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New Maintenance and Operations Facility at
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May 2023

This Categorical Exemption Evaluation Report documents the eligibility of the Magnolia School District's (District)
proposed construction of a new maintenance and operations (M&O) facility at Dr. Jonas E. Salk Elementary School
(proposed Project) to be exempt from expanded environmental review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), under California Public Resources Code Section 21084 and California Code of Regulations, Title 14
(CEQA Guidelines) Sections 15061(b)(2) and 15300 et seq.

1. Location

The Project is proposed at Dr. Jonas E. Salk Elementary School, located at 1411 Gilbert Street in the City of Anaheim,
Orange County. The existing Salk Elementary is located on Assessor's Parcel Number 127-420-01 and is north of
West Cerritos Avenue and west of South Gilbert Street.” Regional access is via Interstate 5, approximately 2 miles
north and west of the school. The Project would affect an approximately 1.5-acre area (Project site) in the southwest
corner of the larger approximately 18.4-acre school campus. Figure 1, Local Vicinity, shows the location of the Project
site at Salk Elementary and the existing surrounding land uses.

2. Existing Setting

Existing Uses

Salk Elementary was constructed in 1955 and is a traditional elementary school for transitional kindergarten through
sixth grade students. It currently has 52 classrooms and a corresponding enroliment capacity of 1,300 seats.? Salk
Elementary is owned by the District and encompasses approximately 18.4 acres. It has been improved over the years
with permanent, modular, and portable building structures, underground utilities, landscaping, and parking
improvements. Outdoor recreational space is on the western half of the rectangular-shaped campus, and school
buildings, parking, and bus and passenger loading are on the eastern half. A contiguous blacktop playground separates
grass turf on the west side of the campus from the buildings and parking. The outdoor recreational space covers
approximately 10 acres of land, including roughly 7 acres of natural turf. As shown in Figure 2, Site Photographs, the
Project site supports several ornamental trees and a backstop.3

Surrounding Uses

Salk Elementary is surrounded by residential development on the west, south, and east. Magnolia High School is north
of the campus. The Project site is adjacent to residential uses on the west. The school’s existing turf field is to the north
and east of the Project site. The District recently approved two prefabricated modular classroom buildings, one on the
turf, east of the Project site, and another in the northern portion of the campus; construction of these modular buildings
is planned for the summer of 2023. West Cerritos Avenue and residential uses are to the south.

1 City of Anaheim, Property Info, accessed March 28, 2023, https://gis.anaheim.net/Propertyinfo/?APN=07045004.
2 Based on the state-adopted classroom loading factor of 25 pupils per elementary school classroom.
3 A backstop is a screen or fence that prevents a ball from leaving a field of play.






Facing north-northeast on West Cerritos Avenue, looking at the project site.
Note the ornamental trees.

Facing northeast from the sidewalk on West Cerritos Avenue,
looking at the project site. Note the Salk Elementary classroom buildings
and southeastern parking lot in the background.
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3. Project Description

Facility Improvements

The District proposes construction of a 15,000-square-foot building in the southwest portion of Salk Elementary for
operation of the District's M&O department. As shown in Figure 3, Conceptual Site Plan, the building would be L-
shaped and measure 183 feet along the southern perimeter and 158 feet along the western side. The building would
be 16 feet in height and set back from the southern and western property lines by 16 feet to provide fire access west
of the proposed building. Drought-tolerant landscaping would be planted along the building’s southern perimeter,
adjacent to West Cerritos Avenue. The proposed facility would be connected to existing utility systems that serve Salk
Elementary, including but not limited to plumbing, electrical, communication, and fire alarm.

The Project also includes development of a surface parking lot with 43 stalls, developed between the proposed M&O
building and future new school building, west of the parking lot at the Cerritos Avenue and Gilbert Street intersection.
Vehicular access would be via a new driveway on West Cerritos Avenue.

The new M&O facility would be compliant with the California Building Code, California Green Building Code
(CALGreen), and Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

Operation

The Project would allow the District to maximize the use of limited District-owned property and improve administrative
operations. Overcrowding conditions at the existing M&O/Transportation Yard at 10850 Berry Avenue, approximately
0.75 miles southwest of Salk Elementary, would be addressed by the proposed relocation of the M&O Department to
underutilized field space at Salk Elementary. The existing M&O facility would be occupied by other District operations
that already operate at 10850 Berry Avenue.

The proposed M&O facility would operate similar to the existing facilities with business hours from 6:00 AM to 5:00 PM.
The facility would house the District’'s custodial cleaning services; grounds maintenance services and its equipment
and vehicles; and preventive/predictive maintenance and repairs services of all District properties, including schools.
Approximately 20 people would be employed at the Project site. Most employees would be deployed to different District-
owned properties via District vehicles for maintenance and landscape jobs off the Project site.

Construction

Construction of the proposed M&O facility would commence the summer of 2023 and be completed by the second
quarter of 2025. Prior to the start of construction, the backstop and related field uses in the southwest corner of the
campus would be relocated immediately north onto the contiguous turf area. Construction activities would include site
preparation, grading, building construction, paving, and architectural coating. The Project site would be cleared,
grubbed, and rough graded to establish a drainage pattern toward the natural turf. The building foundation would be
installed, and the building would be constructed, before paving the driveways and parking areas and installing the
landscaping and permanent perimeter fencing.

Construction Best Management Practices (BMP) and Regulatory Compliance

»  The construction staging and laydown area would be on-site within the general footprint of the proposed parking
lot, away from existing residences west of the Project site.

»  The Project site would be fenced with green screening to limit trespassing and vandalism and to limit potential
views into the site from adjacent streets and residential uses. Existing storm drain inlets would be protected, and
fiber rolls would be placed along the interior perimeters of the fenced areas. The driveway into the staging area
would be stabilized and installed with a tire wash.
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As the construction area would be greater than an acre, the Project would be required to comply with the State
Water Resources Control Board's Construction General Permit (Order No. 2012-0006-DWQ). This permit requires
the District and/or its construction contractor to prepare a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) which
requires identification of potential construction-related pollutants and the implementation of BMPs to control and
reduce pollutants from discharging into waterways. The BMPs would address erosion control, perimeter control,
wind erosion control, storm drain inlet protection, tracking control, and general site management. Disturbed areas
left inactive for seven or more days would be seeded to minimize erosion.

Construction would occur between 7:00 AM and 5:00 PM, from Monday through Friday. No construction would
occur on Sundays and federal holidays. No deliveries would occur for a period of 15 minutes before and 15 minutes
after the morning and afternoon bells at Salk Elementary to reduce potential delays or disruption to circulation on
local roadways during such peak hours and for purposes of public safety.

Construction vehicles and equipment would be equipped with operating and maintained mufflers to limit noise
effects at nearby sensitive land uses (e.g., residences as well as students).

To avoid direct and indirect impacts to potential active bird nests and/or nesting birds and in compliance with the
federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and California Fish and Game Code (CFGC), the Project would
implement preconstruction clearance surveys prior to ground disturbance and vegetation removal activities, as
follows:

In compliance with the MBTA and CFGC, if Project-related activities are to be initiated during bird nesting
season (January 1 to September 15), the District and/or its construction contractor shall retain a qualified
biologist to conduct a preconstruction nesting bird clearance survey no more than three days prior to the start
of any vegetation removal or ground-disturbing activities. The qualified biologist shall survey all suitable
nesting habitat within the Project impact area. If no active bird nests are detected during the clearance survey,
Project construction activities may commence, and no additional avoidance and minimization measures shall
be required. If an active bird nest is found, the species shall be identified, and a “no-disturbance” buffer shall
be established around the active nest. The size of the “no-disturbance” buffer shall be increased or decreased
based upon the judgement of the qualified biologist and level of activity and sensitivity of the species. The
qualified biologist shall periodically monitor any active bird nests identified to determine if Project-related
activities occurring outside the no-disturbance buffer disturb the birds and if the buffer needs to be increased.
Once the young have fledged and left the nest, or the nest otherwise becomes inactive under natural
conditions, Project activities within the no-disturbance buffer may occur following an additional survey by the
qualified biologist to search for any new bird nests in the restricted area.

The Project would be subject to rules and regulations enforced by the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD), which would limit the release of construction-related pollution into the air and waterways.

* Rule 402 (Nuisance). This rule prohibits the discharge “from any source whatsoever such quantities 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 a natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to business or property.”
This rule does not apply to odors emanating from agricultural operations necessary for the growing of crops or
the raising of fowl or animals.

* Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust). This rule requires fugitive dust sources to implement best available control measures
for all sources and prohibit all forms of visible particulate matter (PM) from crossing any property line. This rule
is intended to reduce PMio emissions from any transportation, handling, construction, or storage activity that
has the potential to generate fugitive dust. PM+o suppression techniques are summarized below.
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a) Portions of a construction site to remain inactive longer than a period of three months will be seeded and
watered until grass cover is grown or otherwise stabilized.

b) All on-site roads will be paved as soon as feasible or watered periodically or chemically stabilized.

c) All material transported off-site will be either sufficiently watered or securely covered to prevent excessive
amounts of dust.

d) The area disturbed by clearing, grading, earthmoving, or excavation operations will be minimized at all
times.

e) Where vehicles leave a construction site and enter adjacent public streets, the streets will be swept daily
or washed down at the end of the workday to remove soil tracked onto the paved surface.

* Rule 1113 (Architectural Coatings). This rule requires manufacturers, distributors, and end users of
architectural and industrial maintenance coatings to reduce reactive organic gases (ROG) emissions from the
use of these coatings, primarily by placing limits on the ROG content of various coating categories.

4. Categorical Exemption

CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines require the preparation of environmental documents to assess and report the
environmental impacts of projects that could result in adverse effects on the environment. Public Resources Code
Section 21084 and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15300 et seq. also list classes of projects that are found by the Secretary
of the California Natural Resources Agency to not have a significant effect on the environment and thus are declared
categorically exempt from extensive environmental documentation, provided that none of the exceptions to the use of
categorical exemptions apply (CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2).

Among the list of categorically exempt classes of projects is Class 32, Infill Development Projects (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15332). Class 32 projects consist of those characterized as infill development meeting the following conditions
specified in Section 15332:

a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan policies
as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations;

b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than five acres substantially
surrounded by urban uses;

c) The project site has no habitat for endangered, rare, or threatened species;

d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or water
quality; and

e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.

The section below documents how the Project is consistent with the requirements of Categorical Exemption Class 32
and whether exceptions apply to the use of the exemption.

4.1. Applicability of Class 32, Infill Development Project, Categorical Exemption

a) General Plan and Zoning Designations and Regulations
The Project site is designated Schools in the City of Anaheim General Plan and zoned Transition (T).# The Schools
land use designation is for public and larger, established private schools, including elementary, junior and high

4 City of Anaheim, Property Info, accessed March 28, 2023, https://gis.anaheim.net/Propertylnfo/?APN=07045004.
7



Magnolia School District — Categorical Exemption Evaluation Report
New Maintenance and Operations Facility at Salk Elementary School

schools.5 The T-Zone is intended for lands “used for agricultural uses, in a transitory or interim use, restricted to limited
uses because of special conditions, or not zoned to one of the zoning districts in this title [Anaheim Municipal Code]
for whatever reason, including recent annexation.”® According to the City of Anaheim, the T-Zone for Salk Elementary
is accurate and appropriate.”

Approximately 1.5 acres of underutilized field space on the 18.4-acre Salk Elementary campus would be converted to
administrative M&O uses with Project implementation. The proposed M&O operations would support Salk Elementary,
as well as other District schools and facilities, which are allowed uses and operations under the Schools land use
designation and T-Zone. The Schools designation and T-Zone do not restrict operations to school programming only.
Specifically, the T-Zone allows the proposed ftransition from school operations to the District's administrative
operations. Therefore, the Project would be consistent with the City’s School land use designation and T-Zone
regulations and meets requirement (a) of Class 32 (CEQA Guidelines Section 15332 [a]).

b) Project Location and Size

Salk Elementary is in a densely populated, urban community in the City of Anaheim. Project implementation would
affect an approximately 1.5-acre turf area in the southwest corner of the campus. Accordingly, the Project would be
consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15332(b), which limits the site to being within city limits, less than 5 acres,
and surrounded by urban uses.

¢) Endangered, Rare, or Threatened Species

A field survey was conducted by a Michael Baker biologist on March 30, 2023. The Project site is developed and
consists of non-native grassland and ornamental trees. No special-status species were observed, nor are they
expected to occur on the Project site given the developed nature of the site. No nesting birds or behaviors were
observed during the site visit. Nevertheless, the District will comply with the MBTA and CFGC Codes, as shown under
the Project description. As the Project site has no value as habitat for endangered, rare, or threatened species, the
Project complies with CEQA Guidelines Section 15332(c).

d) Effects Relating to Traffic, Noise, Air Quality, and Water Quality
The assessment provided below of potential Project impacts on traffic, noise, air quality, and water quality is based on
the CEQA Guidelines Appendix G environmental checklist for these resource topics.

i. Traffic
i-1) Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

Roadway Facilities

A curb-cut, located within the City’s right-of-way, would be required for construction of the proposed driveway on West
Cerritos Avenue to provide access to the Project site; no other roadway improvements are proposed. The District would
coordinate with the City for construction of the curb-cut, and the proposed roadway facility would be compliant with
applicable City design and engineering standards and policies.

Vehicle trips would be generated during Project construction and operation. Construction activities would be phased
(e.g., site work, grading, installation of the building foundation, building construction, paving, and architectural coating).
About 20 vehicle trips would be generated per construction phase (worker and hauling); this number is not substantial.

5 City of Anaheim, Anaheim General Plan — Land Use Element, May 2004, accessed March 28, 2023,
https://anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/9522/E-Land-Use-Element.

& City of Anaheim, Anaheim Municipal Code Section 18.14.020, accessed March 28, 2023,
https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/anaheim/latest/anaheim_ca/0-0-0-66053#JD_Chapter18.14.

7 Jose Barriga, Associate Planner, City of Anaheim, via telephone on December 9, 2022.
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The District would also schedule construction-related deliveries before and after Salk Elementary’s morning and
afternoon school bells in an effort to minimize potential conflicts with school activities. Therefore, short-term
construction-related traffic would be limited, and the Project would not conflict with City policies related to roadway
facilities.

The Project’s 20 employees would arrive between 6:00 AM and 8:00 AM and depart between 4:00 PM and 5:00 PM.
Assuming each employee generates two peak hour vehicle trips, once during the morning and another at the end of
the workday, the Project would generate 40 peak hour trips, which is below the City’s threshold of 100 peak hour trips;
therefore, a Project-specific traffic study is not required.® It should be noted that the District's M&O operations currently
operate approximately 0.75 miles southwest of the Project site and related vehicle trips would be redirected to the
Project site; Project operations would not contribute new vehicle trips to the existing circulation system. Therefore,
long-term Project operations would create negligible effects to the roadway system and would be consistent with City
programs, ordinances, and policies concerning roadway facilities.

Pedestrian Facilities

There are existing sidewalks adjacent to the Project site on West Cerritos Avenue. Construction of a new driveway on
West Cerritos Avenue may result in temporary unavailability of the sidewalks. The District will coordinate with the City
to reduce potential construction-related conflicts with pedestrian facilities adjacent to the Project site. Additionally, any
potential interference would be short term. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with the City of Anaheim’s policies
on pedestrian facilities.

Bicycle Facilities

There are no existing bicycle facilities along West Cerritos Avenue. The closest bike facilities are Class Il Bike Lanes
along South Gilbert Street, approximately 0.06 mile to the east of the Project site.® The Project would not interfere with
the continued use of these bike lanes. Nevertheless, the District will coordinate with the City to ensure potential
construction-related traffic does not affect any existing bicycle facilities. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with
adopted policies on bicycle facilities.

Public Transit

No bus stops are in front of Salk Elementary, along West Cerritos Avenue. Project implementation would not conflict
with adopted policies on public transit.

i-2) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 (b)?

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 (b) addresses when vehicle miles traveled (VMT)—which refers to the amount and
distance of automobile travel attributable to a project—must be analyzed. According to the City, VMT analysis is not
required for local-serving projects, which are presumed to have a less than significant transportation impact.'® The
Project involves a “Public Service” that would serve local schools. Accordingly, the Project can be screened from a
project-level VMT assessment due to its local-serving nature. The Project would not conflict with CEQA Guidelines
15064.3(b).

8 City of Anaheim, Criteria for Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies, accessed March 28, 2023,
https://www.anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/32775/City-of-Anaheim-Criteria-for-Preparation-of-Traffic-Impact-Studies.

9 City of Anaheim, Anaheim General Plan — Circulation Element, May 2004, accessed March 28, 2023,
https://www.anaheim.net/712/General-Plan.

