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b)

d)

Less Than Significant Impact

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

The Project Site is relatively flat with dramatic elevation changes. The Project Site is
not located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone.?® No wildlands occur within
the vicinity. Due to the lack of wildfire fuel factors within the Project Site, the risk of
wildfires is low. Therefore, no significant impacts are identified or anticipated, and no
mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant Impact

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

The Project Site is not located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. It does
not include the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure that would
exacerbate fire risk. Infrastructure such as utilities needed to serve the Proposed
Project are currently in place to serve existing uses at the Project Site. Implementation
of the Proposed Project would reduce the risk of wildfires by eliminating ruderal grasses
and providing hardscape. Therefore, no impacts are identified or anticipated, and no
mitigation measures are required.

No Impact

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

The Project Site is not within a 100-Year Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) flood zone, 100-year Department of Water Resources Awareness Zone, or a
500-year FEMA flood zone.?® Moreover, there are no dams, reservoirs, or large bodies
of water near the Project Site. The Project Site is not located within an area susceptible
to landslides. Furthermore, the Project Site is near grade level with the surrounding
area. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not expose people or structures to
significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes. No significant impacts are
identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant Impact

28 San Bernardino Countywide Plan, HZ-5 Fire Hazards Severity Zones. 2020.
2% San Bernardino Countywide Plan, HZ-4 Flood Hazards. 2020.
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Potentially Less than Less than No
Issues Significant Significant Significant  Impact
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE:

a)

b)

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

Does the project have impacts that are [ ] X [] []
individually limited, but cumulatively

considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”

means that the incremental effects of a project

are considerable when viewed in connection

with the effects of past projects, the effects of

other current projects, and the effects of

probable future projects)?

Does the project have environmental effects, [ ] X [] ]
which would cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

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

The General Biological Resources Assessment prepared for the Proposed Project
documents that no State and/or federally listed threatened or endangered species or
other sensitive species were observed on-site during surveys. Two birds were seen
during the surveys and there was suitable nesting habitat on and around the Project
Site. Mitigation Measure BIO-1 is recommended to reduce potential impacts to nesting
birds to less than significant. A Cultural Resources Study, dated August 1, 2022, was
prepared for the Proposed Project by Brian Smith and Associates Inc (BFSA). Although
mitigation measures are not required, archaeological monitoring is recommended
because grading may expose historic features or deposits associated with the historic
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b)

use of the property since the 1930s. Therefore, to ensure less than significant impacts,
mitigation measures CR-1 through CR-3 are required. With implementation of Mitigation
Measure GEO-2, the potential impacts to paleontological resources can be reduced to
a less than significant level. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or
anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant with Mitigation

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

Cumulative impacts are defined as two or more individual affects that, when considered
together, are considerable or that compound or increase other environmental impacts. The
cumulative impact from several projects is the change in the environment that results from
the incremental impact of the development when added to the impacts of other closely
related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable or probable future developments.
Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor, but collectively significant,
developments taking place over a period. The CEQA Guidelines, Section 15130 (a) and
(b), states:

(a) Cumulative impacts shall be discussed when the project’'s incremental effect is
cumulatively considerable.

(b) The discussion of cumulative impacts shall reflect the severity of the impacts and
their likelihood of occurrence, but the discussion need not provide as great detail
as is provided of the effects attributable to the project. The discussion should be
guided by the standards of practicality and reasonableness.

As concluded in the Transportation Study Screening Assessment, the Proposed Project
would not result in a significant impact to traffic and would not be cumulatively
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects. Similarly, the pollutant
emissions from the Proposed Project are below SCAQMD thresholds and therefore, the
Proposed Project would be in compliance SCAQMD’s AQMP. In addition, greenhouse
gas emissions from the Proposed Project are below thresholds. Therefore, air quality
and greenhouse gas impacts would not be cumulatively considerable.

Although cumulative impacts are always possible, by incorporating all mitigation
measures outlined herein, as part of approving the Proposed Project, would reduce the
Project’s contribution to any such cumulative impacts to levels that are not cumulatively
considerable. Additionally, mitigation measures have been adopted by the County of
San Bernardino for buildout of the Countywide Plan, Therefore, with the incorporation
of mitigation identified in this document, the Project would result in individually limited,
but not cumulatively considerable, impacts. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts
are identified or are anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.
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Less Than Significant Impact

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

Bloomington, as is the case for most of Southern California, is located within a
seismically active region. As stated in the soils report, the San Jacinto Fault is 5.06 miles
from the Project Site. Although the potential for rupture on-site cannot be dismissed, it
is considered low due to the absence of known faults within the immediate vicinity.
Nonetheless, the Proposed Project would be required to comply with the California
Building Code requirements and the Uniform Fire Code requirements and all applicable
statutes, codes, ordinances, and standards of the San Bernardino County Fire
Department. Furthermore, implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 can reduce the
potential environmental effects due to geological hazards.

All potential impacts have been thoroughly evaluated and have been deemed to be
neither individually significant nor cumulatively considerable in terms of any adverse
effects upon the region, the local community or its inhabitants. The Proposed Project
does not involve a General Plan Amendment or Zone change and therefore the County
policies related to an Environmental Justice Community (which Bloomington is) are not
applicable. At a minimum, the project will be required to meet the conditions of approval
for the project to be implemented. It is anticipated that all such conditions of approval
will further ensure that no potential for adverse impacts will be introduced by construction
activities, initial or future land uses authorized by the project approval.

The incorporation of design measures, County of San Bernardino policies, standards,
and guidelines and proposed mitigation measures as identified within this Initial Study
would ensure that the Proposed Project would have no significant adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly on an individual or cumulative basis.

Less than Significant with Mitigation

Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated with incorporation
of mitigation measures.
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