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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Location

The Proposed Project would include the construction of a workforce training building and outdoor
learning area at the San Bernardino Community College District's (SBCCD, District) Del Rosa Site located at
114 S. Del Rosa Drive, in the City of San Bernardino, San Bernardino County, CA. The workforce training
building would be located south of the Applied Technology Training Center (ATTC) (Figures 1 and 2).

1.2 Project Description

The Del Rosa Site is currently developed with the District's Professional Development Center (PDC) and
ATTC and is the existing hub for the Economic Development and Corporate Training Center (EDCT) at
SBCCD. The Del Rosa Site is bordered by E. Rialto Avenue, S. Frank Blard Drive, Enterprise Drive, and S. Del
Rosa Drive.

The Project would include the construction of a new 2,520 square foot (SF) workforce training building
with site work adjoining the new building consisting of the construction of an approximately 900-SF
outdoor yard, 6-foot Concrete Masonry Unit (CMU) walls and gate, approximately 2,700-SF of a new
concrete pavement area and walkway, minimal landscaping improvements, necessary on-site utility
connections, and installation of standard/specialized equipment for workforce training (Figure 3).

The Project’s workforce training building and outdoor learning areas would provide space for hands-on
workforce training for in-demand occupational skills including advanced manufacturing, construction
trades, forklift certification, HYAC maintenance and repair, welding, industrial maintenance and repair,
industrial maintenance and mechanic, multi-craft core curriculum and utility line clearance, arborist, and
arborist pre-inspector. The goal of the Project is to expand in-demand training opportunities in the Inland
Empire.

ECORP Consulting, Inc. 1 September 2026
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Figure 1. Regional Project Location
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Figure 2. Project Site Location

2023-065.05 Workforce Development Center



20260828 (jcorbridge - 8/30/2026)

- SBWDC_SitePlan

Location: N:\2023\2023-065.05 SB Workforce Development Center\MAPS\Location_Vicinity\SBWDC_LnV.aprx

AcencyaseRovAL pioce 12003

PAVING TO REMAN - PROTECT N PLACE REFER TO LANDSCAPE

COLORED CONCRETE PAVING REFER TO LANDSCAPE OWG.

215 K/ GRAVEL TO REMAN - PROTECT N PLACE, REFERTO
20 GRATE REFER TO LINDSCAPE OWG
R10C (@ FRE HYDRANT — PROTECT NPLICE
S41A STORMORANMLET GRATE 4 0K REFERTOCL

ERIALTO AVE

1 250 EAST RINCON STREET, SUITE 204
c

TEL (951) 2445456

LEGEND - SITE PLAN

_________ NS OF WORK consurans

XSG SHAGE SOUR

STRUCTURE. CuenGinees
meseeeeessennnm  ACCESSIBLE PATHOF TRAVEL st nehtecs

250 Rincon . te 204, Coronn CA 52879

T T ITy | | s

TEL (509) 9466400 FAX 1909)306-6465

R

EXSTING SHADE S0UAR _— "
STRcTURE LanDsCAPING
| Design et Engieatng

ExsTiio suabe sour
STRUCTURE

|

I
I
[ ELECTRICAL ENGINEER
k ! Sesi st et
el e o o - v T2 Vanderoit oy S0

7/ (E) PARKING LOT PLUMBING ENGINEER
APPL# 04-116809 ﬁ ' CHANICAL, ICAL ANO CIVIL DRAWINGS FOR UTILITES. Doty e

SHEETS FOR UTILITIES RELOCATION PLAN TEL (9)890.3700
I

3 EXSTINGPOT TOREMAN NOGHANGE

4 EXSTING ADA PARKING STALL TOREMAIN. NO CHANGE

5 REFERTO GIVIL FLOOR PLANS FOR COORDINATION OF NEW CONCRETE
WALKWAY SLOPES,

— T

[N a2
S o
ofF )l

& &
BN
o ntS

S FRANK BLAND DR
S DEL ROSA DR

TN SRR OATE

ANTICIPATED
CONSTRUCTION:
AUG-SEPT 2026 TO
JAN-FEB 2027

o o ESCRPToY

| (E) PARKING LOT
- § =il APPL# 04-116809

1

1

1

1

1

|

I

t
-
-

®

EXISTING
CLASSROOM/ OFFICES o
I BUILDING THE ARCHTECT DOES NOT REPRESENT THAT THESE

FUANS CRTHE SPCCPCATONS A SUTAGLE FOR M

S A#04-101610 SITEOTHER TN THE ONE 20 Whec

SPEGIFICALLY PREPARED, THE AR

|
EXISTING APPLIED
TECHNOLOGY TRAINING

CENTER BUILDING i
|A#04-107103 yE T
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

! ec:
| —_— RESPONSIBLITY FOR THEGE PLANS ANDSPECIY
| SITE WA TEN OMENSIONS ON THESE DRAWING
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

HAVE PRECEDENCE OVER SCALED DIVENSIO

—_— SAN BERNARDINO COMMUNITY
_ COLLEGE DISTRICT

SAN BERNARDINO WORKFORCE

DEVELOPMENT CENTER

“ | TRAINING
. BUILDING
1

FILE LOCATION: C:\Usersibtoth|Documents\24146_SBCCD_Werklorce Dev Cnir_A24_blothVBR32 vt

114'S Del Rosa Dr
miod] San Bernardino, CA 92408

OVERALL SITE PLAN

] ENTERPRISE DR [——
Toms

omawn B, XX 108 NUVBKR: 024146 01

A-101

. . e ST RO

DATE PLOTTED: 3/13/2026 11:4057 AM
CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS

1

OVERALL SITE PLAN | 1a200

Map Date: 8/30/2026

Figure 3. Project Site Plan

2023-065.05 Workforce Development Center



Analysis Supporting Categorical Exemption

2.0 CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION ELIGIBILITY

2.1 Class 32 Categorical Exemption: In-Fill Development Projects

The Proposed Project is exempt from further environmental review under the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; Public Resources Code Sections [PRC] 21000 et seq.) because
it falls under the list of classes of projects that have been determined not to have a significant effect on
the environment and have been declared exempt by the Legislature in accordance with the CEQA
Guidelines. The Project is consistent with Categorical Exemption Class 32, In-Fill Development Projects. As
specified by the CEQA Guidelines: Class 32 consists of projects characterized as in-fill development meeting
the conditions described in this section. (CEQA Guidelines § 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 value as 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.

