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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM
AND INITIAL STUDY

Project Title: 8155 Banana Avenue Apartments

Lead Agency Name and Address:

City of Fontana

Development Services — Planning Department
8353 Sierra Avenue

Fontana, CA 92335

Contact Person and Phone Number:
Jon Dille

Associate Planner

(909) 350-6681

Project Location: The Project Site comprises the properties located at 8155, 8161, 8151,
and 8171 Banana Avenue, in the city of Fontana, San Bernardino County. The
approximately 2.6-acre site is accessible via an approximately 30-foot-wide driveway
fronting Banana Avenue, just south of Foothill Boulevard/Route 66. The Assessor’s Parcel
Numbers (APN) are 0230-041-60, 0230-041-33, 0230-041-61, 0230-041-52, and 0230-
041-44. The Project Site is generally located in the western portion of the city of Fontana.

Project Sponsor’s Name:
SA Golden Investments
Saber Awad

General Plan Designation: Single Family Residential (R-SF)
Zoning: Single Family (R-1)

Project Description: SA Golden Investment, Inc. (Applicant) is requesting approval of a
General Plan Amendment (GPA) from Single Family Residential (2.1-5 dwelling units
[du]/acre) (R-SF) to Multiple Family Medium/High Residential (24.1-39 du/acre)
(R-MFMH) and Change of Zone (CZ) from Single Family (2.1-5 du/acre) (R-1) to Route
66 Gateway on all five APNs. (0230-041-60, 0230-041-33, 0230-041-61, 0230-041-52,
and 0230-041-44) totaling approximately 2.6 acres. Refer to Figure 1 for area proposed for
the GPA and CZ.
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Project Features Associated with APN 0230-041-60 and 0230-041-52

The Proposed Project would include the development of a three-story (one, two, and three-
bedroom units ranging from 944 SF to 1,333 SF), 24-unit apartment complex on 0.87 acres
(0.55 acres, net) of the 2.6 acres located at 8155 Banana Avenue. Development of the
proposed 24-unit apartment complex would occur on APN: 0230-041-60 (subject parcel).
The Proposed Project would include tenant-covered parking (e.g. two carports), 10 open
parking spaces, perimeter screen walls, trash enclosure, site lighting, security cameras, and
landscaping. A single-family residence, owned by the Project sponsor, which currently
exists on APN: 0230-041-60 would be demolished as part of the Proposed Project
development. The Proposed Project would provide 2,544 SF of private open space for the
apartment complex. The Proposed Project would provide 23 covered parking spaces among
the two carports that will include roof solar panels. The solar panels would be designed to
meet the Proposed Project’s electricity demand, as required by Title 24, with any remainder
being sold back to the grid. The Project easement (driveway) is located on APN 0230-041-
52. The driveway would improve the existing easement by grading and laying concrete
within the 30-foot-wide easement. The improvements would also include a 4-foot-wide
accessible pedestrian path of travel. The driveway would be maintained by the apartment
building owner/management. The property would be fenced on all sides with 6-foot-high
block wall; refer to Figure 2, Site Plan. There are three trees and three tree stumps * on the
subject parcels that are proposed for removal. The Proposed Project would provide 14
replacement trees along the proposed apartment building and proposed carport located
adjacent to 8151 Banana Avenue

Project Features Associated with APNs 0230-041-33, 0230-041-61, and 0230-041-44
Parcels 0230-041-33, 0230-041-61, and 0230-041-44 are currently developed with existing
permitted residential uses. No development is currently proposed on these parcels.
However, these parcels are included in the Project Description because they are a part of
the requested CZ and GPA. Future development would be subject to CEQA review tiered
off this document, as well as applicable mitigation measures provided herein. The GPA
would change the existing GP from Single Family Residential (2.1-5 dwelling units
[du]/acre) (R-SF) to Multiple Family Medium/High Residential (24.1-39 du/acre)
(R-MFMH) and would up zone the existing zoning from Single Family (2.1-5 du/acre) (R-
1) to Route 66 Gateway. The CZ and GPA would allow these parcels to be developed in
the future with higher density and intensity; refer to Figure 3, Regional Location Map and
Figure 4, Project Vicinity.

Any future projects proposed on these parcels would require a site-specific environmental
review and appropriate technical studies at the time a specific development project is
proposed on these parcels.

Description of the Project Site:

The Project site includes a total of four residential dwelling units among the five parcels.
As noted above, development associated with the proposed 24-unit apartment complex and
driveway would occur on parcels 0230-041-60, and -52. The Project site is covered by

! Landscape Dynamics. Tree Inventory report. October 13, 2022.
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gravel, dirt, and landscape trees. There are three trees and three tree stumps 2 on the subject
parcels that are proposed for removal. The Proposed Project would provide 14 replacement
trees on the subject parcels. Immediately west of the subject parcel is an open yard with
parked vehicles. Block walls, wood picket fences, and chain-link fences surround the
existing residences. No changes are proposed to these features as development will only
occur on APNs 0230-041-60 and 0230-041-52._There are utility lines along the southern
and western boundary of the property.

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: The Project Site is located in a developed area of
Fontana with existing residential and commercial uses. Adjacent uses and land use
designations are shown in the table below.

Land Use
Existing Use Zoning Designations
PROJECT Single-family Single Family (R-1) Single Family
SITE residences Residential (R-SF)
NORTH Retail; Fire station Form-Based District: Walkable Mixed Use
Route 66 Gateway; Corridor & Downtown
Public Facility (P-PF) (0.2-2 FAR, 3-39
du/acre (WMXU-1);
Public Facility (P-PF)
EAST School Public Facility (P-PF) Public Facility (P-PF)
SOUTH Apartment complex Single Family (R-1) Single Family
Residential (R-SF)
WEST Single-family Form-Based District: Walkable Mixed Use
residences Route 66 Gateway Corridor & Downtown
(0.2-2 FAR, 3-39
du/acre (WMXU-1)

2 Landscape Dynamics. Tree Inventory report. October 13, 2022.
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10.

11.

12.

Other public agencies whose approval is required:
None required.

Related Technical Reports (incorporated by reference): The technical studies/reports
referenced herein and listed in the References section at the end of this Initial Study have
been used to analyze the Proposed Project. All reports are available for review at City of
Fontana Development Services — Planning Department.

Evaluation Format: This Initial Study is prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. This format of the Initial Study is
presented as follows: The Proposed Project is evaluated based upon its effect on twenty-
one (21) major categories of environmental factors. Each factor is reviewed by responding
to a series of questions regarding the impact of the project on each element of the overall
factor. The Initial Study Checklist provides a formatted analysis that provides a
determination of the effect of the Project on the factor and its elements. The effect of the
Project is categorized into one of the following four categories of possible determinations:

Potentially Significant Less than Significant Less than Significant No Impact
Impact with Mitigation

Substantiation is then provided to justify each determination. One of the four following
conclusions is then provided as a summary of the analysis for each of the major environmental

factors.

1.

Therefore, no impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are
required.

Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation
measures are required.

Possible significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated and the following
mitigation measures are required as a condition of project approval to reduce these impacts to
a level below significant. The required mitigation measures are: (List mitigation measures).

Significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated. An Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) is required to evaluate these impacts, which are: (List the impacts requiring
analysis within the EIR).

At the end of the analysis the required mitigation measures are restated and categorized as being
either self- monitoring or as requiring a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

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

Oood XOd

Wildfire

Aesthetics [l Agriculture & Forestry Resources (]  Air Quality

Biological Resources XI Cultural Resources [l Energy

Geology/Soils [] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [] Hazards & Hazardous

Materials

Hydrology/Water Quality [] Land Use/Planning [] Mineral Resources

Noise ] Population / Housing [] Public Services

Recreation [] Transportation X Tribal Cultural Resources
Il Il

Utilities / Service Systems

Mandatory Findings of

Significance

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

On the basis of this Initial Study, the City of Fontana Environmental Review Committee finds:

[]
X

| find that the Proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

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

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

| find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier
EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been
avoided or mitigated pursuant to that EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the Proposed Project, nothing

further is required

Salvador 9/20/2023
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Environmental Checklist Form

d)

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

AESTHETICS — Would the project:

Potentially
Significant

Less than
Significant with

Less than
Significant

Impact Mitigation.
Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? [] [] X
Substantially damage scenic resources, including but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings [ ] [] []
within a state scenic highway?
In non-urbanized areas, 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). Ifthe [ ] [] =4
project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict
with applicable zoning and other regulations governing
scenic quality?
Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which ] & ]

would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant. The San Gabriel Mountains are the City’s most prominent visual
feature, rising dramatically above the community with scenic views toward the mountains.®
The base of the San Gabriel Mountains is located approximately 4.3 miles north of the
Project Site. The property is currently occupied by a single-family residence. The Proposed
Project would replace the existing residence with a 38’-high apartment complex (see
Figure 5, Elevations). The Project Site is surrounded by single-family residences to the
west; a school to the east; an apartment complex to the south; and a fire station and
commercial uses to the north. Except for the apartment complex to the south, none of the
views of the San Gabriel Mountains from these surrounding properties would be hindered
by the Proposed Project due to the height of the proposed apartment structure compared to
the distance from and the height of the mountains. Although the Proposed Project may
hinder views of the mountains from the apartment complex to the south, this interference
is anticipated to be insignificant given that the proposed apartment complex would have a
setback of 5 feet from the southern property line, and there is an existing 6-foot block wall
separating the two properties. Therefore, less than significant impacts are identified or
anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

3 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental Impact
Report. June 8, 2018.
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b)

d)

No Impact. There are no state scenic highways in the vicinity of the Project Site.* The
nearest state scenic highway is SR-38, located approximately 17 miles east of the Project
Site. Therefore, implementation of the Proposed Project would not substantially degrade
scenic resources within a state scenic highway. Additionally, the existing on-site structure
was not determined to be of historical significance. No impacts are identified or anticipated,
and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. The Project Site is currently occupied by single-family residences,
and surrounded by single-family residences to the west; retail stores and a fire station to
the north; a school to the east; and apartment complex to the south. The Project Site consists
of dirt, landscape trees, gravel, and weeds. Block walls, wood picket fences, and chain-link
fences surround the residences. Immediately west of the subject parcel is an open yard with
parked vehicles. The Proposed Project would redevelop the subject parcel with a 3-story,
24-unit apartment complex, providing landscape and hardscape (see Figure 6, Landscape
Plan). In addition, the Proposed Project would include a new, building; see Figure 5 —
Elevations). Although the Proposed Project would change the existing visual character of
the site, the change would not degrade, but rather upgrade the site’s visual character
through the incorporation of the apartment complex, along with associated amenities such
as perimeter landscaping, new asphalt paving on the Proposed Project driveway, and
perimeter walls. The Project Site is currently zoned Single Family; the Proposed Project
includes a Change of Zone to Route 66 Gateway. Municipal Code (MC) section 30-476
requires that “All new development shall consider and be sensitive to natural features and
existing development surrounding the development site. Regarding natural features,
significant view sheds shall be preserved and not obscured by buildings or landscaping.
Regarding the built environment, new development shall be consistent in scale and massing
of buildings on adjacent properties; scale extremes shall be avoided.” As discussed in this
section, the Proposed Project would complement the surrounding uses and would not block
significant view sheds. Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur, and no
mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The Project Site is currently
occupied by single-family residences that generate minimal light. As the Proposed Project
would provide 23 more units per acre compared to existing conditions on-site, more light
from outdoor parking security lighting, and exterior building lighting would be generated.
Additionally, three street lighting poles with RSX1 LED lighting delivering 7,000 to
17,000 lumens are proposed along the northerly access easement. Two RSXI LED lights
are proposed along the rear parking area. Eight wall packs with WDGE2 LED lighting
ranging from 1,200 to 25,000 lumens are proposed on the exterior of the building to provide
lighting to perimeter landscaping. However, given that the Project Site is surrounded on all
sides by urban development including commercial uses, residential development, a fire
station, and a school, the increase in light intensity from the Proposed Project would not be
substantial as the current uses in the immediately surrounding area contain outdoor
lighting. Furthermore, Banana Avenue consists of street lights, and the intersection of
Banana Avenue and Foothill Boulevard includes traffic lights. The minimum standard of

4 CalTrans. State Scenic Highway Map.
https://caltrans.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=465dfd3d807c46cc8e8057116flaacaa. Accessed September

21, 2022.
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one (1) foot candle is required for all entrances, exits, pedestrian paths, parking lots and
activities areas, per Fontana MC Section30-697. Consistent with MC Section 30-697, the
Proposed Project would direct and shield all lights prevent light or glare from spilling over
onto and adversely affecting adjacent properties. To ensure no significant impacts from
project lighting occur, Mitigation Measure AES-1 shall be implemented. With compliance
with MC Section 30-697 and implementation of Mitigation Measure AES-1, less than
significant impacts are anticipated.

Mitigation Measure

AES-1: The Project Applicant shall submit a Photometric Plan that will be reviewed
by the City prior to issuance of grading permits. The Photometric Plan shall show that
the minimum standard of one foot candle is provided for all entrances, exits, pedestrian
paths, parking lots, and activity areas. In addition, the Photometric Plan shall
demonstrate that: all areas are illuminated during hours of darkness; all luminaries
utilized are vandal-resistant fixtures; the type of lighting is fluorescent, white L.E.D.s
or metal halide are used; all lights are directed and shielded to prevent light or glare
from spilling over onto and adversely affecting adjacent properties. The Photometric
Plan shall be approved by the City to ensure that the minimum lighting standard is met
per Police Department security code requirements, and that lighting does not adversely
affect adjacent properties or ambient lighting in the Project vicinity.

13
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AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

b)

d)

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

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or

Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as

shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the ] ] 1 X

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the

California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural

use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or
a Williamson Act contract? L] L] 0 X

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 u u 0 X
Timberland Production (as defined by Government

Code section 51104 (g))?

Result in loss of forest land or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use? [] [] ] X

Involve other changes in the existing environment

which, due to their location or nature, could result ] ] u &
in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use

or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact. The Project Site is identified as Urban and Built-Up Land.> Urban and Built-
Up Land is occupied by structures with a building density of at least 1 unit to 1.5 acres, or
approximately 6 structures to a 10-acre parcel. Examples of this category are residential,
industrial commercial, institutional facilities, cemeteries, airports, golf courses, sanitary

5 California Department of Conservation. California Important Farmland Finder.
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/dirp/ciff/ Accessed August 2, 2022.
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b)

d)

b)

landfills, sewage treatment, and water control structures. Moreover, the Project Site is
currently developed with single-family residences. Block walls, wood picket fences, and
chain-link fences surround the residences. The Project Site is currently covered by gravel,
dirt, and landscape trees. No prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide
importance occur on the Project Site. The Proposed Project would not convert farmland to
a non-agricultural use. Therefore, no impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures are
required.

No Impact. The Project Site is currently zoned Single Family (R-1) and identified as Urban
and Built-Up land by the California Department of Conservation (DOC, and not zoned as
an agricultural zone. In addition, the Project Site is not enrolled in a Williamson Act
contract.® Implementation of the Proposed Project would not interfere with such a contract.
Therefore, no impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. Refer to Responses Il(a) and ll(b), above. The Proposed Project would not
conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g), timberland. Therefore, no impacts would occur, and no
mitigation measures are required.

No impact. The Project Site is currently developed with single-family residences. It does
not support, nor is it near any forest land. Therefore, implementation of the Proposed
Project would not convert forest land to non-forest use. No impacts would occur, and no
mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. The Project Site does not support agricultural uses, or forest land uses that
would be lost to non-agricultural or non-forestland as a result of the Proposed Project
implementation. Therefore, no impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures are
required.

AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project:

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.
Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the ] ] < ]
applicable air quality plan?
Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase ] ] < ]

of any criteria pollutant for which the project

6 San Bernardino County. Countywide Plan Maps. NR-5 “Agricultural Resources.”
https://www.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=fcb9bc427d2a4c5a981f97547a0e3688. Accessed
August 2, 2022.
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region is non-attainment under an applicable
federal or state ambient air quality standard?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? L L] B []

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

Less than Significant. The Project Site is located in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB).
The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) has jurisdiction over air
quality issues and regulations within the SCAB. The Air Quality Management Plan
(AQMP) for the SCAB establishes a program of rules and regulations administered by the
SCAQMD to obtain attainment of the state and federal ambient air quality standards. The
SCAB is classified as an “extreme” nonattainment area for the 2015 Ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). The most recent AQMP (AQMP 2022) was
developed to address the requirements for meeting this standard and was adopted by the
SCAQMD on December 2, 2022. The 2022 AQMP incorporates the latest scientific and
technological information and planning assumptions, including transportation control
measures developed by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) from
the 2020 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy, and updated
emission inventory methodologies for various source categories. Consistency with the
AQMP 2022 for general development projects is determined by demonstrating compliance
with local land use plans and/or employment projections.

A project is inconsistent with the AQMP if: (1) it does not conform with the local general
plan; or (2) it uses a disproportionately large portion of the forecast growth increment. The
AQMP contains air pollutant reduction strategies based on SCAG’s latest growth forecasts,
and SCAG’s growth forecasts were defined in consultation with local governments and
with reference to local general plans. The Project Site has a General Plan designation of
Single Family Residential (R-SF) and zoning of Single Family (R-1). The Proposed Project
includes a General Plan Amendment (GPA) to Multiple Family Medium/High Residential
and a Change of Zone (CZ) to Route 66 Gateway district.

An evaluation of potential air quality impacts related to the existing use single-family
residence on the subject parcel and the proposed 3-story, 24-unit apartment building was
prepared. The California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) recommended by the
SCAQMD for all general development projects within the South Coast Air Basin. As
approximately 1.5 acres (APNs 0230-041-33, 0230-041-61, and 0230-041-44) are
developed with permitted residential uses, the evaluation focuses on the development of
the 3-story, 24-unit apartment complex on the 0.87-acre subject parcel. Operational
emissions for the Proposed Project and the existing use (single-famly residence) were
estimated using CalEEMod version 2022.1. Table 1 and Table 2 illustrate operational
emissions associated with the existing use and the Proposed Project with a GPA and CZ.
As shown in Table 1 operational impacts resulting from either the existing use or the
Proposed Project would not exceed SCAQMD thresholds. Therefore, the Proposed Project
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will not result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations,
or cause or contribute to new violations, or delay the timely attainment of air quality
standards or the interim emissions reductions specified in the AQMP. As shown in Table 2,
Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG) for either scenario would not exceed the City’s
threshold of 3,000 MTCO2e per year (Refer to Section VIII: GHG for additional
information). Refer to Appendix A for Proposed Project emissions output and Appendix B
for existing single-family residence output.

Table 1
Operational Emissions
(Pounds per Day)
Source ROG NOx CO SO2 PMaio PM25s
Existing Use 0.3 0.1 0.9 0.0 0.1 0.1
Proposed Project 7.7 1.0 17.8 0.0 2.0 1.8
SCAQMD Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Significance No No No No No No
Source: CalEEMod.2022.1 Summer Emissions
Table 2
Greenhouse Gas Operational Emissions
(Metric Tons per Year)
Source/Phase CO2 CH4 N20 R!
Existing Use 14.9 0.0 0.0 0.0
MTCO2¢? 15.3
Proposed Project 1940 | 02 | 00 | 03
MTCO2¢? 202

Source: CalEEMod.2022.1 Annual Emissions
1) Common refrigerant GHGs used in air conditioning and refrigeration equipment.
2)  Excludes construction emissions amortization.

As shown in Table 1, the difference between emissions from the existing use and emissions
from the Proposed Project would be minimal.

“Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) projects that the population in
Fontana will grow from 213,000 to 280,000 between 2016 and 2040.” Therefore, an
increase of 98 residents, based on an average household of 4.07 persons per household’
would not represent a substantial increase in population and can be considered to be within
the City’s projected growth estimates. As such, the Proposed Project is considered
consistent with SCAG’s latest growth forecast. The Proposed Project would not result in a
conflict or obstruction to the implementation of the AQMP, as such, a less than singificant
impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

7 City of Fontana. Fontana Forward — General Plan Update 2015-2035. Approved and Adopted by City Council November 13,

2018.
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Less than Significant. The Proposed Project includes the development of a three-story
(one, two, and three-bedroom units ranging from 944 SF to 1,333 SF), 24-unit apartment
complex on the subject parcel. The existing driveway would be paved with asphalt and
approximately 30-feet-wide. No physical changes to APNs 0230-041-33, 0230-041-61, and
0230-041-44 are proposed. The Proposed Project’s construction and operational emissions
were estimated using CalEEMod version 2022.1. The criteria pollutants estimated for
include: reactive organic gases (ROG), nitrogen oxides (NOx), carbon monoxide (CO),
sulfur dioxide (SO>), and fugitive particulates (PM1o and PM2s). Two of the analyzed
pollutants, ROG and NOxy, are 0zone precursors. Both summer and winter season emission
levels were estimated.

