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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

1.1 Purpose of the Addendum to Final EIR

This Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Claremont Colleges East
Campus (State Clearinghouse Number 2010021040) has been prepared by the City of Upland and
City of Claremont. Both cities have been involved with the Approved Project and the Revised
Project because the eastern portion of the site is within the City of Upland and the western portion
of the site is within the City of Claremont. Both cities agreed that the City of Upland would be the
Lead Agency in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) while the
City of Claremont would be a Responsible Agency. The City of Upland and the City of
Claremont certified the Final EIR on May 23, 2016 and November 8, 2016, respectively, and
approved the Claremont Colleges East Campus project (Approved Project).

The applicant for the Claremont Colleges East Campus project was the Claremont University
Consortium (CUC) who is the central coordinating and support organization for the seven
Claremont Colleges. Subsequent to obtaining approval of the Approved Project, Claremont
McKenna College (CMC) became owner of the entire site and is successor to CUC. CMC
currently proposes to modify and refine the conceptual site plan approved by both cities in 2016
to develop a portion of the project site (now known as Roberts Campus East) with the Roberts
Campus Sports Bowl (Revised Project). The Revised Project is a refinement of the 2016 Site Plan
but does not propose change in the type of use or increase the intensity or density of the
Approved Project.

This Addendum to the Final EIR includes a discussion of the proposed modifications to the
Approved Project, evaluates the environmental impacts of the Revised Project, and compares the
impacts to those that were addressed in the Final EIR for the Approved Project.

1.2 CEQA Authority for Addendum

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) establishes the type of environmental
documentation required when changes to a project occur after an EIR is certified. Specifically,
Section 15164(a) of the CEQA Guidelines state that:

The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously
certified EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the
conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent
EIR have occurred.

Claremont McKenna Roberts Campus Sports Bowl ESA / D202100589.01
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1. Introduction

Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines requires a Subsequent EIR when an EIR has been
certified or a negative declaration has already been adopted or an EIR has been certified and one
or more of the following circumstances exist:

1.

Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects;

Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken, which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative
declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; or

New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was
certified as complete or the negative declaration was adopted, shows any of the
following:

a. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous
EIR or negative declaration;

b. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown
in the previous EIR;

c. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact
be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative; or

d. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation
measure or alternative.

In addition, California Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21166 states that unless one or
more of the following events occur, no subsequent or supplemental environmental impact report
shall be required by the lead agency or by any responsible agency:

a.

Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
environmental impact report;

Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
being undertaken which will require major revisions in the environmental impact report;
or

New information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time the
environmental impact report was certified as complete, becomes available.

As demonstrated by the analysis within this Addendum, the Revised Project would not result in
any new substantial project changes or substantial changes with respect to the circumstances
under which the project is undertaken that require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the
involvement of a new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact.
Further, there is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could
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1. Introduction

not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was
certified, showing any of the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).
Based on this determination, the Revised Project does not meet the requirements for preparation
of a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR pursuant to Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines and
Public Resources Code Section 21166.

1.3 Overview of Approved Project

The purpose of the Approved Project was to relocate athletic facilities to make on-campus space
available for other future facilities or to replace facilities that have already been removed. The
intent of the Approved Project was to provide facilities for both Pitzer College and CMC. For
Pitzer College, construction of multi-use fields, volleyball courts, and basketball court was to
replace facilities that were previously removed to construct student housing. For CMC, the
athletic facilities that were expected to be relocated included the football field, baseball field, and
softball field to make room for future facilities. These future facilities were included as part of the
Claremont McKenna College (CMC) Master Plan. An EIR for the Master Plan was certified and
the Master Plan was approved in July 2012 by the City of Claremont.

1.4 Overview of Revised Project

As noted above, after approval of the Approved Project, CMC became owner of the entire site
and is successor to CUC. CMC currently proposes to modify and refine the conceptual site plan
approved by both cities in 2016. The modifications and refinements are illustrated in the Revised
Project conceptual site plan. The Revised Project does not propose changes in the type of use or
increase the intensity or density of the Approved Project. The modifications and refinements
include reorientation of the proposed athletic facilities and the location of the ancillary structures
that provide support for the proposed uses and improvements on the site. The Revised Project
includes the development of approximately 66.8 acres of the approximately 74.4-acre site
compared to the Approved Project’s development area of approximately 65.5 acres. The Revised
Project includes the relocation of existing athletic facilities that support existing athletic activities
from the main CMC campus to the site. The facilities to be relocated include the football/track
field, baseball field, softball field, soccer/rugby competition field, and golf practice facilities and
includes the development of three new multi-purpose fields. In addition, the Revised Project
includes a new pedestrian arcade that will extend from the CMC campus underneath Claremont
Boulevard with entry to the site.

1.5 Evaluation of Alternatives

The Final EIR identified seven alternatives of which four of the alternatives were rejected as
infeasible. The alternatives that were rejected due to not meeting the primary objectives of the
project included an alternative location at the Claremont Golf Course Site, an Alternative
Location at the Bernard Field Station, an Alternative Location at the North Campus Lot, and
Limited Facilities Relocation. The alternatives that met the primary objectives of the project and
were selected for evaluation included the Alternative Institutional Uses and Alternative Project
Configuration as well as the CEQA-mandated No Project Alternative. These three alternatives
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1. Introduction

were considered a reasonable range of alternatives for the Approved Project. There is no
information indicating than an alternative that was previously rejected as infeasible is in fact
feasible, or that a considerably different alternative than those previously studies would
substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment.

1.6 Availability and Adoption Process of Addendum

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15164(c), an addendum to an EIR need not be
circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to the certified EIR. The decision-

making body must consider the addendum with the certified Final EIR prior to making a decision
on the project (CEQA Guidelines Section 15164(d)).
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CHAPTER 2
Project Description

2.1 Introduction

Claremont McKenna College (CMC) proposes to modify and refine the existing approved
conceptual site plan for sports facilities and associated improvements (Approved Project) on a
portion of the approximately 74-acre site previously known as the Claremont Colleges East Campus,
currently known as the “Roberts Campus East.” The proposed refined conceptual site plan (Revised
Project) is also known as the “Roberts Campus Sports Bowl” or “Sports Bowl.” In addition, CMC
proposes the construction of a pedestrian, utility and emergency/maintenance vehicle arcade access
from east of Claremont Boulevard within the Roberts Sports Bowl to west of Claremont Boulevard
that includes an underground portion of the arcade under Claremont Boulevard.

2.2 Project Location

Claremont McKenna College Campus is primarily located in Los Angeles County with a portion
of the campus property located within the County of San Bernardino (Figure 2-1). The Roberts
East Campus encompasses the entire block bound by Foothill Boulevard to the north, Claremont
Boulevard on the west, Arrow Route on the south and Monte Vista Avenue on the east. The
eastern portion of Roberts Campus East is located within the City of Upland, and the western
portion is located within the City of Claremont. The proposed arcade extends west of the Roberts
Campus East under and west of Claremont Boulevard (Figure 2-2). While the proposed Sports
Bowl development would comprise only a portion (approximately 66.5-acres) of the 74-acre
Roberts Campus East site, the Project site is defined to include the entire Roberts Campus East, as
well as the area outside of Roberts Campus East that would contain the proposed arcade. The
Project site thus consists of approximately 74.4 acres, which includes the six parcels within the
City of Upland (encompassing approximately 45.2 acres) and three parcels within the City of
Claremont (encompassing approximately 28.8 acres), and an area in the City of Claremont west
of Roberts Campus East (under and west of Claremont Boulevard) (encompassing approximately
0.4 acres) for the proposed arcade as depicted on Table 2-1. The existing parcels within Roberts
Campus East are illustrated on Figure 2-3. The Project site includes a total of approximately 45.2
acres in the City of Upland and approximately 29.2 acres in the City of Claremont.

The area within the Project site that is proposed for development including the proposed arcade
encompasses 66.8 acres comprising of approximately 38.2 acres within the City of Upland, and
approximately 28.6 acres within the City of Claremont (Development Area). The portions of the
Project site that were not proposed for development under the Approved Project included three
parcels in the City of Upland consisting of approximately 8.9 acres in the northeastern portion of the
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2. Project Description

site. The portions of the Project site that are not proposed for development under the Revised Project
are located in the southern portion of Roberts Campus East site encompassing 7.6 acres including 7.0

acres in the City of Upland (Parcels 5 and 6) and 0.6 acres in the City of Claremont (Parcel 3).

TABLE 2-1

PROPOSED REVISED PROJECT SITE DEVELOPMENT

City Parcel Number Size
City of Upland - Parcel Map 18989
Proposed for Development 1 25
2 34
3 2.9
4 29.4
Subtotal Development Area 38.2
No Development Proposed 5 3.2
6 3.8
Subtotal Area of No Development 7.0
Total City of Upland 45.2
City of Claremont - Parcel Map 70243
Proposed for Development 1 16.5
2 (Includes a Portion of Arcade) 11.7
Subtotal Development Area 28.2
No Development Proposed 3 0.6
Subtotal Area of No Development 0.6
Subtotal for Roberts Sports Bow! 28.8
City of Claremont - Proposed for Portion of Arcade West of 0.4
Development West of Roberts Campus East | Roberts Campus East
Total City of Claremont 29.2
Total Project Site 74.4

2.3 Project Objectives

The objectives of the Revised Project are similar to those discussed for the Approved Project. The
primary objective is for the relocation of Claremont-Mudd-Scripps (CMS) NCAA Division III
athletic facilities and parking. The specific objectives for the Revised Project include:

e Provide replacement or relocated sports facilities

e Provide replacement and additional parking

e Reclaim the Project site while minimizing environmental impacts

e Enhance the visual quality of the site and neighborhood

e Increase campus space for potential building construction and/or expansion

Claremont McKenna Roberts Campus Sports Bowl
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2. Project Description

2.4 Project Characteristics

Similar to the Approved Project, the Revised Project includes the development of a baseball field,
softball field, football/track/lacrosse field, multi-purpose fields/all-purpose athletic fields, and
golf practice facility. The Revised Project does not include the tennis court, basketball court,
sand volleyball court, archery, or Argentinean paddle tennis recreational facilities that were
included as part of the Approved Project. In addition, the Revised Project includes a dedicated
soccer/rugby field, which was not included in the Approved Project (although soccer/rugby uses
were contemplated as part of the all-purpose athletic fields included in the Approved Project).
The Revised Project includes the same number of parking spaces as the Approved Project, but in
a different configuration. The Revised Project includes surface parking and a parking structure
along Claremont Boulevard and surface parking in the southeast and northeast corners of the
Project site. The proposed parking structure within the Revised Project was not part of the
Approved Project. Furthermore, although not part of the Approved Project, the Revised Project
includes the construction of an arcade extending from Roberts Campus East to west of Claremont
Boulevard. The Revised Project conceptual site plan is illustrated on Figure 2-4. A comparison of
the Revised Project conceptual site plan with the Approved Project conceptual site plan is
provided in Figure 2-5. The specific characteristics of the individual facilities are described
below. Note that, as with the Approved Project, the Revised Project seeks to relocate existing
athletic facilities, that support existing athletic activities, from the main CMC campus to Roberts
Campus East.

241 Baseball Field

The proposed baseball field (referred to as “Arce Field”) is a replacement of the baseball field
that was removed for the development of the Robert Day Science Center. Arce Field will be a
National Collegiate Athletic Association (NCAA) regulation size field for Division III with
bleacher seating, team dugouts and batting cages. The baseball field will accommodate
approximately 100 participants (team members, coaches and other personnel) and will provide
seating for a maximum of 250 spectators.

2.4.2 Softball Field

The proposed softball field is a replacement of the existing softball field located west of the
Project site. The proposed softball field will be a National Collegiate Athletic Association
(NCAA) regulation size field for Division III with bleacher seating, team dugouts and batting
cages. The softball fields will accommodate approximately 100 participants (team members,
coaches and other personnel) and will provide seating for a maximum of 250 spectators.

2.4.3 Football/Track Field

The football/track/lacrosse field will replace the existing football/track/lacrosse field located west
of the Project site. The football/track/lacrosse field will provide seating for a maximum of 1,800
spectators, with a maximum seating capacity of 900 on each side of the field.
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2. Project Description

2.4.4 Multi-Purpose Fields

There are three multi-purpose fields that are proposed to be new and not replacement of existing
fields. The proposed multi-purpose fields will be used for team practices and hammer throw. The
multi-purpose fields will accommodate a total of approximately 150 participants for all three
fields combined and will not include spectator seating.