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

The Project Site is located at the former Norton Air Force Base (AFB) within the Alliance California Specific
Plan Area (IVDA 2007), on a site identified as a Public Benefit Parcel used by the SBCCD, or Parcel N/5, a
3.7-acre parcel area that has been conveyed to the SBCCD. The United States Department of Defense
(DOD) found the proposed use enhances the educational resources of the community and is compatible
with other proposed uses on the former base (Exhibit IV-1).

The Project is located within the Northgate Land Use District (Exhibit 1V-2) of the Alliance California
Specific Plan (IVDA 2007). Located between Harry Sheppard Boulevard on the south, Third Street on the
north, Tippecanoe Avenue on the west, and Leland Norton Way on the east (see Exhibit V-4 of the
Alliance California Specific Plan; IVDA 2007), the Northgate District is intended to accommodate a wide
variety of research and development related uses including manufacturing, light industrial, neighborhood
commercial, laboratories, office professional use, vocational training and educational facilities,
institutional, and recreational open space. The intent is to combine these land uses and implement them
under a "campus" concept, which ties these uses together with broad landscaped and well-lighted
pedestrian walkways.

The Project Site is approximately 0.32-acres, wholly located within the 3.7-acre Del Rosa Site. As such, the
Proposed Project would be located entirely within a developed site of less than five acres. The Project Site
has been previously developed, including landscaped areas adjacent to existing SBCCD facilities.

The Project would not increase enrollment but would relocate existing facilities to the proposed
approximately 2,520-SF workforce training building. The Project is assumed to result in no operational

ECORP Consulting, Inc. 5 September 2026
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traffic impacts as it would not increase the student body enrollment or require the hiring of new staff. The
Project Site is located on a parcel owned by the District, which is served by utilities and existing public
services. The Project Site is also surrounded by utility lines as described in the Alliance California Specific
Plan (IVDA 2007). The Project Site was evaluated for biological resources and determined to have no value
as habitat for endangered, rare or threatened species. Additionally, the Project would not result in any
significant effects relating to noise, air quality, or water quality as described in the environmental impact
analysis included in Section 4.0 of this document.

Therefore, the Proposed Project would be categorically exempt under Class 32 (CEQA Guidelines Section
15332).

3.0 REVIEW OF EXEMPTION EXCEPTIONS

The Proposed Project has been reviewed under CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2, Exceptions, which
provides conditions under which a categorical exemption for a proposed project is not applicable. As
indicated below, none of the exception conditions would apply.

(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
area 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.

The Proposed Project would not pose a hazard to the public or the environment from any known
hazardous materials previously documented on the Project Site, as described below, under Hazardous
Waste Sites. No historic resources listed on a national, state, or local register have been recorded onsite, as
described below under Historic Resources.

(b) Cumulative Impacts. 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.

The Proposed Project is not a part of and does not require additional or "successive projects of the same
kind in the same place over time." Therefore, no significant cumulative impacts would occur.

(c) 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 Proposed Project would include the construction of a new workforce training building, outdoor
learning area, and associated Project improvements at an existing District facility on APN 0136-341-82-
0000 (City of San Bernardino 2026a). The Project Site is located on a previously developed site within an
existing District campus area in the City of San Bernardino (APN 0136-341-82-0000). The Proposed Project
would expand educational services provided by the District to the populations of Bloomington, Colton,
Highland, Redlands, San Bernardino, Yucaipa, and surrounding areas. Unusual circumstances leading to

ECORP Consulting, Inc. 6 September 2026
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significant impacts are not anticipated on the Project Site as described below and in Section 4.0 of this
document.

(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 of 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.

The Project Site is not located within or along a state scenic highway (California Department of
Transportation 2018). Therefore, the Proposed Project would not substantially damage scenic resources
within a state scenic highway.

(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.

Subsection 15300.2(e) of the CEQA Guidelines states that a categorical exemption shall not be used for a
project located on a site that is included on any list compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of the California
Government Code. Under Government Code Section 65962.5, both the Department of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSC) and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) are required to maintain lists of
sites known to have hazardous substances present in the environment. Both agencies maintain up-to-date
lists on their websites. A search of the DTSC Hazardous Waste and Substance List (Cortese List) and the
SWRCB's GeoTracker online database was conducted for the Project Site. The searches revealed that the
Project Site is not listed by the DTSC or SWRCB as a hazardous substances site on the list of hazardous
waste sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 (DTSC 2026; SWRCB 2026).
Therefore, the Proposed Project would have no impact in this regard.

As noted in the Alliance California Specific Plan, the United States Air Force is responsible for the cleanup
of hazardous wastes caused by its operations at the former Norton AFB (IVDA 2007). A program to
accomplish this has been developed and implemented. As of 2007, the required cleanup is currently in
progress, with the majority of the remediation efforts completed. Continued monitoring of the
groundwater and landfill area is ongoing to ensure that the contamination has been abated. Prior to the
transfer of any land to private use, any existing hazards on that site must be mitigated. Soil contamination
present is located at a depth that it would not be disturbed, and existing hazards onsite have been
mitigated previously, as required previous to the transfer of ownership of the Project Site to the District.

Furthermore, a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) was prepared to identify and analyze
environmental conditions that constitute existing, past, or potential environmental risk associated with
APN 0136-341-82-0000, which wholly includes the Project Site (Group Delta 2023). The complete Phase |
ESA, including a complete description of notable conditions identified onsite, is attached to this document
as Appendix A. Notable conditions identified include the Norton AFB Superfund Site, previous agricultural
uses, and former railroad line. However, the Phase | ESA did not reveal evidence of Recognized
Environmental Conditions (RECs) in connection with the Project Site.