Construction Emissions

Construction emissions are considered short-term, temporary emissions and were modeled
with the following construction parameters: demolition, site preparation, site grading (fine
and mass grading), building construction, paving, and architectural coating. Project
construction emissions were modeled for the year 2023. However, project construction is
now planned to be completed in 2024. The CalEEMod 2023 default emissions are
anticipated to be conservative as newer equipment would emit fewer emissions in future
years. The CalEEMod is routinely revised to account for current year construction fleets as
older fleets are mandated to be discontinued. The modeled emissions generated by
construction of the Proposed Project are shown in Table 3 and Table 4, which represent
summer and winter construction emissions, respectively

Table 3
Maximum Summer Construction Emissions
(Pounds per Day)

Source/Phase ROG | NOx CO SO2 PM1o PM2s
Construction During 2023 41.7 6.1 |87 0.0 0.5 0.3
SCAQMD Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Significant No No No No No No
Source: CalEEMod.2022.1 Summer Emissions.

Table 4
Maximum Winter Construction Emissions
(Pounds per Day)

Source/Phase ROG | NOx CoO SO2 PM1o PMz2s
Construction During 2023 1.3 13.2 12.2 0.0 2.9 1.6
SCAQMD Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Significant No No No No No No

Source: CalEEMod.2022.1 Winter Emissions.

As shown in Table 3 and Table 4, construction emissions during either summer or winter
seasonal conditions would not exceed the SCAQMD thresholds. Although the Proposed
Project does not exceed SCAQMD thresholds for construction emissions, the Project
Proponent would be required to comply with all applicable SCAQMD rules and regulations
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as the SCAB is in non-attainment status for ozone and suspended particulates (PM1o and
PM2s). Modeling of the estimated emissions incorporates Rule 403 by default as
compliance with the rule is required during construction.

Compliance with SCAOMD Rules 402 and 403

Although the Proposed Project does not exceed SCAQMD thresholds for construction
emissions, the Project Proponent would be required to comply with all applicable SCAQMD
rules and regulations as the SCAB is in non-attainment status for ozone and suspended
particulates (PMzo and PMzs).

The Project Proponent would be required to comply with Rules 402 nuisance, and 403 fugitive
dust, which require the implementation of Best Available Control Measures (BACMSs) for each
fugitive dust source, and the AQMP, which identifies Best Available Control Technologies
(BACTSs) for area sources and point sources. The BACMs and BACTs would include, but not
be limited to the following:

1.  The Project Proponent shall ensure that any portion of the site to be graded shall be
pre-watered prior to the onset of grading activities.

(@) The Project Proponent shall ensure that watering of the site or other soil
stabilization method shall be employed on an on-going basis after the initiation
of any grading activity on the site. Portions of the site that are actively being
graded shall be watered regularly (2x daily) to ensure that a crust is formed on
the ground surface and shall be watered at the end of each workday.

(b) The Project Proponent shall ensure that all disturbed areas are treated to prevent
erosion until the site is constructed upon.

(c) The Project Proponent shall ensure that landscaped areas are installed as soon as
possible to reduce the potential for wind erosion.

(d) The Project Proponent shall ensure that all grading activities are suspended during
first and second stage ozone episodes or when winds exceed 25 miles per hour.

During construction, exhaust emissions from construction vehicles and equipment and fugitive
dust generated by equipment traveling over exposed surfaces, would increase NOx and PMzo
levels in the area. Although the Proposed Project does not exceed SCAQMD thresholds during
construction, the Applicant/Contractor would be required to implement the following BMPs
as required by SCAQMD:

2. To reduce emissions, all equipment used in grading and construction must be tuned
and maintained to the manufacturer’s specification to maximize efficient burning of
vehicle fuel. Site development will be limited to one acre disturbed per day.

3. The contractor shall utilize (as much as possible) pre-coated building materials and
coating transfer or spray equipment with high transfer efficiency, such as high
volume, low pressure (HVLP) spray method, or manual coatings application such as
paint brush, hand roller, trowel, dauber, rag, or sponge.
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4.  The contractor shall utilize water-based or low VOC coating per SCAQMD
Rule 1113. The following measures shall also be implemented:

e Use Super-Compliant VOC paints whenever possible.

o If feasible, avoid painting during peak smog season: July, August, and
September.

e Recycle leftover paint. Take any left-over paint to a household hazardous waste
center; do not mix leftover water-based and oil-based paints.

o Keep lids closed on all paint containers when not in use to prevent VOC
emissions and excessive odors.

o For water-based paints, clean up with water only. Whenever possible, do not
rinse the clean-up water down the drain or pour it directly into the ground or
the storm drain. Set aside the can of clean-up water and take it to a hazardous
waste center (www.cleanup.org).

e Recycle the empty paint can.
e Look for non-solvent containing stripping products.

e« Use Compliant Low-VOC cleaning solvents to clean paint application
equipment.

o Keep all paint and solvent laden rags in sealed containers to prevent VOC
emissions.

5. The Project Proponent shall ensure that existing power sources are utilized where
feasible via temporary power poles to avoid on-site diesel power generation.6. The
operator shall maintain and effectively utilize and schedule on-site equipment in
order to minimize exhaust emissions from truck idling.

6.  The Project Proponent shall ensure that construction personnel are informed of ride
sharing and transit opportunities.

7. All buildings on the Project Site shall conform to energy use guidelines in Title 24 of
the California Administrative Code as updated to reduce energy consumption and
reduce GHG emissions.

8.  The operator shall maintain and effectively utilize and schedule on site equipment
and delivery trucks in order to minimize exhaust emissions from truck idling.

Operational Emissions

Operational emissions are categorized as energy (generation and distribution of energy to
the end use), area (operational use of the project), mobile (vehicle trips), water (generation
and distribution of water to the land use), and waste (collecting and hauling waste to the
landfill). The Proposed Project will not include the manufacture or production of any
products on-site; therefore, no industrial type emissions will be generated. The operational
mobile emissions were calculated using CalEEMod defaults for vehicle trips. It was
estimated that the Proposed Project would generate approximately 131 daily trips on
weekdays, 118 daily trips on Saturdays, and 98.2 daily trips on Sundays. The Proposed
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Project’s long-term operational emissions have been calculated and are summarized below
in Table 5 and Table 6.

Table 5
Summer Operational Emissions Summary
(Pounds per Day)

Source ROG NOx CO SO2 PMaio PM25s
Mobile 0.6 0.5 4.2 0.0 0.3 0.1
Area 7.2 0.5 13.6 0.0 1.7 1.7
Energy 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Totals 7.7 1.0 17.8 0.0 2.0 1.8
SCAQMD Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Significant No No No No No No
Source: CalEEMo0d.2022.1 Summer Emissions.
Emissions represent the daily maximum emissions.
Table 6
Winter Operational Emissions Summary
(Pounds per Day)
Source ROG NOx CO SO2 PMaio PM25s
Mobile 0.5 0.5 3.5 0.0 0.3 0.1
Area 7.0 0.5 12.2 0.0 1.7 1.7
Energy 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Totals 7.5 1.1 15.8 0.0 2.0 1.8
SCAQMD Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Significant No No No No No No

Source: CalEEMod.2022.1 Winter Emissions.
Emissions represent the daily maximum emissions.

As shown, both summer and winter season operational emissions are below SCAQMD
thresholds. The Proposed Project does not exceed applicable SCAQMD regional thresholds
either during construction or operational activities. The Proposed Project would not violate
any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation
measures are required.

Less than Significant. For the purposes of a CEQA analysis, the SCAQMD considers a
sensitive receptor to be a residence, hospital, convalescent facility or anywhere that it is
possible for an individual to remain for 24 hours. Additionally, schools, playgrounds,
childcare centers, and athletic facilities can also be considered as sensitive receptors. The
use of Local Significance Threshold (LSTs) methodology is voluntary, to be implemented
at the discretion of local public agencies acting as a lead agency pursuant to CEQA.
According to SCAQMD LST methodology, LSTs would apply if the Proposed Project
includes stationary sources or attracts mobile sources (such as heavy-duty trucks) that may
spend long periods queuing and idling at the site, such as industrial warehouse/transfer
facilities. The Proposed Project is the development of a 3-story, 24-unit apartment complex
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and does not include such uses. Therefore, no long-term localized significance threshold
analysis of operational emissions is warranted.

The LSTs were developed to analyze the significance of potential air quality impacts of
Proposed Projects to sensitive receptors (i.e. schools, single family residences, etc.) and
provide screening tables for small projects (one, two, or five acres). Projects are evaluated
based on geographic location and distance from the sensitive receptor (25, 50, 100, 200, or
500 meters from the site).

The subject parcel is approximately 0.87 acres and therefore the “one-acre” LSTs were
utilized for the analysis and represents a worst-case scenario as the larger the site, the larger
the screening threshold. The nearest sensitive receptor is the residential development
located immediately northeast of the subject parcel; therefore, LSTs are based on a
25-meter distance.

As shown in Table 7, the Proposed Project’s construction emissions are not anticipated to
exceed the thresholds for LSTs at the nearest sensitive receptor which is the residential
development. Although there are other sensitive receptors nearby, such as the school, only
the closest is used for the analysis in accordance with SCAQMD recommendations.
Therefore, the Proposed Project is not anticipated to expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. A less than significant impact would occur, and no
mitigation measures are required.

Table 7
Localized Significance Thresholds
(Pounds Per Day)

Source NOx CcO PMaio PMa2s
Construction Emissions
(Max. from Table 3 and Table 4) 132 122 2.1 16
118 667 4 3
Greater Than Threshold No No No No No No

Note: PM10 and PM2.5 emissions are separated into construction and operational thresholds in accordance with the SCAQMD
Mass Rate LST Look-up Tables.

Source: CalEEMod.2022.1 Summer & Winter Emissions; SCAQMD Final Localized Significance Threshold

Methodology; SCAQMD Mass Rate Look-up Tables for one-acre site in Source Receptor Area No. 34, distance of 25 meters.

d)

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project is a multiple-family residential development
and does not contain land uses typically associated with the emission of objectionable
odors. Potential temporary odor sources associated with the Proposed Project may result
from construction equipment exhaust and the application of asphalt and architectural
coatings during construction activities. The Proposed Project would be required to comply
with SCAQMD Rule 402 to prevent occurrences of public nuisances. SCAQMD Rule 402
regarding nuisances states: ““A person shall not discharge from any source whatsoever such
guantities of air contaminants or other material which cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or
annoyance to any considerable number of persons or to the public, or which endanger the
comfort, repose, health, or safety of any such persons or the public, or which cause, or have
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f)

a natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to business or property.” During operations,
project-generated refuse would be stored in covered containers and removed at regular
intervals in compliance with the City of Fontana’s solid waste regulations. Therefore, less
than significant adverse impacts are identified or are anticipated, and no mitigation
measures are required.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

Have substantial adverse effects, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive or special
status species in local or regional plans, policies, u u = u
or regulations, or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, and [] [] [] X
regulations or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on state or

federally protected wetlands (including, but not

limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) [] [] [] X
through direct removal, filling, hydrological

interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of any

native resident or migratory fish or wildlife

species or with established native resident or [] [] X []
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of

native wildlife nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree [] [] X []
preservation policy or ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat

Conservation  Plan, Natural ~Community

Conservation Plan, or other approved local, u u u =
regional or state habitat conservation plan?

Less than Significant. Because the City of Fontana is generally highly urbanized, the
majority of the City’s biological resources occur at its outskirts, in areas free from large-
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scale development. Within the City, these areas include the foothills of the San Gabriel
Mountains to the north and the Jurupa Hills to the south.® According to the California
Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) and California Native Plant Society (CNPS),
33 sensitive plant species have been recorded in the Cucamonga Peak, Devore, Fontana,
and Guasti quadrangles.® Open spaces within the City support limited native plant
communities, with most vegetation consisting of non-native grasslands interspersed with
developed and highly disturbed areas.°

The Project Site is located in an urbanized area of the City. It is currently developed with
single-family residences. Under existing conditions, the Project Site is currently covered
by gravel, dirt, trees, and ruderal vegetation. Immediately west of the subject parcel is an
open yard with parked vehicles. As summarized in the Tree Inventory report, dated
October 13, 2022, (see Appendix C for report) prepared for the Proposed Project by
Landscape Dynamics, the subject parcel includes three trees and three tree stumps. An
additional supplemental biological survey was conducted on September 7, 2023 to evaluate
the site for the presence of any candidate, sensitive or special status species or their habitat
to occur on the Project Site. The survey findings are documented in a letter dated September
7, 2023 from Jennings Environmental and on-file with the City. Jennings concludes that
based on the literature review and personal observations made in the immediate vicinity,
no State and/or federally-listed threatened or endangered species are documented/or
expected to occur within the Project site. Additionally, no plant species with the California
Rare Plant Rank (CRPR) of 1 or 2 were observed on-site or documented to occur on-site
in the relevant databases. No other sensitive species were observed within the project area
or buffer area.

Block walls, wood picket fences, and chain-link fences surround the residences. The
Project Site is surrounded by single-family residences to the west; a school to the east; an
apartment complex to the south; and a fire station and commercial uses to the north.
Therefore, the Proposed Project would not involve habitat modifications or activities that
would have adverse effects on biological resources. Less than significant impacts would
occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. The CNDDB inventories the occurrences of both aquatic and terrestrial
sensitive natural communities in California that are extremely high quality, very limited
distribution, or threatened. The CNDDB identifies five sensitive habitats within the
Cucamonga Peak, Devore, Fontana, and Guasti quadrangles: California Walnut Woodland,
Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh, Riversidean Alluvial Fan Sage Scrub, Southern
Riparian Forest, and Southern Sycamore Alder Riparian Woodland.!* None of these
habitats occur or are associated within the Project Site or its vicinity. The Project Site is

8 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental Impact

Report. June 8, 2018.

9 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental Impact

Report. June 8, 2018.
10 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.

1 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental

Impact Report. June 8, 2018.
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currently developed with single-family residences. Under existing conditions, the Project
Site is currently covered by gravel, trees, dirt, and ruderal vegetation.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)-designated Critical Habitat occurs for San
Bernardino Kangaroo Rat (SBKR) and coastal California gnatcatcher in the foothills of the
San Gabriel Mountains in the northern portion of the City, and coastal California
gnatcatcher Critical Habitat in the Jurupa Hills in the southern portion of the City. Other
Critical Habitat in the vicinity of the City’s General Plan Planning Area includes yellow-
legged frog (Rana muscosa) in Day Canyon Wash and its tributaries in the San Gabriel
Mountains, located approximately 3 miles to the west-northwest of the City and for
southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus) and Santa Ana sucker
(Catostomus santaanae) along the Santa Ana River approximately two miles to the east
southeast of the City.?

The Project Site is not located in or near these identified sensitive habitats. It is located in
an urbanized area of the City. The Project site does not contain any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community.*®** Therefore, no impacts would occur, and no mitigation
measures are required.

No Impact. Refer to Response I11(a), above, the Project Site is located in an urbanized area
of the City and no riparian or any USFWS-identified wetlands occur onsite.'® Therefore,
implementation of the Proposed Project would cause no impacts, and no mitigation
measures are required.

Less than Significant. Wildlife movement and the fragmentation of wildlife habitat are
recognized as critical issues that must be considered in assessing impacts to wildlife.
Habitat fragmentation is the division or breaking up of larger habitat areas into smaller
areas that may or may not be capable of independently sustaining wildlife and plant
populations. Habitat linkages provide connections between larger habitat areas that are
separated by development. Wildlife corridors are similar to linkages but provide specific
opportunities for animals to disperse or migrate between areas.

The Project Site is currently developed with single-family residences. Block walls, wood
picket fences, and chain-link fences surround the residences. The Project Site is surrounded
by single-family residences to the west; Almond Elementary school to the east; an
apartment complex to the south; and a fire station and commercial uses to the north. The
Project Site occurs within fully disturbed parcels that are separated from other uses by
existing development on all sides. The nearest modeled habitat linkage is approximately

12 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.

13 As seen during the site visit conducted on August 16, 2022,

14 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Wetlands Mapper. Accessed September 20, 2022. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service is the principal federal agency that provides the citizens of the United States and its Trust Territories with
current geospatially referenced information on the status, extent, characteristics and functions of wetlands, riparian ,
deepwater and related aquatic habitats.

15 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Wetlands Mapper. Accessed September 20, 2022.
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2.0-miles north of the Project Site.*® This modeled habitat linkage is not connected to the
Project Site due to existing development that occurs north of the site. Less than significant
impacts would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. The Project Site is currently developed with single-family
residences. There are trees on APNs 0230-041-33, 0230-041-61, and 0230-041-44; no
changes to these parcels are proposed. As the Project Site is disturbed and surrounded by
existing development, the Proposed Project would not impact biological resources relative
to current conditions. The City General Plan supports tree conservation and planting that
enhances shade and drought resistance. There are three trees and three tree stumps ' on
the subject parcel that are proposed for removal. The Tree Inventory report was prepared
to determine the required number of replacement trees for protected species pursuant to the
City of Fontana’s Preservation of Heritage, Significant and Specimen Trees. As concluded
in the report, the existing trees are not considered heritage, significant, or specimen trees,
however, the Proposed Project would provide 14 replacement trees along the proposed
apartment building and proposed carport located adjacent to 8151 Banana Avenue. As
such, the Proposed Project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as tree preservation policy or ordinance. Therefore, a
less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. The Project site is not located in a Habitat Conservation Plan, as noted in the
City’s General Plan.'® In 2004, the City commissioned the preparation of a Multiple
Species Habitat Conservation Plan to address potential impacts to sensitive Riversidean
Alluvial Fan Sage Scrub and Riversidean Sage Scrub habitats and special status species
that may occur within the North Fontana Conservation Program Area in the San Gabriel
Mountains foothills. However, as previously noted, the Project Site is not located in or near
the San Gabriel Mountains foothills. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated, and no
mitigation measures are required.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

Cause a substantial adverse change in the

significance of a historical resource pursuant to [] X [] []

§15064.5?

16 San Bernardino County. Policy Plan web maps: NR-2 Parks and Open Space Resources. Accessed September 20,

2022.

17 Landscape Dynamics. Tree Inventory report. October 13, 2022.
18 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.
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b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the

significance of an archaeological resource [] X [] []
pursuant to §15064.5?
c) Disturb any human remains, including those ] & ] ]

interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Less than Significant with Mitigation. A Cultural Resources Study, dated October 6,
2022, was prepared for the subject parcel by Brian F. Smith and Associates, Inc. (BFSA)
(see Appendix D for report). The purpose of this investigation was to locate and record any
cultural resources present within the subject parcel and to subsequently evaluate any
resources present. The archaeological investigation of the Proposed Project included the
review of an archaeological records search from the South Central Coastal Information
Center (SCCIC) at California State University, Fullerton (CSU Fullerton) in order to assess
previous archaeological studies and identify any previously recorded archaeological sites
within the project boundaries or in the immediate vicinity.

The results of the records search indicate that 17 archaeological resources have been
recorded within one mile of the subject parcel, none of which have been recorded within
the property. The majority of these resources are historic and include the Kaiser Steel Mill,
the Pat Maloy Mine, a concrete watering trough, single- and multiple-family buildings, two
motels, a farm/ranch complex, five roads, and a segment of the West Fontana Flood Control
Channel. The records search results also indicate that 19 cultural resource studies have
been conducted within a one-mile radius of the Project Site, none of which intersect the
subject parcel.

The records search and literature review suggest that historic buildings and sites associated
with the agricultural history of the Fontana area are the most likely cultural resources to be
encountered within the subject parcel. A building can be seen near the center of the property
as early as the 1963 Fontana United States Geological Survey (USGS) map. This building
is also visible on the 1966 aerial photograph. No additional development is shown on any
later photograph or map. The survey resulted in the identification of this building as a
historic age single-family residence. In order to determine whether or not the building is
eligible for listing, California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) eligibility criteria
were used. Furthermore, BFSA based the review upon the recommended criteria listed in
the National Register Bulletin: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation.
The building was subsequently recorded as Temp-1. A Department of Parks and Recreation
site form for the building was submitted to the SCCIC. Once processed, the SCCIC will
assign the new resource a permanent site number.

Historical research indicates that the building is not associated with any significant persons
or events. None of the individuals who owned or lived in the building were found to be
significant and no known important events occurred at the property. The property was
acquired by William V. Landecena and Dorothy M. Landecena in 1988. Although the
Landecenas were relatively well-known philanthropists, they were locally significant to the
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city of Upland, not the city of Fontana, and no indication could be found that they
established or operated their charitable foundation out of the 8155 Banana Avenue
residence. Therefore, the building has never possessed integrity of association.

