INITIAL STUDY

4 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

I. AESTHETICS
Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099
would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ] ] ] X
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but ] ] ] X

not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway?

c. In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the ] ] X ]
existing visual character or quality of public views the
site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that
are experienced from publicly accessible vantage
point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the
project conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which ] ] X ]
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area?

a) Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. A scenic vista is defined as a publicly-accessible expansive view of attractive scenery,
such as an ocean/beach scene, a pastoral setting, an impressive mountain range, a city skyline,
etc. The Project Site is located in a highly urbanized area of the City of Compton (City). Views
from within the Project Site area are largely limited to typical urban development (e.g.,
buildings/structures, signage, lighting, roadway infrastructure, etc.). No scenic views are available
from within the Project Site area. Additionally, the Project Site is not in or near a designated scenic
vista. The Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista. Therefore, no
impacts related to scenic vistas would occur as a result of the Project. No further analysis of this
issue is required in an environmental impact report (EIR).
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b) Would the Project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings, or other locally recognized desirable
aesthetic natural feature within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. The Project Site is not visible from a state scenic highway. The closest state-
designated scenic highway to the Project Site is a segment of State Route 110 located
approximately 13 miles to the northwest of the site that starts near Downtown Los Angeles and
travels north to the City of Pasadena.! No rock outcroppings or historic buildings are located on
the Project Site. All trees that would be removed as part of the Project would be replaced in
accordance with the City’s landscaping requirements. Thus, the Project would not substantially
damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings, or other locally recognized desirable aesthetic natural feature within a state scenic
highway. Therefore, no impacts related to scenic resources would occur as a result of the Project.
No further analysis of this issue is required .

c) In non-urbanized areas, would the Project substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are
those that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations
governing scenic quality?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project Site is located in a highly urbanized area of the City.
The Project Site is bounded by Parmelee Avenue on the north and west, a residential
neighborhood on the south, and a channelized portion of the Los Angeles River. The greater
Project Site area is largely developed with residential neighborhoods to south, east, and west,
Centennial High School to the west and north, and Dr. Ronald E McNair Elementary School to
the northeast. El Segundo Boulevard is located approximately 575 feet north of the site and is
developed with various commercial uses. The Project Site is currently undeveloped but contains
the remnants of former buildings, asphalt, and ruderal vegetation. The Project Site is zoned RL
(Low Density Residential), with a General Plan land use designation of Low Density Residential.

The Project includes development of the Project Site with 60 single-family residential homes,
including 48 market-rate homes and 12 affordable homes. Each home would be two stories with
a maximum building height of 30 feet. Forty-eight homes would have a two-car garage, and twelve
homes would have a one car garage. The size, architecture, and design of the proposed homes
would be similar to and compatible with homes found in the existing surrounding neighborhood.

Architectural Design: The architecture of the homes would reflect current aesthetics and
design standards. The elevations of the homes would reflect visual interest and variation
in line with the City’s design goals to avoid monotonous streetscapes.

1 Caltrans, California State Scenic Highway System Map,
https://caltrans.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=465dfd3d807c46cc8e8057116f1
aacaa, accessed January 25, 2025.
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Access: Vehicular access to the Project Site would be provided via a gated
ingress/egress driveway near the northeast corner of the site on Parmelee Avenue. A
gated emergency-access-only ingress/egress driveway would be located near the
southwest corner of the site on Parmelee Avenue. Access to the individual homes would
be provided via private roadway.

Street and Residential Lighting: Standard streetlights will illuminate the internal
roadways, enhancing nighttime visibility and safety.

Shielded Residential Lighting: Decorative lighting on individual homes would be
downward-facing or shielded to prevent light spillover, complying with City requirements
to reduce glare and protect neighborhood character.

Landscape Plan: The proposed landscaping, shown in Figure 3-4, incorporates native
and drought-tolerant species in accordance with Compton’s landscaping standards and
sustainability goals.

Visual Compatibility: The combination of architectural detailing, varied fagades, and
integrated landscaping contributes to a visually attractive and cohesive neighborhood that
aligns with City design principles.

Additionally, the Project would undergo Design Review by the City to ensure the Project complies
with the City’s applicable design standards and achieves compatibility with the existing built
environment. Thus, the Project would not conflict with applicable zoning or other regulations
governing scenic quality. Therefore, Project impacts related to scenic quality would be less than
significant. No further analysis of this issue is required .

d) Would the Project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect daytime or nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project Site area includes sources of light and glare including
outdoor and indoor lighting associated with buildings, street lighting, vehicle headlights in dim
lighting or at night, and windows, light colored objects, and windows. The Project includes
development of the Project Site with 60 single-family residential homes. The Project would provide
standard streetlights on the Project’s internal streets, and the residences’ elevations would have
decorative coach lights that would face down or be shielded in accordance with Section 30-19.5
of the Compton Municipal Code (CMC). The Project’'s sources of light and glare would be
comparable to the sources that already existing within the Project Site area. Thus, the Project
would not create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect daytime
or nighttime views in the area. Therefore, Project impacts related to light and glare would be less
than significant. No further analysis of this issue is required .
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Il. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

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

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or ] ] ] X
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a ] ] ] X
Williamson Act contract?
c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, ] ] ] X

forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest ] ] ] X
land to non-forest use?
e. Involve other changes in the existing environment ] ] ] X

which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

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

No Impact. The Extent of Important Farmland Map Coverage maintained by the Division of Land
Protection indicates that no land within the City, including the Project Site, are included in the
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Important Farmland category.2 Therefore, the Project would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland) to non-agricultural use, as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency. No impacts related to this issue would occur as a result of the Project. No
further analysis of this issue is required .

b) Would the Project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?

No Impact. Neither the Project Site nor the surround area are zoned for agricultural use, and
none are under a Williamson Act Contract.3 Thus, the Project would not conflict with existing
zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act Contract. Therefore, no impacts related to this
issue would occur as a result of the Project. No further analysis of this issue is required .

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

No Impact. Neither the Project Site nor the surrounding area are zoned as forest land or
timberland. Thus, the Project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined
by Government Code section 51104(g)). Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur
as a result of the Project. No further analysis of this issue is required .

d) Would the Project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use?

No Impact. The Project Site is currently undeveloped but contains the remnants of former
buildings, asphalt, and ruderal vegetation. Neither the Project Site nor the surrounding area
contain any forest land. Thus, the Project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur as a result
of the Project. No further analysis of this issue is required .

e) Would the Project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact. No agricultural uses are located on the Project Site or within the surrounding area.
Thus, the Project would not result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion

> State of California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland

Mapping and Monitoring Program, Los Angeles County Important Farmland, 1998.

* Ibid.
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of forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur as a result
of the Project. No further analysis of this issue is required .
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lll. AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD) may be relied upon to make the following determinations.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the X L] ] ]
applicable air quality plan?
b. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of X ] ] ]
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient
air quality standard?
c. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant X ] ] ]
concentrations?
d. Result in other emissions (such as those leading to ] ] X ]
odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of
people?

a) Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project includes development of the Project Site with 60
single-family residential homes and would generate pollutant emissions during the Project’s
construction and operational phases. The issue of whether the Project would conflict with or
obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan requires a comprehensive evaluation of
construction and operational emissions, consistency with regional growth projections, and
conformance with the control measures and assumptions incorporated into the governing air
quality management plan. The analysis relies on detailed emissions modeling and a comparison
to regional planning assumptions and will be addressed in an EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project includes development of the Project Site with 60
single-family residential homes and would generate pollutant emissions during the Project’s
construction and operational phases. The determination of whether the Project would result in a
cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the region is in
nonattainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard requires detailed
quantification of construction and operational emissions and comparison to applicable regional
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significance thresholds. The evaluation relies on refined emissions modeling and will be
addressed in an EIR, which would quantify Project emissions, compare them to applicable
thresholds, and determine whether the Project would result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of criteria pollutants.

c) Would the Project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project includes development of the Project Site with 60
single-family residential homes and would generate pollutant emissions during the Project’s
construction and operational phases. Sensitive receptors, including a school and other residential
uses, are located near the Project Site. The determination of whether the Project would expose
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations requires detailed analysis of localized
construction and operational emissions and the proximity of nearby sensitive land uses. This
evaluation relies on refined air quality modeling and site-specific analysis and will be addressed
in an EIR, which would assess potential exposure of sensitive receptors to pollutant
concentrations and determine whether any significant impacts would occur.

d) Would the Project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely
affecting a substantial number of people?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project includes development of the Project Site with 60
single-family residential homes. Typical sources of objectionable odors are associated with heavy
industrial uses, wastewater treatment facilities, landfills, or certain agricultural operations, none
of which are proposed as part of the Project. During construction, short-term odors could occur
from equipment exhaust, architectural coatings, asphalt paving, and other construction materials;
however, these odors would be temporary, intermittent, and would cease upon completion of
construction. Construction activities would also be required to comply with applicable regulations
governing equipment emissions and the use of low-volatile organic compounds (VOC) coatings
and solvents, which would minimize potential odors. Operation of the residential uses would not
generate substantial sources of odor beyond those commonly associated with typical household
activities, landscaping, and vehicle use. These types of emissions are not considered a nuisance
and would disperse rapidly in the open environment. Thus, the Project would not create
objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. Therefore, Project impacts related
odors would be less than significant. No further analysis of this issue is required .
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