10 City of Anaheim, The City of Anaheim Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines for California Environmental Quality Act, June 2020,
accessed March 28, 2023, https://www.anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/32774/City-of-Anaheim-TIA-Guidelines-for-CEQA-
Analysis-62020.
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i-3) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No sharp curves or dangerous intersections are present on West Cerritos Avenue or South Gilbert Street. The proposed
driveway on West Cerritos Avenue would be designed in conformance with local design and engineering requirements
to ensure adequate ingress/egress and sight distance. Additionally, the Project would be compatible with the
surrounding residential and school uses and would not increase potential hazards related to a geometric design feature
or incompatible use. Impacts concerning roadway hazards would be less than significant.

i-4) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

The Project would be designed to meet local emergency access requirements. The M&O building would be set back
16 feet from the western property line to allow for emergency access between the proposed building and adjacent
residential use. Additionally, the proposed site plan would be reviewed by Anaheim Fire & Rescue to ensure adequate
fire access is provided throughout the Project site. Project operations would not generate substantial traffic, which
could cause congestion and block roadways and delay emergency vehicles. Emergency access would continue to be
available along public roads and throughout the Salk Elementary site. Therefore, impacts concerning emergency
access would be less than significant.

ii. Noise/Vibration
A Noise Technical Memorandum (Attachment A) was prepared to determine the Project’s potential impacts related to
noise and vibration.""

ii-1) Would the project result in 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 local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

Construction

Construction activities would include demolition and removal of existing backstop and field uses; site preparation and
grading; building construction; paving of on-site driveways, parking areas, sidewalks, and hardscapes; and application
of architectural coatings. Per the Anaheim Municipal Code, construction activities conducted between 7:00 AM and
7:00 PM are exempted from the stationary noise standard of 60 A-weighted decibels (dBA) at nearby residential
property lines. 2

City construction noise standards do not provide limits to noise levels generated by construction activities. Therefore,
the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) 2018 Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA Manual)
was used to determine if construction activities would result in significant noise impacts.'® The FTA Manual indicates
that a significant construction noise impact would occur if construction noise exceeds 80 dBA during the daytime at
nearby residential uses.

" Vista Environmental, Magnolia School District — Proposed New Maintenance & Operations/Transportation Yard Project Noise
Technical Memorandum, April 25, 2023.

12 City of Anaheim, Anaheim Municipal Code, Section 6.70.010, accessed April 26, 2023.

13 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, September 2018,
https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-
assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf.
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Construction noise impacts were analyzed using the Federal Highway Administration’s Roadway Construction Noise
Model. Table 1 shows the construction noise levels at the nearest noise sensitive receptors, i.e., single-family homes
to the west and south of the Project site.

Table 1: Construction Noise Levels at Nearby Homes

Construction Noise Level (dBA Leg) at:
Construction Phase Nearest Homes to West* Nearest Home to South?

Demolition 74 74
Site Preparation 73 73
Grading 73 73
Building Construction 74 73
Paving 71 71
Painting 62 61
FTA Construction Noise Thresholds 80 80
Exceed Thresholds? No No
Source: Federal Highway Administration, Roadway Construction Noise Model, 2006
1 The nearest homes to the west are located as near as 200 feet west of the center of the project site.
2The nearest homes to the south are located as near as 210 feet south of the center of the project site.

As shown, the greatest construction noise impacts would occur during the demolition phase, with a noise level as high
as 74 dBA Leq at the single-family homes to the west and south, and the Project would not exceed the FTA construction
noise threshold of 80 dBA Le, during construction activities. Therefore, Project construction would not result in a
substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the Project site. Impacts would
be less than significant.

Operation
Project implementation would generate permanent operational noise in the vicinity of the Project site. Two types of
noise are associated with long-term operation of the Project: 1) roadway vehicular noise, and 2) on-site noise.

Roadway Vehicular Noise

A significant roadway noise impact would occur if the Project increased the roadway noise level by 5 dBA or greater
where existing roadway noise levels are below 65 dBA 24-hour community noise equivalent level (CNEL) levels at the
nearest homes; or if the Project increased the roadway noise level by 3 dBA or greater where existing roadway noise
levels are 65 dBA CNEL or higher.'® A doubling of traffic along nearby roadways is required to increase the existing
noise levels by 3 dBA CNEL. West Cerritos Avenue is anticipated to support an estimated 8,000 average daily trips in
the year 2025.18 The Project’s 20 daily vehicle trips would increase traffic by 0.25 percent on West Cerritos Avenue,
which is substantially less than the doubling of traffic that is required to increase the roadway noise level by 3 dBA
CNEL. Therefore, roadway vehicular noise impacts would be less than significant.

14 Federal Highway Administration, Roadway Construction Noise Model, 2006,
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ENVIRonment/noise/construction_noise/rcnm/renm.cfm#:~:text=The%20FHWA%20RCNM%20is%20a
,construction%20projects%200f%20varying%20complexity.

15 City of Anaheim, Final Environmental Impact Reported prepared for the Anaheim General Plan and Zoning Code Update -
Noise, May 25, 2004, accessed April 26, 2023, https://www.anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/2192/510-Noise.

16 City of Anaheim, Final Environmental Impact Reported prepared for the Anaheim General Plan and Zoning Code Update -
Traffic and Circulation, May 25, 2004, accessed April 26, 2023, https://www.anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View//2197/515-
Traffic-and-Circulation.
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On-site Noise Impacts

Once operational, the proposed M&O building would generate noise from parking lot activities and rooftop mechanical
equipment. Section 6.70.010 of the Municipal Code prohibits the production of noise to exceed 60 dBA at any point on
a property line. Reference noise measurements were taken at another maintenance facility (Rancho Cucamonga
Corporate Yard at 8794 Lion Street, Rancho Cucamonga, California) that generates similar types of noise as the
Project. The average noise level at the property line of the Rancho Cucamonga Corporate Yard was 54.8 dBA.
Assuming the noise level at the perimeter of the Project Site were the same, the Project’s operational noise would be
below the City of Anaheim’s noise standard of 60 dBA. It should also be noted that the proposed M&O building would
be set back from the from the western property line by 16 feet and access points or parking are not proposed along
the building’s western side, so noise would not be emitted from the west side of the proposed building. Operational
noise caused by the Project would not exceed City noise standards at nearby homes. Impacts would be less than
significant.

ii-2) Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels?

Construction

Construction-related vibration impacts are significant if construction creates continuous (or steady-state) vibration that
exceeds 0.25 inch per second peak particle velocity (PPV).7 The main source of construction-generated vibration
would be from the operation of a bulldozer. Based on data from the FTA Manual and typical propagation rates, the
vibration level at the nearest off-site structure would be less than 0.20 inch per second PPV (refer to Attachment A).
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Operation

The proposed facility would not include operation of any known vibration sources, aside from typical vehicle operations.
Therefore, excessive groundborne vibration impacts would not occur, and impacts related to excessive groundborne
vibration and noise would be less than significant.

ii-3) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

The Project is not located within an airport land use plan area or within two miles of a public use airport.'® The nearest
public use airport is the Fullerton Municipal Airport, located over 4 miles to the north of the Project site. The Project
would not expose people on-site to excessive noise levels from aircraft approaching or departing the airport. No impact
related to aircraft noise would occur.

iii. Air Quality

iii-1) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
Regional growth projections are used by the SCAQMD to forecast future emission levels in the South Coast Air Basin
(SoCAB). For Southern California, these regional growth projections are provided by the Southern California

Association of Governments (SCAG) and are partially based on land use designations in the city/county general plans.
Typically, only large, regionally significant projects have the potential to affect the regional growth projections.

17 California Department of Transportation, Division of Environmental Analysis, Transportation and Construction Vibration
Guidance Manual, September 2013, https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/34120/Caltrans-2013-construction-
vibration-PDF.

18 Airport Land Use Commission for Orange County, Airport Planning Areas, April 17, 2008, accessed March 29, 2023,
https://files.ocair.com/media/2021-02/airportlu_20200604.pdf?Versionld=cMd6uGpbgOWGd3jMOSE TPJF 3y5nMyATF.
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The Project is not a project of statewide, regional, or areawide significance that would require intergovernmental review
under Section 15206 of the CEQA Guidelines. Therefore, the Project would not have the potential to substantially affect
SCAG'’s demographic projections. Additionally, the regional emissions generated by construction and operation of the
Project would be less than the SCAQMD emissions thresholds (see Response iii-2 below), and the SCAQMD would
not consider the Project a substantial source of air pollutant emissions with the potential to affect the attainment
designations in the SoCAB. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable
air quality management, and no impact would occur.

iii-2) Would the project result in cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which

the project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard?