The existing residence on APN 0230-041-60 is evaluated as not historically or
architecturally significant under any CEQA criteria due to a lack of association with any
significant persons or events (refer to Appendix D). Additionally, although it retains some
level of integrity, it was never a representative or significant example of the Ranch style.
Because the building is not eligible for listing on the CRHR, no mitigation measures are
required for any future alterations or planned demolition of the single-family residence
which currently exists on APN 0230-041-60.

However, the potential exists that unidentified significant historic deposits may be present
that are related to the occupation of this location since the 1960s. Because of this potential
to encounter buried historic archaeological deposits, monitoring of grading by a qualified
archaeologist is required, as detailed in Mitigation Measure CR-1 below.

Mitigation Measure:

CR-1: An archaeological monitor hired by the Project Applicant shall be present
full-time during at the initiation of all  soil-disturbing  and
grading/excavation/trenching activities that could result in impacts to
archaeological resources. In the event that cultural resources are discovered by the
archaeological monitor, all work shall be suspended 50 feet around the resource(s)
until a qualified archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards
assesses the discovery. If the qualified archaeologist determines the resource(s) to
be a “unique archaeological resource” consistent with Public Resources Code
Section 21083.2 or a “tribal cultural resource” consistent with Public Resources
Code Section 21074, a Cultural Resources Management Plan shall be prepared by
the qualified archaeologist and submitted to the City Planning Division for approval
and subsequent implementation by the Project Applicant and archaeologist.

The qualified archaeologist shall evaluate the significance of the resource.

e The qualified archaeologist shall immediately notify the City of Fontana to
discuss the significance determination and shall also submit a letter
indicating whether additional mitigation is required.

e If the resource is significant, the qualified archaeologist shall submit an
Archaeological Data Recovery Program (ADRP) and obtain written
approval from the City of Fontana to implement that program. In the event
that prehistoric deposits are discovered, the ADRP should also be reviewed
by the Native American consultant/monitor. Impacts to significant
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VI.

resources must be mitigated before ground-disturbing activities in the area
of discovery will be allowed to resume.

e If the resource is not significant, the qualified archaeologist shall submit a
letter to the City of Fontana indicating that artifacts will be collected,
curated, and documented in the final monitoring report. The letter shall also
indicate that that no further work is required.

With the implementation of Mitigation Measure CR-1, less than significant impacts would
occur.

Less than Significant with Mitigation. The results of the records search indicate that
17 resources have been recorded within one mile of the subject parcel, none of which have
been recorded within the project. Only one prehistoric resource, a lithic scatter, was
identified within a one-mile radius of the subject parcel. The records search results also
indicate that 19 cultural resource studies have been conducted within a one-mile radius of
the subject parcel, none of which intersect the site. BFSA requested a SLF search from the
NAHC. The NAHC noted the results were positive and provided a standard
recommendation for contacting certain tribes for additional information. Additional
information and mitigation measures for tribal cultural resources are provided in Section
XVIII.

The records search and literature review suggest that there is a low potential for prehistoric
sites to be contained within the boundaries of the property, however Mitigation Measure
CR-1 identified above would address potential impacts associated with unanticipated
archaeological finds.

Less than Significant with Mitigation. The discovery of human remains is always a
possibility during ground-disturbing activities at any location. The City will condition the
Project so that if human remains are discovered, the contractor shall halt work in that area
until a determination can be made regarding the provenance of the human remains; and the
procedures set forth in CEQA Section 15064.5(e), the California PRC (Section 5097.98),
and the State Health and Safety Code (Section 7050.5) shall be undertaken

ENERGY

Would the project:

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

Result in a potentially significant

environmental impact due to wasteful,

inefficient, or unnecessary consumption

of energy, or wasteful use of energy u u = u
resources, during project construction or

operation?
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b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local
plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency?

a) Less than Significant.

Fuel

[

[

X []

During construction of the Proposed Project, transportation energy consumption is
dependent on the type of vehicles used, number of vehicle trips, vehicle miles traveled, fuel
efficiency of vehicles, and travel mode. Temporary transportation fuel use such as gasoline
and diesel during construction would result from the use of delivery vehicles and trucks,

construction equipment, and construction employee vehicles. Additionally,

most

construction equipment during grading would be powered by gas or diesel. Based on output
from CalEEMod v. 2022, the Proposed Project construction activities would consume an
estimated 6763.81 gallons of diesel fuel for operation of heavy-duty equipment. Tables 8
through 11 show the modeled fuel consumption for all construction activities.

Table 8
Construction Equipment Fuel Consumption Estimates
Hours Total Fuel
Number per Horse Load Consumption
Phase of Days Offroad Equipment Type Amount Day Power Factor | (gal diesel fuel)!
Demolition 10 113.32
Concrete/Industrial Saws 1 8 33 0.73
10 77.66
Rubber Tired Dozer 1 1 367 0.4
10 219.30
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 2 6 84 0.37
Site Preparation 1 Graders 1 8 148 0.41 25.68
1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8 84 0.37 14.62
Grading 2 Graders 1 6 148 0.41 38.52
2 Graders 1 6 148 0.41 38.52
2 Rubber Tired Dozer 1 6 367 0.4 93.19
2 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 7 84 0.37 25.59
Building 100 Cranes 1 4 367 0.29 2,252.06
Construction 100 Forklifts 2 6 82 0.2 1,157.18
100 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 2 8 84 0.37 2,924.01
Paving 5 Cement and Motor Mixers 4 6 10 0.56 39.51
5 Pavers 1 7 81 0.42 70.01
5 Rollers 1 7 36 0.38 28.15
5 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 7 84 0.37 63.96
é(r)zrt]ilrt]zctural > Air Compressors 1 6 37 0.48 31.33
Total Fuel Used in Gallons | 6763.81

Source: CalEEMod 2022

(1) United States Environmental Protection Agency. 2018. Exhaust and Crankcase Emission Factors for Nonrod Compression-lgnition
Engines in MOVES2014b. July 2018. Available at: https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyPDF.cgi?Dockey=P100UXEN.pdf.
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Table 9
Construction Worker Fuel Consumption Estimates
Trip Fuel
Number of | Worker Length | Consumption
Phase Days Trips/Day (miles) (gallons)!
Demolition 10 10 18.5 77.08
Site Preparation 1 5 18.5 3.85
Grading 2 7.5 18.5 11.56
Building
Construction 100 17.3 18.5 1333.54
Paving 5 17.5 18.5 67.45
Architectural
Coating 5 3.46 18.5 13.34
Total Construction Worker Fuel Consumption 1429.74
ggfl:lrtlzﬁéAssumptions for the vendor trip length and vehicle miles traveled are consistent with CalEEMod 2022

(1) United States Department of Transportation, Bureau of Transportation Statistics. 2018. National
Transportation Statistics 2018. Available at: https://www.bts.gov/sites/bts.dot.gov/files/docs/browse-
statistical-products-and-data/national-transportation-statistics/223001/ntentire2018q4.pdf.

Table 10
Construction Vendor Fuel Consumption Estimates
Fuel Used
Trip (gallons)
Number of Worker Length
Phase Days Trips/Day (miles)
Demolition 10 -- 10.2 0.0
Site
Preparation 1 - 10.2 0.0
Grading 2 - 10.2 0.0
Building
Construction 100 2.57 10.2 354.24
Paving 5 - 10.2 0.0
Architectural 0.0
Coating 5 - 10.2
Total Construction Vendor Fuel Consumption 354.24

Source: Assumptions for the vendor trip length and vehicle miles traveled are consistent with CalEEMod
2022 defaults.

United States Department of Transportation, Bureau of Transportation Statistics. 2018. National
Transportation Statistics 2018. Awvailable at: https://www.bts.gov/sites/bts.dot.gov/files/docs/browse-
statistical-products-and-data/national-transportation-statistics/223001/ntentire2018g4.pdf.
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Table 11
Construction Hauling Trucks Fuel Consumption Estimates
Number of Worker Trip Length Fuel Used
Phase Days Trips/Day (miles) (gallons)
Demolition 10 15 20 50.00
Site
Preparation 1 0 20 0.00
Grading 2 6.5 20 43.33
Building
Construction 100 2.57 10.2 436.90
Paving 5 0 20 0.00
Architectural
Coating 5 0.0 20 0.0
Total Construction Hauling Trucks Consumption 651.47

Source: Assumptions for the vendor trip length and vehicle miles traveled are consistent with CalEEMod
2022 defaults.

United States Department of Transportation, Bureau of Transportation Statistics. 2018. National
Transportation Statistics 2018. Awvailable at: https://www.bts.gov/sites/bts.dot.gov/files/docs/browse-
statistical-products-and-data/national-transportation-statistics/223001/ntentire2018q4.pdf.

As shown in Table 9, all construction worker trips are from light duty autos, it is estimated
1,429.74 gallons of fuel will be consumed. Fuel consumption from construction vendor
(material deliver) trips is 354.24 gallons, as shown on Table 10. Fuel consumption from
hauling trucks is 651.47 gallons, as shown in Table 11. Construction worker, hauling truck,
and vendor fuel consumption are based on CalEEMod’s default data for vehicles miles
traveled (VMT). Construction would represent a “single-event” diesel and gasoline fuel
demand and would not require continuous or permanent commitment of these fuel
resources. Impacts related to transportation energy use during construction would be
temporary and would not require the use of additional use of energy supplies or the
construction of new infrastructure.

During operations of the Proposed Project, fuel consumption would result from resident
vehicle trips. Project vehicle miles traveled (VMT) were modeled with an automobile fuel
efficiency of 24 miles per gallon.'® The Proposed Project would result in an estimated
15,576 gallons®® of fuel consumption per year based on 373,830 miles driven.

Trip generation and VMT generated by the Proposed Project were considered less than
significant. The Proposed Project does not include uses or operations that would inherently
result in excessive or wasteful vehicle trips and VMT, or associated wasteful vehicle
energy consumption. It is not expected to result in a substantial demand for energy that
would require expanded supplies or the construction of other infrastructure or expansion
of existing facilities.

19 United States Department of Transportation, Bureau of Transportation Statistics. 2018. National Transportation Statistics 2018. Available at:
https://www.bts.gov/sites/bts.dot.gov/files/docs/browse-statistical-products-and- data/national-transportation-
statistics/223001/ntentire2018g4.pdf.

2 CalEEMod output based on trips generated; represents modeled estimation, not actual consumption.
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Electricity

Southern California Edison (SCE) provides electricity to the Project Site. No changes to
APNs 0230-041-33, 0230-041-61, and 0230-041-44 are proposed. The subject parcel is
occupied by a single-family residence, which consumes approximately 0.00761 gigawatt
hours (GWh) annually.?! The Proposed Project would replace the existing single-family
residence with a 3-story, 24-unit apartment complex. The CalEEMod output estimates that
the Proposed Project would consume 0.277 GWh annually. Therefore, development of the
Proposed Project would cause a permanent increase in demand for electricity when
compared to existing conditions. According to the California Energy Commission, the
residential sector of the SCE planning area consumed 38,498.76 GWh of electricity in
2020.22 The increase electricity demand of the Proposed Project would represent
approximately 0.008 percent of the overall 2020 SCE residential consumption. However,
the Proposed Project would include solar panels to meet electricity demands and would
therefore be reliant on SCE only during temporary situations. Therefore, projected
electrical demand would not significantly impact SCE’s level of service.

Natural Gas

The Project Site is located within the service area of Southern California Gas (SoCal Gas).
The existing single-family residence consumes approximately 312.9 therms annually.?®
The Proposed Project’s estimated annual natural gas demand is 1,637.38 therms. The
Proposed Project will create a permanent increase demand for natural gas. According to
the California Energy Commission, the natural gas consumption of the SoCalGas’s
residential sector was 2,474,195,977 therms in 2020.2* The Proposed Project’s estimated
annual natural gas consumption, using the output from CalEEMod, compared to the 2020
annual natural gas consumption of the overall residential sector in the SoCal Gas Planning
Area would account for approximately 0.00006 percent of the total natural gas
consumption. Therefore, projected natural gas demand would not significantly impact
SoCal Gas’s level of service.

A less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

b) Less than Significant. As noted above, the Proposed Project’s total impact on regional
energy supplies would be negligible. Construction impacts would be temporary and would
not require the use of additional use of energy supplies or the construction of new
infrastructure. The Proposed Project would be required to comply with the latest California
Building Code (CBC) and California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen Code)
pertaining to energy and water conservation standards in effect at the time of construction.
The Proposed Project would include installation of solar panels, as required by Title 24.
The Proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable

21 CalEEMod Output for existing use.
22California Energy Commission. https://ecdms.energy.ca.gov/Default.aspx. Accessed October 4 2022.
23 CalEEMod Output for existing use.
24California Energy Commission. https://ecdms.energy.ca.gov/Default.aspx. Accessed October 4, 2022.

34


https://ecdms.energy.ca.gov/Default.aspx
https://ecdms.energy.ca.gov/Default.aspx

Initial Study for 8155 Banana Ave. Apartments
City of Fontana, California

Environmental Checklist Form

VII.

b)

d)

energy or energy efficiency. Impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is

required.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project:

Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury,
or death involving:

i. 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.

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv. Landslides?

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

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?

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table
181-B of the California Building Code (1994),
creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life
or property?

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the
use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of wastewater?
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f)

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature? u = u u

Less Than Significant. A preliminary Soils Evaluation report, dated February 25, 2022,
was prepared for the subject parcel by Sampson and Associates (see Appendix E for
report). An Infiltration Evaluation report, dated February 25, 2022, was also prepared for
the Proposed Project by Sampson and Associates (see Appendix F for report). Both reports
are referenced in this Section VII. The nearest fault zone to the subject parcel is Sierra
Madre Fault Zone,?® located approximately 4.0-miles north of the subject parcel.?® As
stated in the Soils Evaluation report, the Southern California region is considered to be
tectonically active because of its historically high seismic activity. As such, the Proposed
Project can be expected to experience moderate to severe ground shaking during the design
life. As noted on page 6, of the Soils Evaluation Report, the effects of seismic shaking can
be mitigated through compliance with the latest Uniform Building Code and Structural
Engineers Association (SEA) parameters. A Final Geotechnical and Soils Report will be
submitted for review and approval by the City Engineer prior to issuance of building
permits. Therefore, no significant impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation
measures are required.

Less Than Significant. The subject parcel is located in an active fault zone region; as such,
the Proposed Project can be expected to experience moderate to severe ground shaking
during the design life. However, as previously noted, compliance with the latest Uniform
Building Code, and the Structural Engineers Association parameters which would be
included in the Final Geotechnical and Soils Report, would mitigate the effects of seismic
shaking to a less than significant level. No significant impacts are identified or anticipated,
and no mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant. To evaluate the subsurface condition of the subject parcel, a
Preliminary Soils Investigation and an Infiltration Investigation were conducted by
Sampson Associates in February 2022 (refer to Appendices E and F). Two eight-inch
exploratory borings were drilled to maximum depths of five feet. No groundwater or any
perched groundwater was observed at the exploratory trenches onsite. As shown on the San
Bernardino County Policy Plan, the subject parcel is not located within an area susceptible
to liquefaction.?” As summarized in the Soils Evaluation report, the on-site soils are
primarily silty sand/sandy silt which are dense to hard sandy silt/silty sand soils.
Considering the depth level to groundwater below grade, the potential for liquefaction is
low. As such, a less than significant impact would occur from Proposed Project

% City of Fontana. Fontana Forward General Plan Update 2015-2035 — Draft Environmental Impact Report. June 8,

2018.

2% San Bernardino County. Policy Plan web maps. HZ-1 “Earthquake Fault Zones.” Accessed September 19, 2022.
27 City of Fontana. 2017 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan. Approved and Adopted August 14, 2018.
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implementation as it pertains to seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, and
no mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. The subject parcel is not located within an area susceptible to landslides.?® The
property and its immediate surroundings are relatively flat and level. Therefore, the
potential for seismically induced landslides is considered negligible. No impacts are
anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. Construction activities could result in soil erosion if the Project Site
is not properly designed. The potential impacts of soil erosion would be minimized through
the preparation and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution and Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) which the Applicant would prepare prior to the commencement of construction
activities. The SWPPP would prescribe temporary Best Management Practices (BMPS) to
control wind and water erosion during and shortly after the construction of the Proposed
Project, such as: stabilizing the site as soon as possible, reducing impervious surfaces and
promoting infiltration, and controlling the perimeter of the site. Therefore, less than
significant impacts are anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. As stated previously, the subject parcel is not susceptible to
landslides or liquefaction. As summarized in the Soils Evaluation report, the Proposed
Project is feasible given that the recommendations in the report are incorporated into the
design and construction stages of the project. Compliance with federal, state, and local
regulations would minimize the risks associated with the potential risk from landslides,
subsidence, liquification, or collapse relative to existing conditions. Therefore, less than
significant impacts are anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. Expansive soils (shrink-swell) are fine grained clay soils generally
found in historical floodplains and lakes. Expansive soils are subject to swelling and
shrinkage in relation to the amount of moisture present in the soil. As concluded in the
Soils Report, the on-site soils have very low potential for expansion. Therefore, less than
significant impacts are anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. The Proposed Project would connect to the City’s existing sewer collection
system which includes sewer lines along Banana Avenue. No septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal are proposed. No impacts would be anticipated, and no mitigation
measures are required.

Less Than Significant with Mitigation. A Paleontological Assessment report, dated
September 29, 2022, was prepared for the subject parcel; by BFSA (see Appendix G for
report). Based on the Proposed Project’s distance from significant fossil localities yielded
by older, Pleistocene-aged alluvial deposits, the Holocene deposits at the subject parcel can
be considered to have a low potential to yield significant paleontological resources. The
existence of Holocene alluvial fan deposits at the subject parcel, and the lack of known
fossil specimens or fossil localities from within a several-mile radius encompassing the
subject parcel support the recommendation that paleontological monitoring need not be

28 San Bernardino County. Policy Plan web maps: HZ-2 "Liquefaction & Landslides. Accessed September 19, 2022.
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required during earth disturbance activities at the subject parcel. However, if fossils of any
sort are discovered during grading and earthmoving activities, a qualified paleontologist
must be retained to as described as Mitigation Measure GEO-1 below:

Mitigation Measure:

GEO-1: If paleontological resources are discovered during earth disturbance activities,
the discovery shall be cordoned off with a 100-foot radius buffer so as to protect the
discovery from further potential damage, and a County-qualified paleontologist
contracted by the Project Applicant or Contractor shall be consulted to assess the
discovery. If the discovery is determined to be significant by the paleontologist, a
Paleontological Resource Impact Monitoring Program (PRIMP) shall be implemented,
which will include notification of appropriate personnel involved and monitoring of
earth disturbance activities:

1. Monitoring of mass grading and excavation activities in areas identified as
likely to contain paleontological resources shall be performed by a qualified
paleontologist or paleontological monitor. Monitoring will be conducted at the
discretion of the qualified paleontologist in areas of grading or excavation in
undisturbed sedimentary deposits.

2. Paleontological monitors will be equipped to salvage fossils as they are
unearthed to avoid construction delays. The monitor must be empowered to
temporarily halt or divert equipment to allow removal of abundant or large
specimens in a timely manner. Monitoring may be reduced if the potentially
fossiliferous units are not present in the subsurface, or, if present, are
determined on exposure and examination by qualified paleontological
personnel to have low potential to contain fossil resources. The monitor shall
notify the project paleontologist, who will then notify the concerned parties of
the discovery.

3. Paleontological salvage during trenching and boring activities is typically from
the generated spoils and does not delay the trenching or drilling activities.
Fossils are collected and placed in cardboard flats or plastic buckets and
identified by field number, collector, and date collected. Notes are taken on the
map location and stratigraphy of the site, which is photographed before it is
vacated, and the fossils are removed to a safe place. On mass grading projects,
discovered fossil sites are protected by flagging to prevent them from being
overrun by earthmovers (scrapers) before salvage begins. Fossils are collected
in a similar manner, with notes and photographs being taken before removing
the fossils. Precise location of the site is determined with the use of handheld
GPS units. If the site involves remains from a large terrestrial vertebrate, such
as large bone(s) or a mammoth tusk, that is/are too large to be easily removed
by a single monitor, a fossil recovery crew shall excavate around the find,
encase the find within a plaster and burlap jacket, and remove it after the plaster
is set. For large fossils, use of the contractor’s construction equipment may be
solicited to help remove the jacket to a safe location.
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Isolated fossils are collected by hand, wrapped in paper, and placed in
temporary collecting flats or five-gallon buckets. Notes are taken on the map
location and stratigraphy of the site, which is photographed before it is vacated,
and the fossils are removed to a safe place.

Particularly small invertebrate fossils typically represent multiple specimens of
a limited number of organisms, and a scientifically suitable sample can be
obtained from one to several five-gallon buckets of fossiliferous sediment. If it
is possible to dry screen the sediment in the field, a concentrated sample may
consist of one or two buckets of material. For vertebrate fossils, the test is
usually the observed presence of small pieces of bones within the sediments. If
present, multiple five-gallon buckets of sediment can be collected and returned
to a separate facility to wet-screen the sediment.