2.4.5 Golf Practice Facility

The golf practice area will replace the existing golf practice area that is located west of the
Project site. The golf practice facility will be located north of the proposed softball field and will
not include spectator seating.

24.6 Soccer/Rugby Competition Field

The soccer/rugby field will replace the existing soccer/rugby field located west of the Project site
and be used for practices and competition. The soccer/rugby field will accommodate
approximately 100 participants and will provide seating for a maximum of 500 spectators, with
all spectator seating located on the northern side of the field.

2.4.7 Support Structures

The Approved Project included the construction and operation of approximately 40,000 square
feet (sf) of support structures. The Revised Project will include a total of approximately 50,000 sf
of support structures.

The Revised Project will include two small structures, each approximately 1,800 sf, located
adjacent to the baseball and softball fields, respectively, integrated with spectator seating and
team dugouts. These two support structures will be the “Baseball Field House” and “Softball
Field House.” A third field house (the “North Field House”), approximately 11,200 sf, will be
located between the baseball and softball fields. An approximately 4,000-sf “Storage Structure”
will be located beneath the spectator seating on the north side of the football/track/lacrosse field.
Two additional field house structures, each approximately 9,000 sf, will be located east and west
of the football/track/lacrosse field (the “East Field Structure” and “West Field Structure,”
respectfully). The field houses will each be single story structures and will include uses such as
locker rooms, sports medicine, bathrooms, office, classroom, meeting space, food
service/concessions and storage. An approximately 3,200 sf press box will be located south of
the football/track/lacrosse field and will include press/media and related uses. The Revised
Project also includes an approximately 10,000-sf maintenance building located west of the
football/track/lacrosse field in the southwest corner of the Development Area, integrated into the
parking structure. The maintenance building will house field storage, changing, restroom, offices
and meeting areas associated with the maintenance of the Roberts Sports Bowl. The roof of the
maintenance building (which will be used for parking) will be located at grade with Claremont
Boulevard with the lower level of the building (to be used for the maintenance uses described
above) embedded into the slope of the western side of the Project site (Figure 2-6). Final
building design and configuration may alter building placement. Among other things, this may
include the consolidation of several field houses and the storage structure such as including one
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2. Project Description

large “Consolidated North Field House” with approximately 29,000 sf of field house uses and
approximately 4,000 sf of storage uses (located beneath the spectator seating on the north side of
the football/track/lacrosse field). The Consolidated North Field House would be constructed in
lieu of the three field houses adjacent to the football/track/lacrosse field (East Field House [9,000
sf], West Field House [9,000 sf] and North Field House [11,200 sf]) as well as the separate 4,000-
sf Storage Structure (Figure 2-7).

24.8 Parking

Similar to the Approved Project, the Revised Project includes the provision of 790 parking spaces
on the Project site of which approximately 200 to 300 parking spaces are replacement parking
spaces that will be removed on the main campuses of Claremont McKenna College and Pitzer
College. The Revised Project includes up to 470 spaces within a parking structure and 130 spaces
of surface parking along Claremont Boulevard, 80 surface parking spaces in the northeast corner
of the site with vehicular access from Foothill Boulevard, and 110 surface parking spaces in the
southeast corner of the site with vehicular access from Monte Vista Avenue. The proposed
parking structure will be two levels, with the top level of parking on the roof of the structure. The
top level will be at grade with Claremont Boulevard and the additional level of parking below, cut
into the slope. The parking structure will have a footprint of approximately 105,000 sf adjacent to
Claremont Boulevard (Figure 2-8). The upper level of the parking structure is expected to be
parallel with the sloped ground surface, extending from approximately elevation 1,255 feet on the
southern end to approximately elevation 1,275 feet on the northern end. The lower level would
be approximately 12 feet below the upper level, extending from approximately elevation 1,243
feet on the southern end to approximately elevation 1,263 feet on the northern end. The parking
structure will have primary vehicular access from Claremont Boulevard at the intersection of
Ninth Street, and secondary exit (right turn only) onto Claremont Boulevard at the southeasterly
end of the Development Area. The secondary exit will also serve as an entry point for emergency
and maintenance vehicles. Most of the onsite parking (up to 680 spaces along Claremont
Boulevard and Foothill Boulevard) is intended to support existing uses on the CMC and/or Pitzer
College campuses by providing weekday parking for faculty and staff. Users of the Roberts
Campus East (Sports Bowl) playing fields and structures will access the site primarily by foot
during the week and will have access to the CMC parking spaces during evening or weekend
events. The 110 parking spaces along Monte Vista Avenue are intended primarily for staging and
parking associated with events at the playing fields.

2.4.9 Solar Facilities

Solar panels may be installed on the roofs of the buildings and shade structures. Solar panel
arrays may also be installed above the at-grade parking stalls along Claremont Boulevard, with a
maximum height of approximately 14 feet.
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Revised Project Building Placement



——
,«" PARCEL 1
! 2.52 ACRES
PARCEL 1 e
16.54 ACRES ‘,'
i PARCEL 2
fi 3.39 ACRES
f PARCEL 3
Ve L 2.96 ACRES
N 1
Total: 1,800 Sqft / Total: 1,800 Sqft
. PARCEL2 / .
Occupancy: 20 P e Occupancy: 20 P
H PARCEL 4
/ 29.37 ACRES Total: 29,200 Sqft
/ Occupancy: 310 P
Total: 4,000 Sqft

Occupancy: 9 P

Total: 105,000 Sqft Tk
r': ——
Total: 10,000 Sqft ,E
FACILITV"
Occupancy. 16 P sg«ﬂtﬂ:gg?;s
PARCELS  PARCELS ,’ PARCEL 6
0.55/ACRES 3.23 ACRES 3.80 ACRES
/ Total: 3,200 Sqft
@ Occupancy: 67 P
Claremont McKenna Roberts Campus Sports Bowl
Addendum to Claremont Colleges East Campus Final EIR
Figure 2-7
Revised Project Alternative Building Placement

SOURCE: Bjarke Ingels Group, 2024

ESA



PARKING ENTRY & EXIT

— FOOTHILL BOULEVARD
N

PHASE 2
_______ D T il ™
PHASE1 £ - \y
q A ;
g R - m———————— - ’
W ~ RO
3|
g (GOLF PRACTICE
PRIMARY PARKING ~ ° e
9TH STREET ENTRY & EXIT ¢ L
7 S\
steucTuRe D P
470 spots s -

TRACKSFIELD
FOOTEALLILAX

Emergency entry & exit ‘

from Upload

SECONDARY PARKINGy el |
ENTRY G EXIT  *&

UNDEVELOPED LAND

W ARROW ROUTE

®

80 spots

MONTE VISTA AVENUE

BUERGENC)

¥ PARKING ENTRY & EXIT

790 parking spots in total

Emergency entry & exit

from Upload

[ SURFACE PARKING
STRUCTURE PARKING

SOURCE: Bjarke Ingels Group, 2024

ESA

Claremont McKenna Roberts Campus Sports Bowl

Addendum to Claremont Colleges East Campus Final EIR

Figure 2-8
Revised Project Parking Layout



2. Project Description

2.4.10 Pedestrian Arcade

An arcade extending from Roberts Campus East to the CMC campus west of Claremont
Boulevard, south of 9™ Street, would provide the primary access for pedestrians and
maintenance/sports medicine vehicles. The arcade would include an underground portion
approximately 21 feet beneath Claremont Boulevard, with a horizontal length of approximately
115 feet and a vertical clearance of 13 feet. The eastern end of the underground portion would
open into the lower floor of the proposed parking structure on Roberts Campus East, the
westernmost portion of which would be uncovered and open to the sky such that natural light will
be provided. The portion of the arcade within the parking structure would be flanked by bollards
on the north and south sides to separate pedestrians and vehicular circulation within the structure.
The portion of the arcade east of Claremont Boulevard would include a horizontal length of
approximately 138 feet (approximately 0.05 acre). The portion of the arcade west of Claremont
Boulevard would not be covered and would have a horizontal length of approximately 309 feet
(approximately 0.21 acres) located south of the new Roberts Day Science Center. This portion of
the arcade would have approximately 25 feet of horizontal length underground and the remaining
approximately 284 feet of uncovered sloping ramp.

2.5 Vegetation and Landscaping

Similar to the Approved Project, the Revised Project will include a landscape plan that reflects
locally indigenous native plant species including alluvial fan scrub that will be drought tolerant on all
manufactured slopes on the perimeter edges of the Project site. The Project will also include riparian
habitat associated with the dry ponds and bio-swales proposed adjacent to the baseball and softball
fields. Similar to the Approved Project, the playing fields within the Revised Project will have grass
or artificial turf installed and maintained for practice and competition. The surface parking areas will
include trees to provide vehicle shading and hedge rows or shrubs for screening. Landscaping will
include a network of paths and trails surrounding the playing fields. Street trees will be incorporated
along adjacent streets where feasible. No changes to the existing streetscape plantings on Foothill
Boulevard within the City of Claremont are proposed under the Revised Project because the
streetscape plantings have already been implemented as part of the Approved Project.

2.6 Circulation

The Revised Project will include the remaining perimeter improvements to Claremont Boulevard,
Foothill Boulevard, Monte Vista Avenue and Arrow Route as identified in the approved 2016
Development Agreements with modifications proposed as part of the Revised Project.

Vehicular access to the Sports Bowl will be provided at four driveways. An unsignalized access
driveway on Foothill Boulevard, approximately mid-block between Claremont Boulevard and
Monte Vista Avenue, will provide access to the surface parking spaces along Foothill Boulevard.
Primary vehicular access to the parking spaces along Claremont Boulevard will be provided at a
signalized full-access driveway at the intersection of 9th Street and Claremont Boulevard, with a
secondary vehicular exit (right turn only) onto Claremont Boulevard at an unsignalized driveway
at the southeasterly end of the Development Area. The southwesterly driveway within the Project
site and along Claremont Boulevard will also serve as an entry and exit point for emergency and
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2. Project Description

maintenance vehicles. Vehicular access to the parking spaces in the southeasterly corner of the
Development Area will be provided at an unsignalized driveway providing the following access
at Monte Vista Avenue: southbound inbound (right-turn) movements, northbound inbound
movement (left-turn, by way of modification to the existing raised median island to allow for
median opening, turn pocket and taper), and eastbound outbound (right-turn only) movement.
Traffic egress from this driveway will be right turn only (no left-turn through the proposed
median break to proceed north on Monte Vista Avenue). The driveway on Monte Vista will also
provide full access for emergency vehicles. Driveways on Claremont Boulevard and Monte Vista
Avenue will provide vehicular access into the fire access road within the Sports Bowl. Because
all parking is provided along project edges, interior vehicular access will be limited primarily to
emergency vehicles, maintenance vehicles, and sport carts. Small vehicles and sports carts may
also be allowed access to transport persons with mobility limitations on an as-needed basis.

Vehicular access to each onsite parking area will be restricted through the use of gates or similar
improvements adjacent to each street (i.e., Claremont Boulevard, Monte Vista Avenue and
Foothill Boulevard) during nighttime hours after activities within the Roberts Campus Sports Bowl
have ended. During operating hours, the primary access at the Claremont Boulevard/9™ Street
intersection will have the internal parking areas controlled with the use of card activated gate or
similar improvements. This gate will be located within the interior of the Revised Project drive
aisles, which will restrict entry to authorized users. The design and location of this internal access
gate will ensure an appropriate turn-around area to allow drivers without access to exit the entry
area and ensure appropriate queuing would be provided so that less than significant traffic safety
impacts on Claremont Boulevard would occur. During games or events on weekends and evenings,
the interior access gate will be disabled, allowing unrestricted access. No interior gates within the
proposed parking areas off of Monte Vista Avenue and Foothill Boulevard are proposed.