Project construction and operations would generate regional emissions. Accordingly, air quality impacts were
assessed, based on methodologies recommended by the SCAQMD. In an effort to reduce construction costs, the
District is expediting the design and construction of the Project so that Project construction could occur at about the
same time as the two prefabricated modular classroom buildings recently approved by the Board at Salk Elementary.
As such, the air quality modeling assumed a worst-case scenario that the Project’s construction activities would occur
simultaneously with the recently approved new school buildings project.

The modeling evaluated whether the combined construction effects of the Project and classroom buildings would
exceed applicable SCAQMD thresholds for primary pollutants of concern for which ambient air quality standards have
been established, including reactive organic gases (ROG), nitrogen dioxide (NO,), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur
dioxide (SOy), coarse inhalable particulate matter (PMyo), and fine inhalable particulate matter (PM5). Emissions were
modeled using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), version 2022.1. CalEEMod is a statewide land
use emissions computer model designed to quantify potential criteria pollutant emissions associated with both
construction and operations from a variety of land use projects. Default assumptions in the CalEEMod modeling
program were used. Table 2 shows the short-term emissions generated by the simultaneous construction of the Project
and the modular classroom buildings. Table 3 shows the long-term operational air emissions associated with operation
of the M&O building and new modular classroom buildings. As shown, the Project would not exceed thresholds
established by the SCAQMD, and short-term and long-term Project-level impacts to air quality would be less than
significant.

Table 2: Short-Term Construction Emissions

Pollutant (pounds/day)’
Emissions Source
ROG NOx co SO PM1o PM2s
Construction Related Emissions?
Year 1 1.82 17.6 17.8 0.03 2.81 1.69
Year 2 1.37 11.5 12.9 0.02 0.70 0.48
Year 3 5.86 10.9 12.7 0.02 0.65 043
Maximum Daily Emissions 5.86 17.6 17.8 0.03 2.81 1.69
SCAQMD Thresholds 75 100 550 150 150 55
Is Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No
Source: Refer to Attachment B, Air Quality Emissions Data, for detailed model data.

Notes:

1. Emissions were calculated using CalEEMod, version 2022.1. Higher emissions between summer and winter are presented as a
conservative analysis.

2. Modeling assumptions include compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403, which requires the following: properly maintain mobile and other
construction equipment; replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly; water exposed surfaces three times daily; cover stockpiles
with tarps; water all haul roads twice daily; and limit speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour.
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Table 3: Long-Term Operational Air Emissions

Emissions Source e
ROG NOx co SOx PM1o PM:s
Proposed Project Summer Emissions
Mobile Emissions 1.24 0.77 8.34 0.02 0.67 0.13
Area Source Emissions 0.71 0.01 1.52 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
Energy Emissions 0.01 0.11 0.09 <0.01 0.01 0.01
Total Emissions? 1.96 0.90 9.96 0.02 0.68 0.14
SCAQMD Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Is Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No
Proposed Project Winter Emissions
Mobile Emissions 1.22 0.84 7.95 0.02 0.67 0.13
Area Source Emissions 0.46 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Energy Emissions 0.01 0.1 0.09 <0.01 0.01 0.01
Total Emissions? 1.69 0.95 8.05 0.02 0.67 0.14
SCAQMD Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Is Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No
Source: Refer to Attachment B, Air Quality Emissions Data, for detailed model data.
Notes:
1. Emissions were calculated using CalEEMod, version 2022.1.
2. The numbers may be slightly off due to rounding.

Project emissions would not contribute significantly to criteria pollutants for which the region is in non-attainment. The
SoCAB is designated non-attainment for ozone (1-hour and 8-hour) by the National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS); non-attainment for PM1o by the CAAQS; and non-
attainment for PM25 by NAAQS. " As shown above, the Project’s construction and operational activities would not result
in emissions in excess of SCAQMD’s significance thresholds (Tables 2 and 3). As such, the Project would not result in
a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria pollutants, and impacts would be less than significant.

iii-3) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Construction

The SCAQMD prepared the Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology to assist lead agencies in analyzing
localized air quality impacts using local significance thresholds (LSTs).2 The SCAQMD provides LSTs for projects that
disturb/grade 1, 2, or 5 acres per day emitting CO, NOx, PM2s, or PMyo.

The Project site is located in source receptor area (SRA) 17 (Central Orange County). The Project would actively
disturb an area of approximately 1.5 acres per day during site preparation and 1 acre per day during grading. Therefore,
LST thresholds for 1 acre were utilized for the construction LST analysis. As the nearest sensitive uses adjoin the
Project site, the LST value for 25 meters was used. As shown in Table 4, below, air pollutant emissions resulting from
Project construction would be below the SCAQMD LST thresholds. Construction activities would not expose sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. Impacts would be less than significant.

19 South Coast Air Quality Management District, NAAQS/CAAQS and attainment status for South Coast Air Basin, September
2018, accessed March 29, 2023, http://www.agmd.gov/home/air-quality/clean-air-plans; note that the SOCAB is also designated
partial non-attainment for lead by the NAAQS. However, a partial non-attainment designation pertains to the Los Angeles County
portion of SOCAB only for near-source monitors. Redesignation to attainment is expected based on updated monitoring data.

20 South Coast Air Quality Management District, Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology, 2008,
http://lwww.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa’handbook/localized-significance-thresholds/final-Ist-methodology-
document.pdf?sfvrsn=2
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Table 4: Construction Localized Significance Emissions Summary

Emissions (pounds per day)?
Construction Year

NOx co PM1o PM2s
20231 175 16.9 2.67 1.66
20242 1.2 11.9 0.46 0.42
20252 10.6 11.9 0.40 0.37
Maximum Daily Emissions 17.5 16.9 2.67 1.66

SCAQMD Localized Threshold* 81 485 4 3

Threshold Exceeded? No No No No

Source: Refer to Attachment B for detailed model data.

Notes:

' The demolition phase emissions would represent the worst-case scenario for CO, and the grading phase emissions would present the
worst-case scenario for NOx PM1o, and PM25s in 2023.

2 The building construction phase emissions would represent the worst-case scenario for NOx, CO, PM1o, and PM25sin 2024 and 2025.

3 The reduction/credits for construction emissions applied in CalEEMod are based on the application of dust control techniques as
required by SCAQMD Rule 403. The dust control techniques include the following: properly maintain mobile and other construction
equipment; replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly; water exposed surfaces twice daily; cover stockpiles with tarps; water all
haul roads three times daily; and limit speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour.

4 The LST was determined using Appendix C of the SCAQMD Final Localized Significant Threshold Methodology guidance document for
pollutants NOx, CO, PM1o, and PM2s. The LST was based on the anticipated daily acreage disturbance for construction (approximately
1.5 acres; therefore, the threshold for 1 acre was used), a distance of 25 meters to the closest sensitive receptor, and the source
receptor area (SRA 17).

Operation

According to SCAQMD LST methodology, LSTs would apply to the operational phase of a Project if the project includes
stationary emissions sources or attracts mobile sources (i.e., trucks) that may spend extended periods queuing or idling
at the site (e.g., warehouse or transfer facilities). The project would not include stationary emissions sources.
Employees of the proposed M&O facility would be deployed to different District-owned properties via the District's fleet
of vehicles for maintenance and landscape jobs off the Project site. In addition, occasional truck trash pickup and
delivery would occur at the site. Although the Project would generate truck trips, the trucks would not spend extended
periods queuing or idling on-site; therefore, idling emissions from trucks would be minimal. Additionally, potential
emergency vehicle trips to and from the site would be sporadic and would not idle on-site or along adjacent roadways
for long periods of time. Thus, due to the lack of such emissions, no long-term LST analysis is needed. Operational
LST impacts would be less than significant in this regard.

ii-4) Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?

The Project would not result in objectionable odors. Emissions from construction equipment, such as diesel exhaust,
may generate odors. However, these odors would be low in concentration, temporary, and not expected to affect a
substantial number of people. Any odors produced by Project operations would not be substantial or highly
objectionable and would be in compliance with SCAQMD Rule 402.2' Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

21 South Coast Air Quality Management District, https://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/rule-iv/rule-
402.pdf?sfvrsn=4.
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iv. Water Quality

iv-1) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

A significant impact would occur if a project discharges water that does not meet the quality standards of the State

Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), which regulates surface water quality and water discharge into stormwater
drainage systems.