In accordance with the “Microfossil Salvage” section of the Society of
Vertebrate Paleontology guidelines (2010:7), bulk sampling and screening of
fine-grained sedimentary deposits (including carbonate-rich paleosols) must be
performed if the deposits are identified to possess indications of producing
fossil “microvertebrates” to test the feasibility of the deposit to yield fossil
bones and teeth.

In the laboratory, individual fossils are cleaned of extraneous matrix, any breaks
are repaired, and the specimen, if needed, is stabilized by soaking in an
archivally approved acrylic hardener (e.g., a solution of acetone and Paraloid
B-72).

Recovered specimens are prepared to a point of identification and permanent
preservation (not display), including screen-washing sediments to recover small
invertebrates and vertebrates. Preparation of individual vertebrate fossils is
often more time-consuming than for accumulations of invertebrate fossils.

Identification and curation of specimens into a professional, accredited public
museum repository with a commitment to archival conservation and permanent
retrievable storage (e.g., the San Bernardino County Museum) shall be
conducted. The paleontological program should include a written repository
agreement prior to the initiation of mitigation activities. Prior to curation, the
lead agency (e.g., the City of Fontana) will be consulted on the
repository/museum to receive the fossil material.

A final report of findings and significance will be prepared, including lists of
all fossils recovered and necessary maps and graphics to accurately record their
original location(s). The report, when submitted to, and accepted by, the
appropriate lead agency, will signify satisfactory completion of the project
program to mitigate impacts to any potential nonrenewable paleontological
resources (i.e., fossils) that might have been lost or otherwise adversely affected
without such a program in place.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would reduce potential impacts to
paleontological resources to a less than significant impact with mitigation.
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b)

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Would the project:

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly
or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on

the environment.

Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purposes of reducing the

emissions of greenhouse gases.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[

[

Less than Less than No

Significant with Significant Impact
Mitigation.

Less than Significant. Emissions were estimated using CalEEMod version 2022.1 with
construction anticipated to begin in 2023. The CalEEMod defaults were used for other
parameters which are used to estimate construction emissions, such as the worker and
vendor trips and trip lengths. The CalEEMod defaults for vehicle trip generation were
utilized. It was estimated that the Proposed Project would generate approximately 131 daily
trips on weekdays, 118 daily trips on Saturdays, and 98.2 daily trips on Sundays.

Many gases make up the group of pollutants which contribute to global climate change.
However, three gases are currently evaluated and represent the highest concentration of
GHG: Carbon dioxide (CO2), Methane (CH4), and Nitrous oxide (N20). The Proposed
Project’s emissions were compared to SCAQMD draft screening threshold of
3,000 MTCO2Z2E. A summary of the results is shown below in Table 12 and Table 13.

Table 12
Greenhouse Gas Construction Emissions
(Metric Tons per Year)

Source/Phase CO2 CHs4 | N20 R
2023 83.8 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total (MTCOcze) 84.5
Construction Amortized 30 Years 2.8

Source: CalEEMo0d.2022.1 Annual Emissions.
1) Common refrigerant GHGs used in air conditioning and refrigeration equipment.
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Table 13
Greenhouse Gas Operational Emissions
(Metric Tons per Year)

Source/Phase CO2 CHg4 N20 R!
Mobile 141 0.0 0.0 0.3
Area 7.8 0.0 0.0 --
Energy 41.8 0.0 0.0 --
Water 2.0 0.0 -- 3.1
Waste 1.6 0.2 0.0 --
Refrigeration -- -- -- 0.0
Construction Amortized 30 Years 2.8
Total (MTCO2e) 204.8
SCAQMD Screening Threshold 3,000
Significant No

Source: CalEEMod.2022.1 Annual Emissions.
1) Common refrigerant GHGs used in air conditioning and refrigeration equipment.

As shown in Table 12 and Table 13, the Proposed Project’s emissions would not exceed
SCAQMD’s draft screening threshold. Moreover, the Proposed Project includes
installation of solar panels, which would reduce the Proposed Project’s greenhouse gas
emissions. A less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are
required.

Less than Significant. On September 8, 2016, Governor Brown signed the Senate Bill
(SB) 32. SB 32 requires the State to reduce statewide GHG emissions to 40 percent below
1990 levels by 2030. The new legislation builds upon the Assembly Bill (AB) 32 goal of
1990 levels by 2020 and provides an intermediate goal to achieving S-3-05, which sets a
statewide GHG reduction target of 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. AB 1279, the
California Climate Crisis Act, is a mandate to achieve net zero GHG as soon as possible,
but no later than 2045, and achieve and maintain net negative GHG thereafter, and to ensure
that by 2045, statewide anthropogenic GHG are reduced to at least 85% below the 1990
levels.

The Proposed Project does not interfere with the state’s implementation of (i) SB 32’s
target of reducing statewide GHG emissions to 40% below 1990 levels by 2030 or
(ii) Executive Order S-3-05’s target of reducing statewide GHG emissions to 80% below
1990 levels by 2050 because it does not interfere with the state’s implementation of GHG
reduction plans described in the California Air Resources Board’s (CARB’s) Updated
Scoping Plan, including the state providing for 12,000 MW of renewable distributed
generation by 2020, the California Building Commission mandating net zero energy homes
in the building code after 2020, or existing building retrofits under’ AB 758’ The
SCAQMD’s thresholds use the California Governor Executive Order S-3-05 goals as the
basis for deriving the screening level. The Proposed Project’s emissions, as shown in
Tables 12 and 13 meet the threshold for compliance with Executive Order S-3-05. The
Proposed Project meets the current interim emissions targets/thresholds established by the
SCAQMD, the Proposed Project would also be on track to meet the reduction target of
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SB 32. Furthermore, all of the post-2020 reductions in GHG emissions are addressed via
regulatory requirements at the State level and the Proposed Project will be required to
comply with these regulations as they come into effect.

The 3,000 MTCO2e per year threshold is based on a 90 percent emission “capture” rate
methodology. Prior to its use by the SCAQMD, the 90 percent emissions capture approach
was one of the options suggested by the California Air Pollution Control Officers
Association (CAPCOA) in their CEQA & Climate Change white paper (SCAQMD, 2008).
A 90 percent emission capture rate means that unmitigated GHG emissions from the top
90 percent of all GHG-producing projects within a geographic area — the SCAB in this
instance — would be subject to a detailed analysis of potential environmental impacts from
GHG emissions, while the bottom 10 percent of all GHG-producing projects would be
excluded from detailed analysis.

The City understands that the 3,000-MTCOZ2e-per-year threshold for
residential/commercial uses was proposed by the SCAQMD a decade ago and was never
formally adopted; however, no permanent, superseding policy or threshold has since been
adopted. The 3,000-MTCO2e-per-year threshold was developed and recommended by the
SCAQMD, an expert agency, based on substantial evidence as provided in the Draft
Guidance Document —Interim CEQA Greenhouse Gas Significance Threshold (2008) and
subsequent Working Group meetings.

As discussed, the Proposed Project’s GHG emissions fall below the Tier 3 SCAQMD draft
screening threshold of 3,000 metric tons of CO2 equivalent per year and the Proposed
Project is in compliance with the reduction goals AB 32 and SB 32. Furthermore, consistent
with Title 24 requirements, the Proposed Project would provide solar panels to meet
demands of the residential use, thereby reducing greenhouse gas emissions resulting from
the Proposed Project.

Therefore, construction and operation of the Proposed Project will not conflict with any
applicable plan, local or regional greenhouse gas plans. A less than significant impact
would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the project:

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
Environment through the routine transport, use, or [] [] X []
disposal of hazardous materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset u u = u
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a, b)

and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or

acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste ] ] & ]
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed

school?

Be located on a site, which is included on a list of

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to

Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a [] [] [] X
result, would it create a significant hazard to the

public or the environment?

For a project located within an airport land use

plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,

within two miles of a public airport or public use

airport, would the project result in a safety hazard u u u =
or excessive noise for people residing or working

in the project area?

Impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or [] [] X []
emergency evacuation plan?

Expose people or structures, either directly or
indirectly to a significant risk of loss, injury or [] [] X []
death involving wildland fires?

Less Than Significant. The Proposed Project is the development of a 3-story, 24-unit
apartment complex. It does not contain land uses typically associated with hazardous
emissions or the handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste.

Construction of the Proposed Project would require the routine transport, use, storage, and
disposal of limited quantities of common hazardous materials such as gasoline, diesel fuel,
oils, solvents, paint, fertilizers, pesticides, and other similar materials. All materials
required during construction would be kept in compliance with State and local regulations
and BMPs. Although these materials could be stored on-site during construction activities,
the Proposed Project would be required to comply with the guidelines established by the
San Bernardino SWPPP. The management of hazardous materials during the Proposed
Project’s construction phase would not result in a significant impact.

Operations would include standard maintenance (i.e., landscape upkeep, exterior painting
and similar activities) involving the use of commercially available products
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(e.g., pesticides, herbicides, gas, oil, paint, etc.) the use of which would not create a
significant hazard to the public. Impacts from operations would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. The nearest school to the Project Site is Almond
Elementary School, located immediately east of the Project Site. The Proposed Project is a
residential development, which does not contain uses typically associated with the
generation of hazardous emissions or handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste. If any hazardous materials are used onsite, during
construction activities, direct and indirect hazardous materials would be contained on-site
through the use of BMPs and compliance with any applicable local, state, and federal laws
pertaining to hazardous waste handling (such as General Plan EIR Mitigation Measure
HAZ-3 and Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations) and through adherence to the SWPPP.
No long-term handling of hazardous materials would occur because the Proposed Project
is residential in nature, and not industrial or manufacturing. Therefore, a less than
significant impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

No Impact. The subject parcel and driveway is not included on a list of hazardous material
sites as compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and reported in the
EnviroStor database.?® Therefore, no impacts are anticipated, and no mitigation measures
are required.

No Impact. The nearest airport to the subject parcel and driveway is the Ontario
International Airport (OIA), which is located approximately 5.5 miles southwest of the
Project Site. The subject parcel is not located within an airport runway protection zone,
airport safety area, or a low-altitude/high speed military airspace.® Therefore, no impacts
are anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. The purpose of the City’s Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) is to
demonstrate the plan for reducing and/or eliminating risk in City of Fontana.3! Mitigation
generally involves alteration of physical environments, significantly reducing risks and
vulnerability to hazards by altering the built environment so that life and property losses
can be avoided or reduced. The Fire Department interfaces with different departments
within the City to ensure the safety and efficiency of emergency response services. During
the City’s internal review process, the Proposed Project would be subject to review by the
San Bernardino County Fire Department (SBCFD) through the Fontana Fire Protection
District (FFPD). The Proposed Project would provide the minimum number of required
parking spaces and Proposed Project residents and visitors may be anticipated to also park
off-site. The portion of Banana Avenue between Foothill Boulevard and Arrow Boulevard
is a collector road,®? which are roadways that can accommodate 2 or 4 lanes of traffic. This
portion of Banana Avenue is a two-lane road and 21-feet-wide from the sidewalk to the

29 California Department of Toxic Substances Control. EnviroStor Database. Accessed August 2, 2022,

30 San Bernardino County. Countywide Policy Plan web maps: HZ-9 “Airport Safety & Planning Areas.” Accessed
August 2, 2022.

31 City of Fontana. 2017 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan.

32 City of Fontana. Fontana Forward — General Plan Update 2015-2035. Approved and Adopted by City Council
November 13, 2018. Exhibit 9.2 “Hierarchy of Streets in Fontana.”
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a)

b)

centerline. Therefore, Banana Avenue would be able to accommodate off-site parking.
During construction, the contractor would be required to maintain adequate emergency
access for emergency vehicles. Project operations would not interfere with an adopted
emergency response or evacuation plan. Therefore, less than significant impacts are
anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. The subject parcel and driveway are not located within a High or
Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone.* Refer to the Wildfire thresholds below for more
information regarding the exposure of people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to
a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires. A less than significant

impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project:

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or
ground water quality?

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the
project may impede substantial groundwater management
of the basin?

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:

i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site;

ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or
off-site;

iii) 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

Iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

33 City of Fontana. 2017 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan. Figure 4-6: Wildfire Hazard Severity Zones. June 2017.

45

Potentially Less than Less than
Significant Significant with Significant

[] [] X
[] [] X
[] [] X
[] [] X
[] [] X

No
Impact

[



Initial Study for 8155 Banana Ave. Apartments
City of Fontana, California Environmental Checklist Form

d)

In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of ] ] 24
pollutants due to project inundation?

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water

a)

b)

quality control plan or substantial groundwater [] [] X
management plan?

Less than Significant. A preliminary Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) was
prepared for the Proposed Project by HP Engineering, Inc. (see Appendix H for report).
The WQMP is a post-construction management program that ensures the ongoing
protection of the watershed basin by requiring structural and programmatic controls.
Construction of the Proposed Project would involve, excavation, grading, utility
installation, paving, building construction, and landscaping activities, which would result
in the generation of potential water quality pollutants such as sediment, silt, debris,
chemicals, paints, pesticides/herbicides and other solvents with the potential to adversely
affect water quality. As such, short-term water quality impacts have the potential to occur
during construction of the Proposed Project in the absence of any protective or avoidance
measures. Operational water quality impacts would arise directly from landscaping
maintenance and indirectly from stormwater pollutants such as nitrogen, oil and grease,
trash/debris, and other organic compounds.

The Proposed Project has been designed to include an underground infiltration chamber to
treat the onsite runoff before draining into the City’s stormwater drain system. To minimize
water quality impacts during construction and operations, the Proposed Project would
comply with the WQMP via the San Bernardino County’s Municipal Storm Water
Management Plan (SWMP) consistent with the General Permit for Stormwater Discharge
Associated with Construction Activity (Construction Activity General Permit). The
WQMP includes mandatory compliance with BMPs as well as compliance with NPDES
Permit requirements. Proposed Project BMPs include, but are not limited to, planting
drought resistant plants to reduce irrigation runoff, installation of irrigation timers with rain
triggered valve sensors, and inspection and maintenance of all BMPs on a quarterly basis.
Review and approval of the WQMP by the City would ensure that all potential pollutants
of concern are minimized or otherwise appropriately treated prior to being discharged from
the subject parcel and driveway. Therefore, less than significant impacts are anticipated,
and no mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant. The Project Site is located within the Fontana Water Company
(FWC) service area. FWC operates various pumping, transmission, and treatment facilities
to provide water service to its customers. Both local surface water from Lytle Creek and
imported State Water Project (SWP) water is treated at FWC’s Summit Surface Water
Treatment Plant (Summit Plant). Local groundwater is pumped from various wells and
disinfected, and in some locations is treated at on-site treatment facilities to remove
perchlorate or Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs).2* Groundwater is pumped from

34 West Yost. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan for the San Gabriel Valley Water Company Fontana Water Company
Division. June 2021.
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c(i)

FWC-owned and operated wells from the underlying Chino Basin, Rialto-Colton/No
Man’s Land Basins, and Lytle Basin.

In 2020, FWC had a per capita water use of 149 gallons per person per day.>® The California
Department of Finance estimated that as of January 1, 2016, Fontana had
51,517 households with an average of 4.07 persons per household.®® The proposed
24 apartment units would result in an estimated population of 98 and a water demand of
14,602 gallons per day (16.35 acre-feet/year). The Proposed Project requires a Change of
Zone from Single-Family to Route 66 Gateway District, which allows for multiple-family
development for the Project Site (APNs: 0230-041-60, 0230-041-33, 0230-041-61, 0230-
041-52, and 0230-041-44); however, development is currently only proposed on
APNs: 0230-041-60 and 0230-041-52. Water demand at buildout under the existing land
use designation for the proposed area of disturbance would be 8.15 acre-feet/year.
Therefore, implementation of the Proposed Project would result in an increase in water
demand not anticipated in the General Plan. However, the additional water demand for the
Proposed Project would be less than significant in that the FWC groundwater production
of approximately 5,865 acre-feet per year is estimated to be available from the combined
groundwater basins for pumping and diversion during normal, single-dry and multiple-dry
years in 2025, and is expected to increase to 6,310 AFY by 2045. Currently planned sources
of supply will further expand FWC’s diverse water portfolio and create additional
redundancy. Therefore, because groundwater supply is available to meet the Proposed
Project’s demands, it is not anticipated to substantially decrease groundwater supplies.

Groundwater recharge facilities do not occur in the vicinity. The Proposed Project’s
demand for domestic water service would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies
(refer to Section XI1X a). Moreover, implementation of the Proposed Project BMPs would
ensure that stormwater discharge does not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
and water quality, thereby allowing runoff from the Proposed Project to be utilized as a
resource that can eventually be used for groundwater recharge. Therefore, because storm
water flows on-site would be infiltrated, the Proposed Project would not have a substantial
impact on groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such
that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigations are
required.

Less than Significant. Erosion is the wearing away of the ground surface as a result of the
movement of wind or water, and siltation is the process by which water is affected by fine
mineral particles in the water. Soil erosion could occur due to a storm event. Adherence to
Proposed Project BMPs, as identified in Form 5-1 of the WQMP (see Appendix H), would
prevent substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. Proposed Project BMPs include
employing irrigation methods that minimize runoff of excess irrigation water and sweeping

35 West Yost. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan for the San Gabriel Valley Water Company Fontana Water Company
Division. June 2021.
3 City of Fontana. Fontana Forward — General Plan Update 2015-2035. Approved and Adopted by City Council November 13,

2018.
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the parking lot at least four times annually. Therefore, less than significant impacts would
occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

c(i), c(iii), c(iv) Less than Significant. Under current conditions, runoff generally drains from

d)

northeast to the southwest. The Proposed Project would maintain the same drainage
pattern. An underground infiltration chamber is proposed to treat the onsite runoff before
draining into the City’s stormwater drain system. The proposed underground infiltration
chamber is designed to capture 100% of on-site runoff. The Proposed Project is not
anticipated to substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or off-site or 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. Therefore, less than significant impact
would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant. Due to the inland distance from the Pacific Ocean and any other
significant body of water, tsunamis and seiches are not potential hazards at the site. The
subject parcel and driveway are located within flood hazard zone X,3” which is identified
as an area with minimal flood hazard by the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA). Therefore, the risk of release of pollutants due to Proposed Project inundation
would be negligible. Additionally, no steep slopes are in the Project Site vicinity; therefore,
the risk of mudflow is also negligible. Therefore, a less than significant impact would
occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. The WQMP is a post-construction management program that
ensures the ongoing protection of the watershed basin by requiring structural and
programmatic controls. Implementation of the Proposed Project BMPs as listen in
Form 5-1 of the WQMP (see Appendix H), would ensure that stormwater discharge does
not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern and water quality, thereby allowing
runoff from the Proposed Project to be utilized as a resource that can eventually be used
for groundwater recharge. An underground infiltration chamber is proposed to treat the
onsite runoff before draining into the City’s stormwater drain system. The Proposed Project
would not otherwise substantially degrade water quality as appropriate measures relating
to water quality protection would be implemented. Therefore, a less than significant impact
would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

37 Federal Emergency Management Agency. National Flood Hazard Layer. Accessed August 4, 2022.

48



Initial Study for 8155 Banana Ave. Apartments
City of Fontana, California Environmental Checklist Form

XI.

b)

LAND USE AND PLANNING

Would the project:

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

Physically divide an established community? [] [] X []

Cause a significant environmental impact due to a

conflict with any land use plan, policy, or

regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or [] [] X []
mitigating an environmental effect?

Less than Significant. As noted in the Project description, the Project Site is occupied by
single-family residences, and covered by gravel, dirt, and landscape trees. Immediately
west of the subject parcel is an open yard with parked vehicles. The Project site is
surrounded by single-family residences to the west; a school to the east; an apartment
complex to the south; and a fire station and commercial uses to the north. The
approximately 30-foot-wide driveway would be paved with asphalt, inclusive of a 4-foot-
wide accessible path of travel. The Proposed Project would not interfere with access to the
residences onsite nor would it interfere with movement and access to adjacent properties.
The physical division of an established community is typically associated with construction
of a linear feature, such as a major highway or railroad tracks, or removal of a means of
access, such as a local road or bridge, which would impair mobility in an existing
community or between a community and an outlying area. The Proposed Project would
neither physically divide an established community nor cause a significant environmental
impact due to conflict with any land use plans or policies. Therefore, a less than significant
impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant. The subject parcel would be disturbed with the demolition of the
existing single-family residence and grading activities to provide the space for the
construction of the proposed 3-story, 24-unit apartment complex on APN: 0230-041-60
and APN: 0230-041-52, which is the easement used as the main ingress and egress
driveway to the site. This driveway would be upgraded with new asphalt, landscaping, and
a pedestrian walkway along the norther property line. The Proposed Project includes a
request for a CZ to Route 66 Gateway District. The Proposed Project is permitted within
the Route 66 Gateway District. The Proposed Project would be subject to the development
standards established by the Route 66 Gateway District. Approval of the requested CZ will
remove any conflict with land use plans or regulations.