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

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat ] ] ] X
or other sensitive natural community identified in local
or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or US Fish
and Wildlife Service?
c. Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally ] ] ] X
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?
d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native ] X ] ]
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

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

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat ] ] ] X
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

a) Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species
in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project includes development of the Project Site, which
contains some vegetation, with 60 single-family residential homes. The determination of whether
the Project would have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modification,
on any candidate, sensitive, or special-status species identified in local or regional plans, policies,
or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, requires detailed biological evaluation, habitat assessments, and analysis of potential
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts. Therefore, this issue will be addressed in an EIR.
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b) Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or
by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. The Project Site is located in an urbanized area of the City and is surrounded by
existing urban development. No riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community exist at the
Project Site or in the immediate vicinity of the site. Thus, the Project would not have a substantial
adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or
regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur as a result of
the Project. No further analysis of this issue is required .

c) Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected
wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

No Impact. The Project Site is located in an urbanized area of the City and is surrounded by
existing urban development. The Biological Resources Assessment prepared for the Project
noted that the habitat on-site is highly disturbed and modified as the site was previously
developed. Large portions of the site are covered asphalt or concrete with ruderal vegetation. No
wetlands exist at the Project Site or in the immediate vicinity of the site. Thus, the Project would
not have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur as a result
of the Project.

d) Would the Project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project includes development of the Project Site with 60
single-family residential homes. The Project Site is located in an urbanized area of the City, has
previously been developed, and is substantially surrounded by urban development. Large
portions of the Project Site are currently covered asphalt or concrete with ruderal vegetation. The
Project Site is not part of a migratory wildlife corridor or native wildlife nursery. However, the
ruderal vegetation on the site contains some trees and shrubs that could be used by nesting bird
species. Therefore, this issue will be addressed in an EIR.

e) Would the Project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

No Impact. The Project includes development of the Project Site with 60 single-family residential
homes. Large portions of the Project Site are currently covered asphalt or concrete with ruderal
vegetation., including trees. All trees that would be removed as part of the Project would be
replaced in accordance with the City’s landscaping requirements. Thus, the Project would not
conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
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preservation policy or ordinance. Therefore, no impacts related to conflicts with tree preservation
would occur as a result of the Project. No further analysis of this issue is required .

f) Would the Project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

No Impact. The Project Site is not subject to a Habitat Conservation Plan, a Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other such plan. Thus, the Project would not conflict with the provisions of
an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue
would occur as a result of the Project. No further analysis of this issue us required .
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance X ] ] ]
of a historical resource pursuant to § 15064.5?
b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance X ] ] ]
of an archaeological resource pursuant to § 15064.5?
c. Disturb any human remains, including those interred X ] ] ]

outside of dedicated cemeteries?

a) Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource pursuant to § 15064.5?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Site was once developed with an Air National Guard
Armory 1950 Air National Guard Armory, and the foundational remains and other remnants of the
armory were identified on the Project Site and recorded into the California Historical Resources
Inventory under the temporary designation of Site 4176-1H, pending assignment of a permanent
identification number. The Project includes removal of these remains/remnants and development
of the site with 60 single-family residential homes. Whether the remains/remnants are considered
significant historical resources under CEQA and the degree to which the Project would cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5 will
be addressed in an EIR.

b) Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to § 15064.5?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Site is located in Southern California, which is known
to contain known and unknown archaeological resources. The Project includes development of
the Project Site with 60 single-family residential homes. The Project’s construction phase would
include ground-disturbing activities, which could uncover unknown archaeological resources.
Thus, the degree to which the Project could cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to § 15064.5 will be addressed in an EIR.

c) Would the Project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Site does not contain a cemetery. However, the
Project Site is located in Southern California, which is known to contain known and unknown
archaeological resources that could include human remains. The Project includes development
of the Project Site with 60 single-family residential homes. The Project’s construction phase would
include ground-disturbing activities, which could uncover unknown archaeological
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resources/human remains. Thus, the degree to which the Project could disturb any human
remains will be addressed in an EIR.
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VI. ENERGY

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Result in potentially significant environmental impact ] ] X ]

due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

b. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for ] ] X ]
renewable energy or energy efficiency?

a) Would the project result in potentially significant environmental impacts due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction
or operation?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project is proposed as an all-electric community. Electricity
is provided to the Project Site by Southern California Edison (SCE).

Electricity consumption is typically quantified using the British Thermal Unit (BTU). Total annual
energy consumption in California was 6,816 ftrillion BTUs in 2023 (the most recent year this
specific data is available).# Of California’s total annual energy consumption in 2022, the
breakdown by sector is 17.1 percent by residential uses, 17.9 percent by commercial uses, 21.3
percent by industrial uses, and 44.5 percent by transportation uses.® Electricity in California is
generally consumed by stationary users such as residences, commercial, and industrial uses,
whereas petroleum consumption is generally accounted for by transportation-related energy use.
In 2024, California’s taxable gasoline sales (including aviation gasoline) accounted for 13.3 billion
gallons of gasoline.®

The County’s electricity consumption from 2014 to 2024 is shown in Table VI-1. As indicated in
the table, the County’s electricity consumption generally decreased between 2014 and 2024.

4 U.S. Energy Information Administration, Table F33: Total energy consumption, price, and expenditure
estimates,
https://www.eia.gov/state/seds/data.php ?incfile=/state/seds/sep_fuel/htmi/fuel_te.html&sid=CA,
accessed May 5, 2026.
Ibid.

6  California Department of Tax and Fee Administration, Motor Vehicle Fuel 10 Year Reports.
https.//www.cdltfa.ca.gov/taxes-and-fees/spftrpts.htm, accessed May 5, 2026.
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The County’s automotive fuel consumption from 2015 to 2025 is shown in Table VI-2. As shown
in the table, the County’s on-road automotive fuel consumption has risen and fallen from 2015 to

Table VI-1

Electricity Consumption in Los Angeles County 2014-2024

Year Electricity Consumption
(Gigawatt Hours)

2014 69,520

2015 69,388

2016 69,160

2017 68,347

2018 67,540

2019 65,693

2020 64,282

2021 64,794

2022 67,367

2023 63,213

2024 64,896
Source: California Energy Commission, Electricity Consumption by County,
https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/energy-almanac/california-electricity-
data/california-energy-consumption-dashboards-0, accessed May 5, 2026.

2025 but has trended down.

Table VI-2
Automotive Fuel Consumption in Los Angeles County 2015-2025
Year On-Road Automotive Fuel Heavy-Duty Vehicle/Diesel Fuel
Consumption (gallons) Consumption (gallons)
2015 3,970,766,727 478,798,414
2016 4,096,056,123 505,831,480
2017 4,074,001,895 522,062,271
2018 4,032,056,843 507,674,017
2019 3,959,691,442 493,589,437
2020 3,147,276,572 422,020,001
2021 3,485,899,513 435,698,417
2022 3,424,442,790 459,491,840
2023 3,464,201,603 470,628,264
2024 3,327,115,223 443,814,935
2025 3,218,685,315 449,106,405
Source: California Air Resources Board, EMFAC2021.

Construction

During Project construction, little to no electrical and natural gas consumption is anticipated since
construction vehicles and equipment are generally diesel-powered. During construction, the
Project would consume energy in two general forms: (1) the fuel energy consumed by
construction vehicles and equipment; and (2) bound energy in construction materials, such as

Compton 60 PAGE 4-15 City of Compton
Initial Study July 2026


https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/energy-almanac/california-electricity-data/california-energy-consumption-dashboards-0
https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/energy-almanac/california-electricity-data/california-energy-consumption-dashboards-0

asphalt, steel, concrete, pipes, and manufactured or processed materials such as lumber and
glass.

Fossil fuels used for construction vehicles and other energy-consuming equipment would be used
during grading, paving, and building construction. Fuel energy consumed during construction
would be temporary in nature and would not represent significant consumption of energy
resources. Some incidental energy conservation would occur during construction through
compliance with State requirements that equipment not in use for more than five minutes be
turned off. Project construction equipment would also be required to comply with the latest U.S.
EPA and CARB engine emissions standards. These emissions standards require highly efficient
combustion systems that maximize fuel efficiency and reduce unnecessary fuel consumption.
Due to increasing transportation costs and fuel prices, contractors and owners have a strong
financial incentive to avoid wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption of energy during
construction.