ECORP Consulting, Inc. 7 September 2026
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(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.

ECORP conducted a records search of the Project Area at the South Central Coastal Information Center
(SCCIC) of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) at California State University
Fullerton on June 25, 2026. The purpose of the records search was to determine the extent of previous
surveys within a 1-mile (1,600-meter) radius of the Project Area and whether previously documented
archaeological resources, historical resources, or traditional cultural properties have been recorded within
this area.

Twenty-nine cultural resource investigations have been conducted in or within 1-mile of the Project Area,
covering approximately fifteen percent of the total area surrounding the Project Area within the records
search radius (Table 1). Of these 29 studies, four studies (SCCIC Report Numbers SB-02260, SB-02587, SB-
07463, and SB-07959) overlapped portions of the Project Area. The remaining 25 studies were conducted
outside of the Project Area but within the 1-mile radius. The previous studies were conducted between
1973 and 2016. The results of the records show that approximately twenty percent of the Project Area has

been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

Table 1. Previous Cultural Studies in the Project Area or within 1 mile of the Project Area
Report Authors(s) Report Title Year Includes Portion
Number of the Project
SB- Area?
The Archaeological Impact on a Residential
00176 Decker, Dean Development in San Bernardino, California 1973 No
Archaeological - Historical Resources
Assessment of Proposed Gas Complex
00406 Hearn, Joseph E. Located South of Cardri’ff Avenue and \F;Vest of 1976 No
Lena Drive in San Bernardino City
Archaeological - Historical Resources
Assessment of Proposed PWA Complex
00407 Hearn, Joseph E. Located South of CarF()jiff Avenue and I?ast of 1976 No
Lena Drive in San Bernardino City
San Bernardino | Cultural Resources Assessment: Traffic Signal
00864 County Museum Project. Third Street at Lena Road 1979 No
Association
Smith, Gerald A. Cultural Resources Assessment of the
01111 And Michael K. Proposed Patton Farms Residential Housing 1981 No
Lerch Project, San Bernardino
Schwartz, Cultural Resources Survey: Norton Air Force
01456 Steven J. Base Excess)ll_ands 1984 No
Cultural Resources Assessment Construction
01465 Smith, Gerald A. | of Del Rosa Drive (From 6th Street to Baseline 1984 No
Street)
ECORP Consulting, Inc. 8 September 2026
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Table 1. Previous Cultural Studies in the Project Area or within 1 mile of the Project Area

Report Authors(s) Report Title Year Includes Portion
Number of the Project
SB- Area?
Hampson, R.
Paul, Jerrel
01808 SOSE:QE?;?” Cultural ResourFes Surv_ey, U_pper Santa Ana 1988 No
River, California
Mark T.
Swanson, And
Jeanne E. Arnold
. Documentary Research and Field
02260 Carmlc_hael, Reconnaissance Relating to Cultural 1991 Yes
David Resources at Norton Air Force Base, California
Final Report: Inventory and Evaluation of
02587 Schmuecker, World War Il Structures at Norton Air Force 1991 Yes
Brian L. Base in San Bernardino County, California
Mill Street Widening Project Between Lena
03190 Love, Bruce Road & Tippecanoe Street, San Bernardino 1996 No
County, CA. 15pp
Hatheway, San Bernardino Regional Training Center, San
03735 Roger and Gene Bernardino International Airport, San 2002 No
Huey Bernardino, CA. 11pp
Cultural Resources Survey Report for Pacific
Mclean, Bell Mobile Services Telecommunications
03944 Deborah and . . 1997 No
Brooks Smith Facility (CM 343-02) In the City of San
Bernardino, San Bernardino County, CA. 15pp
Records Search & Site Visit Results for
04352 Bonner, W.H. Cingular Wireless Site Sb421-02 (Airport RI). 2004 No
16pp
Identification & Evaluation of Historic
Properties: Mill St Widening Project Between
04364 Love, Bruce Lena Rd & Tippecanoe St, San Bernardino, 1996 No
San Bernardino County, CA. 15pp
04633 Thal, Seanand | nestel Colocation Site CA-6738D/Norton. | 2005 No
Lorna Billat
Wetherbee,
Matthew, Tang, Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey
Bai, Hogan, Report San Bernardino International Airport
05171 Michael, Eddy, Future Fuel Farm Project City of San 2006 No
John, and J. Bernardino San Bernardino County, California
Ballester, Daniel
Addendum to Historical and Archaeological
Resources Survey EVWD Perchlorate
05266 Tang, B. Tom Treatment and Water Distribution Facilities, 2006 No
Assessor's Parcel No. 0279-211-34, City of
Highland, San Bernardino County, California.
ECORP Consulting, Inc. 9 September 2026
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Table 1. Previous Cultural Studies in the Project Area or within 1 mile of the Project Area

Report Authors(s) Report Title Year Includes Portion
Number of the Project
SB- Area?
Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey
Encarnacion, Report: Tippecanoe Avenue Widening Project
05619 Deirdre in the City of San Bernardino, San Bernardino 2007 No
County, California.
Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey
Report: East Valley Water District's
Encarnacion, Perchlorate Treatment and Water Distribution
06194 Deirdre Facilities in and near the Cities of San 2005 No
Bernardino and Highland, San Bernardino
County, California.
Historical/Archaeological Resources
Reconnaissance: Fifth and Third Street Road
06436 Tang, Bai “Tom” Improvement, Cities of Highland and San 2009 No
Bernardino, San Bernardino County,
California.
06632 Nelson, Hila Artificial Owl Burrowing Systems at the Air 2009 No
Tanker Base
Tang, Bai “Tom” Identification and Evaluation of Historic
06751 and Michael Properties: Plant 150 Project, City of Highland, 2010 No
Hogan San Bernardino County, California.
Identification and Evaluation of Historic
06752 and Michael L 2009 No
Hogan Water Systgm Imp.rovement Project in a.md
Near the City of Highland, San Bernardino
County, California.
Tang, Bai "Tom" Historic Property Survey Rgport: .T?ger 5th
07309 and Hogan, . Street Improvement P.rOJect, Cities of . 2011 No
Michael Highland and San Bernarcvjmo,'San Bernardino
County, California.
Cultural Resources Records Search, San
07463 Tang, Bai "Tom" Bernardino International Airport, City of San 2009 Yes
Bernardino, California.
Proposed EDA Grant Assistance to Modify
Burroughs, Building 763 at the San Bernardino
07464 Michael International Airport, San Bernardino, 2012 No
California.
Hatheway, Determination of Eligibility for 50 Buildings in
07959 Roger G. the City of San Bernadino 1998 Yes
McKenna, A Cultural Resources Investigation of the
Jeanette A. and Dermody Properties Project Area in the City
08259 Richard S. of San Bernardino, San Bernardino County, 2016 No
Shepard California
ECORP Consulting, Inc. 10 September 2026
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Previously Recorded Cultural Resources