Aside from the proposed GPA and CZ on all parcels, including APNs: 0230-041-33, 0230-
041-61, and 0230-041-44, no physical changes to these parcels are proposed as part of this
Proposed Project. However, any proposed future development on these parcels would be
subject to the appropriate project-level CEQA compliance, as requested by the City at the
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b)

a, b)

time a specific project is proposed on these parcels. Therefore, a less than significant
impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the [] [] [] X
region and the residents of the state?

Result in the loss of availability of a locally

important mineral resource recovery site

delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or u u u =
other land use plan?

No Impact. The subject parcel and driveway are located within a Mineral Resource Zone-3
(MRZ-3) for aggregate resources.®® An MRZ-3 zone is an area containing known or
inferred mineral occurrences of undetermined mineral resource significance. An area with
undetermined mineral significance would not be valuable to the region or residents of the
State until its mineral significance is confirmed. Furthermore, the subject parcel and
driveway are located in a fully developed and previously disturbed site, currently
developed with residential uses. It is surrounded by residential uses to the west, and south;
a residential development and school to the east; and commercial and fire department use
to the north. Furthermore, there is no locally important mineral resource recovery sites
delineated in the City’s General Plan. Therefore, since the Proposed Project is not
designated for mineral resource recovery, does not contain any known mineral resources,
nor would not impact known mineral resources that would be of value to the region and
the residents of the state. Similarly, the Proposed Project would not impact a locally
important mineral resources recovery site, no impact would occur.

3 San Bernardino County. Countywide Policy Plan web maps: NR-4 “Mineral Resources Zone.” Accessed August
4,2022.
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b)

NOISE

Would the project result in:

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent

increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of

the project in excess of standards established in the [] [] X []
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable

standards of other agencies?

Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or ] & ] ]
groundborne noise levels?

For a project located within an airport land use plan

or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within

two miles of a public airport or public use airport,

would the project expose people residing or [] [] [] 4
working in the project area to excessive noise

levels?

Less than Significant. The unit of measurement used to describe a noise level is the decibel
(dB). The human ear is not equally sensitive to all frequencies within the sound spectrum.
Therefore, the “A-weighted” noise scale, which weights the frequencies to which humans
are sensitive, is used for measurements. Noise levels using A-weighted measurements are
written dB(A) or dBA. The greatest source of noise in Fontana is from vehicles—cars,
trucks, and buses—on city streets, especially arterials. The City’s major streets, such as
Sierra Avenue, Foothill Boulevard and other arterials have higher noise levels than
residential blocks.%® South Fontana is subject to more noise than other parts of the city, but
the highest levels are less than 60 dBA, below the City’s 65dBA threshold for external
noise impacts on residential areas.*® The Project Site currently does not generate any noise.

Construction

The Proposed Project is in an area primarily consisting of residential and commercial land
uses. Residences, which qualify as noise-sensitive land uses, would be exposed to noise
generated from construction activities. Construction activities would include demolition,
site preparation, grading, building construction, paving, and architectural coating. The
City’s Municipal Code Section 18-63 limit the hours of construction to between the hours
of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on weekdays and between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.
on Saturdays, except in the case of urgent necessity or otherwise approved by the City of
Fontana. These permitted hours of construction are required in recognition that

39 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.
40 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.
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construction activities undertaken during permitted hours are a typical part of living in an
urban environment. Construction activities for the proposed project would be conducted
during allowable hours, per the Fontana Municipal Code. Additionally, construction would
be temporary as the noise from the construction equipment would cease once project
construction is completed.

The City also provides guidance that residential land uses and areas should be protected
from excessive noise from non-transportation sources including equipment. Typical
construction equipment including backhoes, loaders, compressors, rollers, and trucks
would be used during project construction to clear the development site, construct the
structures, and pave the parking lot. Although noise levels would fluctuate and depend on
variables such as the type of equipment, horsepower of the equipment, and atmospheric
conditions, the construction equipment would typically generate noise levels ranging from
approximately 74 dBA! to 90 dBA Leq®! at 50 feet, with a decrease by 6 dBA for each
doubling of distance from the source. Ambient noise levels surrounding the project site
range between 37.6 dBA Lmin and 86 dBA Lmax With a peak of 73.2 dBA.

Construction activities for the proposed project would be conducted during allowable
hours, and thus exempt from the City’s noise standards. Accordingly, with compliance with
the Fontana Municipal Code, construction noise impacts would be less than significant.
Nonetheless, the proposed project would implement best management practices to
minimize noise generated during construction of the project to the furthest extent possible.
These would include shutting off idling equipment, maximizing the distance between
construction equipment staging areas and occupied residential areas, use of electric air
compressors and similar power tools, equipping construction equipment with properly
operating and maintained mufflers and other State-required noise attenuation devices,
placing stationary construction equipment such that emitted noise is directed away from
sensitive noise receivers, and designing haul routes such that the routes do not pass
sensitive land uses or residential dwellings. Construction impacts would be less than
significant.

Operation

The Project Site is currently occupied by a single-family residence with existing noise
sources that include pedestrian traffic, air conditioning units, and vehicle movements. The
Proposed Project is the development of a 3-story, 24-unit apartment complex. The primary
source of noise generated by the Proposed Project would be on-site traffic. The most
prominent source of mobile traffic noise in the project vicinity is along Foothill Boulevard.
As the proposed project would result in 24 additional multi-family residential units, it
would result in some additional traffic on adjacent roadways, thereby potentially increasing
vehicular noise in the vicinity of existing and proposed land uses. Noise levels associated
with vehicle movements are not however expected to be significant as the Proposed Project
is anticipated to generate approximately 131 daily trips on weekdays, 118 daily trips on

[2]
[31

dBA is measured using the A-weighted decibel scale.
Leq is known as the equivalent sound level, which is commonly used to describe the “average” noise levels within the
environment.
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Saturdays, and 98.2 daily trips on Sundays. The noise from pedestrian traffic and air
conditioning units would be similar to the same noise sources and noise levels at the
adjacent school. The proposed apartment complex is not anticipated to generate any
significant noise that would be incompatible with the adjacent school and surrounding
residential developments which currently generate operational noise. Therefore, less than
significant impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Groundborne vibration and
groundborne noise would originate from earth moving equipment used during the
construction phase of the Proposed Project. Construction activity can result in varying
degrees of ground vibration, depending on the equipment and methods used, distance to
the affected structures and soil type. Construction activity has the potential to result in
cracking of floor slabs, foundations, columns, beams, or wells, or cosmetic architectural
damage, such as cracked plaster, stucco, or tile (California Department of Transportation,
2020). The City of Fontana Municipal Code does not address vibration, however Section
83.01.090(a) of the County of San Bernardino Development Code prohibits the creation of
ground vibration that can be felt without the aid of instruments at or beyond the lot-line,
nor shall any vibration be allowed which produces a particle velocity greater than or equal
to two-tenths (0.2) inches per second measured at or beyond the lot-line. The existing
residential use on-site does not include the use of any heavy equipment and therefore no
vibration occurs under existing conditions.

The Project Site is currently developed with a single-family residence that does not
generate any ground-borne vibration. Ground-borne vibration levels resulting from
Proposed Project construction activities occurring at the Project Site would be temporary
and construction activities, including grading, are anticipated to generate low levels of
ground-borne vibration within the Project Site. Bulldozers, and other heavy-tracked
construction equipment (expected to be used for this project) generate approximately
0.089 peak particle velocity (PPV) inches per second of ground-borne vibration when
measured at 25 ft.

The closest existing off-site structures are the apartment buildings located approximately
10 feet to the south of the Proposed Project’s southern property line. The City’s Municipal
Code Section 18-63 limits the hours of construction to between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and
6:00 p.m. on weekdays and between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on Saturdays.
Therefore, groundborne vibration resulting from project construction would be temporary
and short-term and based on equipment use, would generate approximately 0.089 peak
particle velocity (PPV) inches per second of ground-borne vibration when measured at
25 ft. Construction and demolition-related ground vibration would be allowed as long as
activities occur within the City-allowed construction period. To provide more specific
performance standards, Mitigation Measure N-1 shall be implemented.

Groundborne vibration is not anticipated during operations of the Proposed Project. Project

generated traffic on nearby roads also would not generate vibration because of the types of
surrounding roadways and the project’s generation of primarily passenger vehicles.
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XIV.

a)

b)

Equipment use would be limited to landscape maintenance. There would be no use of

equipment that would cause any vibration.

Mitigation Measure

N-1: The project shall not create ground vibration that can be felt without the aid of
instruments at or beyond the lot-line, nor shall any vibration be allowed which produces
a particle velocity greater than or equal to two-tenths (0.2) inches per second measured
at or beyond the lot-line. The Contractor shall ensure that large mobile equipment
(greater than 80,000 pounds), jack-hammering, and loaded trucks shall not be used
within 50 feet of sensitive receivers if occupied at the time of Project construction.
Instead, smaller rubber-tired mobile equipment (less than 80,000 pounds) or equivalent
alternative equipment shall be used within this area during Project construction to

reduce noise and vibration levels below human annoyance thresholds.

With implementation of Mitigation Measure N-1, generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels would not be significant.

No Impact. The nearest airport to the Project Site is the OIA, which is located
approximately 5.5 miles south of the Project Site. The Project Site is not located within an
airport runway protection zone, airport safety area, or a low-altitude/high speed military
airspace.*! Therefore, the Proposed Project would not expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels. No impacts are identified or anticipated, and

no mitigation measures are required.

POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the project:

Induce substantial unplanned population growth in
an area, either directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of existing people or
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Potentially Less than
Significant Significant with
Impact Mitigation.

[] []

[] []

Less than No
Significant Impact

X []

X []

Less Than Significant. The Proposed Project requests a CZ from Single-Family (R-1) to
Route 66 Gateway District, which allows for multiple-family development on all five

41 San Bernardino County. Countywide Policy Plan web maps: HZ-9 “Airport Safety & Planning Areas.” Accessed
August 2, 2022.
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b)

XV.

a)

Project site parcels. However, the Proposed Project development of the proposed apartment
complex would only occur on APN: 0230-041-60 and -52. The Proposed Project proposes
a higher density residential use, which would result in unplanned population growth within
the City. Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) projects that the
population in Fontana will grow from 213,000 to 280,000 between 2016 and 2040.%> Under
the current zoning designation of Single Family (R-1), the subject parcel can have a
maximum of 4 dwelling units. As stated previously, as of January 1, 2016, Fontana had
51,517 households with an average of 4.07 persons per household.*® Therefore, if the
subject parcel was developed to its maximum allowed potential of 4 dwelling units, the site
would generate approximately 16 residents. In comparison, the proposed 3-story, 24-unit
apartment complex is anticipated to result in an estimated population of 98, an additional
82 residents compared to the population generated under the current zoning designation.
The addition of residents to the local area would account for approximately 0.0012% of
the projected 25-year growth in Fontana. Therefore, although the Proposed Project would
induce unplanned population growth, it would not be substantial. As such, a less than
significant impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project would demolish the existing single-family
residence on the subject parcel; however, the Project would replace the single-family
residence with a multi-family residential development providing 24 multi-family dwelling
units which more than makes up for the single-family residence that would be demolished.
Therefore, implementation of the Proposed Project would not require construction of
replacement housing elsewhere as the Proposed Project itself is providing replacement
housing in place. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation
measures are required.

PUBLIC SERVICES

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

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

Fire Protection? ] L] X []

42 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.
43 City of Fontana. Fontana Forward — General Plan Update 2015-2035. Approved and Adopted by City Council November 13,

2018.
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Schools? [] [] X []
Parks? [] [] X []
Other Public Facilities? [] [] X []

Fire Protection

Less than Significant. The FFPD provides emergency, preventive, and administrative
services across 52.4 square miles within the city limits and the sphere of influence through
a contract with the SBCFD. Development of the Proposed Project may incrementally
increase the demand for fire protection services as would increase the local area’s
population by approximately 98 additional residents. Fontana Fire Station 73, located at
8143 Banana Avenue, is located contiguous to the north of the Project Site. Fire Station 73
is staffed with one captain, one engineer, one firefighter medic, and one firefighter.*
Average travel time between Station 73 and the Project Site would be less than one minute.
Therefore, no new facilities are required to serve the Proposed Project. Additionally, the
Proposed Project would be subject to Development Impact Fees (DIF) for fire facilities
which provide for additional fire protection facilities as needed based on population
growth. Specific facilities the City determines at present to be funded are listed in
Appendix | — Public Facilities Needs List, Section D. The Proposed Project is required to
meet minimum fire safety requirements of Title 24 which helps to support fire suppression
activities, including building construction, automatic fire sprinkler systems, fire hydrants,
and paved fire access. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and no
mitigation are required.

Police Protection

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project would be located within Watch Area 2 of the
Area Commander Program and would be serviced by the City of Fontana Police
Department (FPD). The nearest police station is the FPD headquarters located on
17005 Upland Avenue, approximately 4.3 miles east of the Project Site. The FPD currently
has 188 sworn officers providing law enforcement services 24 hours a day, 365 days a
year.*® Development of the Proposed Project may incrementally increase the demand for
police protection services due to the increase in local population. In its review of new
development plans, the FPD evaluates project plans to determine safety requirements
applicable to each project and to ensure compliance with these requirements. This review
would ensure that proposed developments would not reduce the staffing, response times,
or existing service levels within the City.*® Additionally, the Project applicant would be

4 City of Fontana. Fire Station 73. https://www.fontana.org/639/Stations-Equipment. Accessed August 5, 2022.
45 City of Fontana. Police Department. https://www.fontana.org/2509/About-Us. Accessed August 5, 2022.

46 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.
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required to pay applicable DIF. The DIF would help offset the cost of providing police
services on a project-by-project basis. See Appendix I, Section F for list of potential police
facilities that the Proposed Project’s DIF would assist in funding. Therefore, a less than
significant impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

Schools

Less than Significant. The Project Site is located within the Fontana Unified School
District (FUSD). As stated in the General Plan Draft EIR, there is excess capacity to
accommodate nearly 8,000 elementary school students, 53 6-8 graders and more than
3,000 high school age children beyond the 2022/2023 plan year.*” The Proposed Project
would increase the population in the local area and would consequently add students to the
local school system. On average, each household in Fontana generates 0.7 schoolchildren.*®
The Proposed Project is anticipated to generate approximately 17 students.

FUSD monitors growth in within district boundaries and updates their facilities plans as
needed. Through this monitoring, they identify the need for new facilities, including
locations, timing, and funding. At the same time, they will continue to collect DIF from
new developments occurring within the City. FUSD expects to build a new middle school
and one or two elementary schools in the next decade, depending on the pace of
development.*® The Project Applicant will be required to pay approximately $133,123% in
development impact fees.>! Pursuant to Education Code Section 17620, collection of fees
by school districts is sufficient in mitigating for any potential impacts to school facilities
that result from long-term growth in the community. Therefore, with payment of applicable
DIF, the Proposed Project would have a less than significant impact, and no mitigation
measures are required.

Parks

Less than Significant. The City’s Community Services Department is responsible for
parks, recreation, and programming. The performance objective or standard for parks and
recreation is 5 acres of parkland for every 1,000 residents (two acres of community parks
for every 1,000 residents and three acres of neighborhood parks for every
1,000 residents).>? The Proposed Project would generate 98 residents. As of July 1, 2022,
the City was estimated to have a population of approximately 212,475.% With a standard
of 5 acres per 1,000 residents, the City would need 1,062 acres of park land for the most

47 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.

48 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.

49 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.

%0 Developer fee is $4.08 per square foot for residential projects within Fontana Unified School District.

5 Fontana Unified School District. Developer Fees. https://www.fusd.net/Page/639. Accessed August 8, 2022,
52 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.

53 https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/fontanacitycalifornia/PST045222
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recent estimated population. As of 2018, the City had approximately 1,621 acres total in
parks and land for public use, which is more than what would be required for the current
population. Therefore, based on the most recent population estimates and the number of
residents generated by the Proposed Project, there would not be a need for new or altered
parks with implementation of the Proposed Project. The City currently collects 3 acres of
parkland or in-lieu fees from new residential subdivisions for every 1,000 residents in
accordance with California Government Code Section 66477 (Quimby Act). Additional
sources for the City to obtain parkland include general fund revenues, developer impact
fees, state and federal grants, user group contributions, school district joint use
contributions, and concessions.

According to the Fontan General Plan, Park Development Fees serve to provide facilities
for recreation to enhance the community’s appeal and quality of life. The Park Fee Study
includes a component for development of new park and recreation facilities and programs
to serve City residents through 2035. New development within the City generates an
increased demand for park and recreation facilities from population and growth. Increased
demand necessitates the improvement/enhancement of existing facilities. Fees collected
from new development are used exclusively for the improvement of park and recreation
facilities on the Needs List. See Appendix I, Section B for list of potential park facilities
on the Needs List that the Proposed Project’s DIF would assist in funding. The Proposed
Project’s payment of Development Impact Fees® will ensure that less than significant
impacts occur.

Other Public Facilities

Less than Significant. Public facilities in Fontana include parks; sports centers;
community centers; cultural centers; a nature center; public services facilities (including
city hall, the community services department building, and the public works center);
veterans’ resource center; auditorium and the library.>® Development of the Proposed
Project would increase demand for these public facilities. However, as the Proposed Project
would generate 98 residents to the local area, the increase in demand would be insignificant
and would not prompt a need for new facilities. Furthermore, the Project Applicant would
pay DIFs, collected by the City to improve, maintain, and construct new public facilities
as necessary and in accordance with the City’s Master Plan. See Appendix I, Sections C
and E for list of potential public and library service facilities that the Proposed Project’s
DIF would assist in funding. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and no
mitigation measures are required.

%4 City of Fontana. Development Fees. https://www.fontana.org/DocumentCenter/View/2271/Development-Impact-

Fees?bidld=. Accessed August 4, 2023.
% Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environmental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.
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XVI.

a)

b)

RECREATION

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

Would the project increase the use of existing

neighborhood and regional parks or other

recreational facilities such that substantial [] [] 4 []
physical deterioration of the facility would occur

or be accelerated?

Does the project include recreational facilities or

require the construction or expansion of

recreational facilities, which might have an [] [] X []
adverse physical effect on the environment?

Less than Significant. The City of Fontana maintains over 40 parks, sports facilities, and
community centers.*® Patricia Murray Park is located approximately 0.9-mile west of the
Project Site. Therefore, the estimated 98 residents of the Proposed Project are anticipated
to increase the use of this park. The performance objective or standard for parks and
recreation is 5 acres of parkland for every 1,000 residents (two acres of community parks
for every 1,000 residents and three acres of neighborhood parks for every
1,000 residents).>” The Proposed Project would generate 98 residents. As of July 1, 2022,
the City was estimated to have a population of approximately 212,475.% With a standard
of 5 acres per 1,000 residents, the City would need 1,062 acres of park land for the most
recent estimated population. As of 2018, the City had approximately 1,621 acres total in
parks and land for public use, which is more than what would be required for the current
population. Therefore, based on the most recent population estimates and the number of
residents generated by the Proposed Project, there would not be a need for new or altered
parks with implementation of the Proposed Project.

The City currently collects 3 acres of parkland or in-lieu fees from new residential
subdivisions for every 1,000 residents in accordance with California Government Code
Section 66477 (Quimby Act). Additional sources for the City to obtain parkland include
general fund revenues, DIFs, state and federal grants, user group contributions, school
district joint use contributions, and concessions. See Appendix I, Section B for list of
potential park facilities on the Needs List that the Proposed Project’s DIF would assist in
funding. Collection of the DIFs> would ensure a less than significant impact to parks
would occur.

%6 City of Fontana. Facilities & Parks. https://www.fontana.org/156/Facilities-Parks. Accessed August 5, 2022.
57 Stantec Consulting, Inc. Fontana Forward — Fontana General Plan Update 2015-2035. Draft Environ, mental
Impact Report. June 8, 2018.

%8 https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/fontanacitycalifornia/PST045222

%9 https://www.fontana.org/DocumentCenter/View/2271/Development-Impact-Fees?bidld=
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b)

XVII.

b)

d)

According to the Fontan General Plan, Park Development Fees serve to provide facilities
for recreation to enhance the community’s appeal and quality of life. The Park Fee Study
includes a component for development of new park and recreation facilities and programs
to serve City residents through 2035. New development within the City generates an
increased demand for park and recreation facilities from population and growth. Increased
demand necessitates the improvement/enhancement of existing facilities. Fees collected
from new development are used exclusively for the improvement of park and recreation
facilities on the Needs List. The Proposed Project’s payment of Development Impact Fees
will ensure that less than significant impacts occur.

