abuts a portion of the Project site to the north. Farther north is vacant, undeveloped land and
property occupied by industrial/warehouse buildings.

South: Immediately to the south of the Project site is Valley Boulevard. On the south side of Valley
Boulevard is a vacant industrial building, a building housing several auto repair workshops, and an office
building.
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West: Properties abutting the Project site on the west are occupied by a variety of uses, including
warehouse buildings, truck parking, construction materials fabrication and storage.

East: Immediately east of the Project site is Willow Avenue. East of Willow Avenue is vacant,
undeveloped land and an industrial building.

2.4 Description of the Proposed Project

The proposed Project would result in the re-development of the subject property as a warehouse
distribution building with approximately 492,410 square feet (s.f.) of building area. The Project would
include a cargo loading area (within an enclosed truck court with loading docks on the west side of the
proposed building), parking areas, landscaping, signage, and lighting. The discretionary actions under
consideration by the City of Rialto to implement the Project are summarized below.

A. General Plan Amendment No. 2020-0001

General Plan Amendment No. 2020-0001 proposes to amend the City of Rialto Land Use Policy Plan
(General Plan Exhibit 2.2) to change the land use designation for the southern portion of the Project site
from “General Commercial” to “Business Park” as shown on Figure 2-5, Proposed General Plan
Amendment. The northern portion of the Project site is designated Business Park under existing
conditions and does not require amendment. The Business Park designation allows light industrial uses
developed in a complementary manner and displaying high-quality architecture and site design (Rialto,
20104, p. 2-9).

B. Specific Plan Amendment No. 2020-0001

As shown on Figure 2-6, Specific Plan Amendment No. 2020-0001 proposes to amend the Land Use Plan
for the Gateway Specific Plan to change the land use designation for the southern portion of the Project
site from “Freeway Commercial” to “Industrial Park.” The northern portion of the Project site is
designated Industrial Park under existing conditions and does not require amendment.

C. Conditional Development Permit No. 2020-0006 and Precise Plan of Design No. 2020-0012

Conditional Development Permit No. 2020-0006 and Precise Plan of Design No. 2020-0012 provide a
development plan, including site layout, architectural design, and landscape plan, for the development
of an approximately 492,410 s.f. warehouse distribution building on the Project site. The Project
provides an enclosed truck court on the west side of the proposed warehouse building. The truck court
includes 62 dock doors and 104 trailer parking stalls. The Project also provides 287 passenger vehicle
parking spaces (distributed along the north and south sides of the building). Vehicular access to the
Project site would be provided by two proposed driveways onto Valley Boulevard and one proposed
driveway onto Willow Avenue. The proposed western driveway on Valley Boulevard would serve
passenger cars and trucks and would allow for full turning movements into and out of the site. The
proposed eastern driveway on Valley Boulevard would serve passenger cars only and would be
restricted to right-in/right-out access. The proposed driveway on Willow Avenue would accommodate
access for passenger cars and trucks and would allow for full turning movements into and out of the
site.
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D. Variance No. 2020-0001

Variance No. 2020-0001 is a proposed exception to the 35-foot height limit within the Gateway Specific
Plan’s “Industrial Park” zone. When the Gateway Specific Plan was adopted 31 years ago, the
technological advances and modern business practices of today’s warehouse distribution industry could
not be contemplated and the variance to the height limit is required to ensure the proposed building
can provide an interior clear height that meets the needs of modern warehouse distribution users. In
addition, the proposed Variance provides an exception to Rialto Municipal Code Section 18.61.250(E) to
allow less than a 10-foot-wide landscape strip along segments of the Project site’s northern boundary.
The reduction in landscaping along the northern site boundary is necessary to accommodate the City’s
request for an additional access lane for inbound trucks so that truck queueing will occur on-site and not
spill onto Willow Avenue.

