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M ITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PROJECT NAME . Goodman Santa Fe Springs SPE LLC Project

APPLICANT :

SITE ADDRESS :

CITY /C OUNTY :

DESCRIPTION

FINDINGS

Goodman Santa Fe Springs SPE LLC, 18201 Von Karman Avenue. Suite 1170, Irvine,
California 92612.

10840 Norwalk Blvd , Santa Fe Springs California , 906 70.

Santa Fe Springs Los Angeles County.

The City of Santa Fe Springs, i me\viiteswicnagp aan t
application that would involve the @mewtruct.i
99, 929 sgqiurmad s tfroiod | building on a 219,234 squ
propdsgrojectos |l egal addr ess i s 10840 Nor wa

Californi aTcho® 0 @ 38 @Aosnded snggor Par cel i NolBuddeds ( AP Ns
0246 and-0BHDIILhe rmawl!l di ng wanlekisting ®ipWwell c e
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office

building and 29,680 square feet of maintenance/operations buildings. Thpr oposed
partiattiygerated building will include 3,000 s
of upepeel mezzanine, and 91, 369pafs@uaact bealkt o
99,929 squfalrmorEa®@heohew structur &lcuipmprddv é&rde n
of et hMethi cul ar access to the swatye dwiilvlewlay prha
provi des aceass deéo ot h&Nor wadrkd Baoubsewvand dri v e
connection with the souAht ctladl®e ®far kKivobéesbeal Ag
proviisméddi ng 95 sipmadapdrebitrad 28paompadt st all
ADA st alalnd 11 EV/ Cl eaA tAo tlaMebki gh el cddilhg.posi
wi || be provided alkasgetviae i mean@, AL G lod qpthg Dd f eet
be dedicatedd taor eldadag cap@Profecthesite i s zonec
I ndustritahlou(@@M2)t he westeirhepatbngn Nof wahk Bou
zoned as Commerci al

The environmental analysis provided in the attached | ni t i a indic&ds thdt\he
proposed project will not result in any significant adverse impacts with the
implementation of the appropriate mitigation measures . For this reason, the City of
Santa Fe Springsdetermined that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is the appropriate
CEQA document for the proposed project. The following findings may be made based
on the analysis contained in the attached! ni t i aal Study

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 wildlie 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 will not have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable.
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b The proposed project will not have environmental effects which will cause
substantially adverse effects on luman beings, either directly or indirectly.

The environmental analysis is provided in the attached | ni t i a prep&@ed fodtlye

proposed project. The project is also described in greater detail in the attachedl ni t i al
St udy

Signature Date

City of Santa Fe SpringsPlanning Department

T
Lr a7 .28

CITY OF
SANTA FE SPRINGS
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SECTION 1 - INTRODUCTION
1.1 PURPOSE OF THE INITIAL STUDY

Thilsniti alev&8tudyes the envinoohetaldeal ¢ a meptarcucst i on and s
occupancy of a new 99,929 square foot i ndustri al buil c
proposed projectds | egal addreSantia BEO®&88Ppr Nomgswal EalBiofud
corresponding Assessor Par cel-02Nudnth ea 1s d-O( 28PINB.) nTehaec | ude
buil wi h¢g raa pxisting @l well operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232

square foot office building and a total of 29,680 square feet of maintenance/operations buildings . The
proppsaediaftiygerated building wild.l include 3,000 squar
|l evel mezzanine, and 91, 369 fsoguar & ofteadt odf 9vwWa r9e€2MMo Lxiumg
The new structural i mprovemeVethsi cwillalr oaccccuepsys 4t50. 6t% eo fs ittl
by a-wawodriveway that reracsMv idcee so f a cNocoer swsa htkdlo Btolsdeevadd dr i v «
connection with the souAhteciadl of F4drpacki Agesueall s w
95 standard stalls, 15 parallel parking space¥ehi8l eom

stall s. A t-btagh bbadédngopasi tions wil/l be provided al o
tot al of 8,215 square feet wiThe Mhajdedtyabédthe paofdec
Heavy I ndustthuigal th®2)western portion of the site alon

Commerilci al

The City of Santa Fe Springs is the designated Lead Age
for the projectds environmeptaposedi dewvellTopmeperasi onon
project under the California Environmental Quality Act
Citybébs environment al r @wil d ve @podmad &sita Fe Springs SRErLIOG, 6201

Von Karman Avenue. Suite 1170, Irvine, California 92612

As part of the proposed projectds environment al revi ew
preparation of this I nitial Study. The pmahknearnsd pgilhrepos e
public understand the environmental iimplications of a

this Initial Study is to ascertain whether the proposed
i mpacts on thecenvitrosmémpl e@ement ed. Pursuant to the CE
of this I nitial Study include the foll owing:

b To provide the City of Santa Fe Springs with infor:i
to prepare an EnvRepomten(Bl R) mphkictigated Negative
Negative Declaration (ND) for a project,;

b To facilitate the projectds environment al assessme
proposed project,;

b To eliminate unnecessary EIRs; and,

b Toetdermine the nature and extent of any i mpacts ass
Al t hough this I nitial Study was prepared with consulta
made as part of its preparation fand yposeiptriecssre naf tthhee i Qi

LHPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1. July 24, 2022.
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Fe Springs in its capacity as the Lead Agency. The City

that a Mitigated Negative Decl aration is the appropriat
CEQA review. This I nitial Study and the Notice of I nten
forwarded to responsible agencies, trustee 8Fkayxies, F
public review period wislel elm¢e ipriesi dead o halrl owttehest ed

proposed project and the findings of this Initial Stud)
the followiing individual

Claudia L. Jimenez, Asgstant Planner
City of Santa FeSprings Planning and Development Department
11710 Telegraph Road
Santa Fe Springs, California 90670
1.2 INITIAL STUDY & ORGANIZATION

The following annotated outliln® summari zes the content.

b Secti-dmttoduwoatoivaim,es the procedurall toapa@&xdt isaum r @ mud
insight into its composition.

b Secti-PmoRect Deogowii gpiteisorm,nt b eexi €ewi mdg environment
the project area and describes the proposed project

b Secti-BnvBronment alncAnaadleyasniasl,ysi s of potenti al i mpac
constructhenomeafatihen proposed project.

b Secti-Gondl usumwmmari zes the findings of the analysis.

b Secti-Baf &r dmdeeenst,i fi es the sources uHSEMNDIi n the prepar

PTT

CITY OF
SANTA FE SPRINGS
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SECTION 2 - PROJECT DESCRIPTION
2.1 PROJECT OVERVIEW

This Initial Study evaluates the environment al i mpact
occupancy of a new 99,929 square foot i ndustri al buil c
proposed projectds | egal kaBodnueevard, 10840aN6Ee Springs,
corresponding Assessor Parcel-02Nudntb ea 15 d-0( 2PNB.) The | new

buil di ng wan leXisting @l pvellaopeeating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232

square foot office building and a total of 29,680 square feet of maintenance/operations buildings . The
proposed partially refrigerated building wil!l i-ncl ude
|l evel mezzanine, and Béaus8bBgsgpace feretaofotwakeof 99, 9¢
The new structur al i mprovements wil/l occupy 45.6% of tI
by a-wawodriveway that provides access tao stelteo nada 9dtr | sviedve
connection with the south side of Florence Avenue. A t
95 standard stall s, 15 parall el parking spaces, 23 com
stalls. Adotebkt @gh lbbadidng positions wildl be provided al o
tot al of 8,215 square feet wild.l be dedicated to | andsc
Heavy I ndustthhawdgh (tM2e westesnt @orntoag Obr whlek Boul eva

Commer2ci al
2.2 PROJECT LOCATION

The project ishihmeodr-it $nitpooadttieodn o fSatnhtea FietaySoorfe atghkede o f

Norwal k Boul evard and sSoauntth® poFfeinsglsb nemt¢ e dAvengseut heast e
County, approximately eighti tnyL bosfs Aga g e €ibteya siflsh ebfto ludnodwendt obwy
cieosLa Miamadar wahkt heDswoel,t heanweusnti,ncor porated Los Ang

area referrwhli ttooneat h'ée sto h@ht,y aonfd owh itthhd egast . Maj or phy
features within the surrounding area incl @rdiel &€ shet &Satnh &
westhée Montebello Hills, 6lficlhe®dt @apphexinmattel;y the Pue

approxi9matidleys to the northeast; and, the Salnd mealbad el M
to the north.

Regi onal SamndesspF eitnegspossi bl e from two area flrneteewasytsa:t et h
500-5) and the San Gabnt et s Rbb6v0e5)6. BhTeheewatypvtdends altogmge t he
western anpdoswsubmer hhsve st hoeraisetn taat hen0l5 Freeway extends
t hee bwesteirthasaut h-nwe st hoeraisetn t* Bhtei d no.c &taindam d¢fei MBSpa i megegi on al
context is shdwoiAmigdeE xmapmiits 2pr oai ded in Exhibit 2

The project si tle®40 | Neograwa lakiSIB cetskse # esr &parl ij9f@&. niVa hi cul ar
access to theuprentilcy aNaicewWwabk eBdwloenvar d aTnhde FA sosreesnscoer A
Parcel NumPyppl i cabl e daroe tREPISE66 t @&and-0BHIBT he siteds
latitude/longitude is 33.933835,-118.0715935Al oanaalp is provi d&8d in Exhibit 2

2 HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1.July 24, 2022.
3 Google Maps. Website Accesseduly 18,2022.

4 |bid.

5 |bid.
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2.3 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Thaew buiwl ¢i n gap existimg adl well operating and maintenance business which includes a
12,232 square foot office building and a total of 29,680 square feet of maintenance/operations buildings .

The 5.03-acre (219,23 square feet) site is surrounded by industrial uses. Ex hisB-#dnd-52how aeri al
phot ogofapthhhe project site an8urrduidimgland ysesinehe vicindyefthe!l o p ment

project site are listed below:

1 North of the PRrmmijoemmvefr&nideeda vy manudsaes uariengl ocated

t heojpactTwoi tiendustrial commerci al |l ocations are
Oi | We | | Service Company building occupiailwge tama we
St eel Suppl y Harddonoanr eE gSutioprnee n t Company .plAzaomme rlcoc

further north on t he sout heastern cor ner NHK

Laborator,i eFsoritnucne RReoturlcietsée n pantsdi d romdarttehd of t he

projectonpdrheeleastern pdr tpirmf ecft tshhd eaver a

] South of thdedeRvy] Mahud atud agtngnds al ong t henproject

si Re .B. Paint anids BloodcyatCeednttear t he south of the

building occupying the wesWegthemprorWatosmr oWort ke Pumpple
abuts the propertyds easter nFdratrlgerr soutth & Ba0pdr a xhier
f eeltaakel Rmadd ext endsweisnt aonr i.eeakteat aod Villa mobi

devel opmehticoattende sout hwest? of the project site

] East of theGPodmaent L8gtS&ahta €EeinsSelro ataise de & sot

t he pro.jMudtt i piltee uremedmticlaiypy t he Logi st isaux hCearst eRl MBu

Logi skt dcsFn Logi stFiuecnsai |l nCcons umer El ectronics
Distribut$on Center.

Compart

] West of theQPabjegtLiSit daork|IEqFui pRreendetad ette Irtwhiec eve s t

ot he proaltcnhgsNoewal. 8i Boediev@ms dRarctayt eSfupgml vt he
the projyect site.

Photographs of the site and the surrounding area areprovided min Exhibits 2 -6 through 2-9. Notable uses
in the vicinity of the project site include the following : Little Lake Cemetery Park, located 0.32 miles to the
southwest; Heritage Park, located 0.45 miles to the north west; Little Lake Elementary School, located 0.40
miles to the southwest; Little Lake Park, located 0.44 miles to the west; and the Civic Center including City
Hall, the City Library, and the Santa Fe Springs Fire Department Station 4, located 1 mile to the north west
of the project site; The Villages at Heritage Springs is located0.35 miles to the north of the project. Lastly,

the Metropolitan State Hospital is located 0.46 miles to the southeast of the project site.10

6 Google Maps. Website Accessed July 18,2022.
71bid.
8 |bid.
9 |bid.
10 |bid.
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Project Site entrance to the east of Norwalk Boulevard

Oil Well Services Building on the western side of the project site to be demolished

EXHIBIT 2-6
PROJECT SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

SOURCE BLODGETT BAYLOSIS ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING

SECTION 2 b PROJECT DESCRIPTION PAGE 16
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Current entrance to the eastern side of project site

Project Site entrance from the south of Florence Avenue, north central of project site.

EXHIBIT 2-7
PROJECT SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

SOURCE : BLODGETT BAYLOSIS ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING

SECTION 2 b PROJECT DESCRIPTION PAGE 17



INITIAL STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION D GOODMAN SANTA FE SPRINGS SPE LLC PROJECT
10840 NORWALK BLvD D CiTY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS

Driveway of Project Site facing south of the project site

West of the Project Site: Quality Lift and Equipment Forklift Rental Service

EXHIBIT 2-8
PROJECT SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

SOURCE : BLODGETT BAYLOSIS ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING

SECTION 2 b PROJECT DESCRIPTION PAGE 18
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North of Project Site: A mix of commercial and heavy manufacturing uses are located north of the project site.

South of Project Site: A mix of commercial and heavy manufacturing uses are located south of the project site.