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project is the development of a 3-story, 24-unit
apartment complex with associated residential amenities such as vehicle parking,
landscaping, security lighting, among others. The Proposed Project does not include
recreational facilities. As the Proposed Project would add approximately 98 residents to
the local population, it would not require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities to meet demands of residential development. Therefore, less than significant
adverse impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required.

TRANSPORTATION

Would the project:

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with
Mitigation.

Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy

addressing the circulation system, including

transit, roadways, bicycle lanes and pedestrian u u = u
facilities?

Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with
CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision [] [] X []
(b)?

Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric

design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous

intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm u u u =
equipment)?

Result in inadequate emergency access? [] [] X []

Less Than Significant. The Community and Mobility element of the General Plan is
focused on connecting neighborhoods and city destinations by expanding transportation
choice in Fontana. While the Community and Mobility element supports continuing
programs to improve travel by cars and trucks, it provides guidance on expanding the
options for transit and “active transportation” (pedestrian and bicycle mobility) for
Fontana. It is aligned with the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy concepts of
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b)

Neighborhood Mobility Areas and Livable Corridors. The following analysis details
Proposed Project consistency with the applicable Community and Mobility element goals
and proposed actions:

Goal 1: The City of Fontana has a comprehensive and balanced transportation system
with safety and multimodal accessibility the top priority of citywide transportation
planning, as well as accommodating freight movement.

Policy: Make safety and multimodal accessibility the top priority of citywide transportation
planning.

Policy: Make land use decisions that support walking, bicycling, and public transit use, in
alignment with the 2014-2040 Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities
Strategy.

Consistency: There is an Omnitrans Route 66 bus stop on the intersection of Banana
Avenue and Foothills Boulevard, approximately 700 feet via Banana Avenue from the
Project Site. Furthermore, there are existing sidewalks along Banana Avenue and existing
Class | bike lanes along Foothill Boulevard. The driveway would be paved with asphalt
and include an accessible path of travel. Therefore, public transit, walking, and bicycling
would be available to Proposed Project residents.

Goal 3: Local transit within the City of Fontana is a viable choice for residents, easily
accessible and serving destinations throughout the city.

Policy: Promote concentrated development patterns in coordination with transit planning
to maximize service efficiency and ridership.

Consistency: The Proposed Project requires a GPA to change the existing designation
from Single Family Residential to Multiple Family Medium/High Residential. As stated
previously, there is an Omnitrans Route 66 bus stop at the intersection of Banana Avenue
and Foothills Boulevard; therefore, transit facilities would be readily accessible to
Proposed Project residents.

Goal 4: Fontana’s neighborhood streets maintain a residential character and support
a range of transportation options.

Policy: Balance neighborhood traffic circulation needs with the goal of creating

walkable and bike friendly neighborhoods.

Consistency: The Project Site is located in a primarily residential area mixed with
commercial development. The Proposed Project would introduce approximately
98 residents to an area that provides a range of alternative transportation options, such as
walking, biking, and public transit.

The Proposed Project is not anticipated to conflict with the Community and Mobility
element of the General Plan. The Proposed Project would not conflict with a program plan,
ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle
and pedestrian facilities. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and no
mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. SB 743 was adopted in 2013 requiring the Governor’s Office of
Planning and Research (OPR) to identify new metrics for identifying and mitigating
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d)

transportation impacts within CEQA. For land use projects, OPR has identified Vehicle
Miles Traveled (VMT) as the new metric for transportation analysis under CEQA. The
regulatory changes to the CEQA guidelines that implement SB 743 were approved on
December 28th, 2018, with an implementation date of Jul” 1st, 2020 as the new metric.

The City of Fontana’s Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) Guidelines for VMT and Level of
Service (LOS) Assessment October 2020) includes screening thresholds that can be used
to identify when a proposed land use project can be presumed to result in a less than
significant impact without conducting a more detailed analysis.®® Projects that generate
fewer than 500 average daily trips (ADT) would not cause a substantial increase in the total
citywide or regional VMT and are therefore presumed to have a less than significant impact
on VMT.®! Projects which generate less than 500 ADT include multi-family residential
development with 68 dwelling units or fewer.5? As the Proposed Project proposes 24 units,
the “Project net daily trips less than 500 ADT” screening threshold has been satisfied.

Based on the City guidelines, specific projects would be screened out of requiring a VMT
analysis or would be deemed to cause a less than significant impact, including projects
which generate less than 500 ADT. As such, the Proposed Project would be exempt from
requiring a VMT analysis. Hence, based on the City established guidelines and thresholds,
the Proposed Project is presumed to have a less than significant VMT impact, and no
mitigations are required.

No Impact. The Proposed Project would provide main ingress and egress to the site via
the existing driveway serving the Project Site. The design features of the Proposed Project
do not include any hazardous or incompatible structural or roadway features that would
substantially increase hazards and no incompatible uses would be incorporated. Therefore,
implementation of the Proposed Project would not generate a significant amount of traffic
that could result in road hazards. In addition, the Site Plan is subject to approval by the
Fontana Fire Protection District. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated, and no mitigation
measures are required.

Less than Significant. Access to Project Site is currently provided via an existing 30-foot-
wide driveway on Banana Avenue which runs parallel to the neighboring property
driveway west of the parcel. The driveway would be repaved with asphalt and include a
4-foot-wide accessible path of travel. The remaining 26-foot-wide driveway approach
would be wide enough to allow for reciprocal access. During construction, the contractor
would be required to maintain adequate emergency access for emergency vehicles.
Proposed Project operations would not interfere with an adopted emergency response or

80 The City of Fontana Traffic Engineering Division. Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) Guidelines.
https://www.fontana.org/DocumentCenter/View/35928/TIA-Guidelines---VMT-Assessment. Page 10-11. October

21, 2020.
81 The City of Fontana Traffic Engineering Division. Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) Guidelines.

https://www.fontana.org/DocumentCenter/View/35928/TI1A-Guidelines---VMT-Assessment. Page 13. October 21,

2020.

62 The City of Fontana Traffic Engineering Division. Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) Guidelines.
https://www.fontana.org/DocumentCenter/View/35928/TIA-Guidelines---VMT-Assessment. Page 14. October 21,

2020.
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XVIII.

evacuation plan and the driveway would provide adequate emergency vehicle access.
Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are
required.

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code
section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is geographically defined
in terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and that is?

1) Listed or eligible for listing in the California

Register of Historical Resources, or in a local

register of historical resources as defined in Public L] 3 L] L]
Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or?

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in

its discretion and supported by substantial

evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set

forth in subdivisil(c) of Public Resources Code

Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forthin ] X [] []
subdivion (c) of Public Resource Code Section

5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the

significance of the resource to a California Native

American tribe?

i) Less Than Significant with Mitigation. The results of the BFSA’s records search
indicate that one prehistoric resource, a lithic scatter, was identified within a one-mile
radius of the subject parcel. The records search results also indicate that 19 cultural
resource studies have been conducted within a one-mile radius of the subject parcel, none
of which intersect the subject parcel. BFSA also requested a SLF search from the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC). The NAHC noted the results were positive and
recommended contacting certain tribes for additional information.

The records search and literature review, combined with the extensive nature of past
ground disturbances and the lack of natural resources often associated with prehistoric
sites, suggest that there is a low potential for prehistoric sites to be contained within the
boundaries of the property. Archaeological monitoring of grading is recommended, as
described for Mitigation Measure CR-1, to prevent the inadvertent destruction of any
potentially important cultural deposits that were not observed or detected during the current
cultural resources study (see Appendix D). The monitoring program will include Native
American observers in the event that prehistoric deposits are discovered.
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On December 12, 2022, the City provided notification to the following tribes in accordance
with AB52: the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation (Gabrieleno), Soboba
Band of Luiseno Indians (Soboba), San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (San Manuel),
Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians, and San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians. The
City also provided notification letters in accordance with SB 18 (provided in Confidential
Appendix J — available at City office). The Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians provided a
response to the City in a letter dated December 13, 2022; no follow-up was required
(correspondence provided in Confidential Appendix J— available at City office).

The consultation period has ended. Tribes’ requests for additional project information,
coordination, or consultation with the Lead Agency, and/or Native American monitoring,
have been acknowledged at the conclusion of the AB52 and SB18 consultation with the
City.

With implementation of Mitigation Measure CR-1 identified above, potential impacts to
Tribal Cultural Resources are anticipated to be less than significant.

Less Than Significant with Mitigation. California Assembly Bill 52 (AB52) was
approved by Governor Brown on September 25, 2014. AB52 specifies that CEQA projects
with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource may have a significant effect on the environment. As such, the bill
requires lead agency consultation with California Native American tribes traditionally and
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of a proposed project, if the tribe requested to
the lead agency, in writing, to be informed of proposed projects in that geographic area.
The legislation further requires that the tribe-requested consultation be completed prior to
determining whether a negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or
environmental impact report is required for a project.

Senate Bill 18 (SB 18) requires cities and counties to conduct consultations with California
Native American tribes before the local officials adopt or amend their general plans. These
consultations are for preserving or mitigating impacts to Native American historic, cultural,
sacred sites, features, and objects located within the city or county.

On December 12, 2022, the City provided notification to the following tribes in accordance
with AB52: the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation (Gabrieleno), Soboba
Band of Luiseno Indians (Soboba), San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (San Manuel),
Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians, and San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians. The
City also provided notification letters in accordance with SB 18 (Tribal Consultation List
provided in Confidential Appendix J — available at City office). The Augustine Band of
Cahuilla Indians provided a response to the City in a letter dated December 13, 2022; no
follow-up was required (correspondence provided in Confidential Appendix J — available
at City office).

The consultation period has ended. Tribes’ requests for additional project information,
coordination, or consultation with the Lead Agency, and/or Native American monitoring,
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have been acknowledged at the conclusion of the AB52 and SB18 consultation with the
City.

The following Mitigation Measures shall be implemented if Tribal Cultural Resources are
discovered:

Mitigation Measures:

TCR-1: Prior to the initiation of ground-disturbing activities, the developer and
contractor shall notify field personnel (i.e. construction workers) to the possibility of
buried historical or Tribal Cultural Resource deposits. Prior to the start of grading, a
preconstruction meeting will be required to review the monitoring program with the
contractor’s construction crew and provide Cultural Sensitivity Training. The training
will include a presentation of various cultural and historic artifacts (such as pottery,
shells, fragments of stone tools and metates) as well as a discussion of uncovering
potential human remains. Actions to be taken should an such resources be found are
presented. The training will also focus on the treatment of sensitive fossils or
prehistoric artifacts if discovered. Worker attendance will be documented with sign-in
sheets and a report will be prepared by the archaeologist conducting the training
session.

TCR-2: If an inadvertent discovery of human remains occurs, the archaeological
monitor/consultant hired by the Project Applicant (as identified in Mitigation Measure
CR-1) will immediately divert work at minimum of 150-feet and place an exclusion
zone around the discovery location. The monitor/consultant(s) will then notify the
onsite lead/construction manager, who will then notify the consulting Tribes (all tribes
that were contacted for consultation), the qualified lead archaeologist, and the County
coroner, pursuant to the State Health and Safety Code §7050.5, and that code will be
enforced for the duration of the Project. Work will continue to be diverted while the
coroner determines whether the remains are human and subsequently Native American.
The discovery is to be kept confidential and secure to prevent any further disturbance.
If the finds are determined to be Native American, the coroner will notify the NAHC
as mandated by state law who will then appoint a Most Likely Descendent (MLD).

TCR-3: For a Native American Tribal representative designated MLD, their burial
policy shall be implemented. To the Tribe, the term “human remains” encompasses
more than human bones. In ancient as well as historic times, Tribal traditions included,
but were not limited to, the preparation of the soil for burial, the burial of funerary
objects with the deceased, and the ceremonial burning of human remains. The prepared
soil and cremation soils are to be treated in the same manner as bone fragments that
remain intact. Associated funerary objects are objects that, as part of the death rite or
ceremony of a culture, are reasonably believed to have been placed with individual
human remains either at the time of death or later; other items made exclusively for
burial purposes or to contain human remains can also be considered as associated
funerary objects. The MLD will work with the Coroner, NAHC, landowner, and Lead
Agency regarding culturally appropriate practices and recommended next steps.
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TCR-4: Prior to the continuation of ground disturbing activities, the landowner shall
arrange a designated site location within the footprint of the Proposed Project for the
respectful reburial of the human remains and/or ceremonial objects. In the case where
discovered human remains cannot be fully documented and recovered on the same day,
the remains will be covered with muslin cloth and a steel plate that can be moved by
heavy equipment placed over the excavation opening to protect the remains. If this type
of steel plate is not available, a 24-hour guard should be posted outside of working
hours. The MLD tribe will make every effort to recommend diverting the Proposed
Project and keep the remains in situ and protected, and the landowner/applicant shall
make every effort to comply with these recommendations. If the Proposed Project
cannot be diverted, it may be determined that burials will be removed. The MLD Tribe
will work closely with the qualified archaeologist to ensure that the excavation is
treated carefully, ethically, and respectfully. If data recovery is approved by the MLD
tribe, documentation shall be taken that includes, at a minimum, detailed descriptive
notes and sketches. Additional types of documentation shall only occur once approved
by the MLD tribe for data recovery purposes. Cremations will either be removed in
bulk or by any means necessary to ensure completely recovery of all material. If the
discovery of human remains includes four or more burials, the location is considered a
cemetery and a separate treatment plan shall be created. Once complete, a final report
of all activities is to be submitted to the MLD tribe and the NAHC. The tribes do not
authorize any scientific study or the utilization of any invasive and/or destructive
diagnostics on human remains.

Each occurrence of human remains and associated funerary objects that requires data
recovery will be stored using opaque cloth bags. All human remains, funerary objects,
sacred objects, and objects of cultural patrimony will be removed to a secure container
on site if possible. These items should be retained and reburied within 6 months of
recovery. The site of reburial/repatriation shall be on the Project Site but at a location
agreed upon between the MLD tribe and the landowner at a site to be protected in
perpetuity. There shall be no publicity regarding any cultural materials recovered and
their location shall remain confidential.

TCR-5: Upon discovery of any tribal cultural or archaeological resources, construction
activities shall cease within the immediate vicinity of the find (60-foot buffer) until the
find can be assessed. The landowner, City of Fontana, and consulting Tribes shall be
notified of the discovery. All tribal cultural and archaeological resources unearthed by
project construction activities shall be evaluated by the qualified archaeologist and by
a member of the consulting Tribes. If the resources are Native American in origin, the
Tribal representatives shall coordinate with the landowner regarding treatment and
curation of these resources. Typically, the tribes will request preservation in place or
reburial onsite, though will recommend data recovery if other options are exhausted.
Work may continue on other parts of the Proposed Project while evaluation and, if
necessary, additional protective mitigation takes place (CEQA Guidelines
Section15064.5(f)). If a resource is determined by the qualified archaeologist to
constitute a “historical resource” or “unique archaeological resource”, time allotment
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and funding sufficient to allow for implementation of avoidance measures, or
appropriate mitigation, must be available.

TCR-6: For unique archaeological resources, preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is
the preferred manner of treatment. If preservation in place is not feasible, treatment
may include implementation of archaeological data recovery excavations to remove the
resource along with subsequent laboratory processing and analysis. All analysis
proposals will be reviewed and approved by the consulting Tribes. Any historic
archaeological material that is not Native American in origin shall be curated at a
public, non-profit institution with a research interest in the materials within the County,
if such an institution agrees to accept the material. If no institution accepts the
archaeological material that is not Native American in origin, they shall be offered to
the consulting Tribe or a local school or historical society in the area for educational
purposes.

TCR-7: Native American human remains are defined in PRC 5097.98 (d)(1) as an
inhumation or cremation, and in any state of decomposition or skeletal completeness.
Funerary objects, called associated grave goods in PRC 5097.98, are also to be treated
according to this statute. Health and Safety Code 7050.5 dictates that any discoveries
of human skeletal material shall be immediately reported to the County Coroner and
excavation halted until the coroner has determined the nature of the remains. If the
coroner recognizes the human remains to be those of a Native American or has reason
to believe that they are those of a Native American, he or she shall contact, by telephone
within 24 hours, the NAHC and PRC 5097.98 shall be followed.

TCR-8: Archaeological and Native American monitoring and excavation during
construction Projects will be consistent with current professional archaeological
standards. No disturbance, physical modification, or separation of human remains and
associated funerary objects shall be taken. Principal personnel must meet the Secretary
of Interior standards for archaeology and have a minimum of 10 years of experience as
a principal investigator working with Native American archaeological sites in southern
California. The qualified archaeologist shall ensure that all other personnel are
appropriately trained and qualified.

With implementation of Mitigation Measures TCR-1 through TCR-8 identified above,

potential impacts to Native American tribal resources are anticipated to be less than
significant.
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XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project:

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

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

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve

the project and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry and multiple dry L] L] = u
years?

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the [ ] [] X []
project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local
standards or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment u u = u
of solid waste reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management
and reduction statutes and regulations related to [ ] [] X []
solid waste?

a) Less Than Significant. The Project Site is located within the Fontana Water Company
(FWC) service area. The Proposed Project would include the development of on-site water
delivery infrastructure connected to existing water FWC water mains in Banana Avenue.
The Proposed Project would be served by the City of Fontana for sewer service. The Project
Applicant would construct sewer laterals connecting to the existing sewer lines in Banana
Avenue. The environmental impacts from the construction of water and sewer service lines
are negligible.

Wastewater treatment services are provided by a regional authority, the Inland Empire

Utilities Authority (IEUA). Wastewater collected in Fontana’s sewer system is directed to
and treated at IEUA’s Regional Plants 1 and 4 (RP-1 and RP-4). The treatment capacity of
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b)

RP-1 is 44 million gallons per day (gpd) and the treatment capacity of RP-4 is 14 million
gpd,®® both of these plants have available capacity.

The Proposed Project would be serviced by Southern California Edison (SCE), which
provides electrical service to the general area. There are existing utility poles along the
southern boundary of the subject parcel which the Proposed Project would connect to.
Southern California Gas (SoCalGas) would provide natural gas for the Proposed Project.
There are existing natural gas distribution lines in Banana Avenue that the Proposed Project
would connect to.

The Proposed Project would maintain the same drainage pattern that currently exists at the
subject parcel. An underground infiltration chamber is proposed to treat the onsite runoff
before draining into the City’s stormwater drain system. The proposed underground
infiltration chamber is designed to capture 100% of on-site runoff.

The Project Site is located within AT&T’s service area and currently serviced by existing
telecommunication facilities. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not require
construction or expansion of such facilities.

The Proposed Project is not anticipated to require or result in the relocation or construction
of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electrical power,
natural gas, or telecommunications facilities that could cause significant environmental
effects. Less than significant impacts are identified or are anticipated, and no mitigation
measures are required.

Less than Significant. The Project Site is served by FWC. FWC forecasts a 30 percent
curtailment to its adjustable water rights in 2025. The curtailment is anticipated to reduce
by 2 percent every five years thereafter to reflect a coordinated plan to recharge the basin
over the 25-year planning horizon. Groundwater production of approximately 5,865 acre-
feet per year (AFY) is estimated to be available from the combined basins for pumping and
diversion by FWC during normal, single-dry and multiple-dry years in 2025 and is
expected to increase to 6,310 AFY by 2045.

Planned sources of supply will further expand FWC’s diverse water portfolio and create
additional redundancy. Under existing supply conditions, FWC first maximizes both
surface water supply from Lytle Creek, when available, and groundwater production rights
from the Lytle, Rialto-Colton, and No-Man’s Land Basins, pursuant to long-standing
agreements. The deficit between water supply and demand after utilization of the
previously-listed supplies is served by imported water. Any deficit remaining between
FWC water supply and demand is met using Chino Basin groundwater. The Chino Basin
is expected to provide sufficient supply to serve the balance of future projected demands
in normal year, single-dry year, and multiple-dry year scenarios.®*

8 Inland Empire Utilities Authority. Regional Water Recycling Plants No. 1 and 4. Accessed August 22. 2022.
64 West Yost. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan for the San Gabriel Valley Water Company Fontana Water Company

Division. June 2021.
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As summarized in the Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP), FWC’s supplies are
adequate to meet projected normal year, single dry year, and multiple year demands.®® As
shown in Tables 14, 15, and 16, water supplies would equal water demand for each

scenario.
Table 14
Normal Year Supply and Demand Comparison
2025 2030 2035 2040 | 2045 (Opt)

Supply totals
(autofill from Table 6-9) 45,503 45,000 48,665 50,442 51,943
Demand totals
{outofill from Table 4-3) 45,593 45,509 A8, 665 50,442 51,943
Difference 5 o o - -
MNOTES: Volumes are in AF.

Table 15

Single Dry Year Supply and Demand Comparison
2025 2030 2035 2040 | 2045 (Opt)

Supply totals* 34,006 34,987 36,297 37,623 38,742
Demand totals* 34,006 34,987 36,297 37,623 38,742
Difference 0 0 0 0 0
NOTES: Volumes are in AF.