2.7 Street Improvements

2.7.1 Claremont Boulevard

The Approved Project included improvements along the east side of Claremont Boulevard
adjacent to the Project Site. Corner improvements with disabled access ramps at Foothill
Boulevard and Arrow Route have been completed. The remaining improvements that are still part
of the Revised Project include the construction of a sidewalk, corner improvements with disabled
access ramps at Ninth Street, installation of street lights, landscaping and irrigation in the
parkway, planting of street trees, undergrounding of certain existing power lines, improvements
to two Foothill Transit bus stops, including two new bus shelters and relocation of the
northernmost bus stop, and installation of a traffic signal and left-turn pocket at the intersection of
Ninth Street and Claremont Boulevard. Two access points from Claremont Boulevard are
proposed onto the Project site; one will be directly across from the existing Ninth Street
intersection and the second will be located south of Ninth Street.

2.7.2 Foothill Boulevard

Various improvements along the south side of Foothill Boulevard within the City of Claremont
were part of the Approved Project and were satisfied with the payment of an in-lieu fee. Corner
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improvements with disabled access ramps at Foothill Boulevard and Arrow Route have been
completed. The City of Claremont determined that no additional improvements on Foothill
Boulevard along the frontage of the Project site are required. Within the City of Upland, the
corner improvement at Monte Vista Avenue with disabled access ramps has been completed. The
remaining improvements within Upland that were part of the Approved Project, but not
constructed yet, and are part of the Revised Project include: curb and gutter, construction of a
storm drain outlet structure, construction of a sidewalk, installation of street lights, installation of
street trees, and installation of landscaping and irrigation in the parkway. The future
undergrounding of certain existing aboveground utilities adjacent to the Project site and within
the City of Upland will be satisfied with the payment of an in-lieu fee.

2.7.3 Monte Vista Avenue

The Approved Project included improvements along the west side of Monte Vista Avenue
adjacent to the Project site. The remaining improvements within Upland that were part of the
Approved Project, but not constructed yet, and are part of the Revised Project include: lane
improvements, curb and gutter improvements, construction of sidewalks, installation of street
lights, median improvements, installation of street trees, undergrounding of certain existing
aboveground utilities, installation of perimeter fencing, and installation of landscaping and
irrigation in the parkway. In addition, the Revised Project includes the provision of vehicular
access from Monte Vista Avenue to a proposed surface parking area within the southeastern
portion of the proposed Development Area.

2.7.4 Arrow Route

The Approved Project included improvements along the north side of Arrow Route adjacent to
the Project site. Corner improvements with disabled access ramps at Monte Vista Avenue and
Claremont Boulevard have been completed. The remaining improvements along Arrow Route
that were part of the Approved Project, but not constructed yet, and are part of the Revised
Project include construction of a sidewalk, installation of street lights, landscape and irrigation in
the parkway, planting of street trees, and undergrounding of certain existing power lines. The
proposed access onto the Project site from Arrow Route under the Approved Project is not part of
the Revised Project; however, the existing temporary construction access along Arrow Route near
Claremont Boulevard will be retained until future development occurs on the southern portion of
the Project site.

2.8 Pedestrian and Vehicular Access

Pedestrian access at street level will be available at the intersection of Claremont Boulevard and
Ninth Street, which will be improved with a traffic signal and improvements to support pedestrian
crossing. Users of the Sports Bowl playing fields and structures will access the site primarily
through the proposed pedestrian arcade as described above. Users of the Sports Bowl playing
fields and structures are expected to access the Sports Bowl primarily by foot during the week
and will have access to the CMC parking spaces on the Sports Bowl site during evening or
weekend events.

Claremont McKenna Roberts Campus Sports Bowl ESA / D202100589.01
Addendum to Claremont Colleges East Campus Final EIR 2-16 June 2024



2. Project Description

2.9 Lighting

All fields will have lighting, which will extend to a maximum height of 70 feet above grade.

Surface parking areas will have lighting structures extending to a maximum of 25 feet above
grade. The parking structure will have lighting structures extending to a maximum of 25 feet
above the roof of the proposed structure.

2.10 Construction Phases

Construction of the Revised Project will be completed in two phases as described below and
formal closure of the inert debris landfill will also occur in two phases, together with
development, consistent with an approved Closure/Post-Closure Land Use Plan (Figure 2-9).

Phase 1 includes grading activities within the southern and northern portions of the Project site and
the proposed arcade. This will encompass approximately 47.8 acres and include formal closure of
the landfill in the southern half of the Project site that encompasses 39.8 acres. Phase 2 includes
construction activities within the northern portion of the Project Site that encompasses 34.2 acres.

Phase 1 will include construction of the baseball, softball, and football/track/lacrosse fields, as well
as the golf practice area, the field houses, parking structure and maintenance building, and surface
parking on the southeastern and southwestern corners of the Development Area. Phase 1 will also
include construction of the pedestrian arcade and perimeter improvements along the adjacent
frontages of Monte Vista Avenue, Arrow Route, Claremont Boulevard and Foothill Boulevard as
required under the Upland 2016 Development Agreement and the Claremont 2016 Development
Agreement, and the street improvement concept plan for Claremont Boulevard approved by the
City of Claremont in 2021, with modifications as proposed by the Revised Project.

As discussed above, formal closure of the inert debris landfill will occur in two phases, together
with development, consistent with an approved Closure/Post Closure Land Use Plan. Phase 1
will include mass grading and formal closure of the portion of the inert debris landfill that
comprises the Phase 1 Development Area (32.2 acres). Phase 1 will also include formal closure
of the portion of the inert debris landfill on the southern end of Roberts Campus East, outside of
the Development Area (i.e., Area of No Development) (7.6 acres). Phase 1 will include
construction of utilities, storm drain improvements, perimeter landscaping and internal circulation
associated with the Phase 1 Development Area.

Phase 1 will also include some rough grading of the area of development for Phase 2 as needed to
utilize on-site soil and limit the need for soil import and provide for erosion control and drainage
prior to development of Phase 2. Compliance with applicable Waste Discharge Requirements and
maintenance of the unclosed portion of the landfill would continue pending development of Phase 2.

Furthermore, excavated soil from the portion of the proposed arcade west of the Roberts Sports
Bowl will be exported off the Project site and not used as part of the Phase 1 grading.
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Phase 2 will consist of construction of the soccer/rugby and multi-purpose fields, and the surface
parking in the northeastern corner of the site. Phase 2 will include mass grading and formal
landfill closure of the Phase 2 Development Area (34.3 acres), and construction of utilities, storm
drain improvements, perimeter landscaping and internal circulation associated with the Phase 2
Development Area.

2.11 Grading

Grading activities will include excavations, processing, and re-placement of existing inert landfill
materials. The planned grading will establish permanent slopes and will require construction of
retaining walls. The proposed grading cuts will range from approximately 4 feet to 46 feet, and
the grading fills will range up to 17 feet. Representative cross sections illustrating the
approximate Phase 1 grading and the approximate grading of Phase 1 and Phase 2 as well as a
comparison to the existing grade and the Approved Project grade are shown in Figure 2-10.
Figure 2-11 illustrate a cross section of the proposed arcade.

Under the Approved Project, import or export of soil from the Roberts Sports Bowl would not be
required because all cut and fill was assumed to be balanced on the Project site. Under the
Revised Project, import and export of soil is also expected to be balanced on the Roberts Campus
East; however, approximately 5,200 cy of soil from the portion of the arcade outside of Roberts
Campus East (i.e., the portion under and west of Claremont Boulevard) will be exported. In
addition, aggregate base will be imported. Illustrations of the proposed grading for Phase 1 and
Phase 2 are provided in Figure 2-12 and Figure 2-13, respectively. As stated above, grading on
Roberts Campus East will balance on site for both Phase 1 and Phase 2, but the specific grading
numbers for soil movement in each phase are estimates and subject to change due to a number of
factors associated with Roberts Campus East, which has been used for an inert landfill (i.e.,
amount of subsidence with the onsite soils).

Under Phase 1, cut and fill on Roberts Campus East is assumed to be balanced on the Project site
with approximately 550,000 cubic yards of cut and approximately 550,000 cubic feet of fill.
Grading activities associated with Phase 1 will include the installation of a sediment pond within
the Phase 2 area as discussed below in Section 2.12. If there is excess soil on Roberts Campus
East as a result of Phase 1 grading activities, the depth of the proposed interim sediment pond that
is assumed to have a depth of approximately 30 feet could be reduced. As another alternative, any
remaining excess soil could be placed within the Phase 2 area just north of Phase 1 as illustrated
in Figure 2-12. Phase 1 would also include approximately 5,200 cubic yards of soil from the
portion of the arcade outside of Roberts Campus East (i.e., under and west of Claremont
Boulevard) which would be exported to a permitted off-site facility. Furthermore, Phase 1 would
include bringing in (i.e., import) approximately 28,000 cubic yards of aggregate base.

Under Phase 2, cut and fill on the Roberts Campus East is assumed to be balanced with
approximately 325,000 cubic yards of cut and approximately 325,000 cubic yards of fill. If there
is excess soil during grading activities associated with Phase 2, the additional soil could be placed
on the perimeter slopes within the Phase 2 area. Phase 2 would include bringing in (i.e., import)
approximately 13,000 cubic yards of aggregate base.
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While only 5,200 cy of export is anticipated, as a conservative assumption for this environmental
analysis, it is assumed that there could be up to 10,000 cubic yards of soil to be exported during
Phase 1 (inclusive of the exported soil from the proposed arcade) and up to 10,000 cubic yards of
soil to be exported under Phase 2. Therefore, during Phase 1 construction activities,
approximately 10,000 cubic yards of soil is assumed to be exported and approximately 28,000
cubic yards of aggregate base is assumed to be imported. During Phase 2 construction activities,
approximately 10,000 cubic yards of soil is assumed to be exported and approximately 13,000
cubic yards of aggregate base is assumed to be imported.

2.12 Drainage Facilities

Under the Approved Project, the drainage system included a single above ground retention basin.
The Revised Project includes a system of dry ponds and bioswales throughout the site and a
stormwater retention facility below the football/track/lacrosse field. The Revised Project includes
construction of drainage facilities during Phase 1 and Phase 2 development of the Project site.

Phase 1 drainage facilities will include rip-rap and inlet structures in the northeastern portion of
the site at the two existing culverts extending under Foothill Boulevard, a rip-rap lined swale in
the northeastern portion of the site proposed between the two culverts, two 48-inch diameter
inlets that connects to two separate 36-inch diameter storm drains that eventually flows together
into one 36-inch diameter storm drain that extends to the proposed stormwater retention basin
underneath the football/track field. Additional storm drain pipes are proposed on the west, east
and south sides of the site that would convey stormwater to the proposed retention basin
underneath the football/track/lacrosse field. Bio-retention areas are proposed adjacent to the
baseball and softball fields (Figure 2-14).

Stormwater will be collected in dry ponds and bioswale areas for treatment and then will be
conveyed downstream to the proposed retention basin underneath the football/track/lacrosse field
so that no surface water will be retained beyond 48 hours after a storm event. Phase 1 will also
include a sediment pond that will capture storm water that flows from the undeveloped northern
portion of the site under Phase 1. Temporary storm drains are proposed to convey water from the
sediment pond to the proposed retention basin underneath the football/track/lacrosse field.

Surface water will not be retained within the sediment pond beyond 48 hours after a storm event.
The proposed retention basin under the football/track/lacrosse field will include a surface area of
approximately 10,900 sf and the bottom of the basin will be approximately 13 feet below the
surface of the football/track/lacrosse field. Stormwater conveyed to the retention basin will
gravity flow to a series of drywells that will direct water to the native soils below the site to
infiltrate into the native soils and eventually into the groundwater.

Phase 2 drainage facilities will include the extension of the Phase 1 facilities located on the west
and east sides of the site to the northern portion of the three proposed multi-purpose fields. The
sediment pond and associated storm drains will be removed and smaller sediment ponds and
associated storm drains will be constructed on the west and east sides of the proposed
soccer/rugby and multi-purpose fields. Surface water will be conveyed to the proposed retention
basin underneath the football/track/lacrosse field (Figure 2-15).
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Figure 2-14
Revised Project Phase 1 Drainage Facilities
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Revised Project Phases 1 and 2 Drainage Facilities
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2.13 Other Infrastructure Facilities

Existing water, sewer, electricity and communication facilities are located adjacent to the Project
site. A water line is proposed to extend to the existing Golden State Water Company water line in
Claremont Boulevard and a separate line will extend to the existing City of Upland water line in
Arrow Route. The proposed water lines will only provide water service to the portion of the
Project site within the water purveyors’ jurisdiction. Similarly, a sewer line is proposed to extend
to the existing City of Claremont sewer line in Claremont Boulevard and a sewer line is proposed
to extend to the existing City of Upland sewer line in Arrow Route. Electricity and
communication lines are proposed to extend from private lines within CMC’s campus west of
Claremont Boulevard through the proposed arcade (Figure 2-16).