Substantial reductions in energy inputs for construction materials can be achieved by selecting
building materials composed of recycled materials that require substantially less energy to
produce than non-recycled materials. The incremental increase in the use of energy bound in
construction materials such as asphalt, steel, concrete, pipes and manufactured or processed
materials (e.g., lumber and gas) would not substantially increase energy consumption, compared
to annual local and regional consumption for construction materials. It is reasonable to assume
that production of building materials such as concrete, steel, etc., would employ all reasonable
energy conservation practices in the interest in minimizing the cost of doing business.

As indicated in Table VI-3, the Project’s construction-related diesel and gasoline fuel consumption
would be approximately 26,485 gallons and approximately 105,614 gallons, respectively, which
would result in a nominal increase in fuel use in the County. Construction-related off-road
automotive fuel consumption would constitute approximately 0.005 percent of the County’s diesel
consumption and approximately 0.003 percent of the County’s gasoline consumption, based pm
2025 consumption. As such, Project construction would have a minimal effect on the local and
regional fuel energy supplies. It is noted that construction fuel use is temporary and would cease
upon completion of construction activities. There are no unusual Project characteristics that would
necessitate the use of construction equipment that would be less energy-efficient than at
comparable construction sites in the region or State. Therefore, construction fuel consumption
would not be any more inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary than other similar development
projects of this nature.
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Table VI-3
Summary of Energy Use During Project Construction’

Fuel Type | Quantity
Electricity
Water Consumption (Dust Control) 2,966 kWh
Gasoline
On-Road Construction Equipment 105,129 gallons
Off-Road Construction Equipment 0 gallons?
Total Gasoline 105,129 gallons
Diesel
On-Road Construction Equipment 3,908 gallons
Off-Road Construction Equipment 22,577 gallons
Total Diesel 26,485 gallons
Total Petroleum-Based Fuel 131,614 gallons

kWh = kilowatt-hours

Detailed calculations are included in Appendix A.

2 Off-road construction equipment uses diesel fuel.

Operations

Project operations would consume approximately 413,709 kWh of electricity per year.” The
Project would be required to comply with Title 24 Building Energy Efficiency Standards, which
provide minimum efficiency standards related to various building features, including appliances,
water and space heating and cooling equipment, building insulation and roofing, and lighting.
Implementation of the Title 24 standards significantly reduces energy consumption. Furthermore,
the electricity provider, SCE, is subject to California’s RPS. The RPS requires investor-owned
utilities, electric service providers, and community choice aggregators to increase procurement
from eligible renewable energy resources to 60 percent of total procurement by 2030. Renewable
energy is generally defined as energy that comes from resources that are naturally replenished
within a human timescale such as sunlight, wind, tides, waves, and geothermal heat. The increase
in reliance of such energy resources further ensures projects will not result in the waste of the
finite energy resources.

The Project’s operational electrical energy consumption would constitute approximately 0.0006
percent of the County’s electricity consumption. The Project would adhere to all federal, State,
and local requirements for energy efficiency, including the Title 24 standards. As such, the Project
would not result in the inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary consumption of building electrical
energy.

7 The Project’s operational energy use has been calculated via CalEEMod. Refer to Appendix A.
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Transportation Energy

Pursuant to the Federal Energy Policy and Conservation Act of 1975, the National Highway Traffic
and Safety Administration (NTSA) is responsible for establishing additional vehicle standards and
for revising existing standards. Compliance with Federal fuel economy standards is not
determined for each individual vehicle model. Rather, compliance is determined based on each
manufacturer’s average fuel economy for the portion of their vehicles produced for sale in the
United States. Traffic associated with the Project is estimated to consume approximately 26,579
gallons of diesel fuel and approximately 111,874 gallons of gasoline fuel per year.8 The Project’s
operational on-road automotive fuel consumption (i.e., vehicle trips to and from the Project Site)
would constitute approximately 0.005 percent of the County’s diesel consumption and
approximately 0.003 percent of the County’s gasoline consumption, based on 2025 consumption.
The Project would not result in any unusual characteristics that would result in excessive long-
term operational fuel consumption. Fuel consumption associated with Project vehicle trips would
not be considered inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary in comparison to other similar
developments in the region.

Renewable Energy

The use of off- or on-site renewable energy resources to meet the Project’s operational demands
would be constrained by the energy portfolio mix managed by SCE and limitations on the
availability or feasibility of on-site energy generation. SCE is required to commit to the use of
renewable energy sources for compliance with the California Renewable Energy Resources Act,
as defined in its California Renewables Portfolio Standard. Eligible renewable resources include
bioenergy, hydroelectric, solar, wind, geothermal, and other resources that may be recognized in
the future.

With respect to the use of on-site renewable energy sources, because of the Project Site’s
location, there are no local sources of energy from the following sources: biodiesel, biomass,
geothermal, hydroelectric and small hydro, digester gas, fuel cells, landfill gas, municipal solid
waste, ocean thermal, ocean wave, and tidal current technologies, or multi-fuel facilities using
renewable fuels.

Solar and wind power represent variable-energy, or intermittent, resources that are generally used
to augment, but not replace, natural gas-fired energy power generation, since reliability of energy
availability and transmission is necessary to meet demand, which is constant. Wind-powered
energy is not viable on the Project Site due to the lack of sufficient wind in the Los Angeles basin.
Based on a map of California’s wind resource potential, the Project Site is not identified as an
area with wind resource potential.® Most of the high potential areas of greater than 6 KWh per
square mile per day in Los Angeles County are concentrated in the northeastern corner of the
county around the City of Lancaster, approximately 90 miles northeast of the City. Nonetheless,

The Project’s estimated fuel calculations are included in Appendix A.

9 California Energy Commission, Wind Resources Area, https://cecgis-
caenergy.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/CAEnergy::wind-resource-areas-
2023/explore ?filters=eyJTaGFwZVIfQXJIYSIEWzc4MDUxNjU2Ny4 1MDc4MTMsNjQOMDIzMzExMTk
5Ljk1N119&Ilocation=33.965903%2C-118.199940%2C11.48, accessed May 5, 2026.
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the Project would include solar panels on each building in accordance with Title 24 of the CEC.
Conclusion

The Project’s increase in electricity and automotive fuel consumption over existing conditions is
minimal (less than one percent). For the reasons described above, the Project would not place a
substantial demand on regional energy supply or require significant additional capacity or
significantly increase peak and base period electricity demand. The Project would be required to
adhere to all federal, State, and local requirements for energy efficiency, including the latest Title
24 standards. Thus, the Project would not cause a wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary
consumption of energy during Project construction, operation, or preempt future energy
development or future energy conservation. Therefore, potential impacts are considered less than
significant.

b) Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or
energy efficiency?

Less Than Significant Impact. CCR Title 24 contains energy efficiency standards for residential
and non-residential buildings based on a State mandate to reduce California’s energy demand.
Specifically, Title 24 addresses a number of energy efficiency measures that impact energy used
for lighting, water heating, heating, and air conditioning, including the building envelope’s energy
impact such as windows, doors, skylights, wall/floor/ceiling assemblies, attics, and roofs.

Title 24 Part 6 specifically establishes energy efficiency standards for residential and
nonresidential buildings constructed in the State to reduce energy demand and consumption. The
Project would comply with Title 24 Part 6 per State regulations. In accordance with Title 24 Part
6, the Project would have: (a) sensor-based lighting controls— for fixtures located near windows,
the lighting would be adjusted by taking advantage of available natural light; and (b) efficient
process equipment-improved technology offers significant savings through more efficient
processing equipment.

Title 24 Part 11 contains voluntary and mandatory energy measures that apply to the Project
under the CALGreen Code. As discussed above, the Project would increase consumption of fuel
and electricity energy resources. In accordance with Title 24 Part 11 mandatory compliance
measures, the Project would require (a) 50 percent of its construction and demolition waste to be
diverted from landfills; (b) mandatory inspections of energy systems to ensure optimal working
efficiency; (c) low pollutant emitting exterior and interior finish materials, such as paints, carpets,
vinyl flooring and particle boards; and (d) a 20 percent reduction in indoor water use. Compliance
with these mandatory measures would decrease fuel and electricity consumption.

The Project would not conflict with any of the federal, State, or local plans for renewable energy
and energy efficiency. Because the Project would comply with Title 24 Parts 6 and 11, no conflict
with existing energy standards and regulations would occur. Therefore, the Project’s impacts
concerning renewable energy or energy efficiency plans would be less than significant.
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VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project:

a.

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

i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the
area or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

ii. Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv. Landslides?
Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Be located on a geologic unit that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

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

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

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

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
[] Ll [] X
X [] [] []
X [] Ll Ll
[ [] [] X
[ [] = []
X [] Ll Ll
X [] [] []
[ [] [] X
X [] Ll Ll

a) Would the Project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects,

including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines

and Geology Special Publication 42?