EXHIBIT 2-9
PROJECT SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

SOURCE : BLODGETT BAYLOSIS ENVIRONMENTAL  PLANNING

SECTION 2 b PROJECT DESCRIPTION PAGE 19
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2.4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The proppogedct would consist of the following el ements:

b ProjecTh&i sete area consists of 219,234 square f e
Numbers attached t-02-Dh6sasd0tB2DBP.e BOPBf vani zeadul ar

fence will provide andeppmujeomdt asidteens alrtweeat hweiulldd de d
99,929 square feet of the project site to the propo
woul d have a | ot coverage of 45. 6 %. TiRawistiht et hies z

exception of a pohwsornrohtabe al beagtNetwal k Boul ev
Commeriti al

b NewBui |l RieMfgerred to as Building 4, the project site
woul d berasedgtonrnted space (approxi mamel yd&b%wotil th
be usetiofaangde of fi ce bulin dti mtgala,r etahewvoul d dedicate 3,0
space, 5,200 squalrevdleeme zma minn eu psppearc e, 360 square
91,369 square feet tod awaroefh ®AWs 9 2s9p asmeau afiThee pfogecett of b u
will incorporate solar panels on the roof of the building as a means to further reduce energy
consumption beyond the mandatory requirements of the California Green Building Standards Code
(CALGreen), which requires the roof to be solar-ready.

b Landscaphiengitebds | andscaping would total 8,215 sque

along the proposed buildingbés western side, al ong
building along the parking areas. The vegetation r
| andscaopuilodgn swi st of 11 Muskogee Crepe Myrtle trees
western side; 4 Brisbane Box trteeef | Dbatbdi tdi ndhe
parking spaces; and 3 Southern Magnolia trees nea
entrance. The shrubs consi st of Dwar f Bottle Brush,
Rosemary, and Yeddo atbasvat hBolrune. FHianxalUiyl,y Cand Bul | G
ornament al grass and Prostrate Rosema®y will make u
b Access andAcRaarsksheg pr ofseew BBuitledi ng woul d -fbeotpr ovi d
dri vewayectFilom etn@e Avenue, on the northe3¥6hoportion
driveway along Norwal k Boulevard on the wlesdtern si
wi de driveway surrounding the pr apbousteedd Kt uhirloduigrhgo.ut F
project site and would consist of 95 standard stall
stall, 15 parall el parking stall s, 23 csotngplaloshest al |l
future EV acgessable paekfoture EV van psatrdfliomg st al
a total oA tld@alls dafclkks doors for | oading and unl oadi |
the eastern side of4 the proposed building.
The conceptualwnsiitne BpdBainiCidtsc 2sphtou a | el evationsllare provi

11HPA Architecture. GLC - Santa Fe Springs Building #4. Overall Site Plan. Sheet 1-DAB-A1.1.June 24, 2022.
12 | bid.
13bid.
14 1bid.
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SITE PLAN

SOURCE : HPA ARCHITECTURE
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North Elevation

South Elevation

East Elevation

ExHIBIT 2-11
BUILDING ELEVATIONS

SOURCE : HPA ARCHITECTURE
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The proposed project wli é v matna khes approxmpnlagted.y TEhe pr o
construction wild/ consist of the following phases:

b Demolition. Demolition of the current onsite improvements will occur during this phase. This
phase will take approximately two month sto complete.

b Gradindg Saint e Pré&@heaer ptriogr.ct site wild.l be prepared
proposed Goodman Santa Fe Tikpitegwi SPEubHEr gouifli diahg
t hi s phase wistakevapprdximatetyiore Imonth to complete.

b Construction. The new building will be constructed during this phase. This phase will take
approximately six months to complete.

b Paving and Finishing. This concluding phase will involve the finishing of the new Goodman Santa
Fe Springs SPE LLCbuilding, the paving of the parking areas and hardscape, and the completion
of other on-site improvements. This phase will take approximately two months to complete.

2.5 DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

ADi scr et i oniasr yanmAcacdtoinon taken by a government agency (f
is the City of Santa Fe Springs) that <calls for an ex
projRBicgcretionary approvals reqradijredt dass ipnaprite noefnttaltd omr
foll owing:

b  The Development Plan Approval Case No. 99 (DPA 999);
b  The Approval of this Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) ; and,
b The adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP ) .

Other minist erial permits and approvals may be deemed necessary, including but not limited to demolition
permits, temporary street closure and encroachment permits, grading permits, excavation permits,
foundation permits, building permits , and utility connections . Other permits and approvals that may be
required of other agencies include a National Pollution Discharge Elimination System ( NPDES) permit,
permit from the Regional Water Quality Control Board, potential permits to construct and operate certain
equipment from the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), and utility installation and

connection approvals from utility companies.
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SECTION 3 - ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This sectli@mabffzedhethe potential environment al i mpact s
projectds i mplementation. | Tshrec li usdseu et haer efacsl leovvail nuga:it ed i n

Aesthetics (Section 3.1) Mineral Resourles (Section 3.
Agri cullRourreaslt ry ( Secti oln NBoi2s)e; ( S®c;tion 3.1
Air Quality (Section 3|3Pppul &Hbasing (8ection 3.1

Bi ol ogi cal Resources (fePubbnc8sSé(fyaecdtjon 3.1
Cultural Resources (Sec¢tRenrd8ab)pn6;Section 3.1
Energy (Section 3.6); Transportatidn, (Section 3.1
Geol &9gyi |l s ( Pe;cti on 3. Tribal Cultural R&®sources (Se
GreenhouseiGas ;Efi8Bexsti pnUBL I i ties9( Section 3.1

Haza&Hazardous Matemials W $addtiiren@®arcd,i on 3.
Hydr o&Wgtyer Qual i tly;(SectMiammdal ory Findings of Signi f
Land &Pdeanning (JSecti on| 3321.

The environmental analysis ih&€hedé&diisn floirsnas8astean biyet

Fe Spiihndgds environment al review process (refer to Se
analysis of i mpactrsm iosf pgruoevsitd eodn si na ntdh eanfsower s. The anal
to the individual guestions. For the evaluation of ©pot

provided according to the anptegpasavndbrgiaaeasni as, pahere
possible responses:

1 No | mpTahcet .proposwdl!| phapeéctany measurable environmen
environment .

] Less Than SigniThiecgnrtopbmmagtp.harectpotenti al for af
environment, although these impacts wil lISamed abdleow
Sprimrgsot her responsi ble agencies consider to be si:

/] Less Than Si gnwiftMt & n g althrep apcrtoposmdy phtatyecpot enti al
generate i mpacts that wildl have a significant i mpa
i mpact may be reduced to leveltdhethampl @amentass onhat
measur es.

/] Potentially Si dgrief ipcarmptosledp @actoj ect may result in en
significant.

Thil &i | | asistiysti nt hneakci ng a determiaapobenasat of wheshgni f
i mpacts on the environment associated with the i mpl emer
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3.1 AESTHETIC S

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant |
. mpact
Impact With Impact

Mitigation
A. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099,
would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic ﬁ

vista?

B. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Sectior21099,
would the project substantially damage scenic resources, ﬁ
including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic

buildings within a state scenic highway?

C. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099,
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 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?

N

D. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099,
would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

N

ANALYSI SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, wuld the project have a substantial
adverse effect on a scenic viste? b Less Than Significant | mpact.

Tk proposed projcecntstirmmwdli wens atndle subsequent occupancy
i ndustrial building on a 219,234 square foot (5.03 acr
Norwal k Boul evaprdingSsa,nt @alFief orni a, 90670. The correspo

( APNs) inc-DADd680089-0BDID. The new bui ladexistigg o wdll | repl a
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office building ard a total of 29,680

square feet of maintenance/operations buildings . The proposed partially refriger
3,000 square feet of of fi cleeved, 2Medz zaamu anreeg  faenedt 9dlf, 3 6P
warehousi ng spafced d,0929 stqoutaarle f eet of floor area. The
occupy 45.6% of the 1 ot. Vehicul ar -wmzyedsi teo@wdy et lsatt ep
access to the east side of Nor wal k oBnouwietvlardhe nslowt hs e
FI orence Avenue. A tot al of 149 parking stalls wild.l b
parking spaces, 23 compact stalls, 5 ADA stal-hsghand 1
| oadi ngnspowiiltli obe provided along the new buildingbds eas

dedicated to | andscaped areas. The majoritytmdughhet lpeg oj
western portion of thersdgiie aboed .Ber @ammeBoculaéva

he CiSaynwtaf FeGesmpern algsPl an dogs pmnot eicd et ivEiydwa sntoed s si nt h

project site | ocaCiedg swigtshaiena dacnryi deofrpsh i eM ogr aphic feat ur ¢
the surrounding area i ncl6uehe Iweetsadf Stame CGmrbaiibkedt Rd ivtedabr i
Mount ai ns16 |mi@laetsedt o t he north3; 4. &dd etsh et cofethetetack eH ialnlds |,

1SHPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1.July 24, 2022.
16 Google Earth. Website accesseduly 15,2022
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Vi lrleasi dentdievel opment is the <c¢closest use thatThvosul d be
residential devealpppmen 8mMalt eed tyovseesttfe it he pr oj emtorgihde al on
ofLakelRwonad®di v enditshteance off rtohme steh eunpirtosj ¢ otwes ghé afhdt hken

buil dcionngpared to the high elevation ofndhei swsgrwaunlddnc
compl etely Asbat mestudd. t he hparvoe oas elde spsr otj heacnto rswsiaghal icf i can't
vi st a

B. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, wuld the project substantially damage
scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?bNo | mpact .

Theurrounding deives opreeept bp eciotadwpti ridalbyc omme.aThieale deve
areoronck out mrotnp pitlmgisicdioncgast-edt en According to the Calif
Transpotthadarnemochesi gnat ed ssaenrdi ¢ hlreirgchvaay no State or Cour
hi ghways in the vic®laistty ygf tthlee pprog jeedtnys ibteed ddéesgeotis
the State or National rdagi atrasu(tefeon fmp8etsi wnl B. B «

C. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, wuld 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 experienced from publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and oth er regulations governing
scenic quality? b Less than Significant Impact.

The project site i sstcourargeentalnyd hueiing zuasteedonasof Oi |l Wel | $
materials, utility pol®hke iampl ebheérct dteic@at opgaedmpnbdj ect
in any degradation of the site apdopwisreduwdil h dgiesedyeuase. O
whi,t eand warlolwsn wi th grewid¢dhwl ol e acdemrtcd, ve windsows on

of the .Pwol diegn AGoodmand | ogo signs will also be disp
buil di pgoj Blee dwidlilcadles 3, 2d 5 Isagntcdorrec Bgebekter ant | Tamedscapir
project site is located within an wur ban dhegmecawilld i s s u

not conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality as determined by City staff
in its review of the proposed proj ect 6s conformity with City Adaudsdltdi ng an
the impacts will be less than significant .

D . Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, wuld the project create a new source of
substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views inthe area? bLess t han
Significant | mpact with Mitigation.

Exterior |lighting can be a nuisance to adjacent | and wu
l'ighting is lrighespgwdisdlo ias typically defined as the pi
properties |l ocated adjaGénretosthel avedceéootfighghtiregpe
di scomfort resulting from hGlg&reloantted sitmp anc thsr i cgahnt nedswse rl

or nighttime views. As with Iighting trespass, gl are i
l and use or driverdsiVviangde wohbedextblayw e bt enmaftievre al s,
suchcoanscr eupe wdlhltaddi ti on, the windows would be compri s

reduces glare over other transpar ertl astuerdf a cnepsa.c t s8s aa er eas

17 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning . Site survey. Survey was conductedJuly 15, 2022
18 California Department of Transportation. Official Designated Scenic Highways. https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap -
landscape-architecture -and-community -livability/lap -liv-i-scenic-highways
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Ni ghtti me grhiamreat igoanch en dplod ent i al to result in potentiall
receptor s. Many sources of light contribute to the amb
ni ghtti me Isitghtetilrglowde ty dadckhdtianmgd wahi c pd iatre heandtl aigrmg
artificial lighting undpropesetli pgopeati wibhsnahdi bhheo
that could potentially impact nearby sensindwetriealkpamne
thoudree aredeeeéogheant woulgdhtbesensiti velhteos et hues epsr aajreec tl o
approxi3mnd effgget he ascadt H ncl ude the Lakeland Villa mobil
School, Cosotra Apzault meenntis, and Vil |l a . BShetm@r ¢do Bipmd mtg ss AP
l'ight i mpacts wil/ be related to the surface parking |

Because light sensitive receptors are found in the vicinity of the project site, the following mitigation is
required in order to minimize the potential impacts to the greatest extent possible:

b T h eontractors must ensure that appropriate light shielding is provided for the lighting equipment
in the parking area, buildings, and security to limit glare and light trespass. An interior parking and
street lighting plan and an exterior photometric plan in dicating the location, size, and type of
existing and proposed lighting shall also be prepared by the Applicant and submitted to the Planning
Department for review and approval. As part of the building permit proc
Municipal Code. The proposed use must comply with Section 155.432 of the Santa Fe Springs
Municipal Code.

The mitigation identified above would reduce the potential impacts to levels that are less than significant
with mitigation .

CUMULATI WWPACTS

The potendtiiad iampanhts related to views, asepsetch eftiicc.s , T hae
proposed project wild/l not restrict scenic views along
resources or highways, degrajdecthsivesaald chharaandi ngf
' ight and gl areciompadctcs with zoning or other devel opmer
As a mesglumul ative impacts will occur.