2.14 Project Design Features

The following Project Design Features (PDFs) have been incorporated into the Revised Project
and analysis provided in Section 3 of this Addendum to the Final EIR. PDF-1 identifies that as a
best management practice, the Revised Project proposes that the construction contractor will use
off-road diesel construction equipment on the Project site that complies with U.S. EPA Tier 4
Final non-road engine standards for equipment with engines of 25 horsepower or above. PDF-2
and PDF-3 have been incorporated into the Revised Project to provide more detailed information
on the process of the typical precaution practices in the event that unknown cultural resources are
discovered. PDF-4 has been incorporated into the Revised Project to provide details to facilitate
and document compliance with applicable regulations.

PDF-1: The Project construction contractor will use construction equipment that have
engines of 25 horsepower (hp) or greater that complies with U.S. EPA Tier 4 non-road
engine standards.

PDF-2: Prior to start of ground-disturbing activities, a Qualified Archaeologist (defined
as meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for
archaeology) shall be retained in the event of an archaeological find and to conduct
cultural resources sensitivity training for construction personnel. Construction personnel
shall be informed of the types of archaeological resources that may be encountered, the
proper procedures to be enacted in the event of an inadvertent discovery of
archaeological resources or human remains, and safety precautions to be taken when
working with archaeological monitors. The Applicant shall ensure that construction
personnel are made available for and attend the training and retain documentation
demonstrating attendance.

PDF-3: In the event that historic (e.g., bottles, foundations, refuse dumps/privies,
railroads, etc.) or prehistoric (e.g., hearths, burials, stone tools, shell and faunal bone
remains, etc.) archaeological resources are unearthed, ground-disturbing activities shall
be halted in the vicinity of the find and a Qualified Archaeologist shall be notified. An
appropriate buffer area shall be established by the Qualified Archaeologist around the
find where construction activities shall not be allowed to continue. Work shall be allowed
to continue outside of the buffer area. All archaeological resources unearthed by project
construction activities shall be evaluated by the Qualified Archaeologist. The City shall
consult with appropriate Native American representatives in determining treatment for
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any prehistoric or Native American resources to ensure cultural values ascribed to the
resource, beyond those that are scientifically important, are considered. If a resource is
determined by the Qualified Archaeologist to constitute a “historical resource” pursuant
to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a) or a “unique archaeological resource” pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 21083.2(g), the Qualified Archaeologist shall
coordinate with the Applicant and the City to develop a formal treatment plan for the
resources.

PDF-4: If human remains are encountered during implementation of the Project, in
accordance with State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 no further disturbance
shall occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin and
disposition pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98. If human remains are discovered during
excavation activities, the following procedure shall be observed:

e Stop immediately and contact the County Coroner:

e [fthe remains are determined to be of Native American descent, the Coroner is
required to notify NAHC within 24 hours .

o The NAHC is required to immediately notify the person it believes to be the
MLD of the deceased Native American.

o The MLD is require to, within 48 hours, make recommendations to the owner, or
representative, for the treatment or disposition, with proper dignity, of human
remains and grave goods.

e [fthe owner does not accept the MLD’s recommendations, the owner or the
MLD may request mediation by the NAHC.
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CHAPTER 3

Environmental Setting, Impacts, and
Mitigation Measures

3.0 Introduction to the Analysis

This Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for the Claremont
Colleges East Campus (State Clearinghouse Number 2010021040) has been prepared in
accordance with California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (California Public Resources
Code, Section 21000 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 14,
Section 15000 et seq.), and applicable rules and regulations of the City of Upland who is the Lead
Agency and the City of Claremont who is a Responsible Agency. This Addendum to the Final
EIR evaluates the potential environmental impacts associated with the implementation of the
proposed Roberts Campus Sports Bowl (Revised Project). This Addendum to the Final EIR is
intended to serve as an informational document for the public agency decision-makers and the
public regarding the proposed Revised Project.

3.0.1 Overview of Environmental Setting

This section provides a general overview of the environmental setting for the proposed Revised
Project. More detailed description of the environmental setting is provided for each
environmental issue within their respective sections found in Sections 3.1 through 3.20.

Project Site and Vicinity Setting

The Project site included sand and mining operations that began in the 1920’s and ended in 1972.
Portions of the gravel pit reach depths of up to 100 feet below its original ground surface. In late
1972, the site was permitted for disposal of inert debris consisting of non-decomposable, non-
water soluble, inert solids. Inert debris landfill activities continued until the fourth quarter of 2023
which is when the inert debris landfill no longer accepted inert debris. Landfill maintenance, and
construction staging and parking currently continue on the Project site. The vegetation on the
Project site is extensively disturbed from these various activities, including ongoing maintenance
activities at the Project site. The Roberts Campus East portion of the Project site is surrounded by
existing streets: Foothill Boulevard to the north, Claremont Boulevard to the west, Arrow
Highway to the south and Monte Vista Avenue to the east. The portions of the proposed arcade
located outside of Roberts Campus East are located west of Roberts Campus East, under
Claremont Boulevard and west of Claremont Boulevard within an area that has been graded and
is currently used as a construction staging area for the Robert Day Science Center.
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Land uses surrounding the site include Claremont McKenna College and Pitzer College to the
west. These college uses include the Robert Day Science Center construction area, golf practice
area, softball field, student housing and the football/track/lacrosse field south of 9™ Street and
surface parking, administration office, and dorms north of 9™ Street. Immediately south of
Foothill Boulevard and west of Claremont Boulevard is the Pitzer College arboretum. To the
northwest is a commercial center and a multiple-family residential community further to the
northwest. Immediately to the north is an additional commercial center as well as open space that
includes disturbed vegetation. Northeast of the Project site is an office complex, open space, San
Antonio Creek Channel and further to the northwest is Cable Airport. East of the Project site
includes commercial and office uses, a residential condominium complex that was constructed
after certification of the Final EIR, and a water recharge basin located immediately east of Monte
Vista Avenue. Southeast of the Project site is a multiple family residential complex. South of the
Project site is a commercial center and College Park Condominium Complex. Southeast of the
Project site is a portion of Claremont McKenna College with several buildings, one of which
previously contained the Children’s School at Claremont McKenna College; however, this use
was discontinued after the certification of the Final EIR. Currently, these buildings are used for
limited campus administrative uses.

Cumulative Projects Setting

Cumulative projects include recently completed projects, projects currently under construction,
and future projects currently in development in the general vicinity of the Project site. These
projects are located within the City of Upland and the City of Claremont and include residential,
institution, commercial, office, warehouse, industrial, and park uses. Specific development
projects proposed in the vicinity of the Project site are listed in Table 3.0-1, below.

3.0.2 Scope of the Environmental Impact Analysis

In accordance with Section 15126 of the CEQA Guidelines, this chapter provides an analysis of
the direct and indirect environmental effects associated with the Revised Project. These impacts
are evaluated with respect to current conditions and compared to the impacts identified in the
Final EIR for the Approved Project. The determination of whether an impact of the Revised
Project is significant is based on the significance thresholds and methodology identified for each
environmental issue. In accordance with Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, this chapter
assesses the Revised Project’s potential effects on the following environmental resources:

e Aesthetics

e Agriculture and Forestry Resources
e Air Quality

e Biological Resources

e Cultural Resources

e Energy

e Geology and Soils

e QGreenhouse Gas Emissions
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e Hazard and Hazardous Materials
e Hydrology and Water Quality
e Land Use and Planning

e Mineral Resources

e Noise

e Population and Housing

e Public Services

e Recreation

e Transportation and Traffic

e Tribal Cultural Resources

e Utilities and Service Systems

e  Wildfire

3.0.3 Approach to Environmental Analysis

Sections 3.1 through 3.20 of this Addendum to the Final EIR include an update of the
environmental setting on and in the vicinity of the Project site and identifies any applicable
changes to the environmental conditions that may have occurred since the certification of the
Final EIR. In addition, a brief summary of the regulatory setting included in the Final EIR and
any substantive revisions to the regulatory setting that has occurred since the certification of the
Final EIR. These sections also include the thresholds of significance and a brief summary of the
environmental impacts and mitigation measures addressed in the Final EIR as well as the
potential environmental impacts associated with the Revised Project. Each section addresses the
project-level and cumulative impacts and mitigation measures for both the Approved Project and
the Revised Project.

Finally, these sections provide a conclusion for each environmental impact of whether (1) the
Revised Project includes substantial changes that would require major revisions to the Final EIR
due to the involvement of a new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an
environmental impact; (2) substantial changes in the circumstances under which the Revised
Project is undertaken would require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact; or (3)
new information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of
the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3) exist related to each
environmental issue addressed.
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TABLE 3.0-1
CUMULATIVE PROJECT LIST
No. Project Name Address Description Size Units
City of Claremont
1. Arbor Pointe SFRs 210 @ Monte Vista (SWC) 13 lot subdivision N/A 13 SFRs, 13 JADUs, and
11 detached ADUs
2. CGU Master Plan Bounded by Foothill Blvd., Addition of 475 regularly enrolled students, 99 faculty 170,000 sf N/A
Dartmouth Ave., Seventh St.,  and staff, and expansion, remodeling, and
and College Ave. replacement of campus facilities
3. Doubletree Hotel/Old House North of Foothill Blvd. and Construction of residential N/A 126 units
School Specific Plan west of Indian Hill Blvd. condominiums/townhomes and a new 240-space
parking structure
4. Harvey Mudd College 2015 South of E. Foothill Blvd. and  Increase of current building floor area and enrollment 902,411-903,911 sf N/A
Master Plan Amendment north of Platt Blvd., between entitlement from 800 students to 900 students 35,000 sf (remaining)

N. Dartmouth Ave. and N.
Claremont Blvd.

5. Keck Science Center 925 N. Mills Ave. 3-story semi-detached building for Keck Science 70,000 sf N/A
Expansion Center labs and classrooms located on existing
surface level parking lot
6. Knight's Inn Redevelopment 701 S. Indian Hill Blvd. Demolition of the existing 2-story motel and N/A 120 units
(formerly proposed as construction of a 4-story hotel

Hampton Inn & Suites)