No Impact. The Project Site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, and
no known faults exist on the Project Site.10 The fault closest to the Project Site is the Newport-

10

Revised Geotechnical Design Report, Albus & Associates, January 8, 2025. Refer to Appendix B.
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Inglewood fault, located approximately 1.59 miles from the Project Site.! Thus, the Project would
not directly or indirectly cause substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault on the Project Site. Therefore, no impacts related to this
issue would occur as a result of the Project. No further analysis of this issue is required .

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking caused in whole or in part by the Project’s
exacerbation of the existing environmental conditions?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Site is located in a seismically active region. The
Project includes development of the Project Site with 60 single-family residential homes, which
could experience seismic ground shaking in the event of an earthquake. No aspects of the Project
would exacerbate the potential for seismic ground shaking. However, this issue will be addressed
in an EIR.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, caused in whole or in part
by the Project’s exacerbation of the existing environmental conditions?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Site is located in a seismically active region and is
in an area susceptible to liquefaction. The Project includes development of the Project Site with
60 single-family residential homes, which could experience seismic ground shaking in the event
of an earthquake and could experience the effects of liquefaction. No aspects of the Project would
exacerbate the potential for seismic ground shaking or liquefaction. However, this issue will be
addressed in an EIR.

iv) Landslides caused in whole or in part by the Project’s exacerbation of the
existing environmental conditions?

No Impact. The topography of the Project Site and surrounding area are flat. No landslides are
located on or near the Project Site. Thus, the Project would not directly or indirectly cause
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving landslides.
Therefore, no impacts related to landslides would occur as a result of the Project. No further
analysis of this issue is required .

b) Would the Project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project includes development of the Project Site with 60
single-family residential homes. During the Project’s construction phase, soil would be exposed.
However, the Project Applicant would be required to implement SCAQMD Rule 403 — Fugitive
Dust to minimize wind and water-borne erosion at the site. Also, because the Project Site exceeds
one acre, the Applicant would be required to prepare and implement a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP), in accordance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction

" Ibid.
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Activity and Land Disturbance Activities. The site-specific SWPPP would be prepared prior to any
ground-disturbing activities and would be implemented during Project construction. The SWPPP
would include best management practices (BMPs) and erosion control measures to prevent
pollution in storm water discharge. Typical BMPs that could be used during construction include
good-housekeeping practices (e.g., street sweeping, proper waste disposal, vehicle and
equipment maintenance, concrete washout area, materials storage, minimization of hazardous
materials, proper handling and storage of hazardous materials, etc.) and erosion/sediment control
measures (e.g., silt fences, fiber rolls, gravel bags, storm water inlet protection, and soil
stabilization measures, etc.). The SWPPP would be subject to review and approval by the City.
Additionally, all Project construction activities would comply with the City’s regulations. Through
compliance with these existing regulations, the Project would not result in substantial soil erosion
during ground-disturbing activities.

Additionally, during the Project’s operational phase, most of the Project Site would be developed
with impervious surfaces, and all stormwater flows would be directed to storm drainage features
and would not come into contact with bare soil surfaces. Thus, with compliance with applicable
regulatory requirements, development of the Project would not result in substantial soil erosion.
Therefore, Project impacts related soil erosion would be less than significant. No further analysis
of this issue is required .

c) Would the Project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide,
lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in response to Checklist Question VII(c) (Geology
and Soils — Landslides), no impacts related to landslides would occur as a result of the Project.
As discussed in response to Checklist Question VII(a)(iii) (Geology and Soils — Liquefaction), the
Project Site could experience liquefaction during a seismic event. Thus, the potential for the
Project to cause geologic instability will be addressed in an EIR.

d) Would the Project be located on expansive soil, as identified on Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or
property?

Potentially Significant Impact. Based on laboratory test results of sites near the Project Site
and preliminary testing of samples obtained at the Project Site, the geologic materials within the
site are anticipated to be medium expansion range.’2 The Project includes development of the
Project Site with 60 single-family residential homes, which could experience effects associated
with expansive soil. Thus, the degree to which the Project could result in risks related to expansive
soil will be addressed in an EIR.

2 Ibid.
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e) Would the Project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks
or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal
of wastewater?

No Impact. The Project would connect to the City’s existing sewer system and would not require
the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Thus, the Project would not
result in any impacts related to soils that are incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal
of wastewater. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur as a result of the Project.
No further analysis of this issue is required .

f) Would the Project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site
or unique geologic feature?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Site is located in Southern California, which is known
to contain known and unknown paleontological resources. The Project includes development of
the Project Site with 60 single-family residential homes. The Project’s construction phase would
include ground-disturbing activities, which could uncover unknown paleontological resources.
Thus, the degree to which the Project could directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature will be addressed in an EIR.
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VIIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or  [X] ] ] ]
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment?

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation X ] ] ]
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that
may have a significant impact on the environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project would generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
during both construction and operation. Construction-related emissions would result from the use
of heavy-duty construction equipment, employee and vendor vehicle trips, and the transport of
construction materials. Operational emissions would result from energy consumption, area
sources, water use and wastewater treatment, solid waste disposal, and vehicle trips generated
by future Project occupants and visitors. Because GHG emissions contribute to the cumulative
environmental effects of global climate change, the Project has the potential to generate GHG
emissions either directly or indirectly that may have a significant impact on the environment. A
GHG emissions study will be prepared that estimates the amount of GHG emissions that will be
generated by the Project, and this issue will be addressed in an EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact.

Numerous federal, state, regional, and local plans, policies, and regulations have been adopted
for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions, including but not limited to the California Global
Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32), Senate Bill 32, Senate Bill 375, the California Air
Resources Board Scoping Plan, applicable building energy efficiency standards, and the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 2024-2050 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). The Project would be required to comply
with applicable regulations governing energy efficiency, transportation, and other measures
intended to reduce GHG emissions. However, implementation of the Project would result in new
residential development that could generate GHG emissions and affect regional vehicle travel
patterns, energy consumption, and other factors relevant to climate planning. A detailed analysis
will be prepared to evaluate the Project’s consistency with applicable plans, policies, and
regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions, including state climate goals
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and the applicable regional sustainable communities strategy, and this issue will be addressed in
an EIR.
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IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant  with Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

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

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the X ] ] ]
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or X ] ] ]
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of X ] ] ]
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

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

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

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

a) Would the Project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project includes development of the Project Site with 60
single-family residential homes. During the Project’s construction phase, the types of hazardous
materials that could be used would (temporarily) be typical materials necessary for construction
of a commercial development (e.g., paints, solvents, fuel for construction equipment, building
materials, etc.). All potentially hazardous materials used during Project construction would be
used and disposed of in accordance with manufacturers’ specifications and instructions. In
addition, the Project would be required to comply with all applicable federal, state, and local
regulations governing such activities, including but not limited to the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act, California Hazardous Waste Control, Federal and State Occupational Safety and
Health Acts, SCAQMD rules, and permits and associated conditions issued by the City. Such
requirements include obtaining material safety data sheets from chemical manufacturers, making
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these data sheets available to employees, labeling chemical containers in the workplace,
developing and maintaining a written hazard communication program, and developing and
maintaining a written hazard communication program, and developing and implementing
programs to train employees about hazardous materials. Thus, Project construction would not
require the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials that would pose a significant
hazard to the public or environment.

As a single-family residential development, similar to other single-family residential
neighborhoods located adjacent to the Project Site and throughout the Project Site area, the
Project would use common types of cleaning products, paint, petroleum products,
landscaping/yard care, etc., all of which would be used and stored in accordance with
manufacturer requirements. Thus, Project operation would not require the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials that would pose a significant hazard to the public or
environment. For all the reasons discussed above, Project impacts related to hazardous materials
would be less than significant.

b) Would the Project create significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Site consists of approximately 4.37 acres of land
formerly occupied by the California Air and Army National Guard for an armory, which used three
underground storage tanks (USTs) at the site and could have left residual soil contamination at
the site. The Project includes development of the site with 60 single-family residential homes.
Project construction would involve ground-disturbing activities, which could encounter soil
contamination, if present. Thus, the degree to which the Project could create significant hazard to
the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment will be addressed in an EIR.

c) Would the Project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Potentially Significant Impact. Schools located within 0.25 miles of the Project Site include
Centennial High School, Dr. Ronald E. McNair Elementary School, and KIPP Compton
Community School. As discussed above, the Project Site was formerly occupied by the California
Air and Army National Guard for an armory, which used three USTs at the site and could have
left residual soil contamination at the site. The Project includes development of the site with 60
single-family residential homes. Project construction would involve ground-disturbing activities,
which could encounter soil contamination, if present. Thus, the degree to which the Project could
emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of a school will be addressed in an EIR.
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d) Would the Project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Site is listed in the Cortese database related to past
leaking USTs and associated soil contamination conditions. The Project includes development of
the site with 60 single-family residential homes. Project construction would involve ground-
disturbing activities, which could encounter soil contamination, if present. Thus, the degree to
which the Project could create a significant hazard to the public or the environment will be
addressed in an EIR.