MI TI GATIMEMAMSURE S

Because light sensitive receptors are found in the vicinity of the project site, the following mitigation is
required in order to minimize the potential impacts to the greatest extent possible:

T h eontractors must ensure that appropriate light shielding is provided for the light ing equipment in the

parking area, buildings, and security to limit glare and light trespass. An interior parking and street lighting

plan and an exterior photometric plan indicating the location, size, and type of existing and proposed lighting

shall also be prepared by the Applicant and submitted to the Planning Department for review and approval.

As part of the building per mit pr oc e ke prappsed usegnoustr ed by
comply with Section 155.432 of the Santa Fe Springs Munidpal Code.
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3.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant
Impact With Impact

Mitigation

No
Impact

A. Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

N

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

N

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

N

D. Would the project r esult in the loss of forest land or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use?

N

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

N

ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agriculturaluse? bNo | mpact

The proposed project involves the construction and sut
i ndustrial building on a 219,234 square foot (5.03 acr
Nor wal lkevBod]| Santa Fe Springs, California, 90670. The

( APNs) inc-DAPd68@090BDID. The new bui ladexistigg o wdll | repl a
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot dice building and a total of 29,680

square feet of maintenance/operations buildings . The proposed partially refriger
3,000 square feet of of fi clegeved, 2Medz zaqmu anree faemat 9df, 3 6P
warehouacegfep a total of 99,929 square feet of floor
occupy 45.6% of the |l ot. Vehicular -~axzyedsi teoewdy et tsatt ep
access to the east side of Novwally Bowmhecvaionawdth &b
FIl orence Avenue. A total of 149 parking stalls wildl b
parking spaces, 23 compact stalls, 5 ADA stal-hsghand 1
|l oading positions wil/ be provided along the new buil di

dedicated to | andscaped areas. The majoritytmdudghhet lpeg oj
western porti onNoorfwatlhke Bsoiutlee vaalrodn gi s® zoned as Commerci al

19HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1. July 24, 2022.
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Accortdoa ntghe Cal i fornia Depart meSiatn toaf FCGa nSspearivnagitsi cro,nt tah e
areas of Prime Farmland, Unique Far ml2Tnhde, eoinirt ifraér sl iarntda ro
antdthere are no arteyast hwaitt hairne tchlea scsi fTiheed pasjfeRrti ma tFari sl
being usedtfactiboh and no agr i esulSéunrcad tuhsee si naprlee nheonctaattei
proposed project wi || not involve the conversion of p
statewide i mport.éArsc @ tm@surndpgancdussiewsi | | 0

B . Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? b
No | mpact.

No loss in land zoned for/or permitting agricultural activities or farmland production will occur as part of
the proposed pr oj ekutthéreord, mpé emeopat i yni s being used for

are no agricultural uses | ocated within the site that
addi tdcarding to the California Department of Conservation Division of Land Resource Protection, t h e
project site is not subjedAts orasWilltli amsompAct sCavintd d a d

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 Code section
51104(g))?bNo | mpact .

TheyCiof Santa Fe Springs and the project site are | ocat
|l ands are |l ocated within the City. The City of Santa Fe
Ordinance do not prnodvipdree sféérhs aatamiyo d.ouletst na@ i mpacts wildl

D. Would the project r esult in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non -forest use?b N o

|l mpact
No forest | ands are | ocated witisn aomreisulthe noi diorsist yor
forest |l ands to urban uses wil/ resulAs fa ormos whletp,pcbpos
wi || occur .

E. Would the project i nvolve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non -agricultural use or conversion of forest land to
non-forestuse?dbNo | mpact .

The project would non drmmvddmaegd hef dtilse uptiisting enviror
l oss of farmland to nonagriculturfadr easte wse chavaeuseé otnh e
i s not nledmatmdaand or eAsst al aaneds.ul t, no. i mpacts wil/ result

20 California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resour ce Protection, Farmland Mapping, and Monitoring Program.
Important Farmland in California 2010

21 California Department of Conservation. State of California Williamson Act Contract Land.
ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dirp/WA/2012%20Statewide%20Map/WA_2012_8x11.pdf

22 City of Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code. Title XV, Land Usage. Chapter 155, Code 155.211 Principal Permitted Uses.
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CUMULATI WEPACTS

The potenti al i mpacts related-specaffjrccu Atooedingdg foreh
foeumul prioyects | onami ¢é@ Wwiroimi nt he pr ocjuencu!l gstiidyee c tTdh easree fe
follows: 128 units |l ocated at FIIGB sledlbgleafdcRdady & ol
Norwal k Boul evar df;ooat 2wa r9e9mMo ussqgeu alroec at ed at -1OBmMOh &1 e@ls he
| ocated at tbensoubhwd&str wal k Boulevard and Telegraph R

there are no agricultural or forestry resources in th
proposed project would not resultréesubny nmpagmg| anhi v & ¢
agriculture or forestry resources will occur.

MI TI GATIMEMAMSURE S

The analysis of agricultural and forestry resources ingd
as part of the proposend amrdojneoc tmi & iigmplieomerritsatriequi r ed.
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3.3 AIR QUALITY

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant Imnact
Impact With Impact P
Mitigation
A. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of ﬁ

the applicable air quality plan?

B. Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is ﬁ
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard ?

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

D. Would the project result in other emissions (such as those ~
leading to odors adversely affecting a substantial number of n

people?

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQM

shotrdrm (construction)team s(sdmwmersatamdal dnge mi ssions for
pollutants:

b Ozoneg:a( Mearly colorless gas that irritate@zdrme | ung

is formed by photochemical reaction (when nitrogen

b Carbon monaxi ¢®l 0€COess, odor |l essds tthoxihce d¢asantshatr iorft

the braiCarboni mopopeaddeed by the i nconrcpdnrettaei nciomgo ufsue |

emitted as vehicle exhaust

1] Nitrogen dij:axydlkdbgwWiwanh gas, which at high | evel can
Nitrogeni sli oxi ied when nitric oxide (a pollutant fr
oxygen.

b Sul fur d@So=ri ¢c®l orl ess, pungent haes cfoonbmedli fpinr mdr isl
containingHeasshl eflecss include acute respiratory
for children.

1] PM@andM;Psr efers to particulate matter ‘theaslsfr onhiacni nen |
di ameter, MPaspectuilvaaeleys. of this size casUxze da parrdatcd re
becafuisree particles can more easily cause irritation

Projects in the South CoaswbnAitr-uBhabed( S@AByigaenset dbin

the following emissions thresholds are considered

1] 75 poundwofpeareadcay ve organic compounds;
J] 100 pounds per day of nitrogen dioxi de;
J] 550 pounds per mayi @éd; car bon mo
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J] 150 pounds mer day of PM
/] 55 pounds Meyps dmay of P
J] 150 pounds per day of sul fur oxides.

A project would have a significant ef fect on air gual
threshol dspédlorucant erame exceeded:

55 pounds per day reactive organic compounds;
55 pounds per day of nitrogen dioxi de;

550 poundef peardaw monoxi de;

150 pounds mer day of PM

55 pounds Meyrs damay of P

150 pounds peoxidagsof sul fur

A A A A A A

ANALYSI SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A.Would the project conflict with, or obstrucbNompl emerl
| mpact .
The proposed project invol ves the construction and sut

industri al building on a 219,234 square foot (5.03 acr
Norwal k Boul evard, Sant®06F7e0 . SpTrhiengsqgr rCaaslpondinign, Assess

( APNs) inc-D2BDd68@a090BDID. The new bui ladeéxistigg oivwell | repl a
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office building and a total of 29,680
square feet of maintenance/operations buildings . The proposed partially refriger

3,000 square feet of of fi cleeved, 2Medz zaagpu anreeg  faenedt 9dlf, 36 P
warehousing space for at twft afl | owdr 9&8r, ORL.9 Bha amew f #ter uct

occupy 45.6% of the 1|1 ot. Vehicul ar -~wmayedsi teowday et tsdtt ep
access to the east side of Norwal k Boul evarddendf a se
FIl orence Avenue. A total of 149 parking stalls wildl b
parking spaces, 23 compact stall s, 5 ADA stal-hsghand 1
|l oading positiomasowiglt hkenegwobudédi ngds east elevation.
dedicated to | andscaped areas. The majoritythmhdughhet tpe o]
western portion of the site al onmgciNalrwal k Boul evard is
The project area is located within the Smuté &€oaat wiAi hi
al |l of Or gangehedCeomummtty portions of Los Angel ecsounRiiwer si c
Measures to improve regional air quality are outlined

( AQMP)h.e most recent A QMP6 awnads weadso pjtoeidn tiiltmh 2p0OHlep &Crad d fwr ni
Resources Board (CARB) and the Southern CAThe A@QWPni a Ass
will help the SCAQMD maintain focus on the air quality impacts of major projects associated with goods
movement, land use, energy effidency, and other key areas of growth. Key elements of the 206 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 pollutan
attainment in theMlaomd@abnare&pencfudecPiteria for detern

23 HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1. July 24, 2022.
24 South Coast Air Quality Management District. Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan . Adopted March 2017.
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with tHWPeiAQMefined in Section 12.3 of tBdgh8CAQMD®s aCED®
Handbook refers t o ttdheet efrorilnoewian gp rcorjietcetrbisa € onf or mity wi
b Consistency eCGreirtsertioa al proposed projectods potenti al
frequency or severity of an existing air gual ity v
continuation of an existing air quality violation.

b Consistencyre€Ceirsertioa a2 proposed projectbds potenti al
included in the AQMP or other regional growth proje

In terms of Criteria 1ltethme(ppepasednpt wjeattberbehgmi ks
that the SCAQMD considers to be a significant adverse

section wheree nt hset altdmghary and mobil e emissions for the
Tabl ds ah2dd)Theropposed project wi || al so conform to Cons
significantly affect any regional popul ati on, housing,

Santa Fe SPprroijnegest s t hat are consmptepmewtthntthpopubpethbo
identi fied iTnhr anhsep oRetgaitoinoanl Pl an/ Sust ai RR SIS pCroenmaurneg d i keys
SCAG are considered consistent with TtPHeSICE8EQMB ¢ghewblsps
the | and ruasnes paonrdt at i on contr ol port inoonsst orfe ctehr@tr Aa@dViiPp. t eAd «
Forecast Appendi x pred@2@BBRTPRY SEGAG JF@intt v hdei 2Vpp ri mjgesct e d
to add d,t4d®wl j obs t hr ods5fMctctoag dy emgr tD20 t he St atret of Cal
Devel opment De@atrytébnse nctu,r rtehnet  unZx.mpfelrcyemaent wrhatcéd umpeans tt
t800Desidents actiEhgr cpeke dh gp wojrkct , o0 nucpe toop e&rb6a teimpn aly,e
assuming one employee f é&rTheverruymbX®r5 108 sngewa rjeo bfse eits we
empl oyment projecti®Panst af oFe afigr itGligtsy prodposed project v
Consi stencyAsCrai treersiud t2. no i mpacts related to the imple

B. Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for ~ which
the project region is non -attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality

standard?bLess Than Significant | mpact.
The proposed project wi || t ake approxi mately el even
construcbobinemswi lof ¢ he following phases:

b Demolition. Demolition of the current onsite improvements will occur during this phase. This phase
will take approximately two months to complete.

b Grading and SiTlkePpeppeati ®inte will be prepared for
Goodman Santa Fe Sprinhhgsi tS® EwiLILIC.umdéd go nfgi.nal gr ad
as wel il take approximately one month to complete.

% South Coast Air Quality Management District. Air Quality Analysis Handbook. 1993.

26 |bid.

27 Southern California Association of Governments. Demographics & Growth Forecast. Regional Transportation Plan 20 20-2045.
September 3, 2020.

28 State of California E mployment Development Department . Labor Force and Unemployment Rate for Cities and Census
Designated Places Website accessedJuly 15,2022.

29 The Natelson Company, Inc. Summary Report Employment Density Study . October 31, 2001.
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b Construction. The new huilding will be constructed during this phase. This phase will take
approximately six months to complete.

b Paving and Finishing. This concluding phase will involve the finishing of the new Goodman Santa
Fe Springs SPE LLChuilding, the paving of the parking areas and hardscape, and the completion of
other on-site improvements. This phase will take approximately two months to complete.

The anafl ykbdisl y comnpter acti omml ardni ssi ons was prepared uti
Esti mdbdglCal EEMod \j.T2h0e2 0mdd & | asic mefl that buil dingds

consisted of refrAsgeshatwadilwa Mabhdgs @ onstruchsenmechi ssi o
exceed the SCAQMD significance threshol ds.