7. La Popular Restaurant & 235 N. Yale Ave. Construction of a new Mexican restaurant with 3,850 sf 5 studio apartments
Drezner Lofts outdoor dining area and conversion of existing
mezzanine to new studio apartments
8. Med Density Housing Per Citywide New housing units planned for through October 15,  N/A 1,711 units
General Plan Housing Element 2029
Update
9. Olson 56 Unit Townhomes 1030 W. Foothill Blvd. New attached townhomes and live work units (350 sf 4,200 sf for live work 56 attached townhomes
each) units 12 live work units
10. Pomona College 2015 Master  Campus-Wide Increase of 50 students, 60 staff and faculty, and 205,400 sf N/A
Plan square feet of campus space
11. Senior Low Income Housing 956 W. Baseline Rd. Low-income senior housing project N/A 15 units
Claremont McKenna Roberts Campus Sports Bowl ESA / D202100589.01
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No. Project Name Address Description Size Units
12. South Village Development Indian Hill to Bucknell, Rail Mixed-Use, Transit-Oriented Development 34,000 sf restaurant 610 units
Project ROW to Arrow Hwy designated to expand the Claremont Village including 55 g0 sf retail 103 flat-style condo units
residential units, retail, office space, and 1,195 ' )
parking spaces 26,000 sf office space 21 Townhomes
13. Trumark Homes 2323 Forbes Ave. SFR detached units with internal ADUs N/A 56 SFR
6 ADUs
14. City Ventures Townhomes 840 S. Indian Hill Blvd. New townhomes 92,800 sf 65 townhomes
15. Larkin Place 731 Harrison Ave. Permanent supportive housing development N/A 36 units
16. TCCS Student Services 800 N. Dartmouth Ave., New student services building for Claremont College 30,000 sf N/A
Building located at Mudd Quadrangle  students
on Dartmouth south of 10" St.
17. Mervy Housing Affordable 1364 N. Towne Ave. 100% Affordable Housing Development (Veteran N/A 74 units
Housing Housing)
18. TTM 62814 365 San Jose Ave. Residential townhomes N/A 13 townhomes
City of Upland
19. Wendy’s Remodel 187 S. Mountain Ave. Facade and interior remodel of Wendy’s restaurant N/A N/A
20. Quick Quak Car Wash 950 Monte Vista Ave. Automated drive-thru car wash with ancillary vacuum 2,596 sf N/A
stations
21. Bridge Point Upland Project NEC of Central/Foothill Warehouse/Parcel delivery service building 201,096 sf N/A
22. Lennar at the Enclave W. Foothill Blvd. Development of residential units comprised of N/A 192 residential units
detached and attached condominium units 116 detached condo units
76 attached condo units
23. Mixed Commercial/Industrial 1750-1780 W. Foothill Blvd. Retail building and industrial condominium units 3,570 sf retail building 4 condo units
Development within two-multi tenant industrial buildings 45 476 sf and 55.616
sf industrial buildings
24. T & T Industrial 1701 W. 11" St. Two office and warehouse buildings 56,000 sf N/A
25. Yellow Iron 2068 W. 111 St. Light industrial park with five buildings, including 6-lot 77,000 sf N/A
subdivision
26 Rose Glen Specific Plan 1400 E. Arrow Hwy Two-story single family detached residential homes ~ N/A 64 SFR
27. Bullwinkle’s Family Fun Center 1500 W. 7' St. Remodel of existing amusement park, including N/A N/A

facade, parking lot, and interior improvements
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No. Project Name Address Description Size Units
28. Citrus Village Senior Living 911 W. Arrow Hwy Senior housing development with affordable housing, N/A 62 affordable units
independent living, assisting living, and a 30-bed 98 independent living units
facility for memory care residents . . .
74 assisted living units
29. The Courtyard at Upland 968 W. 7" St. Partial reconstruction of apartment units within an N/A 36 units
existing legally non-conforming multi-family
apartment complex, damaged by fire
30. Huntington Drive Apartments 1910 Huntington Dr. Construction of a 3-story multi-family residential N/A 84 units
apartment development with 14 low-income
affordable units
31. Upland Reliability Project 1975 N. Benson Ave. Construction and operation of a new battery energy ~ N/A N/A
storage system facility including storage enclosures
and associated electrical equipment on concrete
foundations, including medium voltage transformers
and power conversation system
32. 9™ Street Apartment 1739 9" St. Construction of a 2-story apartment complex with N/A 19 units
density bonus and 2 units designated as low-income
33. McDonalds 1590 W. Foothill Blvd. Demolition of the existing 1,471 sf McDonalds 4,266 sf N/A

restaurant and construction of a new McDonald’s
restaurant with indoor dining and dual order point
drive-through

SOURCE: KOA Company, 2024.
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3. Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures

3.0.4 Organization of Environmental Issue Area

The Project is expected to achieve the objectives outlined in Section 2.3, of Chapter 2 of this
Addendum to the Final EIR. Environmental resources that are addressed in Sections 3.1 through
3.20 include a discussion of the environmental setting, regulatory setting, thresholds of
significance, and impacts (which includes a discussion of mitigation measures). A brief
description of these components that are addressed is provided below.

Introduction

This section provides a brief discussion of the specific issues that are addressed and a summary of
the types of information documented. Where applicable, this section includes a reference to any
technical documentation prepared for the Revised Project.

Environmental Setting

This section provides an update to the existing conditions documentation provided in the Final
EIR for each environmental impact section. The Approved Project was evaluated against the
conditions that existed when the EIR commenced. The Revised Project is compared to the current
conditions in determining its project-specific impact and its contribution to a cumulative impact.

Regulatory Setting

The Regulatory Setting section provides a summary of the regulatory environment as it currently
exists. The regulatory framework used in this Addendum to the Final EIR includes the relevant
federal, state, regional, and local regulations and policies that are applicable to the Revised
Project.

Thresholds of Significance

In accordance with Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, significance criteria have been
developed for each environmental resource and are defined at the beginning of each impact
analysis section. The significance of potential impacts is categorized as follows:

e Significant and Unavoidable: mitigation might be recommended but impacts remain
significant;

e Significant: mitigation is required and impacts are potentially significant prior to
inclusion of mitigation measures;

e Less than Significant with Mitigation: potentially significant impact but mitigated to
less than significant;

e Less than Significant: mitigation is not required under CEQA; or

e No Impact. Mitigation is not required under CEQA.

Impacts Analysis

This section includes a summary of the impacts of the Approved Project as discussed in the Final
EIR. In addition, this section includes a discussion of the changes that may occur to existing
physical conditions if the Revised Project is implemented. The evaluation of these changes are
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based upon the identified significance criteria. This section also includes a project-level impact
analysis and a cumulative impact analysis. The analysis estimates the magnitude of each impact
without the adoption of any mitigation measures, considers the mitigation measures required for
the Approved Project and identifies feasible mitigation, or revisions to existing mitigation
measures, for any potentially significant project-level or cumulative impacts. Mitigation measures
are those measures that could avoid, minimize, or reduce an environmental impact.

Conclusion

This section compares the Revised Project’s level of impact with the impact of the Approved
Project as identified in the Final EIR. This discussion also includes a comparison of the level of
impact after the implementation of mitigation measures. The resulting impacts could be identified
as “no impact”, “less than significant impact”, or significant and unavoidable impact”. If the
Revised Project includes the same or less adverse impact conclusion as the Approved Project, the
decision makers for the Revised Project can rely on the same Findings of Fact that was prepared
pursuant to CEQA Section 15091 and adopted for the Approved Project. In addition, if the
Revised Project includes a similar “significant and unavoidable impact” conclusion as the
Approved Project, the decision makers for the Revised Project can rely on the same statement of
overriding considerations that were prepared pursuant to CEQA Section 15093 and adopted for

the Approved Project.

3.0.5 Cumulative Analysis

The cumulative analyses for the Approved Project were summarized from the Final EIR. The
cumulative analyses for the Revised Project were prepared in accordance with Section 15130 of
the State CEQA Guidelines that requires cumulative impacts of a project to be discussed when
the incremental effects of a project are cumulatively considerable. “Cumulative impacts” are
defined as two or more individual effects which, when considered together, are considerable or
which compound or increase environmental impacts as identified in CEQA Guidelines Section
15355. “Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of an individual 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. According to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15130(b), elements considered necessary to provide an adequate discussion of cumulative
impacts of a project include either: (1) list of past, present, and probable future projects producing
related or cumulative impacts; or (2) a summary of projections contained in an adopted local,
regional or statewide plan, or related planning document which is designed to evaluate regional or
area-wide conditions. The cumulative analysis conducted for the Revised Project includes the list
of past, present, and probable future projects producing related or cumulative impacts. This list of
projects is provided in Table 3.0-1.
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3.1 Aesthetics

3.1.1 Introduction

This section addresses aesthetic and visual resources related to scenic vistas, scenic resources
within a state scenic highway corridor, visual character, and light and glare that are within or
visible from the Project area and the potential of the Revised Project to impact those resources.
This section includes a brief summary of the environmental setting included in the Final EIR, and
the identification of any applicable changes to the aesthetic and visual setting that may have
occurred since the certification of the Final EIR. In addition, a brief summary of the regulatory
setting included in the Final EIR and any substantive revisions to the regulatory setting that has
occurred since the certification of the Final EIR. This section also includes the thresholds of
significance and a brief summary of the aesthetic and visual resource impacts and mitigation
measures addressed in the Final EIR as well as the potential aesthetic and visual resource impacts
associated with the Revised Project. Finally, this section provides a conclusion of whether (1) the
Revised Project includes substantial changes that would require major revisions to the Final EIR
due to the involvement of a new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an
impact related to aesthetics; (2) substantial changes in the circumstances under which the Revised
Project is undertaken would require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact related to aesthetics;
or (3) new information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing
any of the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3) exist related to
aesthetics.

3.1.2 Environmental Setting

The Project site is a former aggregate quarry. It was mined for aggregate materials to a depth of
approximately 50 to 80 feet. There are no buildings, no distinctive natural landscape features such
as trees, streams, rock outcroppings or any other unique landforms on site. No designated scenic
highways exist within the immediate area, although within the City of Upland, Foothill Boulevard
is designated as a route of scenic and historic value. The area in the vicinity of the Project site
primarily includes urban uses. These uses include Claremont McKenna College and Pitzer
College to the west. The college uses include the Robert Day Science Center construction area,
golf practice area, softball field, student housing and the football/track/lacrosse field south of 9th
Street and surface parking, a four-story administration office, and three- and four-story dorms
north of 9th Street. Immediately south of Foothill Boulevard and west of Claremont Boulevard is
the Pitzer College arboretum. To the northwest is a one-story commercial center and a two-story
multiple-family residential community further to the northwest. Immediately to the north is an
additional one-story commercial center as well as open space that includes disturbed vegetation.
Northeast of the Project site is a one-story office complex, open space, San Antonio Creek
Channel and further to the northwest is Cable Airport. East of the Project site includes one-story
commercial and office uses, a two-story residential condominium complex that was constructed
after certification of the Final EIR, and a water recharge basin located immediately east of Monte
Vista Avenue. Southeast of the Project site is a three-story multiple family residential complex.
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3.1 Aesthetics

South of the Project site is a one-story commercial center and the two-story College Park
Condominium Complex. Southeast of the Project site are two-story buildings that previously
included the Children’s School at Claremont McKenna College; however, this use was
discontinued after the certification of the Final EIR (i.e., 2020). Currently, the buildings house
some administrative uses.

The Project site contains no man-made sources of light. Previous operational activities associated
with the Class III inert debris landfill have ceased except for maintenance. No sources of light
currently exist on the Project site other than headlights of vehicles entering and leaving the
Project site during the early morning and late evening hours, depending on the time of year.

3.1.3 Regulatory Setting

The following are the aesthetics regulations applicable to the Revised Project.

Upland Zoning Code

The applicable sections of the City of Upland Municipal and Zoning Ordinance Code address
parking lot lighting as well as general lighting to enhance safety while avoiding light and glare
nuisances to surrounding properties.

The City of Upland updated their Municipal Code in October 2022 that resulted in revisions to
lighting requirements. Section 17.14.030, General Standards, of the Upland Zoning Ordinance
currently regulates outdoor lighting. The following general standards shall apply to all outdoor
lighting installed after the effective date of the ordinance codified in this chapter:

A. Light trespass that results in glare is prohibited.

B. All residential lighting over 750 lumens per fixture shall be adequately shielded, and
directed such that no direct light falls outside the property line or into the public right-of-
way, as illustrated in Figure 17.14-1 (Inadequate and Adequate Shielding) and Figure
17.14-2 (Light Source Not Directly Visible Outside Property Perimeter). Residential
lighting 750 lumens or below is exempt from a shielding requirement.

C. All non-residential outdoor lighting shall be located, adequately shielded, and directed
such that no direct light falls outside the property line or into the public right-of-way.

D. New development that includes common areas shall be maintained with a minimum 1.0
foot-candle power on walkways and in parking lots. However, there shall be zero
measurable foot-candle power at the property line.

E. The Development Services Director or designee may require motion-activated or heat
(infrared)-activated lighting within public or common recreational areas, pedestrian entry
points, or other targeted areas as appropriate to deter crime and enhance public safety.

F. Luminaires shall be so designed and shielded by horizontal cutoff to eliminate all light
directed above the horizontal plane, as illustrated in Figure 17.14-1 (Adequate Shielding).
The lower edge of the luminaire’s housing shall extend below the entire light source and
all glassware so that any light emitted above the horizontal is eliminated. Light-directing
refractors shall be considered to be light sources.
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G. Outdoor lighting shall comply with the State of California Title 24 Energy Efficiency
Standards outdoor lighting requirements. If a conflict between the requirements of this
chapter and the State of California Title 24 Energy Efficiency Standards arises, that
which produces the least glare shall apply.

The City of Upland also includes lighting standards for parking areas within Section 17.14.050,
Parking and High Travel Area Lighting, of the Upland Zoning Ordinance.