E. Lot Merger No. 2021-0002

The proposed lot merger would combine the subject property’s four existing parcels — APNs 0254-261-
14, 0254-261-17, 0132-201-03, and 0132-181-01 —into a single parcel.
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND ANALYSIS

Provided on the following pages is an Environmental Checklist, based on Appendix G of the CEQA
Guidelines. The Checklist evaluates the Project’s potential to result in significant adverse effects to the
physical environment. As concluded in the Checklist, the proposed Project has the potential to result in
significant environmental effects for which feasible mitigation may not be available to reduce those
effects below levels of significance. Accordingly, and pursuant to CEQA Guidelines § 15063(b)(1), an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will be prepared for the Project.
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INITIAL STUDY/
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM
CITY OF RIALTO

1. Project Title: Birtcher Logistics Center Rialto

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Rialto Community Development Department, Planning Division, 150 S.
Palm Avenue, Rialto, CA 92376

3. Contact Person and Phone Number: Daniel Casey, Senior Planner, (909) 820-2525 ext. 2075

4. Project Location: Northwest corner of the intersection of Valley Boulevard and Willow Avenue. Assessor Parcel
Numbers (APNs): 0254-261-14, 0254-261-17, 0132-201-03, and 0132-181-01.

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: QR Birtcher Willow Ave. Owner LLC, 450 Newport Center Drive Suite 220,
Newport Beach, CA 92660

6. General Plan Designation: Business Park (BP) and General Commercial (GC)

7. Zoning: Gateway Specific Plan — Industrial Park (I-P) and Freeway Commercial (F-C)

8. Description of the Project: The Project involves the construction and operation of an approximately 492,410 s.f.
warehouse distribution building on an approximately 21.0-acre property. Discretionary approvals requested
from the City of Rialto include General Plan Amendment No. 2020-0001, Specific Plan Amendment No. 2020-
0001, Conditional Development Permit No. 2020-0006, Precise Plan of Design No. 2020-0012, Variance No.
2020-0001, and Lot Merger No. 2021-0002.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: Vacant, undeveloped land abuts the Project site to the north. A man-
made storm drain channel also abuts a portion of the Project site to the north. Immediately to the south of the
Project site is Valley Boulevard. On the south side of Valley Boulevard is a vacant industrial building, a building
housing several auto repair workshops, and an office building. Properties abutting the Project site on the west
are occupied by a variety of uses, including warehouse buildings, truck parking, construction materials
fabrication and storage. Immediately east of the Project site is Willow Avenue. East of Willow Avenue is
vacant, undeveloped land and an industrial building.

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required: Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (NPDES
Permit). Additional approvals from public agencies, if required, will be described in the required Environmental
Impact Report.
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11. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area requested
consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation that
includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures
regarding confidentiality, etc.? The City of Rialto is required to consult with interested California Native
American tribes regarding the Project pursuant to Senate Bill 18 (SB18) and Assembly Bill 52 (AB52).
Consultation efforts are on-going and results of the consultation will be disclosed in the Environmental Impact
Report.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below ( X ) would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one
impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

XI | Aesthetics X Gre'en.house Gas 1 | Public Services
Emissions

0 Agricultural Resources X Hazar<‘js & Hazardous 0 Recreation

and Forestry Resources Materials
X | Air Quality X | Hydrology/Water Quality Transportation
O | Biological Resources X | Land Use/Planning Tribal Cultural Resources
X Cultural Resources O Mineral Resources Utilities/Service Systems
X | Energy X | Noise O | Wildfire

. . . Mandatory Findings of
X | Geology/Soils [0 | Population/Housing X Sianificance
DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not
be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the
project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

X

| find that the proposed project MAY have a “potential significant impact” or “potentially significant unless
mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION
pursuant to applicable standards and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed
project, nothingﬂfﬂher is required.

"7-20~20t

Signatu n{/

Daniel Casey, Senior Planner
Printed Name

Date
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

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

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

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

“Negative Declaration: Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Significant Impact.”
The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less
than significant level (mitigation measures from “Earlier Analysis,” as described in (5) below, may be cross-
referenced).

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

(a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

(b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of
and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state
whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

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

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

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should
normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s environmental effects in
whatever format is selected.

The analysis of each issue should identify: (a) the significance criteria or threshold used to evaluate each
question; and (b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.
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. Less than
Potentially | o ificantwith | L6sSthan No
Significant . L. Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated

I. AESTHETICS
Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 210999, would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ‘ O ‘ O ‘ O

(Source: Rialto, 2010a; Google Earth, 2021; Project Application Materials)