The records search also determined that 82 resources have been previously recorded within 1 mile of the

Project Area (Table 2). Of these 82 resources, 80 are historic-period resources and two are pre-contact

archaeological resources. The historic-period resources consist of 44 single family properties, 17

commercial buildings/properties, 11 military structures/facilities, 2 multiple family properties, 2

irrigation/canal sites, one ancillary building, one refuse deposit, one olive grove with associated structural

remains and refuse deposit, and one demolished residential site. The two previously recorded pre-contact

sites include a lithic deposit and a village site. No resources have been previously recorded in the Project

Area.

Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within 1 Mile of the Project Area

Primary Trinomial Recorder and | Age/Period Site Description Within
P-36- CA-SBR- Year Project Area?
Campbell, 2026
002660 002660 Locke, 1996 Pre-contact Lithic Deposit No
Campbell, 1977
002794 002794 Smith, 1961 Pre-contact Village Site No
006098 006098H J. Sorenson, 1987 Historic Refuse Deposit No
C. Shaver, 2006
013546 012596H Salvadore Boites, Historic Grove; Structure I?ads; No
Refuse Deposit
2021
015527 N/A Schmuecker, 1991 Historic Military Structure No
015528 N/A Schmuecker, 1991 Historic Military Structure No
015529 N/A Schmuecker, 1991 Historic Military Structure No
015531 N/A Schmuecker, 1991 Historic Military Structure No
015532 N/A Schmuecker, 1991 Historic Military Structure No
015539 N/A Schmuecker, 1991 Historic Military Structures No
015548 N/A Unknown, 1988 Historic Residential Property No
(Demolished)
015551 N/A Schmuecker, 1991 Historic Military Facility No
015552 N/A Schmuecker, 1991 Historic Military Facility No
015553 N/A Schmuecker, 1991 Historic Military Facility No
Alexandrowicz,
020001 N/A 2002 Historic Multiple Family Property No
Ballester, 2011
025789 N/A Ballester, 2011 Historic Single Family Property No
025790 N/A Ballester, 2011 Historic Single Family Property No
025791 N/A Ballester, 2011 Historic Single Family Property No
025793 N/A Ballester, 2011 Historic Single Family Property No
025794 N/A Ballester, 2011 Historic Single Family Property No
026641 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026642 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Commercial Property No
026647 N/A T Jaczqolqzmam, Historic Commercial Property No
026648 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Commercial Property No
026649 N/A T Jaccholﬁma|n, Historic Commercial Property No
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Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within 1 Mile of the Project Area

Primary Trinomial Recorder and | Age/Period Site Description Within
P-36- CA-SBR- Year Project Area?
026650 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026651 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026652 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026653 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Commercial Property No
026654 N/A T Jaczqou1e3ma|n, Historic Commercial Property No
026657 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Commercial Property No
026658 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Commercial Property No
026661 N/A T Jaczqou1e3ma|n, Historic Commercial Property No
026662 N/A T Jac;otqzmam, Historic Commercial Property No
026663 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026664 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026665 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026666 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026667 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026668 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026669 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026670 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026671 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026672 N/A T Jaczqou1eama|n, Historic Commercial Property No
026673 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026674 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026675 N/A T Jaczqou1e3ma|n, Historic Commercial Property No
026676 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026678 N/A T Jac;otqe?’maln, Historic Single Family Property No
026679 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026680 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026681 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026682 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026684 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Single Family Property No
026685 N/A D. Ballester, 2013 Historic Commercial Property No
026688 N/A T Jaczqolqzmam, Historic Single Family Property No
026689 N/A T Jaczqou1eama|n, Historic Single Family Property No
026690 N/A T Jaczqou1e3ma|n, Historic Ancillary Building No
026691 N/A T Jaczqou1e3ma|n, Historic Single Family Property No
026692 N/A T Jac;otqzmam, Historic Single Family Property No
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Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within 1 Mile of the Project Area

Primary Trinomial Recorder and | Age/Period Site Description Within
P-36- CA-SBR- Year Project Area?
026693 N/A T Jaczqolﬁma|n, Historic Single Family Property No
026694 N/A T Jaczqou1e3ma|n, Historic Single Family Property No
026696 N/A T Jaczqou1e3ma|n, Historic Single Family Property No
026697 N/A T Jaczqotqe?’maln, Historic Single Family Property No
026698 N/A T Jaczqolqzmam, Historic Single Family Property No
026699 N/A T Jaczqolqzmam, Historic Single Family Property No
026700 N/A T Jaczqolqzmam, Historic Commercial Property No
026701 N/A T Jaczqou1e3ma|n, Historic Multiple Family Property No
026702 N/A T Jaczqou1e3ma|n, Historic Commercial Building No
026703 N/A T Jaczqou1e3ma|n, Historic Single Family Property No
026704 N/A T Jaczqolqzmam, Historic Commercial Property No
026705 N/A T Jaczqolqzmam, Historic Single Family Property No
026706 N/A T Jaczqolqzmam, Historic Commercial Building No
029559 N/A Katherine Historic Single Family Propert No