85 West Yost. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan for the San Gabriel Valley Water Company Fontana Water Company
Division. June 2021.
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Table 16
Multiple Dry Years Supply and Demand Comparison
2025* 2030* 2035* 2040* g
(Opt)
Supply totals 42,886 44,124 45,776 47,447 48,859

First year Demand totals 42,886 44,124 45,776 47,447 48 855

Difference 0 0 0 0 0

Supply totals 41,415 42,610 44,206 45,220 47,183

Second year |Demand totals 41,415 42,610 44,206 45,820 47,183

Difference 0 0 0 0 0

Supply totals 34,074 35,057 36,369 37,697 38,819

Third year Demand totals 34,074 35,057 36,360 37,897 38,815

Difference 0 0 0 0 0

Supply totals 34,006 34,987 36,297 37,623 38,742

Fourth year [Demand totals 34,006 34,987 36,297 37,623 38,742

Difference 0 0 0 0 0

Supply totals 36,526 37,580 38,087 40,411 41,613

Fifth year Demand totals 36,526 37,580 38,987 40,411 41,613

Difference 0 0 0 0 0

MOTES: Volumes are in AF.

To reflect the lasting impacts of the 2012-2016 drought conditions on future projected
water demands, FWC selected a baseline demand of 165 gallons per capita per day (GPCD)
to project future water demands from 2025 through 2045. The Proposed Project is
estimated to generate 82 more residents than were estimated in the UWMP and have a
water demand of 13,530 additional gallons per day. The Proposed Project requires a CZ
from Single-Family to Route 66 Gateway District, which allows for multiple-family
development. The increase of 82 residents would not be a substantial increase in population
and is within the projected growth estimates relative to projected water demands.

FWC serves most of the City of Fontana. According to the existing General Plan, most
land uses are anticipated to remain unchanged within the City. However, specific projects,
like the Proposed Project, are anticipated to request permit to allow specific sites
throughout the City to allow for higher density developments. These types of project would
be assessed by the City on a project by project basis. FWC has opted to conservatively
project future water use based on projected future population and assuming current per
capita water consumption patterns.%® Therefore, the increase in water demand from the
Proposed Project is not anticipated to have a significant impact on water supplies during
normal, dry and multiple dry years. A less than significant impact would occur, and no
mitigation measures are required.

66 West Yost. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan for the San Gabriel Valley Water Company Fontana Water Company
Division. June 2021.
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c)

d)

Less Than Significant. The City owns Fontana’s sanitary sewer system of over 250 miles
of sewer lines and six sewage pump stations. While Fontana owns this infrastructure, the
wastewater treatment services are supplied by a regional authority, the Inland Empire
Utilities Authority (IEUA). Wastewater in Fontana is directed to and treated at Regional
Plants 1 and 4 (RP-1 and RP-4). The treatment capacity of RP-1 is 44 million gallons per
day (gpd) and the treatment capacity of RP-4 is 14 million gpd,®” both of these plants have
available capacity. The Proposed Project would be reviewed by the City and the applicable
wastewater providers to determine that sufficient sewer capacity exists to serve the
additional population that would be generated by the Proposed Project. A less than
significant impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. Solid waste disposal services for Fontana are provided by Burrtec
Waste Industries, a private company under franchise agreement with the City of Fontana.
Burrtec also operates Fontana’s curbside recycling (including green waste recycling)
program. All solid waste would be taken to the Mid-Valley Landfill, located at 2390 Alder
Avenue in Rialto, California. Its maximum permitted capacity is 101,300,000 cubic yards.
It has a maximum permitted throughput of 7,500 tons per day. As of June 30, 2019, it has
a remaining capacity of 61,219,377 cubic yards.®® Proposed Project construction would
generate demolition as well as construction waste requiring disposal at local landfills.
Materials generated during construction would include paper, cardboard, metal, plastics,
glass, concrete, lumber scraps and other materials. Section 4.408 of the 2019 California
Green Building Standards Code requires that at least 65% of the nonhazardous construction
and demolition waste from residential construction operations be recycled and/or salvaged
for reuse. Project construction would include recycling and/or salvaging at least 65% of
construction and demolition waste in accordance with the 2022 CALGreen. According to
CalRecycle’s estimated solid waste generation rates, multi-family residences generate
approximately 207 pounds of solid waste per day, based on the proposed 24 units, or
approximately 0.10 ton per day, based on 8.6 pounds per unit per day.®® Therefore, the
Proposed Project’s solid waste generation contribution to these landfills would be
negligible and would not exceed the daily permitted capacities of these facilities.
Therefore, a less than impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. AB 1826 requires local jurisdictions to implement an organic waste
recycling program to divert organic waste generated by businesses (including multifamily
buildings of five or more units, but not including household waste from the units). The
Proposed Project would adhere the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989
(AB 939), AB 1327, Chapter 18 (California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act
of 1991), and any other applicable local, State, and federal solid waste management
regulations. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation
measures are required.

57 Inland Empire Utilities Authority. Regional Water Recycling Plants No. 1 and 4. Accessed August 22. 2022.
8 CalRecycle. Solid Waste Information System database. Accessed August 22, 2022.
8 CalRecycle. Estimated Solid Waste Generation Rates. Accessed August 22, 2022.
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XX.  WILDFIRE

b)

d)

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

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation.

Substantially impair an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? L] L] X L]

Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors,

exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose

project occupants to, pollutant concentrations [ ] [] X []
from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a

wildfire?

Require the installation or maintenance of

associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel

breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or

other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that ~ [_] [] X []
may result in temporary ongoing impacts to the

environment?

Expose people or structures to significant risks,

including downslope or downstream flooding or

landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope u u u =
instability, or drainage changes?

Less than Significant. The Project site, including the subject parcel and driveway are not
located within a High nor Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone.”®’* The purpose of the
Hazard Mitigation Plan is to demonstrate the plan for reducing and/or eliminating risk in
City of Fontana.” Mitigation generally involves alteration of physical environments,
significantly reducing risks and vulnerability to hazards by altering the built environment
so that life and property losses can be avoided or reduced. The SBCFD interfaces with
different departments within the City to ensure the safety and efficiency of emergency
response services. During the City’s internal review process, the Proposed Project would
be subject to review by the SBCFD through the FFPD. As discussed previously, under
proposed conditions, the Proposed Project 30-foot driveway would be wide enough to
allow for reciprocal access.

Additionally, the portion of Banana Avenue between Foothill Boulevard and Arrow
Boulevard would be able to accommodate off-site parking by Proposed Project residents

70 City of Fontana. 2017 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan. Figure 4-6: Wildfire Hazard Severity Zones. June 2017.
L CalFire. FHSZ viewer https:/egis.fire.ca.gov/FHSZ/. Accessed April 20, 2023.
72 City of Fontana. 2017 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan.
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b)

d)

and visitors. During construction, the contractor would be required to maintain adequate
emergency access for emergency vehicles. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not
interfere with an adopted emergency response or evacuation plan. A less than significant
impact would occur, and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. The Project site, including the subject parcel and driveway are not
located within a High nor Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone.” The property is located
in an urbanized area and completely surrounded by existing development. It is not located
adjacent to or near wildlands. The proposed residential development includes 19,704 SF of
hardscape and 3,792 SF landscape. The Proposed Project would provide buildings with fire
safety and fire suppression design elements, and proper landscaping, thereby reducing the
risk of wildfire. The Proposed Project would comply with the latest California Fire Code.
Therefore, the Proposed Project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires. A less than significant impact would occur,
and no mitigation measures are required.

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project may include the installation of utilities;
however, installation, operation and maintenance of utilities would be in compliance with
fire safety regulations that require utility inspections’® and preparation of Wildfire
Mitigation Plans.” As noted above, the subject parcel and driveway are not located within
a High nor Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone and no aspects of the Proposed Project
would exacerbate fire risks that could result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment.’® Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation
measures are required.

No Impact. The Project site, including the subject parcel and driveway are located within
flood hazard zone X,”” which are areas with minimal flood hazard. Furthermore, it is not
located within a High or Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. The property is located in
an urbanized area and completely surrounded by existing development on relatively flat
terrain. The subject parcel and driveway are not located adjacent to or near wildlands.
Therefore, the Proposed Project would not expose persons or structures to post-fire slope
instability or post-fire drainage. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no mitigation
measures are required.

73 City of Fontana. 2017 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan. Figure 4-6: Wildfire Hazard Severity Zones. June 2017.

7 General Order 95 Rule 31.2 and General Order 165

7S California Office of Energy and Infrastructure Safety. Wildfire Mitigation Plans https://energysafety.ca.gov/what-

we-do/electrical-infrastructure-safety/wildfire-mitigation-and-safety/wildfire-mitigation-plans/. Accessed April 20,

2023.
76 City of Fontana. 2017 Local Hazard Mitigation Plan. Figure 4-6: Wildfire Hazard Severity Zones. June 2017.
" Federal Emergency Management Agency. National Flood Hazard Layer. Accessed August 4, 2022.
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XXI.

a)

b)

d)

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

Potentially Less than Less than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with
Mitigation.

Does the project have the potential to degrade the

quality of the environment, substantially reduce the

habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or

wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining

levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal [] X [] []
community, reduce the number or restrict the range

of arare 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 individually

limited, but cumulatively  considerable?

(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the

incremental effects of a project are considerable [ ] [] X []
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, which
will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

Does the project have the potential to achieve
short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage
of long-term environmental goals?

Less than Significant with Mitigation. The Project Site is located in an urbanized area of
the City. The Project Site is currently fully developed with single-family residences. Under
existing conditions, the Project Site is currently covered by gravel, trees, dirt, and ruderal
vegetation and four residential dwelling units. Block walls, wood picket fences, and chain-
link fences surround the residences. Immediately west of the subject parcel is an open yard
with parked vehicles.

The Project Site is surrounded by single-family residences to the west; a school to the east;
an apartment complex to the south; and a fire station and commercial uses to the north. The
Proposed Project would redevelop the subject parcel with a 3-story, 24-unit apartment
complex and a 30-foot-wide driveway on APNs:0230-041-60, and -52, in compliance with
the development standards set forth for the Route 66 Gateway zoning district. The
remaining three parcels would not see any development as part of this Proposed Project
and would only be subject to the requested CZ and GPA. Therefore, the Proposed Project
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would not involve habitat modifications or activities that would have adverse effects on
biological resources.

The Proposed Project will demolish one historic age building; however, as the cultural
resource report (provided as Appendix D to this initial study) evaluated the structure. Based
on the CRHR eligibility criteria, the cultural resources report concludes that this structure
does not meet the significance criteria; as such, it is not considered a historic building of
significance. As such, impacts to this structure are considered less than significant.
However, mitigation measures are recommended because grading has the potential to
discover inadvertent/undocumented historic features or deposits associated with the
historic occupation of the property since the 1960s. To minimize impacts to historic and
tribal cultural resources, with implementation of Mitigation Measures CR-1 and TCR-1
through TCR-8 identified, the Proposed Project would have a less than significant impact.

Less than Significant. 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.

Air Quality

In accordance with the SCAQMD methodology, emissions that exceed the regional
significance thresholds would cumulatively contribute to the nonattainment designations
of the SCAB. Development of the Proposed Project will be conditioned to comply with
current SCAQMD rules and regulations to minimize impacts to air quality as discussed.
The Proposed Project does not exceed applicable SCAQMD regional thresholds either
during construction or operational activities. In addition, the difference between emissions
from the existing use and emissions from the Proposed Project would be minimal. In
addition, an increase of 98 residents, based on an average household of 4.07 persons per
household.”® would not be substantial increase in population and is within the City’s project
growth estimates. As such, the Proposed Project is consistent with SCAG’s latest growth
forecasts. The Proposed Project would not violate any air quality standard or contribute

78 City of Fontana. Fontana Forward — General Plan Update 2015-2035. Approved and Adopted by City Council November 13,

2018.
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substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. Therefore, cumulative impacts
are anticipated to be less than significant.

Greenhouse Gas

Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are cumulative in nature, in that, no one single project
can measurably contribute to climate change and its affects (global average change in
temperature, rising sea levels etc.). The direct or indirect GHG impacts are therefore not
evaluated on a local level, but whether or not the GHG emissions resulting from the project
are cumulative; that is, they add considerably to an increase in GHGs as compared to the
existing environmental setting based on: 1) an established significance threshold(s); or
2) the extent to which the project complies with regulations or requirements adopted to
implement a statewide, regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitigation of greenhouse
gas emissions.

The Proposed Project does not interfere with the state's implementation of (i) SB 32's target
of reducing statewide GHG emissions to 40% below 1990 levels by 2030 or (ii) Executive
Order S-3-05's target of reducing statewide GHG emissions to 80% below 1990 levels by
2050 because it does not interfere with the state's implementation of GHG reduction plans
described in the California Air Resources Board's (CARB's) Updated Scoping Plan. The
Proposed Project’s total net operational GHG emissions would not exceed SCAQMD’s
draft screening threshold. It would be in compliance with the reduction goals AB 32 and
SB 32. Therefore, the Proposed Project’s incremental contribution to greenhouse gas
emissions and their effects on climate change would not be cumulatively considerable.

Less than Significant. The Southern California region is considered to be tectonically
active because of its historically high seismic activity. As such, the Proposed Project can
be expected to experience moderate to severe ground shaking during the design life. The
effects of seismic shaking can be mitigated through compliance with the latest Uniform
Building Code, the recommendations listed in the geotechnical report, and the Structural
Engineers Association parameters. With adherence to the City of Fontana Development
Code, the Proposed Project is not anticipated to result in a safety hazard for people residing
or working at the subject parcel. The development of the Proposed Project would not cause
adverse impacts on humans, either directly or indirectly.

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project is the development of a 3-floor, 24-unit
apartment complex on a property currently developed as a single-family residence. The
apartment complex would include roof solar panels to meet the Proposed Project’s
electricity demands. The solar panels would support Senate Bill 100, which sets a 2045
goal of powering all retail electricity sold in California and state agency electricity needs
with renewable and zero-carbon resources. As provided in the analyses of all
environmental resources herein, with implementation of mitigation measures no significant
impacts would occur prohibiting the achievement of the City’s long-term environmental
goals. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not have the potential to achieve short-term
environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals.
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Project Name Banana Ave.

Lead Agency City of Fontana

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 2.80

Precipitation (days) 6.40

Location 34.105371891544934, -117.496129578816
County San Bernardino-South Coast
City Fontana

Air District South Coast AQMD

Air Basin South Coast

TAZ 5285

EDFzZ 10

Electric Utility Southern California Edison
Gas Utility Southern California Gas

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq |Special Landscape |Population Description
Area (sq ft)

Apartments Mid Rise 24.0 Dwelling Unit 0.25 10,876 0.00 0.00
Parking Lot 12.7 1000sqft 0.30 0.00 3,792 0.00 — —
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, Summer — _
(Max)

Unmit. 14.5 6.12 8.65 0.01 0.53 0.32 1,640 0.07 0.03 131 1,652

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — _ _
(Max)

Unmit. 1.33 13.2 12.2 0.02 6.14 3.18 2,279 0.13 0.09 0.04 2,309

Average Daily — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Unmit. 0.42 1.99 2.66 < 0.005 0.20 0.12 506 0.02 0.01 0.18 510
Annual (Max) — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.08 0.36 0.48 < 0.005 0.04 0.02 83.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 84.5

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, on/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily - Summer — —

(Max)

2023 14.5 6.12 8.65 0.01 0.53 0.32 1,640 0.07 0.03 1.31 1,652
Daily - Winter — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

2023 1.33 13.2 12.2 0.02 6.14 3.18 2,279 0.13 0.09 0.04 2,309
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Average Daily — — — — — — — — — — —

2023 0.42 1.99 2.66 < 0.005 0.20 0.12 506 0.02 0.01 0.18 510
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —
2023 0.08 0.36 0.48 < 0.005 0.04 0.02 83.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 84.5

2.4. Operations Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, Summer —
(Max)

unmit. 7.19 1.03 17.8 0.04 2.03 1.75 1,877 1.89 0.06 3.82 1,946

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — —_ _ _ _
(Max)

uUnmit. 7.02 1.05 15.8 0.04 2.03 1.75 1,814 1.89 0.06 0.17 1,880

Average Daily — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Unmit. 1.24 0.58 5.27 0.01 0.41 0.18 1,172 1.26 0.05 1.61 1,221

Annual (Max) — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.23 0.11 0.96 < 0.005 0.08 0.03 194 0.21 0.01 0.27 202

2.5. Operations Emissions by Sector, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, Summer — _

(Max)

Mobile 0.54 0.45 4.17 0.01 0.31 0.06 945 0.05 0.04 3.74 963
Area 6.65 0.51 13.6 0.03 171 1.68 658 0.67 0.01 — 677
Energy < 0.005 0.07 0.03 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 253 0.02 < 0.005 — 253
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Water

Waste
Refrig.
Total

Daily, Winter
(Max)

Mobile
Area
Energy
Water
Waste
Refrig.
Total
Average Daily
Mobile
Area
Energy
Water
Waste
Refrig.
Total
Annual
Mobile
Area
Energy
Water
Waste

Refrig.

7.19

0.50
6.52

< 0.005

7.02
0.47
0.77

< 0.005

1.24

0.09
0.14
< 0.005

1.03

0.49
0.50

0.07

1.05

0.47
0.04

0.07

0.58

0.09
0.01
0.01

17.8

3.53
12.2

0.03

15.8

3.48
1.77

0.03

5.27

0.64
0.32
0.01

0.04

0.01
0.03

< 0.005

0.04

0.01
< 0.005

< 0.005

0.01

< 0.005
< 0.005
< 0.005

2.03

0.31
171

0.01

2.03

0.29
0.12

0.01

0.41

0.05
0.02
< 0.005

1.75

0.06
1.68

0.01

1.75

0.06
0.12

0.01

0.18

0.01
0.02
< 0.005

12.3
9.51

1,877

885
654
253
12.3

9.51

1,814

851
47.3
253
12.3

9.51

1,172

141

7.83
41.8
2.04

1.57

0.20
0.95

1.89

0.05
0.67
0.02
0.20

0.95

1.89

0.05
0.05
0.02
0.20

0.95

1.26

0.01
0.01
< 0.005
0.03
0.16
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< 0.005
0.00

0.06

0.05
0.01
< 0.005
< 0.005

0.00

0.06

0.04

< 0.005
< 0.005
< 0.005

0.00

0.05

0.01
< 0.005
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.08
3.82

0.10

0.08

0.17

1.54

0.08

1.61

0.25

0.01

18.7
33.3
0.08
1,946

901
674
253
18.7
33.3
0.08

1,880

867
48.6
253
18.7
33.3
0.08

1,221

143

8.05
42.0
3.09
5.51
0.01
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0.23 0.11 0.96 < 0.005 0.08 0.03 194 0.21 0.01 0.27 202

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Demolition (2023) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite

Daily, Summer
(Max)

Daily, Winter
(Max)

Off-Road
Equipment

Demolition
Onsite truck
Average Daily

Off-Road
Equipment

Demolition
Onsite truck
Annual

Off-Road
Equipment

Demolition
Onsite truck
Offsite

Daily, Summer
(Max)

0.54 4.99 5.91 0.01 0.21 0.20 852 0.03 0.01 — 855
— — — — 0.13 0.02 — — — — —
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.01 0.14 0.16 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 23.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 23.4
— — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — —
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
< 0.005 0.02 0.03 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 3.87 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.88
— — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — —
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Daily, Winter
(Max)

Worker
Vendor
Hauling
Average Daily
Worker
Vendor
Hauling
Annual
Worker
Vendor

Hauling

3.3. Site Preparation (2023) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

onmionJro

Onsite

Daily, Summer

(Max)

Daily, Winter
(Max)

Off-Road
Equipment

Dust From
Material
Movement

Onsite truck

Average Daily

0.05
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.06
0.00
0.14

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.70
0.00
0.08

0.02
0.00
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.01
0.00
0.01

<0.005
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00
<0.005

0.00
0.00

< 0.005

135
0.00
107

3.74
0.00
2.94

0.62
0.00

0.49

0.01
0.00
0.01

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005
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<0.005
0.00
0.02

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.02
0.00
0.01

0.01
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005

136
0.00
113

3.79
0.00
3.09

0.63
0.00

0.51

0.54

0.00

5.02

0.00

5.57

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.27

0.53

0.00

0.25

0.06

0.00
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Off-Road < 0.005 0.01 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 <0.005 2.35 < 0.005 <0.005 — 2.36
Equipment

Dust From — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — —
Material
Movement

Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.39 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.39
Equipment

Dust From — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — —
Material
Movement

Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Offsite — — — — — — — —_ — — _

Daily, Summer — — — — — — — —_ _ _ _
(Max)

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — _ — _
(Max)