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

No Impact. The Project Site is located approximately 1.66 miles north of the Compton/Woodley
Airport. A review of the Airport Influence Area for the airport shows that the Project Site does not
fall within the boundaries of the airport’s Planning Boundary/Airport Influence Area. Additionally,
the Project would have no effect on airport safety or noise. Thus, the Project would not result in a
safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project area. Therefore, no
impacts related to this issue would occur as a result of the Project. No further analysis of this
issue is required .

f) Would the Project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact. The Project Site is not located on a designated emergency evacuation route. '3 The
Project would not require the closure of any public or private streets and would not impede
emergency vehicle access to the Project Site or surrounding area. Thus, the Project would not
impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur as a result
of the Project. No further analysis of this issue is required .

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

No Impact. The Project is located in a highly urbanized area of the City that is not subject to
wildland fires and is not designated as, and is not located in the vicinity of, a Fire Hazard Severity
Zone, as mapped by the State Fire Marshal. Thus, the Project would not expose people or
structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands.

3 Los Angeles County Public Works, Disaster Route Maps by City,
https://pw.lacounty.gov/dsg/disasterroutes/map/disaster_rdm-South.pdf, accessed March 23, 2025.
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Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur as a result of the Project. No further
analysis of this issue is required .
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge ] ] X ]
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade
surface or ground water quality?

b. Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or ] ] ] X
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such
that the project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river or through the addition of
impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:

i. Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or ] ] X ]
off-site;
i. Substantially increase the rate or amount of L] L] ] X

surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-site;

iii. Create or contribute runoff water which would ] ] X L]
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff; or

iv. Impede or redirect flood flows?

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

e. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water ] ] X ]
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan?

1O
1O
L]0
X X

a) Would the Project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements
or otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater?

Less Than Significant Impact. During the Project’s construction phase, soil would be temporarily
exposed. In addition, on-site watering activities to reduce airborne dust would occur in accordance
with typical best construction management practices and SCQAMD’s Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust).
Also, construction-related materials, including adhesives, coatings, lubricants, and fuel would be
temporarily stored on the Project Site. However, the Project Applicant would be required to comply
with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Construction Permit
including the preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and implementation
of best management practices (BMPs), required to minimize soil erosion/sedimentation and other
runoff from the Project Site from entering the storm drains during the construction period. In
addition, the Project would be subject to the County of Los Angeles’ Low Impact Development
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(LID) Requirements to ensure pollutant loads from the Project Site would be minimized for
downstream receiving waters. Compliance with the NPDES and implementation of the SWPPP
and BMPs, as well as the City’s discharge requirements would ensure that any construction
stormwater runoff would not violate water quality and/or discharge requirements.

Additionally, during the Project’s operational phase, similar to existing site conditions, most of the
Project Site would be developed with impervious surfaces, and all stormwater flows would be
directed to storm drainage features and would not come into contact with bare soil surfaces.
However, the Project Applicant would still be required to comply with the City’s LID requirements,
including preparation and implementation of a Stormwater Mitigation Plan, which are required to
include a site design approach and BMPs that address runoff and pollution at the source. Further,
to comply with LID requirements the Project would be required to capture and treat the first 3/4-
inch of rainfall from a storm event or the runoff associated with the 85" percentile, 24-hour storm
event, whichever is greater, in accordance with established stormwater treatment priorities.
Compliance with the LID requirements would control the amount of surface water runoff leaving
the Project Site and would ensure that operation of the Project would not violate water quality
standard and discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade water quality.

Conformance with existing regulations would ensure construction and operational activities would
not violate water quality standards, waste discharge requirements, or otherwise substantially
degrade water quality. Therefore, Project impacts related to water quality would be less than
significant. No further analysis of this issue is required .

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

No Impact. Soils at the Project Site contain high levels of clay that do not allow for stormwater to
infiltrate to groundwater levels. During storm events, some storm water saturates the soils at the
site, while the remainder all of flows from the site to the existing local streets and storm drain
system. No storm water at the Project Site reaches groundwater levels. Additionally, the City is
largely developed with impervious surfaces. As such, the City is not a source of groundwater
recharge, including the Project Site. Under the Project, all storm water would be directed toward
on-site infiltration basins and other BMP infrastructures and the local storm drain system and
would not have the ability to reach groundwater level at the Project Site. Additionally, all water
consumption associated with the Project would be supplied by City and not from groundwater
beneath the Project Site. Thus, the Project would have no effect on groundwater supplies or
recharge, and no impacts related to this issue would occur. No further analysis of this issue is
required .

c) Would the Project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or through the addition
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of impervious surfaces, in a manner, which would result in substantial erosion or siltation
on- or off-site?

i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Less Than Significant Impact. In its existing condition, the Project Site is developed in part with
impervious surface, including building remnants and paved areas. During storm events, some
storm water saturates the soils at the site, while the remainder all of flows from the site to the
existing local streets and storm drain system. No rivers or streams are located on or near the
Project Site. During the Project’s construction phase, soil would be exposed. However, the Project
Applicant would be required to comply with NPDES SWPPP requirements as well as the City’s
LID Requirements, which would preserve water quality during construction of the Project (refer to
response to Checklist Question X(a) (Hydrology and Water Quality — Water Quality). While
grading and construction activities may temporarily alter the existing drainage patterns of the site,
BMPs would be implemented to minimize soil erosion impacts during Project grading and
construction activities. In addition, the Project Applicant would be required to implement a LID
Plan (during operation), which would reduce the amount of surface water runoff leaving the
Project Site after a storm event. Specifically, the LID Plan would require the implementation of
stormwater BMPs to retain or treat the runoff from a storm event producing 3/4-inch of rainfall in
a 24-hour period. Thus, the Project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner,
which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site. Therefore, Project impacts
related to erosion or siltation would be less than significant. No further analysis of this issue is
required .

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

No Impact. As stated previously, the Project Site is developed in part with building remnants and
paved areas. During storm events, some storm water saturates the soils at the site, while the
remainder all of flows from the site to the existing local streets and storm drain system.. Under
the post-Project conditions, most of the Project Site would be developed with impervious surfaces,
and all storm water would be directed toward infiltration basins and BMP infrastructure and/or the
local storm drain system. The Project Applicant would still be required to implement BMPs and to
develop appropriate drainage infrastructure on the site to meet regulatory water quality
requirements and to control drainage from the site to not exceed existing rates. Thus, the Project
would not increase the runoff from the site entering the City’s existing storm drain facilities. As
such, the Project would not cause flooding on or off site. Therefore, no impacts related to this
issue would occur as a result of the Project. No further analysis of this issue is required .

iii) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Less Than Significant Impact. As stated previously, the Project Site is developed in part with
building remnants and paved areas. During storm events, some storm water saturates the soils
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at the site, while the remainder all of flows from the site to the existing local streets and storm
drain system. Under the post-Project conditions, most of the Project Site would be developed with
impervious surfaces. The Project developer would be required to implement BMPs and to develop
appropriate drainage infrastructure on the site to meet regulatory water quality requirements and
to control drainage from the site to not exceed existing rates. Thus, the Project would not increase
the runoff from the site entering the City’s existing storm drain facilities. As such, the Project would
not exceed the capacity of the existing or planning drainage system. Therefore, Project impacts
related to storm drain capacity would be less than significant. No further analysis of this issue is
required .

iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?

No Impact. The Project Site is located in an area of minimal flood risk (Zone X) and is not located
within a 100-year zone, as mapped by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).14
Thus, the Project would not have the potential to impede or redirect flood flows. Therefore, no
impacts related to this issue would occur as a result of the Project. No further analysis of this
issue is required .

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the Project risk release of pollutants
due to Project inundation?

No Impact. The Project Site is not located near any large bodies of water. The Pacific Ocean is
located approximately five miles west of the Project Site. As such, the Project Site is not in an
area susceptible to seiche, tsunamis, or mudflows.'® Thus, the Project would not expose people
or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving inundation by seiche, tsunami,
or mudflow. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur as a result of the Project. No
further analysis of this issue is required .

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed previously in response to Checklist Question X(a)
(Hydrology and Water Quality — Water Quality), Project impacts related to water quality would be
less than significant. As discussed in response to Checklist Question X(b) (Hydrology and Water
Quality — Groundwater), no impacts related to groundwater would occur as a result of the Project.
No further analysis of this issue is required .

4 FEMA, Flood Map Panel #06037C1795F, effective on September 26, 2008,
https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search, accessed March 23, 2025.

5 California Department of Conservation, California Tsunami Maps and Data,
https.//www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/tsunami/maps, accessed January 6, 2026.
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Xl. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Physically divide an established community? ] ] ] X
b. Cause a significant environmental impact due to a X ] ] ]

conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

a) Would the Project physically divide an established community?