No designated scenic vistas or scenic corridors are located in the vicinity of the Project site (Rialto, 2010a, pp. 2-22, 2-
53; Google Earth, 2021). Distant views of the Jurupa Hills and La Loma Hills are available from the segments of Valley
Boulevard and Willow Avenue that abut the site, looking south/southeast; however, the Project would not make any
improvements that would encroach within Valley Boulevard and/or Willow Avenue and obstruct south/southeast-facing
views. The San Bernardino Mountains are partially visible from the Valley Boulevard segment that abuts the Project site
looking north; however, the mountains are largely obstructed by existing structures and improvements (e.g., sighage,
power poles) on the Project site. The visibility — or lack thereof — of the San Bernardino Mountains from public viewing
areas along the Project site would not change substantially with implementation of the Project. Accordingly, given the
fact that the Project site is not a scenic vista, is not located near a designated scenic resource, and unique, prominent
and scenic views would not be obscured by the Project, implementation of the Project would not have a substantial
adverse effect on a scenic vista and less-than-significant impacts would occur. No further analysis is required;
therefore, this issue will not be addressed in detail in the Project’s EIR.

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

(Source: Caltrans, 2017; Google Earth, 2021; Project Application Materials)

The Project site is not located within or adjacent to a scenic highway corridor and there are no State-designated or
eligible scenic highways within the vicinity of the Project site. The nearest State-eligible scenic highway from the Project
site is a segment of SR-38 located approximately 11.1 miles southeast of the Project site and the Project site would not
be visible from this SR-38 segment due to distance and intervening development/topography (Caltrans, 2017; Google
Earth, 2021). Accordingly, the Project site is not located within a State scenic highway corridor and implementation of
the proposed Project would not have a substantial effect on scenic resources within a State scenic highway corridor.
Thus, no impact to a State scenic highway would occur. No further analysis is required; therefore, this issue will not be
addressed in detail in the EIR.

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

(Source: Project Application Materials)

The Project site is located within an urbanized area, as defined by U.S. Census bureau and determined as part of the
2010 Census (U.S. Census Bureau, 2012). Thus, pursuant to this threshold, a potentially significant impact to visual
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Potentially . LF?S than . Less than
- Significant with . No
Significant . L. Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
P Incorporated P

character only would occur if the Project were to conflict with applicable zoning (Gateway Specific Plan) and/or other
City of Rialto regulations governing scenic quality. The Project requests a variance to development regulations that are
applicable to the subject property. The potential for these modifications to conflict with or be incompatible with
existing City regulations governing scenic quality will be addressed in the EIR for the Project.

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

(Source: Rialto, 2020)

The City of Rialto Municipal Code Section 18.61.140 includes development regulations for outdoor lighting that apply to
all development in the City (Rialto, 2020). The Municipal Code lighting standards govern the placement and design of
outdoor lighting fixtures to ensure adequate lighting for public safety while also minimizing light pollution and glare and
precluding public nuisances (e.g., blinking/flashing lights, unusually high intensity or bright lighting). As a condition of
approval, the Project would be required to comply with the Rialto Municipal Code, including provisions applicable to
outdoor lighting. The City of Rialto would confirm compliance with Municipal Code Section 18.61.140 as part of the
building permit review process. Mandatory compliance with the City of Rialto Municipal Code would ensure that the
Project does not create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in
the area and that a less than significant impact would occur. No further analysis is required; therefore, this issue will
not be addressed in detail in the EIR.

Il. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer
to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department
of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether
impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to
information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of
forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest
carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would
the project:

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

(Source: CDC, 2016; Google Earth, 2021)

According to mapping information available from the California Department of Conservation’s (CDC) Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program (FMMP), the Project site contains “Urban and Built-Up Land” (CDC, 2016). Accordingly, the
Project site does not contain any lands mapped by the FMMP as “Prime Farmland,” “Unique Farmland,” or “Farmland of
Statewide Importance” and thus, implementation of the Project would not convert such Farmland to a non-agricultural
use. No impact would occur. No further analysis is required; therefore, this issue will not be addressed in detail in the
EIR.
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b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act O O O
contract?

(Source: Rialto, 2010b, Rialto, 2013)

The Project site is not subject to a land conservation (Williamson Act) contract (Rialto, 2010b, p. 56). In addition, the
Project site is zoned for “Industrial Park (I-P)” and “Freeway Commercial (F-C)” land uses by the Gateway Specific Plan;
therefore, implementation of the Project has no potential to conflict with existing zoning for an agricultural use (Rialto,
2013). No impact would occur. No further analysis is required; therefore, this issue will not be addressed in detail in
the EIR.