Anderson, 2015 9 y perty
Katherine S . .
029560 N/A Anderson, 2015 Historic Single Family Property No
Katherine S . -
029561 N/A Anderson, 2015 Historic Commercial Building No
Katherine
Anderson, 2015 S . .
029562 N/A Robert Historic Single Family Property No
Cunningham, 2015
CA-SBR- S I :
029563 029563H M. Vader, 2015 Historic Irrigation Site No
CA-SBR- Jeanette A. S - -
029909 029909H McKenna, 2016 Historic Military Facility No
Andrea Urbas, S . .
030001 N/A 1996 Historic Single Family Property No
CA-SBR- Daniel Ballester, . . - .
033077 033077H 2018 Historic Military Property; Airport No
033079 N/A Daniel Ballester, Historic Canal No
2018
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The Office of Historic Preservation’s (OHP) Built Environment Resource Directory (BERD) for San
Bernardino County, dated February 2, 2026, did not include any resources within 1 mile of the Project
Area. No properties are listed within or adjacent to the Project Area. According to the National Register
Information System, no properties are listed within or adjacent to the Project Area. Furthermore, a review
of the California Historical Landmarks determined there are no known/documented landmarks within or
adjacent to the Project Area.

In addition to the records search, ECORP contacted the California Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) on July 31,2026 to request a search of the Sacred Lands File for the Project Area. The purpose of
this search is to determine whether or notthe California Native American tribes within the vicinity of the
Project Area have recorded Sacred Lands, because the Sacred Lands File is populated by members of the
Native American community with knowledge about the locations of tribal resources.

The results of the Sacred Lands File search were received by ECORP on August 18, 2026. The search results
were positive, meaning that a search of the Sacred Lands File by the NAHC indicated the presence of
Native American Sacred Lands in the search area. Any additional comments received after the submission
of this report will be forwardedto the Lead Agency for further consideration and appropriate action. The
Lead Agencyis responsible forensuring compliance with applicable law. Although a public agency may
delegate reporting or monitoring responsibilities to another public agency or to a private entity that
accepts the delegation; the lead agency remainsresponsible for ensuring that compliance with applicable
law has occurred. With the lead agency’s compliance with applicable law, potential project

impacts to historical resources would be less than significant.

4.0 OTHER POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Cultural Resources are discussed in subsection (f) Historical Resources, above. The following overview is
provided to substantiate that the Proposed Project would not result in significant impacts associated with
any of the remaining CEQA topical areas as included in the CEQA Guidelines Appendix G checklist.

4.1 Aesthetics

The Project Site is located within the Alliance California Specific Plan area. The area is characterized by San
Bernardino International Airport, or the former Norton AFB, as well as former Air Force industrial and
office buildings that have been slowly replaced or renovated for new tenants (IVDA 2007). The Alliance
California Specific Plan identifies the Project Site as a Public Benefit Parcel used by the SBCCD, or Parcel
N/5. Parcel N/5 is developed with existing parking lots, the ATTC, classrooms and offices, as well as
landscaped areas and concrete paths. Short-term construction activities could temporarily degrade the
existing visual character and quality of the Project Site and its surroundings. However, construction-
related activities would be short term and temporary in nature. Once completed, all construction activities
would cease, along with any construction-related aesthetic impacts. With regards to Project operation, the
Project proposes the construction of a workforce training building, outdoor yard, block walls and gate,
concrete pavement areas and walkway, and minimal landscaping improvements.
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As Project implementation would not substantially alter the visual character of the Project Site in a manner
that would be inconsistent with the existing setting, the Proposed Project would not result in significant
impacts to the visual character of the site.

4.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources

The Project Site and surrounding properties are not used for agriculture. The Project Site is designated as
Urban and Built-Up Land on the most recent California Department of Conservation (DOC) Important
Farmland Map (DOC 2026a). No impacts to agricultural resources would occur. No forest land or
timberland zoned Timberland Production are located on the Project Site. No impacts to forest land or
timberland would occur.

4.3 Air Quality

Project Regional Construction Generated Criteria Air Quality Emissions

The Project would generate short-term emissions from construction activities such as demolition, site
preparation, site grading, building construction, and application of paint. Common construction emissions
include fugitive dust from soil disturbances, fuel combustion from mobile heavy-duty-diesel-and
gasoline-powered equipment, portable auxiliary equipment, and worker commute trips. During
construction, fugitive dust, the dominant source of coarse particulate matter (PM10) and fine particulate
matter (PMzs) emissions, is generated when wheels or blades disturb surface material. Uncontrolled dust
from construction can become a nuisance and potential health hazard to those living and working nearby.
Off-road construction equipment is often diesel-powered and can be a substantial source of nitrogen
oxide (NOx) emissions, in addition to PM1g and PMz s emissions. Worker commute trips and architectural
coating are dominant sources of reactive organic gases (ROG) emissions. Construction activities would be
subject to South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 403, which requires taking
reasonable precautions to prevent the emissions of fugitive dust, such as using water or chemicals, where
possible, for control of dust during the clearing of land and other construction activities

Construction-generated emissions associated with the Proposed Project were calculated using the
California Air Resource Board (CARB)-approved California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), version
2022.1.1.45 computer program, which is designed to model emissions for land use development projects,
based on typical construction requirements (Appendix B). See Appendix B for more information regarding
the construction assumptions, including construction equipment and duration, used in this analysis.

Predicted maximum daily construction-generated emissions for the Proposed Project are summarized in
Table 4.3-1. Construction-generated emissions are short term and of temporary duration, lasting only as
long as construction activities occur, but would be considered a significant air quality impact if the volume
of pollutants generated exceeds the SCAQMD regional thresholds of significance.
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Table 4.3-1. Construction-Related Emissions (Regional Significance Analysis)

Pollutant (pounds per day)
Construction Year
ROG NOx co SO; PM1o PM_s
Construction Year One 1.10926 13.2627 12.5341 0.05469 | 7.62641 3.36697
Construction Year Two 493781 0.41840 | 0.63236 | 0.22874 | 0.39669 | 0.20813
SCAQMD Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Exceed SCAQMD Threshold? No No No No No No

Source: CalEEMod version 2022.1.1.45 Refer to Appendix B for Model Data Outputs.