No Impact. The Project Site is located in an urbanized area of the City and is currently developed.
The Project Site is surrounded by existing development and roadway and utility infrastructure.
Thus, the Project would not physically divide an established community. Therefore, no impacts
related to this issue would occur. No further analysis of this issue is required.

b) Would the Project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any
land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project requires discretionary approvals from the City,
including a Conditional Use Permit, Tentative Tract Map, and Design Review. As described in the
Project Description, the Project also qualifies for the provisions of the Housing Accountability Act
(Builder's Remedy) and the State Density Bonus Law. Because the Project requires discretionary
approvals and involves implementation of various land use, zoning, housing, and development
policies, the Project has the potential to raise issues regarding consistency with applicable plans,
policies, and regulations adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating environmental effects.
Evaluation of these issues requires a detailed review of the Project's consistency with applicable
General Plan goals and policies, zoning regulations, housing policies, and other relevant land use
regulations, including consideration of the Project's status under State housing laws. The extent
to which any inconsistencies may result in a significant environmental impact, or whether
applicable State laws supersede local land use requirements, involves complex planning and
policy considerations that warrant comprehensive evaluation. Therefore, this issue will be
addressed in an EIR.
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XIl. MINERAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

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

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important ] ] ] X
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

a) Would the Project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would
be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

No Impact. The Project Site is located in an urbanized part of the City. The Project Site is not
located in on land classified Mineral Resource Zone 2 (MRZ-2).'8 17 Thus, the Project would not
result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region
and the residents of the state. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur. No further
analysis of this issue is required .

b) Would the Project result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

No Impact. The Project Site is located in an urbanized part of the City. The Project Site is not
identified as a mineral resource recovery site. Thus, the Project would not result in the loss of
availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan or other land use plan. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur. No
further analysis of this issue is required .

6 California Geological Survey, Mineral Land Classification,
https.//maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/minerals/?page=Mineral-Land-Classification, accessed, April 1,
2025.

7 MRZ-2 is defined as “Areas where adequate information indicates that significant mineral deposits are
present, or where it is judged that a high likelihood for their presence exists. This zone shall be applied
to known mineral deposits or where well-developed lines of reasoning, based upon economic-geologic
principles and adequate data, demonstrate that the likelihood for occurrence of significant mineral
deposits is high.”
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XIll. NOISE

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project result in:
a. Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent X ] ] ]
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?
b. Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or X ] ] ]
groundborne noise levels?
c. For a project located within the vicinity of a private ] ] ] X

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

a) 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?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Site is currently vacant and does not generate noise.
The Project includes development of the site with 60 single-family residential homes. The
Project’s construction and operational phases would generate noise on and off of the Project Site.
Thus, the degree to which the Project could 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
will be addressed in an EIR.

b) Would the Project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Site is currently vacant and does not generate
groundborne vibration. The Project includes development of the site with 60 single-family
residential homes. The Project’s construction phase would generate groundborne noise in the
vicinity of the Project Site. Thus, the degree to which the Project could result in generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels will be addressed in an EIR.

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

No Impact. The Project Site is located within two miles of the Compton/Woodley Airport. The
Project consists of the development of 60 single-family residential homes, which would not alter
airport operations, flight patterns, aircraft types, or the frequency of aircraft activity. Because the
Project would not influence airport activity, the Project would not introduce new aviation noise
sources or otherwise cause an increase in airport-related noise exposure in the Project Site area.
Thus, the Project expose people residing or working in the Project area to excessive noise levels.
Therefore, no impacts related to airport noise would occur as a result of the Project. No further
analysis of this issue is required .
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XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an ] ] X ]

area, either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or ] ] ] X
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project includes removal of the building remnants and
pavement from the Project Site and development of the site with 60 single-family homes.

The Project Site is located within SCAG’s jurisdiction. SCAG’s mandated responsibilities include
development plans and policies with respect to the region’s population growth, transportation
programs, air quality, housing, and economic development. The 2024-2050 RTP/SCS includes
the following growth forecast for population, households, and employment for the City: '8

e Population: 96,600 persons in 2019 and 98,000 in 2050
e Households: 24,000 households in 2019 and 25,500 in 2050
o Employment: 30,300 jobs in 2019 and 31,200 in 2050

Table XIV-1 lists SCAG’s forecasts for population, housing, and employment for the City, as well
as the number and percent change.®

' SCAG Connect SoCal 2024-2050 RTP/SCS Demographics and Growth Forecast Technical Report,

Table 14: Jurisdiction-level growth forecast.
Employment information is provided for informational purposes only.
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Population, Housing, and Employment
Forecasts for the City
Based on the 2024-2050 RTP/SCS

Table XIV-1

Year Population Households Employment'
20262 96,916 24,339 30,503
2028° 97,006 24,435 30,503
2050 98,000 25,500 31,200
Change 2026 to 2028°
Number
Changed 90 97 58
Percent o o o
Changed 0.09% 0.40% 0.19%
Change 2028 to 2050
Number
Changed 994 1,065 639
Percent o o o
Changed 1.02% 4.17% 2.09%

' Employment information is provided for information purposes only.
2 Population, housing and employment rate data for 2026 (baseline year) and 2028 (anticipated buildout
year of the Project) was calculated based on a linear interpolation of growth projections in SCAG’s

2024-2050 RTP/SCS.

3 Represents a comparison of baseline year to Project buildout year.

The City has been allocated a total of 1,004 housing units for the 6" Cycle Regional Housing
Needs Allocation (RHNA) period, spanning from 2021 to 2029. This allocation, determined by
SCAG, is distributed across various income levels as follows:

e Very Low-Income: 235 units

e Low-Income: 121 units

o Moderate-Income: 131 units
e Above Moderate-Income: 517

To meet these housing targets, the Housing Element of the City’s General Plan outlines strategies
including the development of accessory dwelling units (ADUs), approval of new housing projects,
and rezoning efforts to accommodate the required number of units across all income levels.
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Project Impacts
Construction

The construction activities associated with the Project would create temporary construction-
related jobs. Nevertheless, the work requirements of most construction activities are highly
specialized, so that construction workers remain at a job site only for the time in which their
specific skills are needed to complete a particular phase of the construction process. Thus,
construction workers would not be anticipated to relocate their residence to the Project area and
would not induce substantial population growth and/or require permanent housing. Therefore, the
Project’s population growth impacts associated with construction activities would be less than
significant.

Operation
Indirect Growth

The Project includes infill development of a site that is located in an urbanized area. The Project
would be served by existing infrastructure and would not require or include the development of
any new utility or roadway infrastructure beyond what is required to accommodate the Project
only. Thus, the Project would not indirectly induce substantial population growth, and no impacts
related to indirect population growth would occur as a result of the Project.

Direct Growth

The Project Site is currently developed with building remnants and paved areas. The Project
includes demolition and removal of all existing structures from the Project Site and development
of the site with 60 single-family homes, including 48 market-rate homes and 12 affordable homes,
and related infrastructure.

As shown on Table XIV-2, the Project’s residential population would represent approximately 246
percent of the forecasted growth between 2026 and 2028 and approximately 22 percent of the
forecasted growth between 2028 and 2050. Additionally, the Project’'s housing units would
represent approximately 62 percent of the forecasted growth between 2026 and 2028 and
approximately 6 percent of the forecasted growth between 2028 and 2050.

The Project’'s 60 homes, including 12 affordable homes, would go toward the City’'s RHNA
allocation of 1,004 residential units by the year 2029. Although the Project’s population growth
would exceed the short-term growth when compared to the existing 2025 population and the
potential growth to 2028 (the Project’'s approximate opening year), the Project’s population and
housing growth would fall within the overall forecasted growth for the City and is consistent with
growth anticipated in fulfilling the City’s RHNA numbers. Thus, the Project would not represent
substantial or significant unplanned growth as compared to projected growth for the City.
Therefore, Project impacts related to population and housing growth would be less than
significant. No further analysis of this issue is required .
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Table XIV-2

Project Estimated Comparison for the City

Based on the 2024-2050 RTP/SCS

Project

Comparison Amount!

% of Comparison

As compared to Growth Forecast from 2026 to 2028

222 residents? 90 246%
60 units 97 62%
As compared to Growth Forecast from 2028 to 2050

222 residents 994 22%
60 units 1,065 6%

1 Refer to Table XIV-1.

2 Assumes 3.7 persons per household based on current Census demographic data for the City.

b) Would the Project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. No housing is located on the Project Site. As such, the Project would not displace
substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere, and no impacts related to this issue would occur. No further analysis of this issue is

required .
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XV. PUBLIC SERVICES

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically

altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically Less Than

altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could Significant
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain  potentially with Less Than
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance  Significant Mitigation Significant
objectives for any of the public services: Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
a) Fire protection? D ] ] L]
b) Police protection? X ] L] []
c) Schools? ] ] X O]
d) Parks? Il ] 2 L]
e) Other public facilities? O ] X []

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

a) Fire protection?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Compton Fire Department (CFD) provides fire protection
services in the City. The Project includes developing the currently vacant Project Site with 60
single-family residential homes, which would create a new demand for fire protection services at
the site. The degree to which the Project could create a need for new or altered fire protection
facilities will be addressed in an EIR.

b) Police protection?