New construction projects can result in two types of water quality impacts: (1) short-term impacts from the discharge
of soil through erosion, sediments, and other pollutants during construction; eroded material that can be deposited into
coastal waters, constituting a pollutant and altering the normal balance of animal and plant life; and (2) long-term
impacts from impervious surfaces (buildings, roads, parking lots, and walkways) that prevent water from being
absorbed/infiltrated into the ground, thereby increasing the concentration of pollutants, such as oil, fertilizers,
pesticides, trash, soil, and animal waste in stormwater runoff. Runoff from short-term construction and long-term
operation can flow directly into lakes, local streams, channels, and storm drains and eventually be released untreated
into the ocean.

Construction

Construction projects of 1 acre or more are regulated under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities
(Order No. 2012-0006-DWQ) issued by the SWRCB. As the Project site is larger than 1 acre, the District will be required
to develop and implement a SWPPP, estimating pollutants from construction activities to receiving waters, and
specifying BMPs, including erosion control, that would be incorporated into the construction plan to minimize
stormwater pollution. Project construction would be subject to the Statewide Construction General Permit and
implementation of BMPs specified in the SWPPP, and construction-related impacts to water quality would be less than
significant.

Operation

The Project would comply with the federal Clean Water Act to limit water quality impacts. No large areas of exposed
soil would remain onsite following Project implementation. The Project would alter the composition of surface runoff by
creating impervious surfaces (a building structure and surface parking lot). However, the Project site would be cleared,
grubbed, and rough graded to establish a northward drainage pattern toward the natural turf. Project operations would
not conflict with water quality standards or waste discharge requirements and would not substantially degrade surface
or ground water quality. Impacts would be less than significant.

iv-2) Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?

The Project site is located over the Coastal Plain of Orange County groundwater subbasin.22 The Project site is
occupied by a turf area and would not provide intentional groundwater recharge. The Project does not include new
groundwater wells that would extract groundwater from the aquifer. Construction and operation of the Project would
not lower the groundwater table or deplete groundwater supplies. Therefore, the Project would not substantially
decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. Impacts would be less than
significant.

22 California Department of Water Resources. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Basin Prioritization
Dashboard. Accessed March 29, 2023. https://gis.water.ca.gov/app/bp-dashboard/finall.
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iv-3) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces in
a manner which would:

iv-3a) Result in a substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite?

The Project would not alter the course of a stream or river because such features are not present on-site or in close
proximity. Implementation of BMPs during construction as required by the SWPPP would ensure that Project
construction does not result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site. After development of the proposed
improvements, ground surfaces would be improved with a building structure, hardscape, and landscaping. No large
areas of exposed soil would remain onsite following Project implementation. Disturbed areas left inactive for more than
seven days would be seeded to minimize erosion. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

iv-3b) Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on- or off-site?

The Project site is currently developed with a turf field with ornamental trees and a backstop. Development of the
Project site as proposed would result in conversion of permeable to impermeable surfaces through construction of a
building structure and the placement of hardscape, thereby reducing the Project site’s current rate of absorption and
increasing the volume of surface water runoff. However, the Project would add permeable landscaping to the site, and
establish a northward drainage pattern toward the adjacent natural turf. Project implementation would not substantially
increase the amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in on- or off-site flooding. Impacts would be less
than significant.

iv-3c) 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?

The Project is relatively minor in nature and would include permeable landscaping. Additionally, the Project would
establish a northward stormwater drainage pattern toward the natural turf area that would ensure runoff water would
not exceed the capacity of existing off-site stormwater drainage systems. The Project would not provide a substantial
additional source of polluted runoff. Impacts would be less than significant.

iv-3d) Impede or redirect flood flows?

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) map panels 06059C0136J and 06059C0137J,
FEMA has designated the Project site as being in Zone X (Other Flood Areas), defined as areas of 0.2 percent annual
chance flood; areas of 1 percent annual chance flood with average depths of less than 1 foot or with drainage areas
less than 1 square mile; and areas protected by levees from 1 percent annual chance flood.2® The Project site is
therefore determined to be outside of the FEMA-mapped 100-year floodplain, and flood hazards would be minimal.
Project implementation would not impede or redirect flood flows within a 100-year flood area. No impact would occur.

iv-4) Would the project in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation?

Flood Hazard

Refer to Response iv-3d above. The Project site is located within Zone X, indicating there is a minimal flood hazard.
The Project site is located outside of the FEMA-mapped 100-year floodplain. Therefore, no impact would occur related
to the risk of releasing pollutants as a result of a flood hazard.

23 Federal Emergency Management Agency, FEMA Panel Number 06059C0136J and FEMA Panel Number 06059C0137J,
effective date December 2, 2009, accessed March 29, 2023, https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/home/index.html.

17


https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/home/index.html

Magnolia School District — Categorical Exemption Evaluation Report
New Maintenance and Operations Facility at Salk Elementary School

Tsunami

A tsunami is a great sea wave, commonly referred to as a tidal wave, produced by a significant undersea disturbance
such as tectonic displacement of a sea floor associated with large, shallow earthquakes. According to the California
Geological Survey Tsunami Hazard Area Map — County of Orange, the Project site is outside of a tsunami hazard
area.?* Therefore, no impact would occur related to the risk of releasing pollutants as a result of a tsunami.

Seiche

A seiche is an oscillation of a body of water in an enclosed or semi-enclosed basin, such as a reservoir, harbor, lake,
or storage tank. The Project site, as with most of Anaheim, is mapped within a dam inundation zone associated with
the potential failure of Prado Dam, which is approximately 20 miles east-northeast of the Project site. It is possible that
an earthquake can induce a seiche at Prado Dam and expose people and structures, including at the Project site, to
inundation hazards. The City of Anaheim has taken precautions to reduce the threat of catastrophic flood damage,
including continual coordination and participation with state and federal programs, including with the US Army Corps
of Engineers, Los Angeles District (USACE-LA) to implement flood control measures.? Moreover, the USACE-LA has
adopted an Emergency Action Plan for Prado Dam that identifies incidents that can lead to emergency conditions and
actions to follow in the event of a breach to minimize property damage and the potential loss of life due to dam failure.2
Therefore, potential impacts related to the risk of releasing pollutants as a result of a seiche causing inundation from
Prado Dam at the Project site would be less than significant.

iv-5) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan?

The 2014 Sustainable Groundwater Management Act requires local public agencies and groundwater sustainability
agencies in high- and medium-priority basins to develop and implement groundwater sustainability plans or prepare an
alternative to a groundwater sustainability plan. The Project site is within the Coastal Plain of Orange County Basin
which is ranked as a “medium” priority basin.? The Orange County Water District (OCWD) has prepared and
implemented its Groundwater Management Plan for the basin. Goals of the Groundwater Management Plan are:

o To protect and enhance groundwater quality;
o To protect and increase the sustainable yield of the basin in a cost-effective manner; and
e Toincrease the efficiency of OCWD operations.?

The Project is also within the jurisdiction of the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). The Santa
Ana RWQCB manages surface waters through implementation of its Water Quality Control Plan for the Santa Ana
River Basin.2® Chapter 2, Plans and Policies, includes a number of water quality control plans and policies adopted by
the SWRCB that apply to the Santa Ana RWQCB. Chapter 4, Water Quality Objectives, includes specific water quality

24 California Geological Survey, Tsunami Hazard Area Map, July 8, 2021, accessed March 29, 2023,
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Documents/Publications/Tsunami-
Maps/Tsunami_Hazard_Area_Map_Orange_County_a11y.pdf.

25 City of Anaheim, Anaheim General Plan — Safety Element, January 10, 2023, accessed March 28, 2023,
https://www.anaheim.net/712/General-Plan.

26 JS Army Corps of Engineers, National Inventory of Dams, accessed March 28, 2023,
https://nid.usace.army.mil/#/dams/system/CA10022/summary.

27 California Department of Water Resources, SGMA Basin Prioritization Dashboard, accessed March 29, 2023,
https://gis.water.ca.gov/app/bp-dashboard/finall.

28 Qrange County Water District, OCWD Groundwater Management Plan 2015 Update, June 17, 2015, accessed March 30,
2023, https://www.ocwd.com/wp-content/uploads/groundwatermanagementplan2015update_20150624.pdf.

29 Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana River Basin Plan, June 2019, accessed March 30, 2023,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/santaana/water_issues/programs/basin_plan/.
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objectives according to waterbody type (i.e., ocean waters, enclosed bays and estuaries, inland surface waters, and
groundwaters).

The Project would not involve the extraction of groundwater, deplete groundwater supplies, interfere with groundwater
recharge, or adversely impact groundwater quality. Runoff would be directed northward towards the turf field.
Therefore, the Project would not conflict with or obstruct the implementation of OCWD’s Groundwater Management
Plan or Basin Plan. Impacts would be less than significant.