A. Parking area luminaires shall be no taller than 20 feet as measured from the adjacent
grade to their tallest point. Taller poles may be approved by the Development Services
Director.

B. Lighting, where provided to illuminate parking, sales, or display areas shall be hooded or
shielded and comply with Section 17.14.030 (General Standards).

In addition, the City of Upland has lighting regulations for recreational facilities in Section
17.14.060, Recreational Facilities, of the Upland Zoning Ordinance. These regulations include:

A. Any light source permitted by this chapter may be used for lighting outdoor recreational
facilities (public or private) provided all of the following conditions are met:

1. All fixtures used for event lighting shall be fully shielded as defined in
Section 17.14.030 (General Standards), or be designed or provided with sharp cut-off
capability, so as to minimize up-light and glare.

2. Exterior lighting is turned off before or as near to 11:00 PM as practical except to
conclude a scheduled event that was in progress before 11:00 PM.

Claremont Zoning Code

The applicable sections of the City of Claremont Municipal Code that includes the Zoning Code
address outdoor lighting and glare (Section 16.154.030) and parking lot lighting (Section
16.136.050.G. The City also includes an architectural review that establishes the responsibilities
and procedures for review of new development and redevelopment (Chapter 16.300).

Current Claremont Zoning Code Regulations — There are no outdoor lighting and glare updates to
the Claremont Zoning Code discussion provided in the Final EIR that are applicable to the
Revised Project.

3.1.4 Thresholds of Significance

In accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Revised Project could have a
significant impact related to aesthetics if it would:

e Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista (see Impact 3.1-1, below).

o Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway (see Impact 3.1-2,
below).

o 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
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accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area, conflict with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality (see Impact 3.1-3, below).

e Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area (see Impact 3.1-4, below).

The analysis of the Approved Project under Impact 3.1-3 included an evaluation of the existing
visual character because at the time the Initial Study/Notice of Preparation was prepared for the
Approved Project, the City of Upland, consistent with the State CEQA Guidelines Environmental
Checklist in effect at that time, only required a discussion of visual character. The current City of
Upland and current CEQA Guidelines Environmental Checklist requires projects within
urbanized areas, as is the case with the Revised Project, to evaluate if there is a conflict with
applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality. However, the analysis for the
Revised Project under Impact 3.1-3 includes both analyses (visual character and conflict with
applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality) for consistency with the
thresholds analyzed in the Final EIR.

3.1.5 Impact Analysis
Scenic Vistas

Impact 3.1-1: The Approved Project and the Revised Project would result in less than
significant and less than cumulatively considerable impacts on a scenic vista.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Initial Study/Notice of Preparation prepared for the Final EIR (Appendix A of the Claremont
Colleges East Campus Final EIR) identified that the Approved Project would not result in an
impact on a scenic vista. Since the sports fields and related facilities would lie well below street
level, the Approved Project would not adversely affect any scenic vistas such as views of the San
Gabriel Mountains to the north, and therefore a less than significant impact would occur. No
mitigation measures were identified.

Cumulative

The Final EIR did not address cumulative scenic vista impacts since the Approved Project would
result in less than significant impacts on scenic vistas. No mitigation measures were identified.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

Similar to the Approved Project, the Revised Project would provide athletic facilities on the
Project site. The City of Upland and City of Claremont do not have any designated scenic views
or vistas in the vicinity of the Project site. Similar to the Approved Project, the Revised Project
would include light standards for surface parking lots, at grade parking structure and the athletic
facilities. Under the Revised Project, light standards will be located within the surface parking
lots proposed immediately south of Foothill Boulevard, surface parking lot and at grade parking
structure east of Claremont Boulevard and surface parking lot within the southeast portion of the
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Project site adjacent to Monte Vista Avenue. The parking lot light standards would be
approximately 250 feet above grade while the light standards for the athletic facilities would
extend up to 70 feet above grade. Because the parking lot light standards would include single
poles with hooded light fixtures, these standards would not be bulky and would not substantially
impede views. The proposed light standards for the athletic facilities in the northern portion of the
Project site would not extend higher than the existing elevation of Foothill Boulevard. In the
southern portion of the Project site, light standards would extend approximately 35 feet to 50 feet
above the existing elevation of W. Arrow Route and approximately 20 feet to 30 feet above the
existing elevations of Claremont Boulevard and Monte Vista Avenue. However, due to the
distance of the light standards from the surrounding streets (i.e., a minimum of 300 feet) and
because the light standards are not bulky, they would not substantively obstruct views of the San
Gabriel mountains north of the Project site. Therefore, the Revised Project would result in a less
than significant impact on scenic vistas.

Cumulative

Implementation of cumulative projects would increase development within the cities of Upland
and Claremont. Because there are no designated scenic vistas within either city, the
implementation of the cumulative projects would not impact designated scenic vistas. Although
there are no designated scenic vistas, views of the San Gabriel Mountains to the north are
available across the Project site and surrounding areas. There is potential for cumulative projects
to be located in close proximity to a public viewpoint that could potentially impact views of the
San Gabriel Mountains. However, the implementation of the Revised Project would provide
minimal structures within northern views from W. Arrow Route, northeastern views from
Claremont Boulevard and northwesterly views from Monte Vista Avenue. Because the Revised
Project would result in less than significant impacts to scenic vistas, the Revised Project would
result in a less than cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts to scenic vistas.

Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project would not impact scenic vistas and the evaluation
of the Revised Project found that the Revised Project would result in less than significant impacts
to scenic vistas. Therefore, the Revised Project would not result in any new substantial project
changes or substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken that require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new
significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact. Further, there is no new
information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known with
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of the
conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).
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Scenic Resources

Impact 3.1-2: The Approved Project would result in no impacts and would not contribute to
cumulative impacts on scenic resources, including but not limited to trees, rock outcroppings,
and historic buildings within a state scenic highway.

The Revised Project would result in less than significant and less than cumulatively
considerable impacts on scenic resources, including but not limited to trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Initial Study/Notice of Preparation prepared for the Final EIR (Appendix A of the Claremont
Colleges East Campus Final EIR) identified that the Approved Project would not result in an
impact on scenic resources because there are no buildings, no distinctive natural landscape
features such as trees, streams, rock outcroppings or any other unique landforms on site. No
mitigation measures were identified.

Cumulative

The Final EIR did not address cumulative impacts on scenic resources because the Approved
Project would result in no impacts to scenic resources. No mitigation measures were identified.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

As discussed in the Initial Study/Notice of Preparation prepared for the Final EIR, there are no
State designated scenic highways that exist within the immediate Project area. Therefore, as with
the Approved Project, the Revised Project would not impact State designated scenic highways.
Foothill Boulevard is designated as a route of scenic and historical value by the City of Upland
within its General Plan and because surface parking is proposed immediately adjacent to Foothill
Boulevard there will be new light standards as well as landscaping. However, similar to the
Approved Project, the proposed light standards associated with the athletic facilities in the
northern portion of the site would not extend higher than the existing elevation of Foothill
Boulevard. There are currently existing surface parking and landscaping that occur along Foothill
Boulevard within the City of Upland, and the implementation of lighting and landscaping would
not damage any scenic resources. Therefore, less than significant impacts would occur with the
implementation of the Revised Project with respect to scenic resources.

Cumulative

Implementation of cumulative projects would increase development within the cities of Upland
and Claremont. Some of these cumulative projects could be located adjacent to or along the
Foothill Boulevard, a route of scenic and historic value. There is a possibility that these future
development projects could substantially affect views along Foothill Boulevard. Because the
Revised Project would result in a less than significant impact on a scenic route such as Foothill
Boulevard, the Revised Project’s contribution to potential cumulative impacts would be less than
cumulatively considerable.
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Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project would not impact scenic resources, including
resources along a scenic route. As discussed above, the Revised Project would result in less than
significant impacts to scenic resources, including resources along scenic routes. Therefore, the
Revised Project would not result in any new substantial project changes or substantial changes
with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken that require major
revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new significant impact or a substantial
increase in the severity of an impact. Further, there is no new information of substantial
importance which was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable
diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of the conditions identified in
CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).

Visual Character

Impact 3.1-3: The Approved Project would result in no impacts and would not contribute
to cumulative impacts on the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site
and its surroundings. The Approved Project was not evaluated for potential conflicts with
applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality.

The Revised Project would result in less than significant impacts and would have less than
cumulatively considerable impacts on the existing visual character or quality of public views
of the site and its surroundings. The Revised Project would have no conflicts with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Initial Study/Notice of Preparation prepared for the Final EIR (Appendix A of the Claremont
Colleges East Campus Final EIR) identified that the Approved Project would change the visual
character of the Project site through a variety of landscaping and development enhancements that
would be an improvement to the existing aesthetic character of the site , which consists of a
former quarry and inert debris landfill that includes bare ground and mounds of dirt and rocks
with minimal vegetation. Therefore, the Approved Project would result in no adverse impact on
the visual character of the Project site. No mitigation measures were identified.

Cumulative

The Final EIR did not address cumulative impacts on visual character because the Approved
Project would result in no adverse impacts on the visual character of the Project vicinity. No
mitigation measures were identified.
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Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

Similar to the Approved Project, implementation of the Revised Project would change the current
visual character through a variety of landscaping and development enhancements that would be
considered an improvement to the existing aesthetic character of the site. The existing bare
ground and mounds of dirt and rocks with minimal vegetation is on the Project site while the
Revised Project will include native landscaping along the majority of the perimeter of the site
surrounding turf fields. Since certification of the Final EIR, the area surrounding the Project site
has had a few modifications. A new residential condominium complex was constructed along the
east side of Monte Vista Avenue and a commercial development was constructed along the south
side of Arrow Route. In addition, there have been some street improvements along Foothill
Boulevard. The landscaping and development enhancements associated with the Revised Project
will provide a continuing transformation of undeveloped land in the vicinity of the Revised
Project. Under the Revised Project, construction activities would result in a short-term alteration
to the visual character of the Project site through the use of construction equipment and materials
such as excavators, haul trucks, cranes, and stockpiles. Construction activities are anticipated to
occur in two primary phases each of may include sub-phases for development of the sports fields
and related improvements; however, the activities would be similar to the current landfill
maintenance and construction staging activities that occurred on the Project site for decades and
would not represent a substantial change in the visual characteristics of the site. Therefore,
construction activities would result in a less than significant impact on the quality of the visual
character of the Project site. After construction activities as well as the implementation of the
athletic facilities and associated landscaping occur, the visual characteristics of the Project site
would be enhanced compared to the existing bare ground and mounds of dirt and rocks and would
not result in adverse visual impacts.

The City of Upland includes zoning regulations to maintain scenic quality within the City of
Upland. These regulations include maximum floor area ratios, setbacks and structure heights
(Section 17.08.030 Development Standards for Special Purpose Zones). The Revised Project
includes a minimal number of single-story structures, and therefore would be substantially less
than the maximum floor area ratio of 0.5. In addition, the proposed structures will be set back
from the surrounding streets by substantially more than the minimum setback requirement of 20
feet because the nearest structure within the City of Upland to the existing street system is more
than 200 feet. Furthermore, the proposed structures within the Revised Project will be single story
and less than the maximum allowable structure height of 45 feet. As described above, the
implementation of the Revised Project would not conflict with the applicable City of Upland
regulations governing scenic quality.

The City of Claremont also includes zoning regulations to maintain scenic quality within the City
of Claremont. These regulations include visual screening (Zoning Code Section 16.142) that
requires screening of trash enclosures, mechanical equipment, and storage areas as well as
environmental protective standards (Zoning Code 16.154) that includes requirements to screen
outside storage and maintain properties to reduce detrimental and unsightly effects on adjacent
and nearby properties. The Revised Project will visually improve an existing site that has
included inert landfill operations resulting in bare ground and mounds of dirt and rocks with
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minimal vegetation. The Revised Project includes planting native landscaping surrounding
various turf athletic fields. The proposed structures that include field houses, storage, and
maintenance facilities will be screened from adjacent properties due to the distance and elevation
differences compared to the adjacent property owners. The Revised Project is also consistent with
the minimum setback, maximum height, maximum lot coverage, and floor area ratio that the
Claremont Zoning Code regulates to ensure scenic quality. The nearest building structure
proposed on the Project site that extends above the street level will be setback from the
surrounding streets by more than 200 feet and will be consistent with Section 16.069.050
(Minimum Setbacks) of the Zoning Code. The Revised Project will include structures onsite that
will be less than the allowed maximum height of 100 feet when setback more than 200 feet from
an existing single family residential district which is located southwest of the Arrow Route and
Claremont Boulevard intersection and will be consistent with Section 16.069.060 (Height) of the
Zoning Code. Because the Revised Project is an athletic facility with a minimal number of onsite
structures, the Revised Project would include a floor area ratio that is substantially less than the
maximum allowable ratio of 1.0 and consistent with Section 16.069.070 (Maximum Lot
Coverage) of the Zoning Code. As described above, the implementation of the Revised Project
would not conflict with the applicable City of Claremont regulations governing scenic quality.