Tabl-4 3
Esti mated Daily Construction E

Construction Phase ROG NO x CO SO2 PM 10 PM2s
Demolition (on -site) 2.27 21.48 19.64 0.04 1.00 0.93
Demolition (off -site) 0.05 0.03 0.52 -- 0.17 0.05
Total Demolition 2.32 21.51 20. 16 0.04 1.17 0.98
Site Preparation (on-site) 2.66 27.52 18.24 0.04 19.71 11.14
Site Preparation (off-site) 0.06 0.04 0.63 - 0.20 0.05
Total Site Preparation 2.72 27.56 18.87 0.04 19.91 11.19
Grading (on-site) 171 17.93 14.75 0.03 7.18 4.06
Grading (off -site) 0.05 0.03 0.52 -- 0.17 0.04
Total Grading 1.76 17.96 15.27 0.03 7.35 4.10
Building Construction (on -site) 1.57 14.38 16.24 0.03 0.70 0.66
Building Construction (off -site) 0.24 1.09 2.70 0.01 0.93 0.25
Total Building Construction 1.81 15.47 18.94 0.04 1.63 0.91
Paving (on-site) 0.96 8.27 12.22 0.02 0.40 0.37
Paving (off-site) 0.06 0.04 0.65 -- 0.22 0.06
Total Paving 1.02 8.31 12.87 0.02 0.62 0.43
Architectural Coatings (on -site) 21.13 1.22 181 - 0.06 0.06
Architectural Coatings (off -site) 0.04 0.02 0.42 - 0.14 0.04
Total Architectural Coatings 21.17 1.24 223 -- 0.20 0.10
Maximum Daily Emissions 23.88 67.05 54.31 0.11 28.89 11.19
Daily Thresholds 75 100 550 150 150 55

Source: CalEEMod V. 2020.4.0.

Lontgerm emi ssions refer to those air quality impacts t|
const rauncdt eids o p e fobpeeiroantladatrgarl m ai r qual ity i mpacts associ
project include mobile emissions associ dtegdn wiptelr av é loin@

i mpacts ah@al EEMad V.cO0mpU.t4d.r0 moed2e lde pTiachtlse t3eeni sEé watsi on
generated by t heNorcorpeodsietd waso jteackken f or the existing us
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Table 3 -2
Estimated Operational Emissions in Ibs. /day

Emission Source ROG NO2 CO SO2 PM 10 PM2s
Area-wide (Ibs./day) 2.26 - 0.02 0.00 - -
Energy (Ibs./day) - 0.02 0.02 - - -
Mobile (Ibs./day) 0.67 0.76 7.36 0.02 1.83 0.50
Total ( Ibs. /day) 2.94 0.79 7.41 0.02 184 0.50
Daily Thresholds 55 55 550 150 150 55

Source: CalEEMod V. 2020.4.0.

As indicat ed itnheTaplrlegeel3cnt eednilsosnngons are below threshol ds

significant adverse impact. SincattaenmemntOranheaakdr i s
parti mat ptehee Appl i canrtedvitld ebres ureequtihat t he graaddhierge and
to all pertinent provisions of SCAQMD Rule 403 pertaini
and/ or the use of equi pPriehret coomtumrawad smirlflaches.respons
wi tammd i mpl ementing any pertinent Thieestf oaweai |l elslse tdamt rs
i mpacts wil |l occur .

C . Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? b Less Than
Significant | mpact.

The potential long-term (operational) and short -term (construction) emissions associated with the proposed

project are compared to the SCAQMD's daily emissbns thresholds in Tables 3-1 and 32, respectively. As

indicated in these tables, the short-term and long-term emissions will not exceed the SCAQMD's daily

thresholds. Sensi ti ve receptors refer to | and use® @modblroraiact
quality and typically include homes, schools, playgroun
where children or thedlledidel & 1iyd eniyd ¢cact n garl e gdaed veel o p me n't
sensitive recetpitalr.ddhélsopaeiptd eirs Jukafteshtywteéhott t he projec
site ahonghthe side d&fThleakolcand oResadf the aforementi on
shown in-Exhibit 3

The SCAQMD requires that CEQA air quality analyses indi
exceedalnceealoifzed emi serobSTshr €éSAsl dstleyr map(pcloyn sttd ush é otn
|l ongerm (operational) emissions at-sat éiavedel eanatsisomnand
approach used in the analysis of the pabpesedhptojiedent
maxi mum all owabl e emissions (in pounds per day) at a sc¢
are the focus of the LST ana)tys bNsOciamdlond emotnhoex i addaen v eCrOs) i
from constr upxdriothi og®edni KM ons from cdhsemiussi oms ahdom
constridbei ose ofupthabfileesoki s permitted since each of t
the disturbance of less than five acresof land area. For purposes of the LSTanalysis, the receptor distance

used was100 meters.

30 South Coast Air Quality Management District. Rule 403, Fugitive Dust. As Amended June 3, 2005.
31 South Coast Air Quality Management District. CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Appendix 9 . As amended 2004.
32 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site survey. Surveywas conducted onJuly 15, 2022.
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Table 3 -3
Local Significance Thresholds Exceedance SRA 5 for 5 Acres of Disturbance
(siteis 5.03 acres )
Maximum Allowable Emissions Threshold ( Ibs. /day) and a
Emissions Emissions Type Specified Distance from Receptor (in meters)

(Ibs. /day) 25 50 100 200 500
NO, 0.79 Operation 172 165 176 194 244
NO 67.05 Construction 172 165 176 194 244

co 7.40 Operation 1,480 1,855 | 2,437 3,867 9,312

CO 5431 Construction 1,480 1,855 | 2,437 3,867 9,312
PMio 1.84 Operation 4 10 15 23 49
PMio 28.89 Construction 14 42 60 97 203
PM2s 0.50 Operation 2 3 4 8 25
PM2s 11.19 Construction 7 10 15 30 103

Source: CalEEMod Version 2020.4.0.

As i ndicat ed, itnhelapr ®] ect is anticipated t o Fewrcteheedr con
analysis of the Cal EEMod worksheets i ndiPMeaetndd stiloats tilse
fugitive dust. Adher emy eRuloe a4d@3 triogwall atmaomdsatwoul d r edu

by approximately 50% to | ev Rllesd403trdgaires thatrteenpoltal dust cdvdrsan si gni
be used on any piles of excavated or imported earth to reduce windblown dust. In addit ion, all clearing,

earthmoving, or excavation activities must be discontinued during periods of high winds ( i.e., greater than

15 mph), so as to prevent excessive amounts of fugitive dust.

Finally, the contractors must comply with other SCAQMD regulation s governing equipment idling and

emissions controlsaswellasmandat ory SCAQMD regulations governing fug
(Rule 1401) futomreddruicandrivers visiting the site duri.
t ditle 13- §2485 of the California Code of Regulations, which limits the idling of diesel -powered vehicles

to less than five minutes. These regulations will reduce the particulate emissions by as much & 50%. As a

result, the impacts will be less than significa nt.

D. Woul d t h eresytrinoother emnissions (such as those leading to odors adversely affecting a
substantial number of people? bLess Than Bmpacficant

The SCAQMD has identified those | and cogempl ahatsarEhe¢eyel
include activitiesreinmdweali wigngf alciiMea g¢tiesk, food processi
composting activities, refineries, |land®Allstramcd busivn
that may i $iet mu sTitle 18 -dSRB485 oéthetCalifornia Code of Regulations, which limits the

idling of diesel-powered vehicles to less than five minutes. Adherence to the aforementioned standard

condition will minimize odor impacts from diesel trucks. Fu rthermore, adherence to SCAQMD Rule 402

Nuisance Odors will minimize odors generated during daily activities. Adherence to the existing SCAQMD

regul ations governing Anui sance odorso wild.l reduce pc
significant.

33 South Coast Air Quality Management District. CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Appendix 9 . As amended 2017
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CUMULATI WEPACTS

Ther e acuvmulomtmroyects | ocated within one mile from the p
foll ows: 128 DU |l ocated at 133f0do ttaketl aqa fRaoaidl;i tay 1I13adig &
Nor wal k Boul evar df oat 2@amRé@Hlosge arecated at -1608mMO0Oh &t elshe
|l ocated at the sout hwest corner of TNcer waolnkb i Bieewl eovpaerrda t
emi ssions from the five prpjepest)iwcl ludisnglthbdephbepo
significance established by the SCAQMD (the Cal EEMod

provided i n tFhuer tAppperodiex) .t he addition of the project
af orretmeoned related projects wildl not result in the dec
no carbspofifotwill be created as a raensdulotc coufp atthieonpr oj ec

MI TI GATIMEMAMSURES

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

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Area s Examined Significant Impact Significant Impact
Impact With Impact p
Mitigation

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 ﬁ
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

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 US Fish and Wildlife Service?

N

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?

N

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

N

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

N

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?

N

ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

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 Fis h and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?bNo | mpact

The proposed project invol ves the construction and sut
i ndustrial building on a 219,234 square foot (5.03 acr
Nor wal k Boul evard, Sant@06F7e0.SpTrhiengsqr rCeaslponodiniiga, Assess

( APNs) inc-D2Dd68@a090BDID. The new bui ladexistigg oivwell | repl a
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office building and a total of 29,680
square feet of maintenance/operations buildings. The proposed partially refriger

3,000 square feet of of fi cleeved, 2Medz zaagnu anreeg  faenedt 9dlf, 36 P
warehousing space for at toftafll odr 98r, 2.9 Bha amew f #ter uct

occupy 45.6% of the | ot. Vehicular -mxzyedsi teoewdy et lsdtt ep:
access to the east side of Nor wal k Boul evarddeandf a se
FIl orence Avenue. A tot al of 149 parking stalls wildl b

parking spaces, 23 compact stall s, 5 ADA stal-hsghand 1
|l oading positiomasowiglt hkenegwobudédi ngds east el evation.
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dedicated to | andscaped areas. The majoritytmdudgh et lpag o]
western portion of the site al onmgcidalr wal k Boul evard is

A review of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife California Natural Biodiversity Database
(CNDDB) Bios Viewer for the Whittier Quadrangle indicates that there are seven threatened or endangered
species located within the Whittier Quadrangle (the City of Santa Fe Springsis listed under the Whittier
Quadrangle).3s These species include:

1] The€alifornia wvmiadséc antocthelri kel-gi te Heaeef bontdhenl ack of

for the California Gnatcatcher. The absence of COE¢
primary habitat, further di minishes the |ikelihood
J] Thekeesat Bel llGsveVirieno a riparian habitat, with a major
County. As a result, it is not |ikely that any Leas
due to the | ack of ripagiamedabitat in the surround

/] Th8anta Anai3dc kert ise tfeobredc ammse the Santa Ana Suck
are no bodies o$i Whhernearessethtbomdhy of watloeatedi s t he S
approximately 1.70milesto the west of the proj ect site.

/] ThBank Swlhilvess in a riparian habitat. The nearest b
|l ocat ed app70mikestothetwestoyf t he project site. This river
through an urban area. Additionally, the current | e
an ideal environment for the Bank Swall ow.

J] Thwestern-BYdllleadwi Gu akieedanrsge cti rd found in riparian wo
l' i keli hood of encounBeéetiled &uWkesbeis ¥Yeimowue to tF
prenste with hySareta Fe. SPpuritnlgesr mor e, the lack of rig
di minisheskehi hood of encount er i nBi Iploepdu | Gautci koonoss .o f W

] California ©OscUdtotun@r amesar vernal pools throughout L
Diego C¥%Astiedicated previously, theoprapeatbantare
There are no bodiesioke wabeér wobotdt b @ewmapable of s u
California Orcutt Grass nor does the site have the

The proposed project will have no impact on the aforementioned species because the project site is located
inthe midst of anurbanarea. As a resul t, ocafurmmaepr ® pwiskeld projectds i m

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 US Fish and Wildlife Service? bNo | mpact .

Theprojsedtevel oped and sdetdh darnvdi agwda ddeodes not i nclude any s
habitat, or riph®¥i8&n NiegkRtanhdoWil dlife Service National

34 HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1.July 24, 2022.

35 California Department of Fish and Wildlife. Bios Viewer. https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/BIOS

36 Blodgett Baylosis Environmental Planning. Site Survey. Survey was completed onJuly 15,2022

37 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works. Listed Speciesin the County of Los Angeles.
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/pdd/bikepath/bikeplan/docs/App_C_Bio.pdf

SECTION 3 b ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PAGE 41


https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/BIOS
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/pdd/bikepath/bikeplan/docs/App_C_Bio.pdf

INITIAL STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION B GOODMAN SANTA FE SPRINGS SPE LLC PROJECT
10840 NORwWALK BLvD b CiTY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS

Mappelrassi fies the San Gabriel River as R4SBCx, being a

of the year, compl etely dewatered at | ow tide, has wat
years and was excavated @hldn chaddintil 6o zed e by ehiuasaan antour
communities identified $#A&ar aomrmesenl thenpromeactsi wel |
projectds i mplementation.

C. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally prot ected wetlands (including,
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means? bNol mpact

No wetland areas or riparian habitats (e.g., wetlands, vernal pools, critical habitats for sensitive species, etc.)

were observed on the site during the field investigations. The site in its entirety is disturbed. Additionally,

no offsite wetland habitats woul d be affected by the proposed devel opm
would be limited to the proposed project site. As a resul t, no i mpacts will occu
i mpl ementati on.

D . Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish
or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the

use of native wildlife nursery sites? bNo | mpact .
The projesctmosiute [ hay as a wildlife migration corridor
of an urban area. According to the Los Angeles County L

may be defined as:

iAreas of open sipdatche toof pseurfniiitcileartgew , more mobil e s
and coyote) to pass between | arger areas of open sj
region to another are referred to as dAwihludnldirfeed cor |
feet wide, unobstructed, ,amd w®t &Il $ possess cover,
Wil dlife mi gration through the proposed project site
development, wutility Ilines, and major roadways. Future
l'imted disturbed groundn cgpwvassesonansdtongerfr caodaemal 0V

project Bovedathe disturbed character of the project si

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

Ti t99Gener al Regul at,iSadnmseetGha&ptSerdewa! ks, StsreeeotesTrase &;he
cityds tree preservation ordi nanc eapergoois @quided to gbtana t he af
permit fromtheci t y6s Public Works Director prior to the remov:
the public right -of-way (also known as roalside trees). The pr oj ect will -abber amtcl uc

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

39 California Department of Fish and Wildlife. Natural Communities List.

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=153609&inline

40 | os Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. Significant Ecological Areas.
http://planning.lacounty.gov/sea/local_and_site_specific_habitat_linkages_and_wildlife_corridors

SECTION 3 b ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PAGE 42


https://www.fws.gov/Wetlands/data/Mapper.html
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=153609&inline
http://planning.lacounty.gov/sea/local_and_site_specific_habitat_linkages_and_wildlife_corridors

INITIAL STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION B GOODMAN SANTA FE SPRINGS SPE LLC PROJECT
10840 NORwWALK BLvD b CiTY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS

| ands chlpgrapased project will not conflict with any local policies regarding tree preservation or tree
removaL,As a result, no impacts will occur from proposed pt!

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?
bNo | mpact .

The proposed projecdopwield onrota pipmpoavcetd alno caal , regional,
pl an because the proposed project is |l ocated in the mi
Significant Ecol ogical Area (SEA #15) prext matmilpessest p
nort hferaosmt t he pgifbpeptopbsed projectds i mplementation wi
because the proposed development Awi bl rbsulrestnbctegathto
from pr opoogseecdt 6ps | mpl ement ati on.

CUMULATI WEPACTS

The proposed project wildl not involve an increment al [
determined that the proposed project wild.l nodpecwisaud .t i |
As a resul t, no cumul ati ve wiimpadtes asrsoleii @alt @gli ovd It hr & sheu

i mpl ement ati on.
MI TI GATIMEMASURES

The analysis indicated that the propobicdl| pgiogalctr ol dc
a resul t, no mitigation measures are required.

41 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. Significant E cological Areas and Coastal Resource Areas Policy Map.
February 2015.
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3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Area s Examined Significant Impact Significant Impact
Impact With Impact p
Mitigation
A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the ﬁ
significance of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5?
B. Would the project cause asubstantial adverse change in the ﬁ
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?
C. Would the project disturb any human remains, including those ﬁ
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to §15064.5?bNo | mpact .

The proposed project involves the construction and sul
industri al building on a 219,234 square foot (5.03 acr
Norwal k Boul evard, Sant@06F7e0.SpTrhiengsqr rCaslponodiniiga, Assess

( APNs) inc-D2Dd680090BDIDD. The new bui lardexistigg oivwdll | repl a
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office building and a total of 29,680
square feet of maintenance/operations buildings. The proposed partially refriger

3,000 square feet of of fi clegved, 2Medz zamu anree faemat 9dlf, 3 6P

warehousing space for at twft afl | owdr 9&8r, ORL.9 Bha amew f #ter uct
occupy 45.6% of the | ot. Vehicular -waxyedsi teoewdy et lsatt ep
access to the east side of Norwal k Boul evarddendf a se
FIl orence Avenue. A total of 149 parking stalls wild.l b
parking spaces, 23 compact stalls, 5 ADA stal-hsghand 1
|l oading positiomasowigl t heenewobiudédi ngdébs east el evation.
dedicated to | andscaped areas. The majoritythmhdughhet tpe o]
western portion of the site al onmgciNalrwal k Boul evard is
Hi storic structures and sites are defined by |l ocal, St
historically significant if it is locally protected thr
A site ommagt rbwecthurse orically significant according to ¢
does not recogni ze Galcihf driagirea fHi csamae.c Preservati on Off
an inventory of those sitesedntdosbeubtistesi thbdt yasegool
Depart ment of I nterior has established specific Federa
which a site, structure, or district i d hteo dled ed arfiinmad d os
its eligibility for l i sting on %tTloe bMatcioonnsaild eRegi setleirg i
Nati onal Regi ster, a propertyébds significance may be de
activitiepmeotsdetwat were i mportant in the past, with =

42 HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1. July 24, 2022.
43 U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service. Natio nal Register of Historic Places.
https://lwww.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/index.htm . 2010.
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t he past, or represents si gmirf iecragnitneamd migt eeclteumean t, s . |
preservation regulations includeedhienstheutCasi aBadnigaii E
Quality Act (CEQA) and the Public Resources Code (PRC).
t o, any object, buil ding, structurewhisilke,hi sareni c aplllay
archaeologically significant. The State regulations th
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 5024.1 and CEQA Gui
addition, Caltiefcotrsni Matliawwe pAmer i can buri al s, skel et al r

regardless of the antiquity and provides for GEQAe sensit
as codified at PRC Sections 21000 et seq., is the principal statute gogrning the environmental review of

projects in the State. The pr oj emot $intcé uded on a | ist of historic re
St ates Department of the MhheaddrekbatingabuRuhmkrefar aind
sist emrog present on the |list of historic resources iden

( SHP®Hurthermore, theoydoarreotnore etlfidgh dllicgtiitreg ias a si gni
resotfrce.

Two | ocatei oQist yi narteh recorded on the National Register o
Hi storical Resources: t he Qi amlck sE<Etsdtad eanfdl sbe kHawhi
Ontiveros Adobe or Ontiveros Adolboec)at eTdh ewsiet hsiin eosr satdrjuacct:
s i fTtee project site is not listed on the National or State Historic Register.4” T h e p r qjecs vélldoe

limited to the project site and will not affect any existing resources listed on the National or State Register

or those identified as being eligible for listing on the National or State Register. As a resul t, no i mp:
occur from proposed projectds i mplementation.

B . Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to 815064.5?bLess Than Significant | mpact

The greater Los Angeles Basin was previously inhabited by the Gabrielefio people, named after the San
Gabriel Mission. The Tongvatribe has lived in this region for around 7,000 years. 48 Prior to Spanish contact,
approximately 5,200 Gabrielefio people lived in villages throughout the Los Angeles Basin4® Villages were
typically located near major rivers such as the San Gabriel, Rio Hondo, or Los Angeles RiversA B5 Zequires
a lead agency to begin consultation with a California Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project, if the tribe requested to the lead agency, in
writing, to be informed by the lead agency of proposed projects in that geographic area and the tribe requests

consultation. Two Vvill age sites were | dNaxtaadedrnGe tahtd heosi Nest @
Nax aawbnnBe hate t hought to be near the adobe home of Jos
the San Ga¥®¥MTihel pRdoypmrsxj ¢ @t nesarnotthe two village sites, l

44 National Park Service. National Register of Historic Places . https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/index.htm. Website
accessed July 15,2022

45 California Department of Parks and Recreation. California Historical Resources. http:/ohp.parks.ca.gov/ Listed Resources
Website accessed onjuly 15,2022.

¥To be considered eligible for the National Regi ster, adwth opertyods s

events, activities, or developments that were important in the past, with the lives of people who were important in the past, or

represents significant architectural, landscape, or engineering elements. State historic preservation regulations include the statutes

and guidelines contained in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the Public Resources Code (PRC). A historical

resource includes, but is not limited to, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript, which is historically or

archaeologically significant.

47U. S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service. National Register of Historic Places . http:/focus.nps.gov/nrhp .
Secondary Source: California State Parks Office of Historic Preservation. Listed California Historical Resources. Website accessed
December 4, 2017.

48 Tonga People of Sunland Tujunga. Introduction. http://ww_w.lausd.k12.ca.us/Verdugo_HS/classes/multimedia/intro.html

49 Indigenous Mexico. The Native Roots of Southern California. https://indigenousmexico.org/southwest -us/california/the -native-
roots-of-southern-californians/ .

50 McCawley, William. The First Angelinos, the Gabrielino Indians of Los Angeles. 1996.
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|l ocation of shipaortexfati Tipeioedfti eled.proj ect site has
redevel oped multiple timé@bidudéengl bhment abtas lr@abdsipnegans | u
and ground dA&issturkeasanté, thethanmpasitgniwfiildarmte. | ess

C. Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries b
Lesdhan Significant | mpact.

Theire oeameytleorcated i n thae iThmediearesar eemet driytttl @ tLlakep
Cemet,edycated aQ3p2nb kteaattehsdtfy t he pPPdhecprepotseed project
affect the aforemant hened| atmbueavwenemihns are uncovere
crews and/or the Native American Monitors, al$artxaxzavati
Fe Springs Depart mewitl lofbeododmrcteacSteed/i ctelse Deparyt ment w
Co r o nTdéle D4;. Chapter 3; Article 5; Section 15064.5 of CEQA will apply in terms of the identification of

significant archaeological resources and their salvage.

b In the event that human remains are diacavieoerdaddr
grading activities Shath BFe Spoppgd degatwienedntbeof |
contacted (the Department wi | | TitteH4& Ghapmteo B Artictets; t he Co

Section 15064.5 of CEQA andCal i f orni a Health and SawileappyinCode Sec
terms of the identification of significant archaeological resources and their salvage.

Adherence to this regulatory compliance measure will ensure reduce potential impacts remain less than
significant. As a result, the impact would be less than significant.

CUMULATI WEPACTS

The potenti al environment al i enp a esspsetceiefliact.e dA st oa cruelstuulrta,l
i mpacts wil|l occur as part of the proposed projectods ir

MI TI GATIMEMM SURE S

Given the siteds disturbed character, the analysis det e

51Google Earth. Website accesseduly 15,2022.
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3.6 ENERGY
Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant Impact
Impact With Impact P
Mitigation

A. Would the project r esult in potentially significant

environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary ﬁ
consumption of energy resources, during project construction or

operation?

B. Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan ﬁ

for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

ANALYSI SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Would the project r esult in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation? b Less t han
Significant Impact.

Tk proposeidnwoaloyjesctt he csonbssterquucetntonocacnudpancy of a hew
industri al building on a 219,234 square foot (5.03 acr

Nor wal k Boul evard, Santa Fe Springs, California, 9067
( APNs) inc-D2PDd68aa090BDIDD. The new bui lardexistigg oivwdll | repl a
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office building and a total of 29,680

square feet of maintenance/operations buildngs. The proposed partially refriger
3,000 square feet of of fi clegved, 2Medz zamu anree faemat 9dlf, 3 6P
warehousing space for a total. oTh®@9noOw9ssnuarer dleeit mm
occupy 45.6% of the | ot. Vehicular -wmaxyedsi teoewdy et lsatt ep
access to the east side of Nor wal k Boulevard and a se
FI or divee u e . A total of 149 parking stalls wildl be pro
parking spaces, 23 compact stalls, 5 ADA stal-hsghand 1
|l oading positions willubétdpngésdedsal ehgvaheonewAbt ot al

dedicated to | andscaped areas. The majoritythmhdughhet tpe o]
western portion of the site along N®mableB-4& proBides anevar d i
estimate of electrical consumption for the proposed project. No Natural gas will be used during operations.

As indicated in the table, the project is estimated to consume approximately 1,314.4kilowatts (kwh) of

electricity on a daily basis. Energy facilities in the area are shown in Exhibit 3-4.

Table 3 -4
Estimated Annual Energy Consumption
Project Consumption Rate Total Project Consumption
Electrical Consumption 4.8 kWh/sq. ft./year 1,314.4kWh/day

Source: Blodgett BaylosisEnvironmental Planning.

52 HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1.July 24, 2022.
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‘West Whittier-Los Nietos

Project Site
| == Petroleum Pipelines

——— Transmission Line
Power Plants

© Gas

< Solar

< Battery

€ Landfill Gas

0 0.5 mi
—_—

EXHIBIT 3-2
ENERGY M AP

SOURCE : CA ENERGY COMMISSION
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In order to prevent inefficient consumption of energy, all exterior security lighting must be motion sensor
controlled. This project design feature will prevent the continuous use of lighting thus reducing energy
consumption. The project will incorporate solar panels on the roof of the building as a means to further
reduce energy consumption. Adherence to the above mentioned pr oject design feature will further reduce
potential impacts . As a result, the impacts will be less than significant.

B. Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency?b Less than Significant | mpact.

On January 12, 2010, the State Building Standards Comn
Building StandardehCbdeam€ode) eavhi Vvieh eo m eJva RWOaR2r2y sl ,and®@2
go into effect omelamdarfyorh, a2 @CdI.e o0f24Re dPulrat iloln:s qadd

Green Building Standards (Title 24) kem¢tameé oafsf acssioceé at @
energy consumpti on.sthiatt| e e2v4rbeud Wwcdai empasti ere consumpti on, e
commi ssioning tosystemaseétfbaoi edtcthgs, divert constructic
| opvol | wvetnmatntti ng finish material s. The 2016 version of t
2017.

The California Green Building StjaurdarddsctCmdce fdmomes armdotp t
stringent code as st aftdrolcaw pm d\aSteshdarsheonditienh that svill be

designed to reduce air emissions, GHG emissions, and energy consumptionw i | | include the de
i ncorporation of solar energy arrays on the rioght ener
colored roofing material s; |l andscaping within the park
providing an el ectrical vehicle charging station al/l i

requi r eAsa neduls the potential impacts are considered to be less than significant.
CUMULATI WEPACTS

The analysis herein determbomedmphats tweulpd olpelssedas pr dbhe
restuthe, pocemal ati veoulmgabée sl ess than significant.