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

(Source: Rialto, 2013)

The Project site is not zoned as forest land, timberland, or Timberland Production, nor is it surrounded by forest land,
timberland, or Timberland Production land (Rialto, 2013) . There are no lands located within the City of Rialto that are
zoned for forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production (ibid.). Therefore, the Project has no
potential to conflict with any areas currently zoned as forest, timberland, or Timberland Production and will not result in
the rezoning of any such lands. As such, no impact will occur. No further analysis is required; therefore, this issue will
not be addressed in detail in the EIR.

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

(Source: Rialto, 2013)

The Project site does not contain a forest and is not designated as forest land; thus, the proposed Project will not result
in the loss of forest land or the conversion of forest land to non-forest use (Rialto, 2013). As such, no impact will occur.
No further analysis is required; therefore, this issue will not be addressed in detail in the EIR.

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

agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

(Source: CDC, n.d.)

“Farmland” is defined in Section Il (a) of Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines as “Prime Farmland,” “Unique Farmland” or
” (“Farmland”). As disclosed above under Response Il (a), the Project would not
result in the conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use (CDC, 2016).

“Farmland of Statewide Importance

As discussed under Responses Il (c) and Il (d), the Project would not convert forest land to non-forest use. No impact
would occur. No further analysis is required; therefore, this issue will not be addressed in detail in the EIR.
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Ill. AIR QUALITY
Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district or air pollution
control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality O O O
plan?

(Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2017)

The Project site is located in the South Coast Air Basin. Air quality within the South Coast Air Basin is regulated by the
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). Standards for air quality are documented in the SCAQMD’s Air
Quality Management Plan (AQMP). The construction and operation of the Project would result in the emission of
airborne pollutants into the Air Basin that have the potential to conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
SCAQMD’s AQMP. As such, an EIR will be prepared to evaluate the Project’s potential to conflict with or obstruct the
implementation of the adopted SCAQMD AQMP.

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria O O O
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard?

(Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2016; South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2017)

The South Coast Air Basin is a non-attainment area for various State and federal air quality standards. The Project site is
located in a portion of the South Coast Air Basin that is designated as a “Non-Attainment” area for the federal 8-hour
ozone standard, the State 1-hour and 8-hour ozone standards, and federal and State particulate matter standards
(SCAQMD, 2016). Particulate and gaseous emissions have the potential to be produced during the construction and
operating life of the proposed Project. This would include emissions of criteria pollutants, including those that
contribute to ozone formation, along with particulate matter. A quantitative analysis of Project-related emissions (both
construction and operational) will be prepared to determine whether the Project would exceed SCAQMD daily
emissions thresholds. The results of the analysis will be disclosed in the EIR for the Project.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? ‘ ‘ O O ‘ O

(Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District; Google Earth)

Construction and operation of the Project has the potential to expose sensitive receptors located near the Project site
and/or along its primary truck route(s) to localized criteria pollutant emissions and/or diesel particulate matter (DPM)
emissions from mobile sources (i.e., automobile/truck exhaust). These pollutants pose potential risks to human health.
A quantitative analysis of Project-related emissions (both construction and operational) will be prepared to determine
whether implementation of the Project would expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. The
results of the quantitative analysis will be disclosed in the Project’s EIR.

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely O O O
affecting a substantial number of people?

(Source: Project Application Materials)

Any temporary odor impacts generated during Project-related construction activities, such as asphalt paving and the
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application of architectural coatings, would be short-term and cease upon completion of the construction phase of the
Project. The industrial use (warehouse distribution) proposed for the Project site is not expected to involve uses or
activities that generate substantial or noticeable amounts of odor during long-term operation. Nonetheless, an EIR will
be prepared to evaluate the Project’s potential to expose substantial numbers of people to objectionable odors during
both near-term construction and long-term operation.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat O O ]
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?

(Source: Google Earth, 2021)

The Project site is completely disturbed and developed under existing conditions and has been so for at least 25 years
(Google Earth, 2021). The entire Project site is covered by structures, pavement, gravel, or cleared, packed dirt and is
used for parking and equipment/materials storage. No natural habitats or plant communities are present on the Project
site and the Project site is not adjacent to any natural, undeveloped areas. Due to the existing conditions of the site, the
Project would not 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. No impact would occur. No further analysis
is required; therefore, this issue will not be addressed in detail in the EIR.

b) Have a substantially adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other O O O
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?

(Source: Google Earth, 2021)

The Project site is completely disturbed and developed and does not contain riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations or by the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife or U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Google Earth, 2021). As such, no impact would occur. No further analysis is
required; therefore, this issue will not be addressed in detail in the EIR.

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on 