Cumulative

Implementation of cumulative projects would increase development within the cities of Upland
and Claremont. There is potential for cumulative projects to be located in the vicinity of the
Project site and could result in an alteration of the existing visual character of the Project vicinity.
Because the Revised Project would not result in adverse impacts on the visual characteristics and
would be consistent with the cities’ respective regulations governing scenic quality, the Revised
Project would not contribute to cumulative adverse impacts on visual characteristics within the
Project vicinity.

Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project would not adversely impact the visual
characteristics of the Project site. As discussed above, the Revised Project would also result in no
adverse impacts to the visual characteristics of the Project site or vicinity. Therefore, the Revised
Project would not result in any new substantial project changes or substantial changes with
respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken that require major revisions to
the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new significant impact or a substantial increase in the
severity of an impact. Further, there is no new information of substantial importance which was
not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time
the Final EIR was certified, showing any of the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section
15162(a)(3).
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Light or Glare

Impact 3.1-4: The Approved Project and the Revised Project would have potentially
significant and cumulatively considerable light and glare impacts that would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the area; however, the impacts would be less than
significant with mitigation.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project’s lighting systems would not result in daytime
light impacts because the light sources would be turned off during the day. Although no
specifications for the lighting systems were provided, the evaluation in the Final EIR assumed
that lighting would be similar to that currently installed in other areas of the Claremont McKenna
College campus. For the parking areas, common pole-mounted lighting would be utilized.
Pedestrian bollards may be installed on the Project site along interior pathways to illuminate
walkways at night to provide safe pathways. Security lighting was assumed to be installed on
accessory structures. In addition, light from automobiles entering and exiting the onsite parking
areas were identified. The Final EIR identified that the lighting systems are common sources of
light and typical for the urbanized character of the Project vicinity. Although these sources of
light are common, the Final EIR found that the Approved Project’s surface parking areas located
within the City of Upland could have resulted in significant light impacts from the surface
parking areas. As a result, Mitigation Measure 4.1.A-3 required submission of photometric plans
to confirm that lighting from the parking areas do not exceed 0.5 foot-candles at the property
lines of the neighboring properties and is consistent with applicable regulations and approved
lighting and photometric plans. Therefore, with the implementation of Mitigation Measure
4.1.A.3, the lighting systems associated with the parking areas of the Approved Project would
result in less than significant lighting impacts.

The Final EIR also found that the Approved Project’s surface parking areas located within the
City of Claremont would result in less than significant light impacts from the surface parking
areas because the Approved Project was required to comply with the City of Claremont
Municipal Code Development Standards (Zoning Code) Section 16.154.030 (Outdoor lighting
and glare) and Section 16.136.050 (Development Standards for Parking Areas with Six or More
Spaces), and Chapter 16.300 Architectural Review). These Zoning Code requirements include
compliance with the outdoor lighting and parking lot lighting provisions of the City’s Municipal
Code and required to demonstrate that the lighting does not exceed 0.5 foot-candles at the
property line of neighboring residential properties through the preparation of a photometric plan.

The Approved Project would also include light systems for the athletic facilities. Under the
Approved Project, the football/track field was oriented in a north-south configuration in the
southeastern portion of the site and anticipated to have field lighting. The football/track field
lighting was to include approximately four, approximately 80 feet in height, metal poles with
approximately 30 metal-halide fixtures each placed on the east and west sides of the field at
approximately the home and away team’s ten-yard lines. The Approved Project’s field lighting
would consist of “green” light poles and fixtures. Green lighting offers up to a 50 percent
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reduction in energy consumption and a 50 percent reduction in spill light when compared to
traditional field lighting due to the advanced reflector design. Lighting systems for other athletic
facilities included four, 60-foot-high poles and with approximately 30 fixtures each for the
baseball and softball fields. The Approved Project’s field lighting for the remaining athletic
facilities included 60-foot-high lighting systems that included light fixtures to be directed away
from the surrounding streets.

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project’s lighting systems for the athletic facilities were
potentially significant in the City of Upland. Mitigation Measure 4.1.A-2, which eliminates
nuisance glare and lighting by requiring future lighting to not exceed 0.5-foot candles at the
property line of neighboring properties, was included to reduce the Approved Project’s light
impacts within the City of Upland on neighboring properties to less than significant.

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project’s lighting systems for the athletic facilities located
within the City of Claremont would result in less than significant light impacts on the surrounding
neighboring properties because the Approved Project was required to comply with the City of
Claremont Zoning Code requirements (Sections 16.154.030, Section 16.136.050 and Chapter
16.300). These Zoning Code requirements included compliance with the outdoor lighting
provisions of the City’s Municipal Code and demonstrate that lighting does not exceed 0.5 foot-
candles at the property line of neighboring residential properties through the preparation of a
photometric plan.

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project included perimeter landscaping and/or berms at a
height that would minimize any potential for glare to impact surrounding properties. The
structures as part of the Approved Plan were anticipated to be constructed in a similar manner as
the adjacent campus with wood and stucco frames in either a modern or Spanish design. These
materials do not reflect light in a manner that causes glare. Although it was unlikely that future
structures would be constructed of materials such as polished metals or glass, neither the City of
Upland or the City of Claremont specifically prohibit the use of such materials; therefore, a
potentially significant glare impact onto adjacent properties and roadways was identified.
Mitigation Measure 4.1.A-1, which prohibits reflective materials such as polished metal or glass
to be incorporated into the project design unless the applicant can provide substantial evidence
that such materials shall not cause glare impacts on surrounding properties or roadways, was
recommended to reduce potential glare impacts to less than significant.

Cumulative

Implementation of cumulative projects would increase lighting in the Project vicinity and increase
the potential for glare impacts. The City of Upland does not have standard conditions to reduce
potential light impacts; however, the City of Claremont has standard conditions to reduce light
impacts. Although cumulative impacts could be significant within the City of Upland, potential
light impacts within the City of Claremont would be less than significant when the City’s
standard conditions are implemented by each cumulative project. As discussed in the Final EIR,
the Approved Project would implement Mitigation Measures 4.1.A-2 and 4.1.A-3 within the
portions of the Project site located within the City of Upland to reduce potential light impacts on
neighboring properties to less than significant. Therefore, with the implementation of the City of
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Claremont standard conditions and the mitigation measures identified above for the City of
Upland, the Approved Project’s contribution of lighting impacts was determined to be less than
cumulatively considerable and less than significant.

Implementation of cumulative projects could increase glare impacts in the Project vicinity. Since
neither the City of Upland or the City of Claremont currently regulates the use of reflective
building materials, future development in the area could result in cumulative glare impacts.
Because the Approved Project included the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.1.A-1,
potential glare impacts on surrounding uses would be less than significant. Therefore, the
Approve Project’s contribution to cumulative glare impacts would be less than cumulatively
considerable.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

The Revised Project includes similar types of lighting systems as the Approved Project. The
Revised Project includes lighting systems for surface parking areas on the Project site and for the
athletic facilities. Additional sources of light would come from automobiles entering and exiting
the parking areas. Similar to the Approved Plan, the Revised Project also includes pedestrian
bollards that may be installed on the Project site along interior pathways to illuminate walkways at
night to provide safe pathways. Security lighting would also be installed on accessory structures.

Similar to the evaluation in the Final EIR for the Approved Project, the Revised Project assumes
that lighting would be similar to that currently installed in other areas of the Claremont McKenna
College campus. For the parking areas, common pole-mounted lighting would be utilized. Similar
with the Approved Project, the Revised Project’s surface parking areas located within the City of
Upland could result in significant light impacts. As with the Approved Project, the
implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.1.A-3, as updated below would reduce light impacts
from parking areas to less than significant. Mitigation Measure 4.1.A-3 has been modified by
removing the reference to a Upland Zoning Ordinance section that has been removed during the
most recent update to the municipal code. As with the Approved Project, the Revised Project will
be required to submit photometric plans to confirm that lighting from the parking areas do not
exceed 0.5 foot-candle at the property lines of the neighboring properties.

As with the Approved Plan, the Revised Project’s surface parking areas located within the City of
Claremont would result in less than significant light impacts from the proposed surface parking
areas because the Revised Project would be required to comply with the City of Claremont
Zoning Code requirements (Section 16.136.030, Section 16.136.050 and Chapter 16.300). These
requirements included compliance with the outdoor lighting and parking lot lighting provisions of
the City’s Municipal Code and required to demonstrate that the proposed lighting does not exceed
0.5 foot-candles at the property line of neighboring residential properties through the preparation
of a photometric plan.

The Revised Project would include light systems for the athletic facilities. Under the Revised
Project, the football/track/lacrosse field would be oriented in an east-west configuration in the
southern portion of the site and would include field lighting similar to the Approved Project. The
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football/track/lacrosse field lighting under the Revised Project would include approximately four,
approximately 70 feet in height, metal poles with approximately 30 metal-halide fixtures each
placed on the north and south sides of the field at approximately the home and away team’s ten-
yard lines. The height of the light poles under the Revised Project would be approximately 10 feet
less in height than the light pole height under the Approved Project. Similar to the Approved
Project, the Revised Project’s field lighting would consist of “green” light poles and fixtures that
would provide up to a 50 percent reduction in energy consumption and a 50 percent reduction in
spill light when compared to traditional field lighting. Lighting systems for the other athletic
facilities would include four, 70-foot-high poles and with approximately 30 fixtures each for the
baseball and softball fields similar to the Approved Project. Field lighting for the remaining
athletic facilities included 70-foot-high lighting systems that would include light fixtures to be
directed away from the surrounding streets similar to the Approved Project. With the
implementation of the Revised Project, the lighting systems for the proposed athletic facilities
would be potentially significant in the City of Upland and less than significant in the City of
Upland similar to the Approved Project. As with the Approved Project, implementation of
Mitigation Measure 4.1.A-2, as updated below to reflect the current municipal code requirements,
would reduce potential light impacts within the City of Upland on neighboring properties to less
than significant. In addition, as with the Approved Project, the Revised Project would be required
to comply with the City of Claremont Zoning Code requirements (Section 16.136.050, Section
16.154.030 and Chapter 16.300). These Zoning code requirements included compliance with the
outdoor lighting provisions of the City’s Municipal Code and demonstrate that proposed lighting
does not exceed 0.5 foot-candles at the property line of neighboring residential properties through
the preparation of a photometric plan. Compliance with these requirements would reduce the
Revised Project’s potential lighting impacts to less than significant.

As with the Approved Project, the Revised Project would include perimeter landscaping and/or
berms at a height that would minimize any potential for glare to impact surrounding properties.
The proposed structures are anticipated to be constructed in a similar manner as the adjacent
campus with wood and stucco frames in either a modern or Spanish design. These materials do
not reflect light in a manner that causes glare. Although it was unlikely that future structures
would be constructed of materials such as polished metals or glass, neither the City of Upland nor
the City of Claremont specifically prohibit the use of such materials. Therefore, as with the
Approved Project, the Revised Project would result in a potentially significant glare impact onto
adjacent properties and roadways. As with the Approved Project, the implementation of
Mitigation Measure 4.1.A-1 would reduce potential glare impacts associated with the Revised
Project to less than significant.