MI TI GATIMEMM SURE S

The analysis of energy impacts indicated that no impacts on these resources would occur as part of the
proposed pr oj ect.dssardasulhmd mitgaiontisaeguiredn
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3.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Environmental Issue Area s Examined Significant Impact Significant
Impact With Impact

Mitigation

No
Impact

A. Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault (refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42); strong seismic ground
shaking; seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction ;
and, landslides?

N

B. Would the project r esult in substantial soil erosion or the loss
of topsoil?

N

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?

N

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

N

E. Would the project have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
waste water?

N

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

N

ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A . Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent
Alquist -Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault (refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication
42); strong seismic ground shaking; seismic -related ground failure, including liquefaction; and,
landslides?bL e §san Signi ficant | mpact

Tk proposed projcecntstirmvdli weas atnlde subsequent occupancy
i ndustrial building on a 219,234 square foot (5.03 acrtr
Norwal k Boul evard, Sant &6FO. Sghiengo,rr€slpiohdi mga , As8ess

( APNs) inc-D2Dd68@aa090BDID. The new bui ladexistigg oivwell | repl a
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office building and a total of 29,680
square feet of maintenance/operations buildings. The proposed partially refriger

3,000 square feet of of fi cleeved, 2Medz zaaqqu anreeg  faenedt 9dlf, 36 P
warehousing space for a otfotfdlooacf a9 %*,a92 9T heq mnmaerwe sfteeutct u
occupy 45.6% of the | ot. Vehicular -mxzyedsi teoewdy et lsdtt ep:
access to the east side of Nor wal k Boulevard a&ifid a se
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FIl orence Avenue. A tot al of 149 parking stalls wildl b
parking spaces, 23 compact stall s, 5 ADA stal-hsghand 1
|l oading positionsesnwithebeepwrbuvildeidngdés east el evation.
dedicated to | andscaped areas. The majoritytmdudgh et lpag o]
western portion of the site alongi @&dlorwal k Boulevard is

The City of Santa Fe Springsis located in a seismically active region of Southern California. Many maj or and
mi nor | ocal faults traverse the entire Southern Califo
including those wh&anetsi #deESpthhgakkesyfobm several act,
active faulttherinnCaheéefB8ounia region coulldn9Z,f etchte -tAleq upirsot
Priolo Earthquake Zoning Act was passed91InSamspbPensendo
E ar t h cpAuTahl@lkguist -Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act's main p urpose is to prevent the construction

of buildings used for human occupancy on the surface trace of active faults®s A map displaying the cities and

counties subject to the Alquist-Pr i ol o Eart hquake Faul't Zones is avail at
Conservation website. No Alquist -Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones cross the City of Santa Fe Springs>¢ Even

though the city is not on the list, there are a number of known faults within the city.

The nearest known fault is the Lower Elysian Park Thrust Fault located approximately 300 feet southwest

of the project site. This fault is part of the larger Elysian Park Fault ranging 31 miles from Northern Cienega

to Fullerton. Regarded as a blind thrust fault formed less than 1.6 million years ago during an
Undifferentiated Quaternary Period, its last noteworthy earthquake occurred as the 6.0 magnitude Whittier

Narrows earthquake of 1987.Annually,t he f aul tdés sl i p rate category is bet
year with a recurrence interval expected to be between 340 and 540 years®” The potential impacts from fault

movement and ground-shaking are considered no greater for the project site than for the surrounding areas.

Surface ruptures are visible instances of horizontal or vertical displacement, or a combination of the two.

According to the United States Geological Survey, liquefaction is the process by which watersaturated

sediment temporarily loses strength and acts as a fluid. As a result, the ground soil loses strength due to an

increasein water pressure following seismic activity. The project site is not located in an area that is subject

to liquefaction, but a large portion of the surrounding areaandthe Cityis( r e f er t @).5Hxahsitbiyt, 3 he
project site is not subject to t3hebecabsofthamashides
mountains within the VvAsaresali theyotential imphcts ape fessjthancsignifisantt e .

53 HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1. July 24, 2022.

54 California Department of Conservation. Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones.

55 |bid.

56 California Department of Conservation. Table 4, Cities and Counties Affected by Alquist Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones as of
January 2010. https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/

57 United States Geological Survey Quaternary Fault and Fold Database of the United States; Lower Elysian Park thrust (Class A)

No. 134. June 2017.https://earthquake.usgs.gov /static/lfs/nshm/gfaults/Reports/134.pdf

58 United States Geological Survey.U.S. Quaternary Faults Map.
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[ Project Site
= Faultlines
[ Liquefaction Zones

0] 500 ft
I

EXHIBIT 3-3
GEOLOGY M AP

SOURCE : UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY

SECTION 3 b ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PAGE 52




INITIAL STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION B GOODMAN SANTA FE SPRINGS SPE LLC PROJECT
10840 NORwWALK BLvD b CiTY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS

B . Would the project r esult in substantial soil erosion or the loss oftopsoil? bLess t han Signi fican:

The United States Department of Agriculturebéds (USDA) V

nature of the soils that wunderlie the project site. Ac
by5%Wr ban ,La&2rbd Thums, vaedlrbmauw RTamudaPsi er vi e w ociol nsp | heaxv es a
slight risk for erosion; however, construction activit]
wi |1 redaoel 6B er oswiolnl rdocrkt.i Mthe tsd tlkrke | evel and no sl o

are anticipated to occur.

The prappkictant will be required to prepare a Stor mwat e
p ur s u aFederal NBDES regulationss i ncee ptrhoj edt cwnoe ¢t yH sTheVEBEPR will

contain construction best management practices (BMPs) that will restrict the discharge of sediment into the

streets and local storm drains. In addition, the Applicant will be required to obtain a grading permit and the

approval of a final grading plan and erosion control plan which will further reduce the potential for adverse
erosionimpacts.As a result, the impacts wil/ be I ess than sign

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, liqguefaction or collapse?bL ess Than Significant | mpact.

Based on information obtained from the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Natural

Resources Conservation Service Web Soil Survey online database, the subject property is mapped asajorly

Urban land. Shrinking and swelling is influenced by the amount of clay present in the underlying soils. The

project site is underlain by soils of various soil associations, which have various levels of clay.Slopes range

fromOto S5percent. Soi dfs t hi s @&as ®onmatdacarrabteek f or er pst be; pwajgewer si

previ devley oped and t he underl ying soil s have been di
construction acttilve deaerse@i dlens cardidbietd oans, bei ng used al most
and industrial devel opment , as evident by the current |
ar e®@dds. pr evi ous |, hetpmojeat dite isnot ahted in an area that issubject to liquefaction ( r e f e r

to Exh3)®BiThe3d3 soils that wunderlie the project site pose
project reimaeenvweill lonce the project is compl ete. Therefor
any smer or structure to risks associated WwWsth sebBlUl tplt
potential lenpactisamarei gni ficant.

D . Would the project b e located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 181-B of the Uniform Building Code
(2020), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? bLess Than Significant

Theurroundi hgvelteandsis at (oefeskttpEahabdhb| 8desading

phenomenon thetiisedcbgréabe horizontal, or | ateral, mo v
could be Iiquefaction induced or can be the result of
proposed project is | ocated wit lintnh caung ha rtehae tshiatte iiss slud
hill side afTkrasepoesentateral spreading causedi.tbglhlei quef
proposed project wild.l not expose future employees and

59 United States Department of Agriculture. Web Soil Survey. https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx

60 United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service. Report and General Soil Map, Los Angeles County, California .
Revised 1969.

61 California Department of Conservation. Regulatory Maps.
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regulatorymaps
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struct ur almuseleanntemptiance with Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations, which
identifies building standards for seismic -related construction requirements that have been promulgated by
the State of California. The standard development and design measureswill be effective in minimizing
potential risks stemming from liquefaction. As a result, the potential impacts are considered to be less than
significant.

E . Would the project h ave soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water? b N o
| mpact .

The proposed project wirl lotrhoetrv eatlwhesrizneantaie et | .dNios papalctsy s
associated with the usesinfcesd¢mtei nmetwardkesy evil lolpmeat umwi | |
sanitary s.dseagresambpstiempacts wi l | resul t.

F . Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature? b Nol mpact .

According to the State of California Geological Survey
Alluvial deposits are typically quaternary in age (from two million years ago to the present day) and span the

two most recent geologic epochs, thePleistoceneand the Holocene.62 Alluvium soil deposits that are present

in a natural and undisturbed condition may contain paleon tological resources, though these resources are

more typically found in marine terraces and shales. The on-site soils have undergone disturbance due to the

previous development and other on-site activities. In addition, the on -site soils that underlie the property

are Holocene-aged deposits that have a low potential for the discovery of paleontological resources. These

soils are recent deposits that do not contain fossil deposits. Therefore, the proposed project is not anticipated

to disturb any paleontolo gical resources As a result, no impacts will occur .

CUMULATI WEPACTS

The analysis herein determined that the proposed proje
rel atgedoutnad shaking, | iquefaction, | andslides,additienop:
such cumul ative impactsAsara rgeqnwlrtal [ryo sd umulsagteicu & iicmpac

MI TI GATIMEMM SURE S

The analysis indicated that the proposed project would
mi tigation measures are required.

62 United States Geological SurveyWhat is the Quaternary? http://geomaps.wr.usgs.gov/sfgeo/quaternary/stories/what_is.html
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3.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Areas Exa mined Significant Impact Significant |
. mpact
Impact With Impact

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

environment?

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

N

ANALYSI SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

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

The proposed project involves the construction and sut
i ndustrial building on a 219,234 square foot (5.03 acr
Norwal k Boul evard, Sant®06rF7e0 . SpTrhhengsqgr rCaaslponmndinign, Assess

( APNs) inc-D2Dd68@a090BDID. The new bui ladeéxistigg oivwell | repl a
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office building and a total of 29,680
square feet of maintenance/operations buildings . The proposed partially refriger

3,000 square feet of of fi cleeved, 2Medz zaagpu anreeg  faenedt 9dlf, 3 6 P
warehousing space for at toftafll odr 98, &2.9 Bha amew f #ter uct

occupy 45.6% of the 1| ot. Vehicul ar -~wmayednsi teowday et tsdtt ep:
access to the east side of Norwal k Boul evarddendf a se
FIl orence Avenue. A total of 149 parking stalls wildl b

parking spaces, 23 compact stall s, 5 ADA stal-hsghand 1
|l oading positiomasowiglt hkenegwobudédi ngds east elevation.
dedicated to | andscaped areas. The majoritytmdudgh et lpeg o]
western portion of the site al onmgcilalrwal k Boul evard is

The State of California requires CEQA documents to 1in
emi ssions or gases that Hxraanpp lheesato fi nGHG et haatt moasrpeh egrreo d u «
and industrial processesyietmhade) ,¢ £adbd n nidti RO 5 e D K éCdDe

accumul ation of GHG in the atmosphere regulates the ear
Earth's surface wouPHowevabouembsAFoaseofeom fossil fuel
td concentrations of GHG in the at mosnmahler eHtGo wab dv eh arvae
effect of warming at mospheric temperatures with the at
increased sea | evel s, a nido neeh a nfghees ntag otrh eGHvGo rtlhdawi dien fh u e
are described bel ow.

63 HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1.July 24, 2022.
8 California, State of. OPR Technical Advisoryi CEQA and Climate Change: Addressing Climate Change through the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Review. June 19, 2008.
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b Water Vapor. Water vapor is the most abundant GHG present in the atmosphere. While water vapor
is not considered a pollutant, it remains in the atmosphere where it maintains a climate necessary
for life. Changes in the atmospheric concentration of water vapor is directly related to the warming
of the atmosphere rather than a direct result of industrialization. As the temperature of the
atmosphere rises, more wate is evaporated from ground storage (rivers, oceans, reservoirs, soil).
Because the air is warmer, the relative humidity ca
more water when it is warmer), leading to more water vapor in the atmosphere. As a GHG, the
higher concentration of water vapor is then able to absorb more thermal indirect energy radiated
from the Earth, thus further warming the atmosphere. When water vapor increases in the
atmosphere, more of it will eventually also condense into clouds, which are more able to reflect
incoming solar radiation. This wildl allow | ess ener
surface temperatures.

b Carbon Dioxide (CO2). The natural production and absorption of CO, is achieved through the
terrestrial biosphere and the ocean. Manmade sources of CQ include the burning coal, oil, natural
gas, and wood. Since the industrial revolution began in the mid1 7006 s , these activi
increased the atmospheric concentrations of CQ. Prior to the indust rial revolution, concentrations
were fairly stable at 280 parts per million (ppm). The International Panel on Climate Change (IPCC
Fifth Assessment Report, 2014) Emissions of CQ from fossil fuel combustion and industrial
processes contributed about 78% ofthe total GHG emissions increase from 1950 to 2010, with a
similar percentage contribution for the increase during the period 2000 to 2010. 65

b Methane (CH.). CH4 is an extremely effective absorber of radiation, although its atmospheric
concentration is less thanthatof CO,. Met hanedés | i fetime in the atmosph
compared to some other GHGs (such as C@ N2O, and Chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs). CH; has both
natural and anthropogenic sources. It is released as part of the biological processes in low oxygen
environments, such as in swamplands or in rice production (at the roots of the plants). Over the last
50 years, human activities such as growing rice, raising cattle, using natural gas, and mining coal
have added to the atmospheric @ncentration of methane. Other human -related sources of methane
production include fossil fuel combustion and biomass burning.