Potentially Significant Impact. The County of Los Angeles Sheriff’'s Department provides police
protection services in the City. The Project includes developing the currently vacant Project Site
with 60 single-family residential homes, which would create a new demand for police protection
services at the site. The degree to which the Project could create a need for new or altered police
protection facilities will be addressed in an EIR.

c) Schools?

Less Than Significant Impact. School services are provided to the City by Compton Unified
School District (CUSD). Schools closest to the Project Site include the following:

e Centennial High School
e Benjamin O. Davis Middle School
e Dr. Ronald E. McNair Elementary School
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The Project includes the infill development of the Project Site with 60 single-family residential
homes, adding a residential population to the site that could result in an increased demand for
school services. As shown in Table XV-1, the Project would generate a total of approximately 21
students

Table XV-1
Estimated Project Student Generation
Land Use Size Student Type Student Total

Generation Students
Rate’ Generated

Residential 60 du Elementary (K-6) 0.19142/du 11

Middle (7-8) 0.05279/du 3

High (9-12) 0.10504/du 6

Special Day Class 0.01455/du 1

Total 21

du = dwelling unit

' Student generation rates from the 2026 School Impact Fee Justification Study Los Angeles Unified
School District (March 2026, the most recent version) were used, since the Compton Unified School
District’s justification study does not include generation rates.

However, pursuant to Section 65995 of the Government Code, the applicant would be required
to pay developer school impact fees to CUSD. Pursuant to Section 65995(3)(h) of the California
Government Code (Senate Bill 50, chaptered August 27, 1998), the payment of statutory fees
“...is deemed to be full and complete mitigation of the impacts of any legislative or adjudicative
act, or both, involving, but not limited to, the planning, use, or development of real property, or
any change in governmental organization or reorganization.” Therefore, Project impacts on school
services would be less than significant. No further analysis of this issue is required .

d) Parks?

Less Than Significant Impact. Parks and recreational amenities in the Project Site area include
the following:

e Burrell-MacDonald Park

o Dollarhide Community Center

e Ellerman Park

e Fig/Oleander Park

e Gonzales Park and Aquatic Center

o Kelly Park
e Lueders Park
e Oaks Park
e Sibrie Park

e South Park
e Tragniew Park
e Walter Tucker Park
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¢ William Love Swimming Pool
o Wilson Park

The Project includes the infill development of the Project Site with 60 single-family residential
homes, adding a residential population to the site that could result in an increased demand for
parks and recreational facilities. However, the each of the Project homes incorporates passive
open space. Additionally, the Project is located in an area well served by existing parks and
recreational facilities. Further, to accommodate the Project’'s demand for parks and recreational
facilities, the Project Applicant would be required to pay parkland fees in accordance with the City
of Compton Municipal Code Chapter 17.32, which requires payment of fees based on the
standard of three acres of parkland per 1,000 residents or dedication of parkland or a combination
of the two. Thus, the Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios or other performance objectives for parks
and recreational facilities. Therefore, Project impacts on parks and recreational facilities would be
less than significant. No further analysis of this issue is required .

e) Other public facilities?
Library Services

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project Site is located within an urbanized area served by
existing public services and facilities, including the Compton Library, which is part of the Los
Angeles County Library system. The Project includes the infill development of the Project Site
with 60 single-family residential homes, adding a residential population to the site that could result
in an increased demand for library services. However, many library services are accessible via
the internet, which is likely a service Project residents would have. Additionally, the Compton
Library would continue to receive financial support comes from the Los Angeles County general
fund, supplementing the library's budget to ensure comprehensive services across all branches.
The Project’s demand for library services could be accommodated by existing library services.
Thus, the Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts,
in order to maintain acceptable service ratios or other performance objectives for library services.
Therefore, Project impacts on library services would be less than significant. No further analysis
of this issue is required .
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XVI. RECREATION

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional ] ] X ]

parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require ] ] ] X
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated?

Less Than Significant Impact. Parks and recreational amenities in the Project Site area include
the following:

e Burrell-MacDonald Park

e Dollarhide Community Center

e Ellerman Park

¢ Fig/Oleander Park

e (Gonzales Park and Aquatic Center

o Kelly Park
e Lueders Park
e Oaks Park
e Sibrie Park

¢ South Park

e Tragniew Park

o Walter Tucker Park

¢ William Love Swimming Pool
o Wilson Park

The Project includes the infill development of the Project Site with 60 single-family residential
homes, adding a residential population to the site that could result in an increased demand for
parks and recreational facilities. However, the each of the Project homes incorporates passive
open space. Additionally, the Project is located in an area well served by existing parks and
recreational facilities. Further, to accommodate the Project’'s demand for parks and recreational
facilities, the Project Applicant would be required to pay parkland fees in accordance with the City
of Compton Municipal Code Chapter 17.32, which requires payment of fees based on the
standard of three acres of parkland per 1,000 residents or dedication of parkland or a combination
of the two. Thus, the Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
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with the provision of new or physically increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated. Therefore, Project impacts on parks and recreational facilities would be
less than significant. No further analysis of this issue is required .

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion
of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

No Impact. The Project does not include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.
No impacts related to this issue would occur as a result of the Project. No further analysis of this
issue is required .
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XVII. Transportation

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy = [l ] [l
addressing the circulation system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines X ] ] ]
section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric ] ] X ]
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?
d) Result in inadequate emergency access? ] ] X ]

a) Would the Project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the
circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project includes development of the currently vacant Project
Site with 60 single-family residential homes, which would generate new traffic, bicycle, and
pedestrian traffic within the Project Site area. Thus, the degree to which the Project could conflict
with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, will be addressed in an EIR.

b) Would the Project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project includes development of the currently vacant Project
Site with 60 single-family residential homes, which would generate new traffic trips and vehicle
miles traveled (VMT) within the Project Site area. Thus, the degree to which the Project could
conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3 will be addressed in an EIR.

c) 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)?

Less Than Significant Impact. Vehicular access to the Project Site would be provided via a
gated ingress/egress driveway near the northeast corner of the site on Parmelee Avenue. A gated
emergency-access-only ingress/egress driveway would be located near the southwest corner of
the site on Parmelee Avenue. Access to the individual homes would be provided via private
roadway. These access points are aligned with existing street patterns and avoid introducing new
intersections or complex access points. Internal access is provided via private roadways designed
for low-speed travel (typical of residential neighborhoods), reducing the likelihood of high-speed
conflicts or unsafe maneuvers. The Project would not introduce sharp curves, blind corners, or
abrupt grade changes on either the internal private roads or at the access points on Parmelee
Avenue. The surrounding roadway network, including Parmelee Avenue and nearby El Segundo

Compton 60 PAGE 4-47 City of Compton
Initial Study July 2026



Boulevard, already serves residential and local traffic, and the Project’s circulation design would
integrate smoothly into this system. Thus, the Project would not substantially increase hazards
due to a geometric design feature or incompatible uses. Therefore, Project impacts related to
traffic hazards would be less than significant. No further analysis of this issue is required .

d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

Less Than Significant Impact. Vehicular access to the Project Site would be provided via a
gated ingress/egress driveway near the northeast corner of the site on Parmelee Avenue. A gated
emergency-access-only ingress/egress driveway would be located near the southwest corner of
the site on Parmelee Avenue. The access points would allow emergency vehicle circulation and
provides redundancy, ensuring that if one entrance is blocked, the other remains available for fire,
police, and ambulance services. The internal private roadway network is designed to provide
continuous circulation throughout the site and adequate maneuvering space for fire engines and
other large emergency vehicles.

For these reasons, the Project would not result in inadequate emergency access. Therefore,
Project impacts related to emergency access would be less than significant. No further analysis
of this issue is required .
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XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources

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

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
a. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of X ] ] ]

Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k), or

b. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its X ] ] ]

discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a California
Native American tribe.

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature,
place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of
the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American
tribe, and that is listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources
Code section 5020.1 (k)?

Potentially Significant Impact. [ Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 et seq.
(AB 52), the City has conducted consultation with California Native American tribes that have
requested notification of projects within the City's jurisdiction. Therefore, this issue will be
addressed in an EIR, which will document the results of AB 52 consultation, evaluate the Project's
potential impacts on tribal cultural resources, and identify any necessary mitigation measures.

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature,
place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of
the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American
tribe, and that is listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported
by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
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Public Resources Code Section 5024.17? In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c)
of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance
of the resource to a California Native American tribe.