Summary
As provided above, the Project would not result in significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or water quality.
The Project meets the requirements of CEQA Guidelines Section 15332(d).

e) Public Utilities and Services

The Project would be developed on an existing elementary school campus that is served by existing domestic and fire
water lines, sewer lines, storm drains, electrical, communication, and fire alarm systems. The Project would connect to
the existing utility systems on the campus and would not require new tie-ins under West Cerritos Avenue. The Project
would continue to be served by the Anaheim Police Department and Fire Department for law enforcement and fire
services, respectively. Project implementation would not require expanded law enforcement or fire services. Project
implementation would not require expanded public utilities or services. Therefore, the Project meets the requirements
of CEQA Guidelines Section 15332(e).

4.2. Exceptions to Categorical Exemptions
CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2, Exceptions, lists conditions under which categorical exemptions are inapplicable:

a) Location. Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of where the project is to be located—a project
that is ordinarily insignificant in its impact on the environment may in a particularly sensitive environment be
significant. Therefore, these classes are considered to apply in all instances, except where the project may impact
on an environmental resource of hazardous or critical concern where designated, precisely mapped, and officially
adopted pursuant to law by federal, state, or local agencies.

b) Cumulative Impact. All exemptions for these classes are inapplicable when the cumulative impact of successive
projects of the same type in the same place, over time is significant.

c) Significant Effect. A categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity where there is a reasonable possibility
that the activity will have a significant effect on the environment due to unusual circumstances.

d) Scenic Highways. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which may result in damage to scenic
resources, including, but not limited to, trees, historic buildings, rock outcroppings, or similar resources, within a
highway officially designated as a state scenic highway. This does not apply to improvements which are required
as mitigation by an adopted negative declaration or certified EIR.

e) Hazardous Waste Sites. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project located on a site which is included
on any list compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of the Government Code.

f) Historical Resources. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which may cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.

The Project is reviewed below for characteristics or circumstances that may invalidate the potential to exempt the
Project from further environmental evaluation.
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a) Location

Section 15300.2(a) of the CEQA Guidelines states that Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of
whether a project is located in a uniquely sensitive environment of hazardous or critical concern. As described above,
the Project site is mapped within a dam inundation zone associated with failure of Prado Dam. However, due to
precautions taken by the City and USACE-LA, Project implementation would not exacerbate hazards related to a failure
of Prado Dam (see Response iv-4 above). Impacts would be less than significant. The Project site is not within other
areas of unique sensitive environments of hazardous or critical concern—including mineral resources, geology, noise,
or wildfire—mapped and/or designated by federal, state, or local agencies.®® Additionally, as further discussed below
in Section 5(e), Salk Elementary is not listed on a government database for potential hazardous concerns. CEQA
Guidelines Section 15300.2(a) does not apply to the Project.

b) Cumulative Impact

Exemptions are inapplicable for a project when there is a significant cumulative impact of “successive projects of the
same type in the same place, over time (§ 15300.2(b)).” In addition to the Project, the District plans to conduct the
below improvements at Salk Elementary when funding is available:3'

Add a drop-off zone in the front parking lot;

o Relocate Project Homeless Education Renewing Opportunities (HERO) from Salk Elementary to Mattie Lou
Maxwell School and Robert M. Pyles STEM Academy; and

e  Construct two new modular classroom buildings, one in the northern portion of the campus and the other in the
southern.

The school buildings project was approved by the District Board of Education on January 19, 2023; however, no funding
has been slated for the first two projects listed. Therefore, the first two projects listed would not be implemented at the
same time as the proposed Project, and their environmental effects would not be combined with the Project’s to cause
cumulatively considerable effects.

In an effort to save costs and streamline construction activities, the District is expediting the design and construction of
the Project so that its construction may commence at about the same time as for construction of the two new modular
classroom buildings noted above (i.e., summer of 2023). Both projects are relatively minor in scope and neither on its
own or when combined would cause significant environmental effects, especially with the implementation of the BMPs
and regulatory requirements listed above in Section 3, which would reduce effects on air quality, biological resources,
noise, and water quality to acceptable standards. Further discussion is provided below to document that the combined
effects related to air quality, noise, and transportation are not cumulatively considerable:

o Air Quality. Air quality modeling was conducted to determine whether the combined emissions, during
construction and operation of the Project and approved school buildings, would cause significant air quality
impacts. As discussed above in Section 4.1(d)(ii) above, air quality impacts caused by the simultaneous
construction and operations would not exceed SCAQMD thresholds. Therefore, air quality impacts would not be
cumulatively considerable.

o Noise. The approved school buildings would be distanced from existing residential uses to the west and potential
combined noise levels during Project construction would not be cumulatively considerable; refer also to Section
4.1(d)(ii) pertaining to Project-related noise levels, above. It should be noted that construction staging would occur
at the proposed new parking lot, away from residences to the west, and construction activities would occur during

30 City of Anaheim, General Plan — Noise Element, May 2004, accessed March 28, 2023,
https://www.anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/2037/J-Noise-Element; General Plan — Green Element, May 2004, accessed
March 28, 2023, https://www.anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/9521/F-Green-Element; General Plan — Safety Element, dated
January 10, 2023, accessed March 28, 2023, https://www.anaheim.net/712/General-Plan.

31 Magnolia School District, Investing in our Schools - Facilities Improvements and Expansions, accessed December 5, 2022,
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1z8zbhBDqJ805Dvn4jA2vJ30CBk_FWhBWhHmKL5sJ1Cl/edit#gid=2088518494.
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regular District workdays and hours. Moreover, the District would require construction vehicles and equipment to
be equipped with operating and maintained mufflers. Therefore, the combined noise from operation of the Project
and school buildings project would not be cumulatively considerable at nearby sensitive uses. Construction and
operational noise impacts would not be cumulatively considerable.

o Transportation. Project employees would arrive before the school start time of 8 AM and leave after the school
end time of 2:35 PM. Therefore, Project trips would not combine with traffic from the existing Salk Elementary
operations and those from the approved school buildings project to cause cumulatively considerable transportation
impacts.

While not at Salk Elementary, during the summer of 2023, the District also proposes the installation of prefabricated
school buildings, two each at Dr. Albert Schweitzer Elementary School, 1.3 miles northwest of the site, and Dr. Peter
Marshall Elementary School, 1.8 miles north-northwest of the site. The District would adhere to the BMPs listed under
Section 3 at each campus, which would reduce potential construction-related impacts to air quality and water quality
to acceptable levels for these projects. Based on the nature of the proposed improvements at these nearby schools,
VMT impacts are anticipated to be less than significant and would not combine with Project-generated trips to result in
a cumulative transportation impact. Furthermore, construction and operation of these projects would be distanced from
Salk Elementary such that noise generation would not combine to create a cumulative noise impact. Therefore,
environmental effects would not be combined or cumulatively considerable, and CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(b)
does not apply to the Project.

¢) Significant Effects

A categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity where there is a reasonable possibility that the activity will
have a significant effect on the environment due to unusual circumstances. The determination whether this exception
applies involves two distinct questions: (1) whether the project presents unusual circumstances, and (2) whether there
is a reasonable possibility that a significant environmental impact will result from the unusual circumstances. The lead
agency considers the second prong of this test only if it finds that some circumstance of the project is unusual. (Berkeley
Hillside Preservation v City of Berkeley (2015) 60 C4th 1086, 1104)

The Project presents no unusual circumstances or special environmental constraints during Project planning,
construction, or operation that could lead to a significant impact. Though overall operations at the Salk Elementary
campus would increase with the Project, the proposed M&O operations already exist at 10850 Berry Avenue and are
not unusual for a property zoned Transition. Construction methods would be typical for public school facilities and would
comply with standard practices for public school facilities, including with the ADA, California Building Standards Code,
and CALGreen. The Project would also comply with applicable water quality and air emissions rules and standards
and BMPs required for construction. Therefore, CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(c) does not apply to the Project.

d) Scenic Highways

A categorical exemption cannot be used for a project that may damage scenic resources—including but not limited to
trees, historic buildings, rock outcroppings, or similar resources—uwithin an officially designated state scenic highway.
The closest officially designated scenic highway is a segment of California State Route 91, approximately 8.3 miles
east-northeast of Salk Elementary.32 Due to the distance, Project implementation would not have the ability to degrade
the scenic qualities of the highway. This exception does not apply to the Project.

e) Hazardous Waste Sites

Subsection 15300.2 of the CEQA Guidelines states that a categorical exemption shall not be used for a project on a
site that is on any list compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, which requires the Secretary of the
Cal EPA to compile lists of hazardous materials sites and waste facilities, also known as the Cortese list from the

32 ArcGIS, California Scenic Highways. 2017, accessed March 28, 2023,
https://www.arcgis.com/home/item.html?id=f0259b1ad0fe4093a5604c9b838a486a.
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Department of Toxic Substances Control, Department of Health Services, State Water Resources Control Board, and
California Integrated Waste Management Board.33 A computer search of environmental information of these databases
determined that the Project site is not on hazardous materials/waste site lists compiled by Section 65962.5 of the
California Government Code. Therefore, this exception does not apply to the proposed project.

f) Historic Resources

A categorical exemption cannot be used for a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a historical resource, as specified in Public Resources Code Section 21084.1, which defines a resource as one listed
in or determined to be eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources and local register of historical
resources. According to the Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), sufficient time—usually 50 years—must have passed
to obtain a scholarly perspective on the events or individuals associated with a historical resource. As Salk Elementary
was built in 1955, it is possible the property has been designated for historic significance.