b Nitrous Oxide (N 20). Concentrations of N,O also began to increase at the beginning of the industrial
revolution. In 1998, the global concentration of this GHG was documented at 314 parts per billion
(ppb). N0 is produced by microbial processes in soil and water, including those reactions which
occur in fertilizer containing nitrogen. In addition to agricultural sources, some industrial processes
(fossil fuel fired power plants, nylon production, nitric acid production, and vehicle emissions) also
contribute to its atmospheric load. It is also commonly used as an aerosol spray propellant.

b Chlorofluorocarbons (CFC). CFCs aregases formed synthetically by replacing all hydrogen atoms
in methane or ethane (CHe) with chlorine and/or fluorine atoms. CFCs are nontoxic,
nonflammable, insoluble, and chemically unreactive in the troposphere (the level of air at the
Eart hés GFGyhhve acenptural source but were first synthesized in 1928. This effort was
extremely successful, and the levels of the major CFCs are now remaining level or declining.
However, their long atmospheric lifetimes mean that some of the CFCs will remain in the
atmosphere for over 100 years.

b Hydrofluorocarbons (HFC). HFCs are synthetic man made chemicals that are used as a substitute
for CFCs. Out of all the GHGs, they are one of three groups with the highest global warming
potential. The HFCs with the largest measured atmospheric abundances are (in order), HFC23
(CHF3), HFC 134a (CRCH:zF), and HFC 152a (CHCHF). Prior to 1990, the only significant

65 Inter national Panel on Climate Change.Climate Change 2014 Synthesis Report Summary for Policymakers .

SECTION 3 b ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PAGES6



INITIAL STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION B GOODMAN SANTA FE SPRINGS SPE LLC PROJECT
10840 NORwWALK BLvD b CiTY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS

emissions were HFC 23. HFC 134a use is increasing due to its use as a refrigerant. Concentrations
of HFC 23 and HFC 134a in the atmosphere are now about 10 parts per trillion (ppt) each.
Concentrations of HFC 152a are about 1 ppt. HFCs are manmade and used for applications such as
automobile air conditioners and refrigerants.

b Perfluorocarbons (PFC). PFCs havestable molecular structures and do not break down through the
chemical processes in the lower atmosphere. Highenergy ultraviolet rays about 60 kilometers above
Earthés surface are able to destroy the comspounds.
between 10,000 and 50,000 years. Two common PFCs are tetrafluoromethane (CF) and
hexafluoroethane (C;Fs). Concentrations of CF; in the atmosphere are over 70 ppt. The two main
sources of PFCs are primary aluminum production and semiconductor manufacturing.

b Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF ¢). SFs is an inorganic, odorless, colorless, nontoxic, nonflammable gas. Sk
has the highest global warming potential of any gas evaluated; 23,900 times that of CO..
Concentrations in the 1990s where about 4 ppt. Sulfur hexafluoride is used for insulation in electric
power transmission and distribution equipment, in the magnesium industry, in semiconduct or
manufacturing, and as a tracer gas for leak detection.

GHGare emitted by both natur al processes and human acti
by natur al and industrial pr £ c¢esned hginreca(nuden ii d a@oudsn od i 0
The SCAQMD has adopted interim GHG thresholds for deve
Basin. According to the SCAQMD, the interim 4Ehrpeghol ds
ye&rmabl-2BsuwWBmmari zes annual gFr) e eennti osussieo nggatst r (a@fO K thiel dpr op o

project. Carbon di oK, dies ea uti esrarh etnhgt oirs CWOsed for descri
in a common and coll ecti v-8 UutlQi®E .t oAtsali nfdoird & theb8TRifHo | Teacht| e
peyear whibeH oiw the aforementioned threshold for industr
Table 3 -5
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory
E— GHG Emissions ( MT CO:E tons/year)

CO2 CH4 N-0 MT CO-E
Long -Term i Area Emissions 0.05 - 0.00 -
Long -Term - Energy Emissions 31.56 -- -- 31.75
Long -Term - Mobile Emissions 1,762.63 0.10 0.07 1,785.74
Long -Term - Total Emissions 1,794.25 0.10 0.07 1,785.74
Total Construction Emissions 10,781.34 3.18 0.10 10,864.13
Construction Emissions Amortized Over 30 Years 362.14 MTCO :E
Total Operational Emissions 1,817.55 MTCO :E
Significant Impact? No
I't is important to note that the project is an dAinfild]l
combating the rel eafsse afr eGsHE te,mitskséd omest.ent i al i mpacts 8

significant

8 SCAQMD. Interim CEQA GHG Significance Threshold for Stationary Sources, Rules and Plans. Agenda No. 31. December 5,
2008. https://www.agmd.gov/docs/default -source/ceqa/handbook/greenhouse -gases(ghg)-ceqgasignificance-
thresholds/ghgboardsynopsis.pdf
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B . Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases® Less than Significant Impact.

The City of Santa Fe Springs does not pHoenseevretrl,y thhaev eCia
Gener al Pl an includes a Conservation El ement that has
policies related to air quality are identified:

1 Policy 2.1: Continue to research alternatives and pollution control measures that influence air
quality, including trip reductions, carpooling, and local transit services.

1 Policy 2.2: Encourage urban infill and land uses and densities that result in reduced trips and
reduced trip lengths, and that support non -motorized modes of travel.

1 Policy 2.3: Initiate capital improvement programs that allow for bus turnouts, traffic
synchronization, and intersection channelization.

1 Policy 2.4: Continue to participate and support cooperative programs between cities which will
reduce trips and vehicle miles traveled.

AB 32 requires the reduction of GHG emissions to 1990 I
reduction in "business as usual AdGHGIi emalslsy on&o V¥ ®mrndrhe
Brown dsiigmneo | aw Exec ud 0lbe o@r dAe@rr i I E.20.,) 2B 15, the Countr:
for reducing Greenhous-801lGascaHnhiss sfioornsa 4 0E.pler cBe nt reduc

emi ssions below 109Dl9e | pvepegedy @O BO. not involve or req
the aforementioned policies. Furthermore, the proposed
t he ad®ipttyydof Santa Fe GSgEnengyg 6GadelCahs Bira gthieo MQuBall é me/n |
Management pBl acy, or regul ati onhagroe ewinlilnga|GH&G kkani & si @qi
terms of a reduction in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) be
regional andalbteat@r cwtsh aobj ectives identified iAs the St
a result, the impacts will be Il ess than significant.

CUMULATI WEPACTS

According to the Cumwl, pttidnheed @t sarleo d adtuad -hvail tfh i mmi t dereef raonmd
project siteamuTlpdaog efcauwsr are as follows: 128 DU | ocated
squdroeot-sset Aage facility |l ocated at 112bdtNorawalhlouBeul &\
at 10370 Sl ushe6r damviegt ealndl mmat8ed at the southwest co
Tel egr aphh&oaumul ati ve GHG emissions from the five proj
still be below the thresholds of si gmikiEModawoe kehtealbIsi $ 1
cumul ative emissions aré¢. pAsvidad canhetdtheéeénApphbendadviox kshee
Oper atGth@ ad mi ssi ons fr omd43347MTEO2E peeyedrwiwiid h ibe bel ow t he
establisthiede dhr@alfd of 2E10f,00r0 On eMvT Cdetv el @ pmepbrtant to not e
change and gl owalr-Wwddemi sguiestaat watllt balayred ewacarallddr weisdsee
| evNeelw and replacement project bewirlelalerzaebll atGHGBGer éd dcatl i

67 Office of Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr. New California Goal Aims to Reduce Emissions 40 Percent Below 1990 Levels by 2030.
http://gov.ca.gov/news.php?id=18938
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MI TI GATIMEMAMSURES

The analysis determined that the impacts fromtthltaem pr op
significant. As a result, no mitigation measures are r ¢
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3.9 HAzARDS AND H AZARDOUS M ATERIALS

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Environmental Issue Area s Examined Significant Impact Significant
Impact With Impact

Mitigation

No
Impact

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

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 the environment?

N

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?

N

D. Would the project be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

N

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

N

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

N

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

N

ANALYS| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? bLess t han ISmmpaxdtf i cant

Tk propooegckct involves the construction and subsequen
i ndustrial building on a 219,234 square foot (5.03 acr
Norwal k Boul evard, Santa Fe Soprrriensgpso, n dC anlgi fAosrsnei sas,o r 9 OP6arr!
( APNs) inc-hlpBDd68@a090BDID. The new bui ladeéxistigg oivwell | repl a
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office building and a total of 29,680

square feet d maintenance/operations buildings. The proposed partially refriger

3,000 square feet of of fi clegeved, 2Medz zaaqmu anree  faenedt 9dlf, 36 P
warehousing space for a totataofTHW®,Ned® sguaceuffaxleti g

occupy 45.6% of the | ot. Vehicular -mxyedsi teoewdy et lsdtt ep:
access to the weast side of Nor wal k Boulevard and a se
Fl oreenAkcvenue. A tot al of 149 parking stalls wildl be pr
parking spaces, 23 compact stall s, 5 ADA stal-hsghand 1
|l oading positions wil Ibubiel dpirnogvdisd eeda satl oenlge vtahtei onnew A t ot a
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dedicated to | andscaped areas. The majoritytmdudgh et lpag o]

western portion of the site along .Morwal k Boulevard is
The proposed use will be -tepmcHuwisledi nvg tahrich wvai Iclonrcatetper ¢ d4d
Il ight, or ot her eThesAQMD Rule@49l dads not parmmiamisance odors to emanate from

a business or industrial use. In addition, the City of Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code regulates onsite noise
during construction and operations. Finally, the Santa Fe Springs Fire Department (SFSFD) and the Los
Angeles County Fire Department is responsible for the regulation of the local transport, storage, and
handling of hazardous materials onsite. Any such materials used or stored onsite must be clearly identified
on the bui loraandmegodded withthe S8FSFD. Finally, the SFSFD will conduct periodic inspections
of the building and site to ensure that the building and safety codes are being adhered to.As a result, the
impacts will be less than significant .

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 the
environment? bLess Than Significant | mpact.

The project. 8Be.daberepabposed use of the project site wil

up building and will not present a noise, sight, odor,
ar eAad.her encree g winttdsrmeand riedqaird taitfiiosmmd i n t he afroedcunecetti b e
potentialAsimpacetsul t, the i mpagths fwewaihd .be | ess t han

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? bLess t han Si gni fi
|l mpact

The closettbketlhodl E$S ®meanlt,arlyoc at ed gdipipecsux ihonfe stthe proj ec
sitTdhe proposed use of the project sikutpe bwiialhddi megi leinchot
present a noilsiegohrts,soghey edofi ronment al i mpact .As any ex
result, the impasttshaousidgbiefi cant .

D. Would the project b e located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 659&.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment ?7bNo | mpact .

A search of the Envirostor Hazar dous Waste and Substances Si®9le fACort
Cortese sites within city boundaries. The nearest of these Cortese sites to the project site is?owerline Oil

Company Refinery/Cenco Refinery and Continental Heat treating. Both cle anup sites are under evaluation

though neither site is located within the proposed project site boundaries. ¢ As a result, no impacts will

occur.

68 HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1. July 24, 2022.
69 California Department of Toxic Substances Control, Envirostor. Hazardous Waste and Substances Site Cortese List.
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E . For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within t wo miles of a public airport or private use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard

or excessive noise for people residing or working in the projectarea? bNo | mpact .
The project site is not | ocated within two miles of a |
located approxi mately 6.79 mi | es sout heast of t he pr o
approximately 9.81 miles to the southwest, and the Join
miles sout® Thfe tphe®poiseenpt o] ecated within the Runway P
any of the aforementioned airports. I n addition, t he |

that wi interfere wiftfh ofh eaiarppolraomecsh uatnidl itzaikneg any of

sl opes for any of t heEsasfeorteineelnltyi,o ntehde apirrappoaistiesce par djua d td i
[
and will not risk the safety ofAst hae rpeesoupllte, wnoor.kiimpga citns t

F . Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuationplan? bNo | mpact .

At no tNaonewavli Kk | Bokrl evendebeAveaommel etely closed to traffi
The construction plan must identify specific provisions
egress to the site during constructi-ancass @n dglefancst itoon
staging musiteccur acocordance MWutthh&€i mgr e equoremeaets. cl o
during the proposedAispraojecsudswioimler amparcs s

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

The project site is not | ocated wiAdahasult, n@aimpactwiltrgsulthi gh f i r
CUMULATI WEPACTS

The potenti al i mpacts related to -BperarfiscandAbapbpaddags
t here nmrcuvemufloptrioyects | ocated within one mid¢emdlratm vteh e
projects are as follows: 128 wunits | otabéedseta@dgad83nDaaclhbk
|l ocated at 11212 Norwal k-f @ouwavahdyusea 12@c¢ &®19dd samyituat @370

an -B6om hot el |l ocated at the southwest corner of Nor wal
herein determined that the implementation of the prop:¢
adverse impacts related to hazards and/ or hazardous mat
to hazards or hazardous materials wil/ rresult from the

MI TI GATIMEMMSURES

The analysis of potenti al i mpacts related to hazards a
adverse impacts would result from the proposed project
mitigation measures are required.