Potentially Significant Impact. Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 et seq.
(AB 52), the City has conducted consultation with California Native American tribes that have
requested notification of projects within the City's jurisdiction. Therefore, this issue will be
addressed in an EIR, which will document the results of AB 52 consultation, evaluate the Project's
potential impacts on tribal cultural resources, and identify any necessary mitigation measures.
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XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

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

b. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the ] ] X ]
project and reasonably foreseeable future development
during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

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

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

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

a) Would the project require or result in relocation or the construction of new or expanded
water, wastewater treatment, or storm water drainage, electrical power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed below, Project impacts related to these issues
would be less than significant.

Water Facilities

Local water conveyance infrastructure in the vicinity of the Project Site is maintained and operated
by the City. The Project Site is served by a 6-inch water main at the site. Based on a water
consumption rate provided by the City, the Project’s water demand would be approximately 6,885
gallons of water per day (or 0.006 million gallons per day [mgd]).2° The Project would connect to
the existing City 6-inch domestic water lines in North Parmelee Avenue and would add two new
fire hydrants at the Project Site, as required by the Compton Fire Department. Additionally, the

20 City of Compton Water Department, Jose Garfias, Interim Water Department General Manager,
correspondence, January 21, 2025. Refer to Appendix C.
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Compton Fire Department would be required to grant approval of the final building design,
including all fire prevention and suppression systems, which would ensure that the Project’s water
conveyance facilities are developed pursuant to Fire Code requirements. The onsite water
connections would be constructed to comply with the fire flow set by the Compton Fire Department
during the plan check process. All water connections would be required to meet the applicable
Compton Municipal Code requirements concerning water service.

The proposed water facility improvements are intrinsic components of the Project, and analysis
of the impacts of the improvements is inclusive of the analysis of the Project’s impacts on whole.
The proposed water facility improvements would not result in any additional impacts not already
identified in the IS/MND.

For all of these reasons, the Project would not require or result in relocation or the construction of
new or expanded water facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects. Therefore, Project impacts related to water facilities would be less than
significant.

Wastewater Treatment

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project Site is located within the service area of the Los
Angeles County Sanitation Districts (LACSD). Wastewater generated within the City is conveyed
to the Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP) in the City via interceptor sewers. The JWPCP
provides both primary and secondary treatment and has a total permitted capacity of 400 mgd.21
The maximum peak flow is 540 mgd. As stated previously, the Project would generate
approximately 6,885 gallons of wastewater per day (or 0.006 mgd). With a remaining daily
capacity of 150 mgd, the JWPCP would have adequate capacity to serve the Project, as the
Project’s wastewater generation would only represent 0.00004 percent of the JWPCP’s available
capacity. Therefore, Project impacts related to wastewater treatment would be less than
significant.

Storm Water Drainage

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in response to Checklist Question X(c)(iii)
(Hydrology and Water Quality — Storm Drain Capacity), Project impacts related to storm drainage
facilities would be less than significant. No further analysis of this issue is required.

Electrical Power

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in response to Checklist Questions VI(a) and (b)
(Energy), the Project Site could be served by existing electricity distribution facilities that are
available in the Project Site area. The Project would require Project- and site-specific
infrastructure to connect to the existing utilities, but the Project would not require new or expanded

21 Los Angeles County Sanitation District, Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP),
https://www.lacsd.org/services/wastewater-sewage/facilities/joint-water-pollution-control-plant,
accessed May 5, 2026.
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electricity facilities. Project impact related to electric power facilities would be less than significant.

Natural Gas

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would not use natural gas as an energy source.
Therefore, no impacts related to natural gas would occur as a result of the Project.

Telecommunications

Less Than Significant Impact. In the Project Site area, existing telephone service is typically
provided by AT&T, and existing cable television/internet is typically provided by Spectrum. The
Project Site could be served by existing telecommunications facilities that are available in the
Project Site area. The Project would require Project- and site-specific infrastructure to connect to
the existing utilities, but the Project would not require new or expanded facilities. Therefore,
Project impacts related to telecommunications facilities would be less than significant.

b) Would the project have significant water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Potentially Significant Impact. Operation of the Project would increase potable water demand
relative at the Project Site and would require the provision of water service by the City’s Municipal
Water Department. Determining whether sufficient water supplies are available to serve the
Project during normal, single-dry, and multiple-dry water years, and whether the Project could
require new or expanded water supplies, entitlements, water rights, or water infrastructure that
could result in significant environmental effects, requires a comprehensive evaluation of existing
and projected water supplies, water demand forecasts, applicable Urban Water Management
Plan assumptions, and available infrastructure capacity. The analysis also requires consideration
of cumulative growth and long-term water supply reliability. Therefore, this issue will be evaluated
in detail in an EIR, which will assess the Project’s water demand, the availability of water supplies
to serve the Project, consistency with applicable water planning documents, and whether
implementation of the Project could result in significant impacts related to water supply.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Refer to response to Checklist Question XIX(a) (Utilities and
Service Systems — Wastewater Treatment).
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d) Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in
excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid
waste reduction goals?

Less Than Significant Impact. The primary landfills in the County and the capacity of these
landfills are shown in Table XIX-1. As shown, the landfills have an approximate available daily
intake of 18,332 tons.

Table XIX-1
Landfill Capacity
Estimated
Remaining
Estimated Disposal Permitted Daily Available
Remaining Capacity Intake Disposal Daily Intake
Landfill Facility | Life (years) | (million tons) | (tons/day) | (tons/day) (tons/day)
Antelope Valley 11 9.2 3,600 2,677 923
Azusa 26 50.7 8,000 1,275 6,725
Burbank 105 2.3 240 138 102
Calabasas 16 4.5 3,500 918 2,582
Lancaster 66 9.8 3,000 476 2,524
Scholl Canyon 8 3.4 3,400 1,482 1,918
Sunshine Canyon 16 55.6 12,100 8,542 3,558
Total 18,332

Source: County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Countywide Disposal Rate and Assessment of
Disposal Capacity 2022 Annual Report, Appendix D.

The Project’s estimated solid waste generation is 0.12 tons per day.22 The estimation of the
Project’s solid waste generation is conservative and does not account for the effectiveness of
recycling efforts, which is mandatory in the City. With a remaining daily intake capacity of
approximately 18,332 tons of solid waste per day, the landfills serving the County could
accommodate the Project’s daily solid waste generation. Thus, the Project would not require new
or expanded landfills. Therefore, Project impacts related to solid waste would be less than
significant.

e) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction
statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

No Impact. The Project would be required to comply with the City’s recycling requirements. No
Project impacts related to this issue would occur.

22 60 dwelling units x 4 Ibs/day = 240 Ibs/2,000 Ibs = 0.12 tons. Source for generation rate: CalRecycle,
https.//www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/wastecharacterization/general/rates
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Solid waste management in the state is primarily guided by the California Integrated Waste
Management Act of 1989 (AB 939), which emphasizes resource conservation through the
reduction, recycling, and reuse of solid waste. AB 939 establishes an integrated waste
management hierarchy consisting of (in order of priority): 1) source reduction; 2) recycling and
composting; and 3) environmentally-safe transformation and land disposal. In addition to AB 939,
Senate Bill (SB) 1374 requires jurisdictions to divert and recycle demolition and construction
waste materials.

In response to these state laws, the City operates a residential and commercial recycling program
and enforces the diversion of construction and demolition through its municipal code. During the
Project’s 18-month construction period, recyclable materials such as concrete, wood, metal, and
packaging waste would be separated and sent to approved recycling facilities, in accordance with
CMC requirements. Additionally, each of the proposed residential unit would be served by the
City’s existing waste and recycling provider (Republic Services), ensuring proper segregation of
recyclables, yard waste, and landfill-bound materials. This will include distribution of the
appropriate curbside bins to each home. Thus, the Project would comply with federal, state, and
local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Therefore, no
impacts related to this issue would occur as a result of the Project. No further analysis of this
issue is required.
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XX. WILDFIRE

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

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Substantially impair an adopted emergency response [l ] ] 2
plan or emergency evacuation plan?
b. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, ] ] ] X
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
c. Require the installation or maintenance of associated ] ] ] X

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

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

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan??

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

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

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

No Impact. Checklist Questions XX(a) through XX(d) do not apply to the Project, because the
Project Site is not located near or within a state responsibility area or lands classified as very high
fire severity zones. Therefore, no impacts related to this issue would occur as a result of the
Project.
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XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
a. Does the project have the potential to substantially X ] ] ]

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

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually 2 ] ] ]
limited, but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

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

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

Potentially Significant Impact. For the reasons stated in this Initial Study, the Project could have
the potential to result in impacts related to biological resources and cultural resources. Therefore,
these topics will be addressed in an EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. As of the preparation of this Initial Study, the degree to which
cumulative development existing or could exist in the City is unknown. It is possible that the
Project in combination with cumulative development could result in significant cumulative impacts.
Therefore, this issue will be addressed in an EIR.
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c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Potentially Significant Impact. Based on this Initial Study, the Project could result in
environmental effects that could impact human beings directly or indirectly. Therefore, the
potentially significant impacts identified in this Initial Study will be addressed in an EIR.
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