A records search—conducted on January 5, 2023 via the California Historical Resources Information System, which is
maintained by the OHP at the California State University, Fullerton—concluded that no archaeological or historical
resources have been identified on the Project site and a surrounding half-mile radius (see Attachment C).3* Additionally,
the City of Anaheim maintains a record of properties deemed eligible for local historic designation. These designations
are separated into three categories: Contributors to the significance of one of the City’s four historic districts (Colony
Historic District, Five Points District, Historic Palm District, and Hoskins District); Citywide Historically Significant
Structures; and Citywide Structures of Historical Interest.®® Salk Elementary is not within any of the City’s historic
districts.® Salk Elementary is not included in the list of Historically Significant Structures or Citywide Structures of
Historical Interest. As Project implementation would not require the removal or demolition of permanent buildings and
the Project site is not listed on a state or local historical register, this exception does not apply to the project.

5. Conclusion

As documented herein, the Project meets the requirements of Categorical Exemption Class 32, Infill Development
Projects, and none of the conditions listed in CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2, Exceptions, applies. Accordingly, the
Project can be exempt from extended environmental review in accordance with the provisions of CEQA.

33 California Environmental Protection Agency, Cortese List Data Resources, accessed March 28, 2023.
https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist; Department of Toxic Substances Control, EnviroStor, accessed March 28, 2023,
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/; State Water Resources Control Board, GeoTracker, accessed March 28, 2023,
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/.

34 Michael Baker International, California Historical Resources Information System Records Search Results For Jonas E. Salk
Elementary School, City Of Anaheim, Orange County, California, January 5, 2022.

3 City of Anaheim Planning Department, City of Anaheim List of Historic Structures, June 14, 2016, accessed March 28, 2023,
https://anaheim.net/DocumentCenter/View/1486/Contributors-and-Citywide-Historic-Structures.

3 City of Anaheim, Historic Districts, accessed March 28, 2023, https://www.anaheim.net/741/Historic-Districts.
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Noise Technical Memorandum





































































Attachment B
Air Quality Emissions Data












































































































































































































Salk Elementary School Detailed Report, 5/8/2023

5.2.2. Mitigated

Demolition Concrete/Industrial Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 33.0 0.73
Saws

Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 367 0.40

Demolition Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 3.00 8.00 84.0 0.37
oes

Site Preparation Graders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 148 0.41

Site Preparation Scrapers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 423 0.48

Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 1.00 7.00 84.0 0.37
oes

Grading Graders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 148 0.41

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 367 0.40

Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 2.00 7.00 84.0 0.37
oes

Building Construction Cranes Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 367 0.29

Building Construction Forklifts Diesel Average 2.00 7.00 82.0 0.20

Building Construction Generator Sets Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 14.0 0.74

Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 1.00 6.00 84.0 0.37
oes

Building Construction Welders Diesel Average 3.00 8.00 46.0 0.45

Paving Cement and Mortar Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 10.0 0.56
Mixers

Paving Pavers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 81.0 0.42

Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 89.0 0.36

Paving Rollers Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 36.0 0.38

Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 84.0 0.37
oes

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 6.00 37.0 0.48

68 /84



Salk Elementary School Detailed Report, 5/8/2023

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Demolition

Demolition Worker 12.5 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Demolition Vendor — 10.2 HHDT,MHDT
Demolition Hauling 3.13 20.0 HHDT
Demolition Onsite truck — — HHDT

Site Preparation — — — —

Site Preparation Worker 7.50 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Site Preparation Vendor — 10.2 HHDT,MHDT
Site Preparation Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Site Preparation Onsite truck — — HHDT

Grading — — — —

Grading Worker 10.0 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Grading Vendor — 10.2 HHDT,MHDT
Grading Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Grading Onsite truck — — HHDT

Building Construction — — — —

Building Construction Worker 14.7 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Building Construction Vendor 5.74 10.2 HHDT,MHDT
Building Construction Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT

Paving — — — —

Paving Worker 15.0 18.5 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Paving Vendor — 10.2 HHDT,MHDT
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Paving
Paving
Architectural Coating
Architectural Coating
Architectural Coating
Architectural Coating

Architectural Coating

5.3.2. Mitigated

T T

Demolition
Demolition
Demolition
Demolition
Demolition

Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Grading
Grading
Grading
Grading
Grading
Building Construction

Building Construction

Hauling
Onsite truck
Worker
Vendor
Hauling

Onsite truck

0.00

2.94

0.00

20.0

18.5
10.2
20.0
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HHDT
HHDT
LDALDTL,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT

Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

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

Worker

12.5

3.13

7.50

0.00

10.0

0.00

14.7
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18.5
10.2
20.0

18.5
10.2
20.0

18.5
10.2
20.0

18.5

LDA,LDT1,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT
LDA,LDT1,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT
LDA,LDT1,LDT2
HHDT,MHDT
HHDT

HHDT

LDA,LDT1,LDT2
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Building Construction Vendor 5.74 10.2 HHDT,MHDT
Building Construction Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT

Paving — — — —

Paving Worker 15.0 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 2.94 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 0.00 0.00 32,470 10,274 3,293

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)
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Demolition 0.00 0.00 0.00 10,800 —
Site Preparation — — 9.00 0.00 —
Grading — — 12.0 0.00 —
Paving 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.26

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.7. Construction Paving

Elementary School 0.00 0%
Unenclosed Parking Structure 1.26 100%

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (Ib/MWh)

2023 0.00 1,040 0.09 0.01
2024 0.00 1,040 0.09 0.01
2025 0.00 1,040 0.09 0.01

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

Elementary School 390 0.00 0.00 101,783 2,359 0.00 0.00 614,948
Unenclosed Parking 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Structure
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5.9.2. Mitigated

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

Elementary School 390 0.00 0.00 101,783 2,359 0.00 0.00 614,948
Unenclosed Parking 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Structure

5.10. Operational Area Sources
5.10.1. Hearths

5.10.1.1. Unmitigated

5.10.1.2. Mitigated

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)
0 0.00

32,470 10,274 3,293

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment

Snow Days daylyr 0.00

Summer Days daylyr 250

5.10.4. Landscape Equipment - Mitigated

Snow Days day/yr 0.00

Summer Days day/yr 250
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5.11. Operational Energy Consumption
5.11.1. Unmitigated

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

Elementary School 125,087 1,040 0.0945 0.0135 419,598

Unenclosed Parking Structure 39,420 1,040 0.0945 0.0135 0.00

5.11.2. Mitigated

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

Elementary School 125,087 1,040 0.0945 0.0135 419,598
Unenclosed Parking Structure 39,420 1,040 0.0945 0.0135 0.00

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption

5.12.1. Unmitigated

Elementary School 579,938 0.00
Unenclosed Parking Structure 0.00 0.00

5.12.2. Mitigated

Elementary School 579,938 0.00

Unenclosed Parking Structure 0.00 0.00
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5.13. Operational Waste Generation

5.13.1. Unmitigated

Elementary School 26.0 —

Unenclosed Parking Structure 0.00 —

5.13.2. Mitigated

Elementary School 26.0 —

Unenclosed Parking Structure 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

Elementary School Household refrigerators R-134a 1,430 0.02 0.60 0.00 1.00
and/or freezers

Elementary School Other commercial AAIC  R-410A 2,088 <0.005 4.00 4.00 18.0
and heat pumps

Elementary School Stand-alone retail R-134a 1,430 < 0.005 1.00 0.00 1.00
refrigerators and
freezers

Elementary School Walk-in refrigerators R-404A 3,922 < 0.005 7.50 7.50 20.0

and freezers

5.14.2. Mitigated

Land Use Type Equipment Type Refrigerant Quantity (kg) Operations Leak Rate |Service Leak Rate
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Elementary School Household refrigerators R-134a 1,430 0.02 0.60 0.00 1.00
and/or freezers

Elementary School Other commercial AAC R-410A 2,088 < 0.005 4.00 4.00 18.0
and heat pumps

Elementary School Stand-alone retail R-134a 1,430 < 0.005 1.00 0.00 1.00
refrigerators and
freezers

Elementary School Walk-in refrigerators R-404A 3,922 < 0.005 7.50 7.50 20.0

and freezers

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment

5.15.1. Unmitigated

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

5.15.2. Mitigated

5.16. Stationary Sources

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps

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

5.16.2. Process Boilers

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

5.17. User Defined

Equipment Type Fuel Type
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5.18. Vegetation
5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres

5.18.1.2. Mitigated

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

5.18.1.2. Mitigated

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

Tree Type Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)

5.18.2.2. Mitigated

Tree Type Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)
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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 8.94 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 3.65 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.