70 Toll-Free Airline. Los Angeles County Public and Private Airports, California.
http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/losangeles.htm
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3.10 HYDROLOGY AND W ATER QUALITY

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Environmental Issue Areas Examined Significant Impact Significant
Impact with Impact

Mitigation

No
Impact

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

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

basin?

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 which would result in flooding on -
or offsite; create or contribute runoff water which would exceed
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems
or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or ,
impede or redirect flood flows?

N

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

N

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

N

ANALYSI| SENOFI 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 Impact .

The proposed project involves the construction and sut
industri al building on a 219, 234 sqguar enéxgtogoilyel . 03 acr
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office building and a total of 29,680

square feet of maintenance/operations buildings. The proposed partially refriger
3,000 square feet of of fi clegv el a2mMedzezs qaamde 9fle 86 9 ofs qu @
warehousing space for a total of 99,929 sguare feet o f
occupy 45.6% of the | ot. Vehicular -wayedsi teoewdy et lsatt ep
access temmstth side of Nor wal k Boulevard and a second dr
FIl orence Avenue. The majority of the prbpegh Bheewest e
portion of the site along Norw&l k Boulevard is zoned ascs

The proposed project would be required to implement stormwater pollution control measures pursuant to
the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) requirements. The Applicant would also be
required to prepare a Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) utilizing Best Management Practices

7"1HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1.July 24, 2022.
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(BMPs) to control or reduce the discharge of pollutants to the maximum extent practicable. The WQMP will
also identify post-construction BMPs that will be the responsibility of the Applicant to implement over the
life of the project. The Applicant will also be required to prepare and implement a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP).The SWPPPis required by the city and will be submitted to the Chief Building Official
and City Engineer prior to the issuanceof a grading permit. The Applicant shall register their SWPPP with
the State of California. By complying with this required regulation, potential impacts would remain less
than significant.

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?bNo | mpact .
The proposed project wildl be connetcteaplteot @ hger cCindvwat an
Since there are no-suneéet pmpouwduwdl be ompacteddbyetche pr
i mpaacn sgr oumwd wétde ra woaclcsA swial Iresul t, no i mpacts will occu

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 which would result in flooding on - or offsite; create
or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or pro vide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or , impede or redirect
flood flows? bLess Than .Significant

The projectds construction wild.l be restricted to the d
course of any stream or river that would lead to on - or off-site siltation or erosion. The site was formerly used
as storage and utilizationof Oi | Wel | Service Companyds construction ma

equipment. The site in its entirety has been developed ad no natural drainage areas remain. No grading
and/or excavation extending into the local aquifer will occur. No additional undisturbed land will be affected.
No drainage or riparian areas are located within the project site. The future site runoff capacity will not
significantly change since the amount of impervious surfaces will not significantly change. As a result, the
potential impacts will be less than significant .

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

According to the City of Santa Fe SpringsNat ur al Haz ar ds TR 100iygaafloddingeveRtlisa n fi
aflood having a one percent chance of being equaled or exceeded in magnitude in any given year. Contrary

to popular belief, it is not a flood occurring once every 100 years. The 100year floodplain is the area

adjoining a river, stream, or watercourse covered by water in theeventofal00y ear f |l ood. 0 Accor di

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works,t he pr oj ect site is not -fearated w
flood hazard area, as defined by the FeéeadAlcacadr ddmeg gteon ctyt
FEMA fl ood insurance map obtained from the Los Angele

72 Federal Emergency Management Agency.Flood Zones. http://www.fema.gov/flood -zones
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proposed project si¥Tdiiss fll ooalt ed nien haAsn@anXannual probat
0.2% and represdpt & hyaera&r®d Of loomdhas, ppbpenti es | ocated in Zo
|l ocat ed wiytetnirn fd odoOap Ireeisru.l t, the proposed project wildl
structures that would impede ort hwedii meect tphet esnittieali sf Ino

within a flood hazard-redaded Theprefter ar enanftlicogat ed w
i mpl emenTthaet iSoann.t a Fe Spri ngeidGg n\eartaulr aPll aHha zaanrdd st hMi t i gat i
the greatest potential for dam failure and the attendal
|l ocated approximately five mThe €ityof®SantaFehSpengstMulibHazatdhe pr o
Functional Plan states there is a low risk that the City will experience flooding due to dam failure. T h e

proposed project is not |l ocated in an area that is sub
earlier, there arevhnoinivershbhocwoeddi nesbhkt in a seict
|l ocated approximately 22 miles inland from the Pacific
the effect s™loafs tal yt,s utnhaemip.r oposed project wil!/| not resul
is generally | evel and As aomotobkmpaed snevad lamyecsaulropes.

E. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater managementplan? b Less t han Significant | mpact

The proposed project will be in compliance with the City of Santa Fe Springs Municipal Code that outlines
the local requirements for the implementation of the NPDES and MS4 stormwater runoff requirements. In

addition, the projectédés operation wild.l not interfere w
because there are no active groundwater management rebarge activities on-site or in the vicinity. A's

indicated in Section 3.10. A, the proposed project woul
control measures pursuant to the NPDES requirements. TE&
WQMP utilizing Best Management Practices to control o]
maxi mum extent practicabl e. I n addition, the Applicant
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPPWaterogdat attgréempadest |
The aforementioned requirements wil!/ reduce the potenti

CUMULATI WEPACTS

The potenti al i mpacts related to hydrslpd&gyc .an drF usrttcohrem mwo:
the analysis determined that the i mplementation of the
adverse impacts with the adoption of the appropriate

i mpacts are anticipated.
MI TI GATIMEMA SURES
The analysis of potential impacts related to hydrology and water quality indicated that no significant adverse

i mpacts would result from the proposed projectobs appr o)
with Santa Fe Springs Code of Ordinances. As a result, no mitigation measures are required.

73Los Angeles County Department of Public Works. Flood Zone Determination Website. http://dpw.lacounty.gov/wmd/floodzone/
Website accessedluly 15,2022.
74 Google Earth. Website accesseduly 15,2022.
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EXHIBIT 3-4
W ATER RESOURCES M AP

SOURCE : L0S ANGELES COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PuBLIC W ORKS
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3.11LAND USEAND PLANNING

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Area s Examined Significant Impact Significant Impact
Impact With Impact p
Mitigation
A. Would the project physically divide an established community ? ﬁ

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

N

ANALYSI SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS

A. Would the project physically bdNovmdacan established co

Tk propoogckct involves the construction and subsequen
i ndustrial building on a 219,234 squtatde fegpal (dddBeasr
Nor wal k Boul evard, Santa Fe Springs, California, 9067
( APNs) inc-D2Dd680090BDIDD. The new bui lardexistigg oivwdll | repl a
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office building and a total of 29,680

square feet of maintenance/operations buildings. The proposed partially refriger
3,000 square feet of of fiwclegeved, 2Medz zamu anree faemat 9dlf, 3 6P
warehousing space for a total of 99,929 square feet of
occupy 45.6% of the | ot. Vehicular -wxyedsi teoewdy et lsatt ep
access to the east side of Nor wal k Boulevard and a se
FIl orence Avenue. A tot al of 149 parking stalls wildl b
parking spaces, 23 commactl 1stEavl/ICd ,e amh ADA svtedli-lcd gh st al |
|l oading positions wil/ be provided along the new buil di
dedicated to | andscaped areas. The madosit ytabbd ( gid et tpe o]
western portion of the site along .Rorwal k Boulevard is

The 5.03-acre (219,234 squarefeet) site is surrounded by industrial uses with residential uses located further
west and to the southwest Ex hi b4 ts h2ows an aeri al photograph of the
d e v el o @wumeunding land uses in the vicinity of the project site are listed below:

/] North of the Rrwmjecof Scommerci al and heavy manuf act
the project site. Two industrial commerci al |l ocati o
Oil Well Service Company buil ding ocictue,yiVhagl uveh ea nwe s

Supply Hardware Store and Moon Equi pment Company. A
on the southeastern corner of FI orence Avenue and |
|l ocated north of the | arger project parcel

7S HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1. July 24, 2022.
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] Soth of theHRrojyedMansiftaet uring | and usage extends a

side. R. B. Paint and Body Center is |l ocated to the
building occupying the west ertre rmorWaitcemr oWNo rtkhbse Spurpojl e
abuts the propertyods eastern |l arger portion of the
Lakel and Road exwteesndorirmndmte ant Lakeland Villa mot

is |l ocatettwesttbé s$bet project site.

] East of theGPodbmarmtL&giteti cs Center Santa Fe Spring:

project site. Multiple tenants currently occupy the
Lt d. , Fn Logistics Inc., Funai ConsumeDi sBIlre cbturta noinc
Center.

1] West of theQPabjegtlLBfteand Equi pment Forklift Rent
of the project site along Norwal k Boulevard. Silver
Guadal aj ara Tince. Darset rlicbcuatoerds tlo t he ®nort hwest of t|

The proposed project will notAsdiavircke udn ,e sitoa b Impsatcads owvd

B.Woul d t heaugersigniécart engironmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? blL e s s
than Significant | mpact.

The proposed project wild.l r e qui theDetelommerit Bldn ApprevaliCgsedi scr et
No. 99 (DPA 999). As indicated previously,th e maj ority of the project site is

though the western portion of the site dlTohmgedotWwalk ki B
zoned as Commerci al consiangdsoapitme, eand ysunrfivcavagar ki
permitted wunder t h &he @rojestmélr ceé akr eqwineed to conform to t
requirements with r espe araldesign. Wihteh btuhiel dpirnogpdoss eadr cphriotjeecctt 6
DPA 999, the impacts will be less than significant.

CUMULATI IWEPACTS

The potenti al cumul ative i mpact-spewiitfhi cr.e sFuerctthetranolr &nd
determined that the proposed projeesuwitl |l nootcumesaltive
i mpacts wil|l occur as part of the proposed projectods ir

MI TI GATIMEMM SURE S

No mitigation is required.

76 Google Maps. Website Accesseduly 18,2022.
THPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1.July 24, 2022.
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EXHIBIT 3-5
LAND USE M AP

SOURCE : CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS
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3.12 M INERAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Environmental Issue Area s Examined Significant Impact Significant Impact
Impact With Impact p
Mitigation
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 ﬁ
residents of the state?
B. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local ﬁ
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
ANALYSI| SENOFI RONMENTIMPACTS
A.Would the project result in the | oss of availability

isto the region and t hbeNor e snipdaecntt.s of the state?

Tk proposed prtohecdonsntvrodcvteison and subsequewmar eocfcauptanc
industri al building on a 219,234 square foot (5.03 acr

Nor wal k Boul evard, Santa Fe Springs, California, 9067
( APNs) inc-D2BDd68@a090BDID. The new bui ladeéxistigg oivwell | repl a
operating and maintenance business which includes a 12,232 square foot office building and a total of 29,680

square feet of maintenance/operations buildings. The proposed partially refriger
3,000 square feet of of fi cleeved, 2Medz zaagmu anreeg  faenedt 9dlf, 36 P
warehousing space for a tot al of 99,929 sguase wiféet o f
occupy 45.6% of the | ot. Vehicular -wmaxyedsi teoewdy et lsatt ep

access to the east side of Norwal k Boulevard and a se
FIl orence Avenue. A ttaltlad wifl I114®0e pmpr&kvindged including 9°¢
parking spaces, 23 compact stalls, 5 ADA stal-hsghand 1

|l oading positions wil/ be provided 4dl mrig 8t Rd5neswulauiel die
dedicated to |l andscaped areas. The majoritythmhdughhet tpe o]
western portion of the site along .Rorwal k Boulevard is

Accordingt o S MARA study area maps prepared by the Californ

Springs is |l ocated within the | arger San Gabriel Vall ey
grade ag@gHoeweavteer),. as i ndicaekdV£hIreige PHambREabtrhe proj ec
is not | ocated in an area where there are significant a
is not |l ocated in an area withAs ax triesseulIniwn énta bicreparatasst i ¢

78 HPA Architecture, Inc. GLC Santa Fe Springs Building Number 4. 1-DAB-A2.1.July 24, 2022.

79 California Department of Conservation. San Gabriel Valley P-C Region Showing MRZ-2 Areas and Active Mine Operations.
ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dmg/pubs/sr/SR_209/Plate%201.pdf.
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B. Would the project result in the | oss of availability
delineated on a | ocal general pl ®Np $meaictic plan or

A revieanfGalri e €Ir egaloin2 yWREp i ndicated that the project

area that <contai ns0Tahgegred pateg rtehseo uprrcogjse.ct 6s i mpl ement at
|l oss of availability to locally hegpoaoudramds mda mekermdt ereisalu
be wutilized for the construction of the proposed proje
rare orAsnagquesult, no.impacts will occur

CUMULATI WEPACTS

The potenti al i mpaouscespamcetsateFurthermore, the anal.
proposed project would not result in any impacts on mi
wi || occur .

MI TI GATIMEMAMSURES

The analysis of potentmialeriampactsounreleat eddi cated that

the proposed projectds i mplementation. As a result, no

80 California Department of Conservation. San Gabriel Valley P-C Region Showing MRZ-2 Areas and Active Mine Operations.
ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dmg/pubs/sr/SR_2  09/Plate%201.pdf.
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EXHIBIT 3-6
M INERAL RESOURCES M AP

SOURCE : WELL FINDER
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