Notes: Emissions taken of the season, summer or winter, with the highest outputs. Emission reductions for
construction PM emissions are applied based on the required implementation of SCAQMD Rule 403. The specific
Rule 403 measures applied in CalEEMod include the following: sweeping/cleaning adjacent roadways once per
month; watering unpaved roads twice daily; watering demolition areas twice daily; watering exposed surfaces three
times daily; and limiting speeds on unpaved roads to 25 miles per hour. Emissions account for the export of 12.343
tons of pavement.

As shown in Table 4.3-1, emissions generated during Project construction would not exceed the
SCAQMD’s regional thresholds of significance. Therefore, criteria pollutant emissions generated during
Project construction would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant
for which the Project region is nonattainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard, and no health effects from Project criteria pollutants would occur. As such, the Project would
have a less than significant impact.

Project Operational Significance Analysis

The Project is proposing the construction of a new workforce training building on an existing district site
to provide expanded educational services and provide training for in-demand skills. Once construction is
complete, the Project Site would not be a source of operational emissions beyond current conditions. No
impact would occur.

Construction-Generated Air Contaminants

As shown above, Project construction would not result in a potentially significant contribution to regional
concentrations of pollutants and would not result in a significant contribution to the adverse health
impacts associated with those pollutants. The Project would not exceed the SCAQMD's regional
thresholds of significance (Table 4.3-1) and would not have an impact related to construction LST's.
Construction generated air contaminants would have a less than significant impact.
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Operational Air Contaminants

The Project is proposing improvement to an existing district facility by constructing a workforce training
building to provide expanded educational services and provide training for in-demand skills. Once
construction is complete, the Project Site would not be a source of operational emissions beyond current
conditions. No impact would occur.

Odors

Typically, odors are regarded as an annoyance rather than a health hazard. However, manifestations of a
person’s reaction to foul odors can range from psychological (e.g., irritation, anger, or anxiety) to
physiological (e.g., circulatory and respiratory effects, nausea, vomiting, and headache).

During construction, the Proposed Project presents the potential for generation of objectionable odors in
the form of diesel exhaust in the immediate vicinity of the Project Site. However, these emissions are
short-term in nature and will rapidly dissipate and be diluted by the atmosphere downwind of the
emission sources. It is expected that the odors associated with the Project’s construction would not be
concentrated or stagnant near any sensitive receptors, including the Norton Recreation Center and
Operation Grace Homeless Shelter located to the north of the Project Site. Additionally, odors would be
localized and generally confined to the construction area. Therefore, construction odors would not
adversely affect a substantial number of people to odor emissions.

According to the SCAQMD, land uses commonly considered to be potential sources of obnoxious
odorous emissions include agriculture (farming and livestock), wastewater treatment plants, food
processing plants, chemical plants, composting facilities, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass
molding. The Proposed Project does not include any uses identified by the SCAQMD as being associated
with odors. Therefore, the impacts associated with the Project’s odors are less than significant.

The Proposed Project’s impact to air quality emissions is considered to be less than significant.

4.4 Biological Resources

In June and July 2026 ECORP conducted a literature review of sensitive biological resources including a
search of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) and California Native Plant Society’'s (CNPS)
Electronic Inventory records within the Project Site boundaries (ECORP 2026d; Appendix C). ECORP
biologists conducted a desktop review of aerial imagery of the Project Site to assess the presence of
sensitive habitats or habitats that could support special-status plant and/or wildlife species. The entire
Project Site is characterized as developed with landscaped land cover in the form of an ornamental grass
lawn, landscaped plants, and an ornamental tree along the sidewalks of Enterprise Drive and an existing
parking lot. Within a 100-foot buffer, compact and anthropogenically altered soils as well as similar
development and landscaping are present. No records of special-status species or resources located
within the Project Site were identified during the literature review. Due to the developed nature of the
Project Site, special-status plant and wildlife species identified in the literature review were presumed
absent from the Project Site. The Project Site is not considered, nor is it a part of, a wildlife movement
corridor or linkage.
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Some tree removal and trimming may occur as part of the building construction phase of the Project. If
either active bird nests or bat maternity colonies are present within trees to be trimmed or removed, the
impact to these resources would be a significant impact under CEQA. Therefore, tree trimming and
removal activities should avoid the nesting bird season (typically February 1 through August 31) and the
bat maternity season (typically April 1 through August 31) to the maximum extent practicable; and
implementation of similar, but species-specific, pre-construction surveys and avoidance measures (as
deemed appropriate by a qualified biologist), if tree trimming or removal activities cannot feasibly avoid
bat maternity season and the nesting bird season in compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. If
either nesting birds or bats are found to be present, the qualified biologist will prescribe avoidance
measures. If tree trimming or removal activities cannot feasibly avoid nesting birds or bat species then the
removal may need to be delayed until the nest and/or maternity roost is no longer active as determined
by a qualified biologist experienced with bird and bat species with potential to occur in the region. These
measures would reduce the Project’s impacts to below the level of significance.

4.5 Geology and Soils

The Project limits are confined to an existing SBCCD facility, and improvements would consist of the
construction of a 2,520 SF workforce training building on an existing SBCCD campus site. The Project
would also include the construction of pavement areas ana walkways. As the Project Site is confined to a
site previously developed by the District, no impacts would occur in association with loss of topsoil and
Project construction would not increase the risk of ground failure. The Project Site is not located within a
liquefaction hazard zone as identified by the California Geologic Survey (DOC 2025). The Project Site is not
located within an Earthquake Zone of Required Investigation (DOC 2026b). However, the Project is
anticipated to be subject to seismic events including earthquakes during its operational lifespan as it is
located within a seismically active portion of Southern California. Furthermore, increased risk to people or
structures from strong seismic ground shaking, liquefaction, seismic-related ground failure, landslide, and
expansive soils would not occur as a result of the Project. Therefore, the Project would have a less than
significant impact in this regard.