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 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Wildfire N/A N/A N/A N/A
Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A
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Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation N/A N/A N/A 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 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Wildfire N/A N/A N/A N/A
Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A
Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A
Air Quality Degradation N/A N/A N/A 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 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.
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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

Low Birth Weights
Socioeconomic Factor Indicators
Education

Housing

Linguistic

Poverty

Unemployment

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

45.0
73.5
24.7
66.0
77.9
24.8
89.7
39.7

58.2
52.0
50.1
0.00

0.00

61.1
62.8

51.3

89.0
94.2
83.4
75.0

18.3
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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.

Result for Project Census Tract

Indicator

Economic

Above Poverty
Employed

Median HI
Education
Bachelor's or higher
High school enroliment
Preschool enroliment
Transportation

Auto Access

Active commuting
Social

2-parent households
Voting
Neighborhood
Alcohol availability
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

16.50198896
33.01680996
15.69357115
33.29911459
100
70.537662
11.52316181
76.31207494
62.23533941
4.889002951
13.9740793
23.27730014
70.43500577
94.25125112
17.66970358
21.01886308
4.812010779
6.03105351
12.89618889
17.8108559
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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

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

Salk Elementary School Detailed Report, 5/8/2023

7.943025792
48.2
315
45.3
66.1
21.6
40.3
16.6
31.9
41.4
95.5
63.7
23.2
191
45.1
41.1
67.4
21.6

29.9

58.7
16.7

17.3

0.0
0.0
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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

48.8
52.4
3.5

95.2
33.1

21.7

66.2

60.7

77.5

34.3

Salk Elementary School Detailed Report, 5/8/2023

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a)

Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b)

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535)
Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550)

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617)

74.0
20.0
Yes
Yes

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
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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 Lot acreage measured from aerial map
Construction: Architectural Coatings SCAQMD Rule 1113

Operations: Architectural Coatings SCAQMD Rule 1113

Construction: Construction Phases Construction from summer 2023 to 2nd quarter 2025
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Michael Baker We Make a Difference

INTERNATIONAL

January 5, 2023

Barbara Heyman, Senior Environmental Project Manager
MICHAEL BAKER INTERNATIONAL

9755 Clairemont Mesa Boulevard

Suite 100

San Diego, CA 92124

RE: CALIFORNIA HISTORICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION SYSTEM RECORDS SEARCH
RESULTS FOR JONAS E. SALK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL, CITY OF ANAHEIM, ORANGE
COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Heyman:

On January 5, 2023, Michael Baker International Senior Archaeologist Marc Beherec PhD, RPA,
conducted a records search at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) for Jonas E.
Salk Elementary School, located in the City of Anaheim, California. The records search included
the project area and a half-mile radius (see Attachment 1). The SCCIC, as part of the California
Historical Resources Information System, California State University, Fullerton, an affiliate of the
California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) and the State Historical Resources Commission
(SHRC), is the official state repository of cultural resources records and reports for Los Angeles,
Ventura, San Bernardino, and Orange Counties. Michael Baker International supplemented this
search with available online databases maintained by federal and state repositories. The results of
the records search are presented below.

PROJECT AREA

The project area is identified as the boundaries of Jonas E. Salk Elementary School, located at 1411
Gilbert Street in Anaheim, Orange County, California. The project area is mapped within Anaheim,
California USGS 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle map (see Attachment 1).

CULTURAL RESOURCES IDENTIFICATION METHODS

The methods and results of the SCCIC records search and historical map search, are presented
below.

SOUTH CENTRAL COASTAL INFORMATION CENTER

As part of the records search, the following federal and California inventories were reviewed:

¢ National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) (National Park Service 2020).

e Archaeological Resources Directory for Orange County (OHP 2023a). The directory
includes the OHP determinations of eligibility for archaeological resources in Orange
County.

8015S. Grand Avenue, #250, Los Angeles, CA 90017
P:(213) 627-8645

MBAKERINTL.COM
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e Built Environment Resources Directory (BERD) for Orange County (OHP 2023b). The
directory includes resources reviewed for eligibility for the NRHP and the California
Historical Landmarks programs through federal and state environmental compliance laws,
and resources nominated under federal and state registration programs, including the
NRHP, California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), California Historical Landmarks,
and California Points of Historical Interest. The BERD was consulted only for buildings
located within or within 0.5-mile of the project area that face streets surrounding the
project area.

e California Historical Resources (OHP 2023c).

Previous Studies

The records search revealed that the project area has not been previously studied. Six cultural
resources studies have previously been completed within a half-mile radius of the project area,
as outlined in the table below.

Padon, No No
Beth,
Deborah
K.B.
MclLean, OR- 1995 Cultural Resource Assessment
Ivan H. 01949 for the City of Garden Grove
Strudwick,
and
Bradley L.
Sturm
OR- Magnolia Katella/CA-8257a No No
Thal, Sean 2004 | Telecommunications 10701
02822 .
Magnolia Avenue, Stanton, Ca
Records Search Results for No No
Cingular Wireless Site Sm-190-
Bonner, OR- 5002 | 92 (chia Supermarket Shopping
Wayne H. | 02915 Center), 1222 S. Magnolia Ave.,
Orange County, California
Bonner, OR- 5009 Cultural Resource Records No No
Wayne H. 03524 Search and Site Visit Results for
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T-Mobile USA Candidate
LA03190I (Magnolia & Ball),
1226 South Magnolia Ave,
Anaheim, Orange County,
California

Cultural Resource Assessment - | No No
Verizon Wireless Services,

OR- Webster Facility, City of

Fulton, Phil 2009
03901 Anaheim, Orange County,
California
Historic Resources Assessment | No No
Daly, OR- 2010 Report fc?r thg Brookhurst
Pamela 04211 Street Widening Project

Anaheim, California

Resource Results

The SCCIC records search identified no cultural resources within the project area. However, four
resources are documented within 0.5-mile of the project area, as recorded in the table below.

None 9502 West Single-family 6Y: Determined Outside
Cerritos Avenue residence ineligible for NRHP by
constructed in consensus through
1959 Section 106 process —
Not evaluated for CRHR
or local listing
P-30-177447 10361/ 10371 Two adjacent 6Z: Found Ineligible for | Outside
South Brookhurst | single-family the NRHP, CRHR, local
Street residences designation through
constructed in survey
1906 and 1930.
P-30-177452 10431, 10421, Four adjacent 6Z: Found Ineligible for | Outside
10411, 10391 single-family the NRHP, CRHR, local
South Brookhurst | residences designation through
Street constructed in survey
1955.
P-30-177454 9971and 9972 Four adjacent 6Z: Found Ineligible for | Outside
Palais Road, and | single-family the NRHP, CRHR, local
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9971 and 9972 residences designation through
Chanticleer Road | constructed in survey
1955.

HisToRICAL AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH REVIEW

Michael Baker International staff reviewed historical aerial photographs curated by National
Environmental Title Research (NETR) (NETR 2023) to identify the development history of the project
area. These photographs indicate that in 1953 the project area was operated as a farm or orchard.
No buildings or structures are visible in the project area. By 1963 the school is established. The
school was progressively developed in the years after 1963, but some of the early 1960s buildings
survive and are therefore historic in age.

Sincerely,

%,,/4%«/

Marc Beherec, PhD, RPA
Senior Archaeologist

Attachments:
Attachment 1 - Records Search Map
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