Worker 0.03 0.03 0.35 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 67.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 68.1
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average Daily — — — — — — — — — _ _

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 0.19 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.19
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 0.03 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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3.5. Grading (2023) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite — —

Daily, Summer — — — — — — — — — — _
(Max)

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — —_ _ _ _
(Max)

Off-Road 1.28 12.6 11.4 0.02 0.60 0.55 1,713 0.07 0.01 — 1,719
Equipment

Dust From — — — — 5.31 2.57 — — — — —
Material
Movement

Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Average Daily — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road 0.01 0.07 0.06 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 9.39 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 9.42
Equipment

Dust From — — — — 0.03 0.01 — — — — —
Material
Movement

Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _

Off-Road < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.55 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.56
Equipment

Dust From — — — — 0.01 < 0.005 — — — — —
Material
Movement

Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Offsite — — — — — — — — _ _ _
Daily, Summer — — — — — — — —_ _ _ _

(Max)
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Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Worker 0.04 0.05 0.52 0.00 0.01 0.00 101 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 102
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.01 0.61 0.33 < 0.005 0.04 0.02 465 0.05 0.07 0.03 488

Average Daily — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 0.56 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.57
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 2.55 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 2.68
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 0.09 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.09
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.42 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.44

3.7. Building Construction (2023) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite

Daily, Summer — — — — — — — — _ _ _
(Max)

Off-Road 0.58 5.93 7.00 0.01 0.28 0.26 1,305 0.05 0.01 — 1,309
Equipment

Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — _ _
(Max)

Off-Road 0.58 5.93 7.00 0.01 0.28 0.26 1,305 0.05 0.01 — 1,309
Equipment

Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average Daily — — — — — — — — — — —
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Off-Road 0.16 1.62 1.92 < 0.005 0.08 0.07 357 0.01 < 0.005 — 359
Equipment

Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —
Off-Road 0.03 0.30 0.35 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 59.2 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 59.4
Equipment

Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Offsite — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily, Summer — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Worker 0.10 0.09 1.60 0.00 0.01 0.00 254 0.01 0.01 1.09 258
Vendor < 0.005 0.10 0.05 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 81.3 0.01 0.01 0.22 85.3
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Worker 0.09 0.11 1.20 0.00 0.01 0.00 233 0.01 0.01 0.03 235
Vendor < 0.005 0.10 0.05 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 81.3 0.01 0.01 0.01 85.1
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average Daily — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.02 0.03 0.35 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 64.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.13 65.5
Vendor < 0.005 0.03 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 22.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.03 233
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 0.01 0.06 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 10.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 10.9
Vendor < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 3.69 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 3.86
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.9. Paving (2023) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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lomon Jroe o Jcolsoe oo lmwesr oo Jow o i loore
Onsite — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, Summer — — — — — — — — — _ _
(Max)

Off-Road 0.53 4.61 5.32 0.01 0.22 0.20 823 0.03 0.01 — 826
Equipment

Paving 0.16 — — — — — — — — — _
Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — —_ _ _ _
(Max)

Average Daily — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road 0.01 0.06 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 11.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 11.3
Equipment

Paving < 0.005 — — — — — — — — — —
Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —
Off-Road < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.87 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.87
Equipment

Paving < 0.005 — — — — — — — — _ _
Onsite truck 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Offsite — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily, Summer — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Worker 0.10 0.09 1.62 0.00 0.01 0.00 257 0.01 0.01 1.10 261
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Average Daily — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 3.27 < 0.005 <0.005 0.01 3.32
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Vendor
Hauling
Annual
Worker
Vendor

Hauling

0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00
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0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
< 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 0.54 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.55
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.11. Architectural Coating (2023) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

onmion—Jro

Onsite

Daily, Summer
(Max)

Off-Road
Equipment

Architectural
Coatings

Onsite truck

Daily, Winter
(Max)

Average Daily

Off-Road
Equipment

Architectural
Coatings

Onsite truck
Annual

Off-Road
Equipment

0.15

14.3

0.00

< 0.005

0.20

0.00

< 0.005

0.93

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

1.15 < 0.005 0.04 0.03 134 0.01 < 0.005 — 134
;00 ;00 ;00 ;00 ;00 ;OO ;OO ;00 ;00
;02 <_0.005 <_0.005 <_0.005 :83 <_0.005 <_0.005 : :84
0_.00 0_.00 0_.00 0_.00 0_.00 0_.00 0_.00 0_.00 0_.00
<_0.005 <_0.005 <_0.005 <_0.005 0_.30 <_0.005 <_0.005 : 0_.30
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Architectural 0.04 — — — — — — — _ _ _
Coatings

Onsite truck  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Offsite — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, Summer — — — — — — — —_ _ _ _
(Max)

Worker 0.02 0.02 0.32 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 50.8 < 0.005 <0.005 0.22 51.6
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — _ _
(Max)

Average Daily — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 0.65 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.66
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 0.00 0.11 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.11
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.1. Mobile Emissions by Land Use
4.1.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, Summer —
(Max)
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Apartments 0.54 0.45 4.17 0.01 0.06 0.02 945 0.05 0.04 3.74 963
Mid Rise

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0.54 0.45 4.17 0.01 0.06 0.02 945 0.05 0.04 3.74 963
Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Apartments 0.50 0.49 3.53 0.01 0.06 0.02 885 0.05 0.05 0.10 901
Mid Rise

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0.50 0.49 3.53 0.01 0.06 0.02 885 0.05 0.05 0.10 901
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —
Apartments 0.09 0.09 0.64 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 141 0.01 0.01 0.25 143
Mid Rise

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0.09 0.09 0.64 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 141 0.01 0.01 0.25 143
4.2. Energy

4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, Summer —
(Max)

Apartments
Mid Rise

Parking Lot

Total

151

16.7
168

0.01

< 0.005
0.01

< 0.005

< 0.005
< 0.005

152

16.7
168

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — _ _
(Max)
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Apartments — — — — — — 151 0.01 < 0.005 — 152
Mid Rise

Parking Lot — — — — — — 16.7 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 16.7
Total — — — — — — 168 0.01 < 0.005 — 168
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —
Apartments — — — — — — 25.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 25.1
Mid Rise

Parking Lot — — — — — — 2.76 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 2.77
Total — — — — — — 27.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 27.9

4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, Summer —

(Max)

Apartments < 0.005 0.07 0.03 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 84.9 0.01 < 0.005 — 85.1
Mid Rise

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Total < 0.005 0.07 0.03 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 84.9 0.01 < 0.005 — 85.1
Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Apartments < 0.005 0.07 0.03 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 84.9 0.01 < 0.005 — 85.1
Mid Rise

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Total < 0.005 0.07 0.03 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 84.9 0.01 < 0.005 — 85.1
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —
Apartments < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 14.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 14.1
Mid Rise

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Total < 0.005 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 14.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 14.1
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4.3. Area Emissions by Source
4.3.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, Summer —

(Max)

Hearths 6.27 0.50 12.2 0.03 1.71 1.68 654 0.67 0.01 674
Consumer 0.23 — — — — — — — — _
Products

Architectural 0.02 — — — — — — — _ _
Coatings

Landscape 0.12 0.01 1.36 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 3.64 < 0.005 < 0.005 3.65
Equipment

Total 6.65 0.51 13.6 0.03 1.71 1.68 658 0.67 0.01 677
Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — _
(Max)

Hearths 6.27 0.50 12.2 0.03 1.71 1.68 654 0.67 0.01 674
Consumer 0.23 — — — — — — — — _
Products

Architectural 0.02 — — —_ — — — — _ _
Coatings

Total 6.52 0.50 12.2 0.03 1.71 1.68 654 0.67 0.01 674
Annual — — — — — — — — — _
Hearths 0.08 0.01 0.15 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 7.42 0.01 < 0.005 7.64
Consumer 0.04 — — — — — — — — _
Products

Architectural < 0.005 — — — — — — — — _
Coatings

Landscape 0.02 < 0.005 0.17 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.41 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.41
Equipment
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Total 0.14 0.01 0.32 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 7.83 0.01 < 0.005 — 8.05

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use
4.4.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, Summer —

(Max)

Apartments — — — — — — 11.8 0.20 < 0.005 — 18.2
Mid Rise

Parking Lot — — — — — — 0.47 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.47
Total — — — — — — 12.3 0.20 <0.005 — 18.7
Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Apartments — — — — — — 11.8 0.20 < 0.005 — 18.2
Mid Rise

Parking Lot — — — — — — 0.47 < 0.005 <0.005 — 0.47
Total — — — — — — 12.3 0.20 <0.005 — 18.7
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —
Apartments — — — — — — 1.96 0.03 < 0.005 — 3.01
Mid Rise

Parking Lot — — — — — — 0.08 < 0.005 <0.005 — 0.08
Total — — — — — — 2.04 0.03 < 0.005 — 3.09

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use
4.5.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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Daily, Summer

(Max)

Apartments — — — — — — 9.51 0.95 0.00 — 33.3
Mid Rise

Parking Lot — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Total — — — — — — 9.51 0.95 0.00 — 33.3
Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — — —
(Max)

Apartments — — — — — — 9.51 0.95 0.00 — 33.3
Mid Rise

Parking Lot — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Total — — — — — — 9.51 0.95 0.00 — 33.3
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —
Apartments — — — — — — 1.57 0.16 0.00 — 5.51
Mid Rise

Parking Lot — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Total — — — — — — 1.57 0.16 0.00 — 5.51

4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use
4.6.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, Summer —

(Max)

Apartments — — — — — — — — — 0.08 0.08
Mid Rise

Total — — — — — — — — — 0.08 0.08
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Daily, Winter — — — — — — — —_ _ _ _
(Max)

Apartments — — — — — — — — — 0.08 0.08
Mid Rise

Total — — — — — — — — — 0.08 0.08
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _

Apartments — — — — — — — — — 0.01 0.01
Mid Rise

Total — — — — — — — — — 0.01 0.01

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type
4.7.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Type

Daily, Summer —
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — _ _ _
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — —

4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type
4.8.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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Equipment PM10T PM2.5T CcOo2T CO2e
Type

Daily, Summer —
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — —_ _ _ _
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — —

4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type
4.9.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Equipment PM10T PM2.5T COo2T CO2e
Type

Daily, Summer —
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — _ _
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type
4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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Daily, Summer —
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — — — _
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, Summer — —
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, Winter — — — — — — — — _ _ _
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — —

Total — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, Summer — —
(Max)

Avoided — — — — — — — — _ — _

Subtotal — — — — — — — — _ — _



Sequestered
Subtotal
Removed
Subtotal

Daily, Winter
(Max)

Avoided
Subtotal
Sequestered
Subtotal
Removed
Subtotal
Annual
Avoided
Subtotal
Sequestered
Subtotal
Removed

Subtotal

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Banana Ave. Detailed Report, 10/4/2022

Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description
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Demolition

Site Preparation
Grading

Building Construction
Paving

Architectural Coating

Demolition

Site Preparation
Grading

Building Construction
Paving

Architectural Coating

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Demolition

Demolition

Demolition

Site Preparation

Site Preparation

Grading
Grading

Grading

Building Construction
Building Construction

Building Construction

Paving

Paving

Concrete/Industrial
Saws

Rubber Tired Dozers

Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Graders

Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Graders
Rubber Tired Dozers

Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Cranes
Forklifts

Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Cement and Mortar
Mixers

Pavers

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel
Diesel

Diesel

Diesel
Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

Diesel

3/1/2023
3/16/2023
3/18/2023
3/21/2023
8/9/2023
8/17/2023

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average
Average

Average

Average
Average

Average

Average

Average

3/15/2023
3/17/2023
3/20/2023
8/8/2023

8/16/2023
8/24/2023

1.00

1.00
2.00

1.00
1.00

1.00
1.00

1.00

1.00
2.00
2.00

4.00

1.00
29/42

5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00

8.00

1.00
6.00

8.00
8.00

6.00
6.00
7.00

4.00
6.00
8.00

6.00

7.00

10.0
1.00
2.00
100

5.00
5.00
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33.0

367
84.0

148
84.0

148
367

84.0

367
82.0
84.0

10.0

81.0

0.73

0.40
0.37

0.41
0.37

0.41
0.40
0.37

0.29
0.20
0.37

0.56

0.42



Paving

Paving

Architectural Coating

Rollers Diesel Average 1.00
Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 1.00
oes

Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

T [

Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day

Demolition
Demolition
Demolition
Demolition
Demolition

Site Preparation

Site Preparation

Site Preparation

Site Preparation

Site Preparation
Grading

Grading

Grading

Grading

Grading

Building Construction
Building Construction
Building Construction

Building Construction

Worker
Vendor
Hauling
Onsite truck
Worker
Vendor
Hauling
Onsite truck
Worker
Vendor
Hauling
Onsite truck
Worker
Vendor

Hauling

10.0

1.50

5.00

0.00

7.50

6.50

17.3

2.57
0.00
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0.38
0.37

0.48

Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

18.5
10.2
20.0

18.5
10.2
20.0

18.5
10.2
20.0

18.5
10.2
20.0

LDA,LDT1,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT
LDA,LDT1,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT
LDA,LDT1,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT
LDA,LDT1,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT
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Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT

Paving — — — —

Paving Worker 17.5 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Paving Vendor — 10.2 HHDT,MHDT
Paving Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Paving Onsite truck — — HHDT
Architectural Coating — — — _

Architectural Coating Worker 3.46 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Architectural Coating Vendor — 10.2 HHDT,MHDT
Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT
Architectural Coating Onsite truck — — HHDT

5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings

Phase Name Residential Interior Area Coated |Residential Exterior Area Coated | Non-Residential Interior Area Non-Residential Exterior Area Parking Area Coated (sq ft)
(sq ft) (sq ft) Coated (sq ft) Coated (sq ft)

Architectural Coating 22,024 7,341 0.00 0.00

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (cy) Material Exported (cy) Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (Building Acres Paved (acres)
Square Footage)

Demolition 0.00 1,300

Site Preparation — — 0.50 0.00 —
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Grading 100 — 1.50 0.00 —
Paving 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.30
5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.7. Construction Paving

Apartments Mid Rise — 0%
Parking Lot 0.30 100%

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (Ib/MWh)

2023 0.00 0.03 <0.005

5.9. Operational Mobile Sources

5.9.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Type Trips/Weekday Trips/Saturday Trips/Sunday Trips/Year VMT/Weekday VMT/Saturday VMT/Sunday VMT/Year

Apartments Mid Rise 131 98.2 45,302 1,077 373,830
Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

5.10. Operational Area Sources

5.10.1. Hearths
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5.10.1.1. Unmitigated

Hearth Type Unmitigated (number)

Apartments Mid Rise —

Wood Fireplaces 1
Gas Fireplaces 20
Propane Fireplaces
Electric Fireplaces

No Fireplaces
Conventional Wood Stoves
Catalytic Wood Stoves

Non-Catalytic Wood Stoves

o B O N O O

Pellet Wood Stoves

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings

Residential Interior Area Coated (sq ft) |Residential Exterior Area Coated (sq ft) | Non-Residential Interior Area Coated Non-Residential Exterior Area Coated [Parking Area Coated (sq ft)
(sq ft) (sq ft)

22023.899999999998 7,341 0.00 0.00

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment

Snow Days daylyr 0.00

Summer Days daylyr 250

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption

5.11.1. Unmitigated
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Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N20 and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)

Apartments Mid Rise 103,588 0.0330 0.0040 264,892
Parking Lot 11,448 532 0.0330 0.0040 0.00

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption

5.12.1. Unmitigated

Apartments Mid Rise 1,000,348 0.00
Parking Lot 0.00 60,896

5.13. Operational Waste Generation

5.13.1. Unmitigated

Apartments Mid Rise 5.36 0.00

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00

5.14. Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment

5.14.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Type Equipment Type Refrigerant Quantity (kg) Operations Leak Rate |Service Leak Rate

Apartments Mid Rise Average room A/C & R-410A 2,088 < 0.005 2.50 2.50 10.0
Other residential A/C
and heat pumps

Apartments Mid Rise Household refrigerators R-134a 1,430 0.12 0.60 0.00 1.00
and/or freezers
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5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment

5.15.1. Unmitigated

Equipment Type Fuel Type Number per Day Hours Per Day Load Factor

5.16. Stationary Sources

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps

5.16.2. Process Boilers

Equipment Type Fuel Type Boiler Rating (MMBtu/hr) Daily Heat Input (MMBtu/day) Annual Heat Input (MMBtu/yr)

5.17. User Defined

Equipment Type Fuel Type

5.18. Vegetation
5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type
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5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040-2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which assumes GHG
emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Temperature and Extreme Heat 21.7 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 5.25 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm
Sea Level Rise 0.00 meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 0.00

annual hectares burned

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from observed
historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about ¥ an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if received over a full
day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider different
increments of sea level rise coupled with extreme storm events. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four simulations make
different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of different rainfall and temperature
possibilities (MIROCS). Each grid cell is 50 meters (m) by 50 m, or about 164 feet (ft) by 164 ft.

Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040—2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data of climate,
vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The four simulations make

different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of different rainfall and temperature
possibilities (MIROCS). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.
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6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A
Sea Level Rise 1 0 0 N/A
Wildfire 1 0 0 N/A
Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A
Snowpack N/A N/A N/A N/A
Air Quality 0 0 0 N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the greatest
exposure.

The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest ability to adapt.

The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A
Sea Level Rise 1 1 1 2
Wildfire 1 1 1 2
Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A
Snowpack N/A N/A N/A N/A
Air Quality 1 1 1 2

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the greatest
exposure.
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The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the

greatest ability to adapt.

The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator

Exposure Indicators
AQ-Ozone

AQ-PM

AQ-DPM

Drinking Water

Lead Risk Housing
Pesticides

Toxic Releases

Traffic

Effect Indicators
CleanUp Sites
Groundwater

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators
Impaired Water Bodies
Solid Waste

Sensitive Population
Asthma

Cardio-vascular

Result for Project Census Tract

95.3
93.5
89.8
66.7
48.2
0.00
75.3
70.0

86.3
30.9
97.5
0.00
95.4

72.1

85.8
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Low Birth Weights
Socioeconomic Factor Indicators
Education

Housing

Linguistic

Poverty

Unemployment

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

315

79.1
48.1
73.7
73.3
85.8
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The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Economic

Above Poverty
Employed

Median HI

Education

Bachelor's or higher
High school enroliment
Preschool enrollment
Transportation

Auto Access

Active commuting
Social

2-parent households
Voting

Neighborhood

Alcohol availability

19.81265238
14.93648146
31.91325549
4.824842808
17.87501604
64.42961632
92.6344155

46.54176825
66.99602207
15.74489927

51.89272424
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Park access

Retail density

Supermarket access

Tree canopy

Housing

Homeownership

Housing habitability

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden
Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden
Uncrowded housing

Health Outcomes

Insured adults

Arthritis

Asthma ER Admissions

High Blood Pressure

Cancer (excluding skin)

Asthma

Coronary Heart Disease

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease
Diagnosed Diabetes

Life Expectancy at Birth

Cognitively Disabled

Physically Disabled

Heart Attack ER Admissions

Mental Health Not Good

Chronic Kidney Disease

Obesity

21.5193122
38.36776594
40.97266778
5.51777236
52.16219684
24.6888233
17.34890286
82.47144874
10.95855255
8.392146798
41.4

18.4

53.6

68.9

21.6

40.3

27.0

27.5

23.5

24.2

50.9

7.0

19.7

27.1

22.5
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Pedestrian Injuries
Physical Health Not Good
Stroke

Health Risk Behaviors
Binge Drinking

Current Smoker

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity
Climate Change Exposures
Wildfire Risk

SLR Inundation Area
Children

Elderly

English Speaking
Foreign-born

Outdoor Workers

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity
Impervious Surface Cover
Traffic Density

Traffic Access

Other Indices

Hardship

Other Decision Support

2016 Voting

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

90.7
211

34.3

50.7
20.8
234

0.0

0.0

39.2
91.2
19.9
77.9
50.5

77.1

71.4

46.8

86.0

29.4
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CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a)

93.0
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Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 19.0
Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) Yes
Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) Yes
Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.
7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

Land Use Per Site Plan

42142



APPENDIX B
CALEEMOD FOR EXISTING



APPENDIX C
EXISTING TREE REPORT MAO



APPENDIX D
CULTURAL RESOURCES STUDY



APPENDIX E
SOILS EVALUATION



APPENDIX F
INFILTRATION EVALUATION



APPENDIX G
PALEO ASSESSMENT



APPENDIX H
WQmP



APPENDIX |
PuBLIC FACILITIES NEEDS LIST



APPENDIX J
AB 52 & SB 18



CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENT



	Figure 1.pdf
	Page 2

	Figure 2.pdf
	Figures 2-4
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3

	Figure 4
	Page 2


	Figure 3.pdf
	Page 1

	Figure 4.pdf
	Page 2

	Figures 5-6.pdf
	Page 3
	Page 4