The Project Site is identified as being located within a low-to-high paleontological sensitivity region of
San Bernardino County (PlaceWorks 2018). However, the Project would include the demolition of existing
pavement and minor grading activities that would not reach native soil. Therefore, paleontological
sensitivity is presumed low as the Project Site is located entirely within a District owned facility that has
been previously graded and developed. A less than significant impact would occur.

4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Project Construction GHG Emissions

Construction-related activities that would generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions include worker
commute trips, haul trucks carrying supplies and materials to and from the Project Site, and off-road
construction equipment (e.g., dozers, loaders, excavators). Construction-generated GHG emissions
associated the Proposed Project were calculated using the CARB-approved CalEEMod, version 2022.1.1.45
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computer program, which is designed to model emissions for land use development projects, based on
typical construction requirements. See Appendix B for more information regarding the construction
assumptions, including construction equipment and duration, used in this analysis.

Table 4.6-1 illustrates the specific construction generated GHG emissions that would result from
construction of the Project. Once construction is complete, the generation of these GHG emissions would
cease.

Table 4.6-1. Construction-Related Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Emissions Source COe (Metric Tons/ Year)
Construction Calander Year One 51.3521

Construction Calander Year Two 19.5600

Total Emissions 70.9121

Source: CalEEMod version 2022.1.1.45 Refer to Appendix B for Model Data Outputs.

As shown in Table 4.6-1, Project construction would result in the generation of approximately 71 metric
tons of COe over the course of construction. Once construction is complete, the generation of these GHG
emissions would cease. Construction related GHG impacts would be less than significant.

Project Operational GHG Emissions

The Project construction and operation of a district operated workforce training building on an existing
campus site. Once construction is complete, the Project Site would not be a source of operational GHG
emissions beyond current conditions. No impact would occur.

Therefore, the Proposed Project would result in a less than significant impact to GHG emissions and
climate.

4.7 Energy

The energy source utilized by the Proposed Project includes vehicle fuel necessary for construction
activities (operation and maintenance of construction equipment and the transportation of materials to
the Project Site). As such, the Project would have a nominal effect on local and regional energy supplies,
especially over the long term. Additionally, construction equipment fleet turnover and increasingly
stringent state and federal regulations on engine efficiency combined with state regulations limiting
engine idling times and requiring recycling of construction debris, would further reduce the amount of
transportation fuel demand during Project construction.

Once construction is complete the Project would not be a significant source of energy consumption
beyond current conditions. A nominal amount of energy would be used by equipment during Project
construction. Due to the nature of the Proposed Project, energy impacts would be less than significant.
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4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

As discussed in Hazardous Waste Sites in Section 3.0 of this document, the Project Site is located within
the area of the former Norton AFB, now San Bernardino International Airport (SBDIA). Norton AFB is listed
as an active cleanup site on the National Priorities List. The United States Airforce notes that all 2,221-
acres of property have changed ownership with the SBDIA supporting major warehouse and distribution
operations for west coast ports; that cleanup progress has successfully shut down active treatment
systems with only limited groundwater sampling and landfill maintenance remaining; and that previous
PFAS investigation found contamination above screening levels in soil and groundwater but below
previous federal advisory levels. Current activities include planning PFAS investigations; identifying and
sampling private drinking water wells downgradient of former installation; evaluating potential non-fire-
fighting foam PFAS sources; and continuing long-term maintenance and pursuing additional site closures.

The transport, use, and storage of hazardous materials is regulated by local, state, and federal law. Some
hazardous materials, such as diesel fuel, would be used by heavy equipment at the site during the
construction phase of the Project. However, the use of such materials would not create a significant
hazard to the public and impacts would be less than significant. The Proposed Project would include a
new workforce training building and outdoor learning area supporting standard and specialized
equipment to facilitate the hands-on training of in-demand occupational skills including advanced
manufacturing, construction trades, forklift certification, HYAC maintenance and repair, welding, industrial
maintenance and repair, industrial maintenance and mechanic, multi-craft core curriculum and utility line
clearance, arborist, and arborist pre-inspector. As such, the Proposed Project would include the limited
use of hazardous materials such as lubricants, fuel, solvents, and other potentially hazardous materials
associated with industrial activities for the purposes of hands-on education. These materials would
continue to be regulated by local, state, and federal laws.

Therefore, the Proposed Project would have a less than significant impact regarding hazards and
hazardous materials.

4.9 Hydrology and Water Quality

The Project limits are confined to the existing SBCCD Del Rosa Site. The Project would include the removal
of existing sidewalks for the construction of a new workforce training building. The Project would increase
impervious surfaces within the Project Site by 4,620-SF as the Project would include the removal of
approximately 600-SF of sidewalk to construct 2,700-SF new paved areas and a 2,520-SF building.
However, as the Proposed Project would disturb less than one acre, the Project is exempt from coverage
under the General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity
(Construction General Permit, Order 2022-0057-DWQ). Furthermore, regulatory permitting is not required
because the Project would not place dredged or fill material into jurisdictional features and would not
alter any streambeds. Implementation of the Project would not substantially alter the existing drainage
patterns of the Project Site or increase the area of impervious surfaces. Neither water supplies nor long-
term nearby water supply wells would be affected by the Project. Therefore, the Project impacts regarding
hydrology and water quality would be less than significant.
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4.10 Land Use and Planning

The Project is located within the Northgate Land Use District (Exhibit IV-2) of the Alliance California
Specific Plan. The Northgate District is intended to accommodate a wide variety of research and
development related uses including manufacturing, light industrial, neighborhood commercial,
laboratories, office professional use, vocational training and educational facilities, institutional, and
recreational open space. The Proposed Project is an allowed land use. No impact would occur.

4.11 Mineral Resources

The Project Site is not located on land associated with past, current, or anticipated mining activities.
Construction activities would occur within the existing District site; as such the chance of discovering
significant mineral deposits is unlikely. The San Bernardino General Plan identifies the Project Site's
Mineral Resource Significance as MRZ-2 (City of San Bernardino 2005). Further, excavation is not expected
to reach native, undisturbed soils. No impact would occur.

4.12 Noise

Construction Noise

The main noise source associated with the Project would be the operation of equipment for onsite
construction activities. Per the City of San Bernardino Chapter 8.54 Noise Control, construction is
prohibited between 8:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. (City of San Bernardino 2026b). The Proposed Project would
include construction and demolition activities for the construction of a workforce training building.
Construction activities would be restricted to the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. The Proposed Project
would comply with the provisions of the City’s Code of Ordinances, Chapter 8.54 Noise Control. As such,
construction noise would result in a less than significant impact

Construction-Generated Vibration

Construction-related ground vibration is normally associated with impact equipment, such as pile drivers
and jackhammers, and the operation of some heavy-duty construction equipment, such as dozers and
trucks. Vibration decreases rapidly with distance and construction activities would occur throughout the
Project Site and would not be concentrated at the point closest to sensitive receptors. Thus, due to the
temporary nature of construction and linear movement of construction activities, a less than significant
impact would occur.

Operational Noise

The Project would provide for the expansion of educational services provided by the SBCCD with the
construction of a new workforce training building on an existing District owned site. Once operational, the
Project would provide regional training opportunities for in-demand skills and trades. Operational
activities could include the use of stationary equipment, heavy machinery, power tools, and other
operational noise sources for the purposes of education and training. These activities would be conducted
on District grounds, as part of their curriculum. However, as noted in Section 8.54.060 Exemptions of the
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City's Municipal Code, activities conducted on the grounds of any public or private school during regular
hours of operation are exempt from the provisions of Chapter 8.54 Noise Control.

Operational Vibration

Project operations would not include the use of any large-scale, stationary equipment that would result in
excessive vibration levels; therefore, the Project would not result in ground-borne vibration impacts
during operations. For this reason, no impact would occur.

The Proposed Project’s impacts to noise is considered to be less than significant.

4.13 Population and Housing

The Project Site and Project vicinity do not contain any residential structures. The Proposed Project would
not involve construction or demolition of residential structures, nor would it induce any population
growth. Furthermore, the Proposed Project would serve the existing and projected populations of
Bloomington, Colton, Highland, Redlands, San Bernardino, and Yucaipa and surrounding areas. Therefore,
the Project would not displace existing housing or people. No impact to population or housing would
occur.

4.14 Public Services

The Proposed Project would not result in an increased demand for schools, parks, fire, police or other
public services. No impact would occur.

4.15 Recreation

The Proposed Project does not include recreational facilities and would not require construction or
expansion of recreational facilities. Additionally, the Proposed Project would not increase local or regional
population that would result in any increase in demand for neighborhood or regional parks. No impact to
recreation would occur.

4.16 Traffic

The Proposed Project is located entirely within an existing District site and would not include construction
within the surrounding right of way. However, additional construction vehicle trips would be generated
during the construction period. During this time, traffic control measures would be implemented. The
Project would enhance SBCCD educational facilities that inherently serve the local community as part of
the SBCCD's services which may introduce new student trips to the Project Site. With respect to
operational trip generation, the Project would not substantially increase the facility’s student enrollment
capacity or generate a significant number of new trips as the Project would serve existing and future
students who live within the SBCCD's service area.
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4.17 Tribal Cultural Resources

The Project limits are confined to the existing SBCCD Del Rosa Site, which has been developed previously.
Therefore, the likelihood of discovering tribal cultural resources is relatively low. Additionally, as stated
previously in Response (f) of Section 3.0, the results of the Sacred Lands File search were received by
ECORP on August 18, 2026. The search results were positive, meaning that a search of the Sacred Lands
File by the NAHC indicated the presence of Native American Sacred Lands in the search area. It should
also be noted that Assembly Bill 52 does not apply to Categorical Exemptions. However, the Lead
Agency s responsible forensuring compliance with applicable law. Although a public agency may delegate
reporting or monitoring responsibilities to another public agency or to a private entity that accepts

the delegation; the lead agency remainsresponsible for ensuring that compliance with applicable law has
occurred. With the lead agency’s compliance with applicable law, potential project impacts to historical
resources would be less than significant. Therefore, the Project would have no impact in this regard.

4.18 Utilities and Service Systems

The Proposed Project would include new on-site utility connections for the workforce training building.
The Project Site is located on a parcel owned and used by the District that is already served by all required
utilities. New utility connections would be constructed to serve the proposed workforce training building;
however, this expansion of educational facilities would not require the extension of modification of
existing utility infrastructure. As such, no impact on electricity, natural gas, wastewater, solid waste, or
telecommunication utility services are anticipated.

4.19 Wildfire

According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE), the Project Site is
located in an area that is identified as having no Fire Hazard Severity Zone in a Local Responsibility Area
(CAL FIRE 2026). The District would adhere to fire safety Best Management Practices (BMPs) during
construction and operational activities. No impacts related to wildfire would occur.

5.0 CONCLUSION

The CEQA Guidelines Section 15332 Class 32 exemption is applicable to the Proposed Project because it
involves the construction of a new educational building on a vacant portion of an existing District
property of less than five acres. Based on the analysis in this document, unusual circumstances leading to
potential significant impacts would not occur and none of the exception conditions apply to this
exemption. The Project would not increase enrollment; it would relocate existing facilities to the proposed
workforce training building to provide expanded educational services and offer training for in-demand
skills. The Project is assumed to result in no operational traffic impacts as it would not increase the
student body enroliment or require the hiring of new staff. The Project Site was evaluated for biological
resources and determined to have no value as habitat for endangered, rare or threatened species.
Additionally, the Project would not result in any significant effects relating to noise, air quality, or water
quality and could be served by existing utilities and public services. Therefore, the Proposed Project is
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exempt from further environmental review under the requirements of CEQA because it falls under the list
of classes of projects that have been determined not to have a significant effect on the environment and

have been declared exempt by the Legislature in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines (CEQA Guidelines $§
15332).
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