Cumulative

As discussed in the Final EIR, implementation of cumulative projects would increase lighting in
the Project vicinity and increase the potential for glare impacts. Although cumulative impacts
could be significant within the City of Upland, potential light impacts within the City of
Claremont would be less than significant when the City’s Zoning Code requirements are
implemented by each cumulative project. Similar to the Approved Project, the implementation of
Mitigation Measures 4.1.A-2 and 4.1.A-3, as updated below, within the portions of the Project
site located within the City of Upland would reduce potential light impacts associated with the
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Revised Project on neighboring properties to less than significant. Because the Revised Project
would implement the City of Claremont Zoning Code requirements and the mitigation measures
identified above for the City of Upland, the Revised Project’s contribution of lighting impacts
would be less than cumulatively considerable and less than significant.

Implementation of cumulative projects could increase glare impacts in the Project vicinity. Since
neither the City of Upland nor the City of Claremont currently regulates the use of reflective
building materials, future development in the area could result in cumulative glare impacts. As
with the Approved Project, because the Revised Project included the implementation of
Mitigation Measure 4.1.A-1, potential glare impacts on surrounding uses would be less than
significant. Therefore, the Revised Project’s contribution to cumulative glare impacts would be
less than cumulatively considerable.

Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, the Revised Project is required to implement Mitigation Measures
4.1.A-1 through 4.1.A-3. Mitigation Measures 4.1.A-2 and 4.1.A-3 were updated due to a change
in the Upland Zoning Ordinance; however, the intent of the mitigation measures remains, and the
revisions are not substantial. No new mitigation measures are required.

4.1.A-1: Prior to issuance of building permits, any structure proposed on the Project site
shall be reviewed during the appropriate jurisdiction’s standard review process to ensure
that proposed building materials do not create glare in a manner that could endanger
motorists on adjacent roadways, create a nuisance for surrounding properties, or
otherwise impact the community. Use of reflective materials such as polished metal or
glass shall be prohibited unless the applicant can provide substantial evidence prepared
by a qualified professional to the appropriate jurisdiction’s Development Services or
Community Development Director that use of such materials shall not cause glare
impacts on surrounding properties or roadways.

4.1.A-2: (Revised) Prior to issuance of building permits, the project proponent shall
submit photometric plans verifying that the construction and installation of any future

lighting eemplies-with-the-previsions-of Section 1716-210-(DesignReviewMeetings-and
Review Procedures)-of the Upland Zoning Code-that prohibits eliminates nuisance glare
and lighting of surrounding properties. Compliance-with-Section17-16-210-shall-be
confirmed-through-the preparationofa A photometric plan prepared by a qualified

professional demonstrating that proposed lighting impacts have been minimized (e.g.
through shielding or other methods) and does not exceed 0.5 foot-candles at the property
line of neighboring properties.

4.1.A-3: (Revised) Prior to issuance of building permits, the project proponent shall
submit photometric plans verifying that construction and installation of any future
hghtlng w1th1n proposed parking lots ehmlnates nuisance hghtmg eemﬁl-}es—w&h—the

per—fefmed—by—a A quahﬁed professmnal shall conﬁrmmg that hghtmg 1mpacts have been
minimized (e.g. through shielding or other methods) and does not exceed 0.5 foot-candles

at the property line of neighboring properties and is consistent with applicable-regulations
and the approved lighting and photometric plans.
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Conclusion

The Revised Project would result in similar light and glare impacts as the Approved Project.
Therefore, the Revised Project would not result in any new substantial project changes or
substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken that
require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new significant impact or a
substantial increase in the severity of an impact. Further, there is no new information of
substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of
reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of the conditions
identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).
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3.2.1 Introduction

This section addresses agricultural and forestry resources related to farmland, zoning for
agricultural uses or forest land, forest conservation, and involving other changes to existing
environment that result in non-agricultural or non-forest use and the potential of the Revised
Project to impact those resources. This section includes a brief summary of the environmental
setting included in the Final EIR, and the identification of any applicable changes to the
agricultural and forestry setting that may have occurred since the certification of the Final EIR. In
addition, a brief summary of the regulatory setting included in the Final EIR and any substantive
revisions to the regulatory setting that has occurred since the certification of the Final EIR. This
section also includes the thresholds of significance and a brief summary of the agricultural and
forestry resource impacts and any mitigation measures addressed in the Final EIR as well as the
potential agriculture and forestry resource impacts associated with the Revised Project. Finally,
this section provides a conclusion of whether (1) the Revised Project includes substantial changes
that would require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new significant
impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact related to agriculture and forestry
resources; (2) substantial changes in the circumstances under which the Revised Project is
undertaken would require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new
significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact related to agriculture and
forestry resources; or (3) new information of substantial importance which was not known and
could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR
was certified, showing any of the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3)
exist related to agriculture and forestry resources.

3.2.2 Environmental Setting

The Initial Study/Notice of Preparation prepared for the Final EIR (Appendix A of the Claremont
Colleges East Campus Final EIR) identified the Project site as “Urban and Built-Up Land” as
shown on the latest map prepared pursuant to the California Department of Conservation
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program. No Williamson Act contracts were found on the
Project site, and there are no adjacent agricultural uses. Historically, from the 1920’s until 1972,
the Project site was used as an aggregate quarry. Since then, the site has been used as an inert
debris landfill and construction parking and staging area. A majority of the site’s native topsoil
has been removed due to past quarry operations and thus there is minimal soil value to support
crop production. Neither the City of Upland nor the City of Claremont has designated the site for
farming or other agricultural purposes. Since the approval of the Approved Project, there have
been no changes to the Project site as it relates to the lack of farming and other agricultural
purposes, and there have been no changes to the Project site’s zoning or land use designation to
allow for farming or other agricultural purposes. The Initial Study prepared for the Final EIR
identified that the Project site is designated as Institutional; Residential 15; Park and Resource
Conservation and zoned Institutional Educational; Arbol Verde 1 and 2; and Park and Resource
Conservation in the City of Claremont. The Project site is designated as Institutional and zoned
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Special Purpose Zone in the City of Upland. The land use designation and zoning of the Project
site have not changed since the certification of the Final EIR.

Based on a review of the California Forests and Timberlands map prepared by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife, there are no timberlands or forests located on the Project site
(CDFW, 2015).

3.2.3 Regulatory Setting

Because the Project site is not designated as farmland by the California Department of
Conservation (CDC) or the cities of Upland and Claremont, there are no farmland regulations that
are applicable to the Project site. There are also no applicable timberland or forest regulations for
the Project site because the site does not contain these resources.

3.2.4 Thresholds of Significance

In accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Revised Project could have a
significant impact related to agriculture and forestry resources if it would:

e 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 (see
Impact 3.2-1, below).

e Conlflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract (see
Impact 3.2-2, below).

e Conlflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 1 2220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code Section 51104(g)) (see Impact 3.2-3, below).

e Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use (see Impact
3.2-4, below).

¢ 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 (see Impact 3.2-5, below).

3.2.5 Impact Analysis
Convert Farmland to Non-Agricultural Use

Impact 3.2-1: The Approved Project and Revised Project would not result in the conversion
of Farmland or contribute to cumulative impacts to Farmland.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation
Approved Project-Specific

The Initial Study/Notice of Preparation prepared for the Final EIR (Appendix A of the Claremont
Colleges East Campus Final EIR) identified that the Approved Project would result in no impact
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related to the conversion of Farmland because the site does not contain farmland. Based on the
California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, the site is
identified as “Urban and Built-Up Land” which does not contain agricultural resources. No
mitigation measures were identified.

Cumulative

The Final EIR did not address the cumulative conversion of Farmland since the Approved Project
would not result in a Farmland conversion impact. No mitigation measures were identified.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

As discussed for the Approved Project, the approximately 74-acre Project site does not contain
Farmland as designated by the California Department of Conservation (DOC, 2022). The most
recent Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program identifies the Project site as “Urban and
Built-Up Land” which does not contain agricultural resources. Therefore, as with the Approved
Project, the Revised Project would not result in Farmland conversion impacts.

Cumulative

Because the areas of the cumulative projects are identified as “Urban and Built-Up Land” on the
latest map prepared pursuant to the California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program, the implementation of the cumulative projects would not result in the
conversion of Farmland. Because the Revised Project would not result in the conversion of
Farmland, the Revised Project would not contribute to any cumulative conversion of Farmland.

Applicable Mitigation Measures to the Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

As identified in the Final EIR for the Approved Project, the Revised Project would also not result
in the conversion of Farmland. Therefore, the Revised Project would not result in any new
substantial project changes or substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which
the project is undertaken that require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact. Further, there is no
new information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of
the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).
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Conflict with Existing Zoning for Agricultural Use or Williamson Act
Contract

Impact 3.2-2: The Approved Project and Revised Project would result in no impacts and
would not contribute to cumulative impacts to existing zoning for agricultural use or
Williamson Act contract.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Initial Study/Notice of Preparation prepared for the Final EIR (Appendix A of the Claremont
Colleges East Campus Final EIR) identified that the Approved Project would result in no impact

related to Williamson Act because no Williamson Act contracts were found for the Project site.
No mitigation measures were identified.

Cumulative

The Final EIR did not address the cumulative impact on Williamson Act contracts since the
Approved Project would not result in the removal of existing Williamson Act contracts. No
mitigation measures were identified.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

As discussed for the Approved Project, the Project site does not contain Williamson Act
contracts. Based on a review of the California Department of Conservation, California
Williamson Act Enrollment Finder for 2022, the Project site is not enrolled (DOC, 2022). The site
was used as an aggregate quarry from 1920’s until 1972. Since then, the site has been used as an
inert debris landfill and for construction parking and staging. As a result, the implementation of
the Revised Project, similar to the Approved Project, would not result in impacts to Williamson
Act contracted land.

Cumulative

Based on a review of the California Department of Conservation, California Williamson Act
Enrollment Finder for 2022, there are no lands within either the City of Upland or the City of
Claremont that are Williamson Act contracted land. Therefore, the implementation of the
cumulative projects would not impact Williamson Act contracted land. Because the Revised
Project would not impact Williamson Act contracted land, the Revised Project would not
contribute to any cumulative impact on Williamson Act land.

Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

As identified in the Final EIR for the Approved Project, the Revised Project would also not result
in the impacts to Williamson Act contracted land. Therefore, the Revised Project would not result
in any new substantial project changes or substantial changes with respect to the circumstances
under which the project is undertaken that require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the
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involvement of a new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact.
Further, there is no new information of substantial importance which was not known and could
not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was
certified, showing any of the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).

Conflict with Existing Zoning for Forest Land or Timberland

Impact 3.2-3: The Approved Project and Revised Project would result in no impacts and
would not contribute to cumulative impacts from conflicts with existing zoning for forest land
or timberland.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Final EIR did not specifically address this significance threshold because the issue was not
included within the CEQA Guidelines Appendix G (Appendix A of the Claremont Colleges East
Campus Final EIR). However, because the Initial Study discussed that the Project site is
designated Institutional, there would be no conflict with existing zoning for forest land or
timberland. No mitigation measures were identified.

Cumulative

The Final EIR and Initial Study did not address this cumulative significance threshold since the
Approved Project would not result in impacts or conflicts with existing zoning for forest land or
timberland. No mitigation measures were identified.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

The Revised Project would not conflict with existing zoning of forest land or cause rezoning of
forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned for Timberland Production. The Project site is
currently designated in each city’s general plan as Institutional. In addition, the City of Upland
includes a zoning designation of Public/Institutional for the site and the City of Claremont
includes a zoning designation of Institutional Education for the site. The Revised Project does not
involve any changes to the current General Plan land use or zoning designations for forest land,
or timberland. Additionally, there are no timberland zoned production areas within the project
area or surrounding areas (CDFW, 2015). Therefore, no impact to forest land or timberland
would occur.

Cumulative

Implementation of cumulative projects would not conflict with existing zoning for forest land or
timberland based on a review of the Department of Conservation’s California Important Farmland
Finder. Therefore, implementation of the cumulative projects would result in less than significant
impacts on land zoned for forest or timberland. Because the Revised Project would result in less
than significant impacts on existing zoning for forest land or timberland, the Revised Project
would result in a less than cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impact on
existing zoning for forest land or timberland.
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Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

As identified in the Final EIR for the Approved Project, the Revised Project would not impact
existing zoning of forest land or cause rezoning of forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned
for Timberland Production. Therefore, the Revised Project would not result in any new
substantial project changes or substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which
the project is undertaken that require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a
new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact. Further, there is no
new information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of
the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).

Loss of Forest Land or Conversion of Forest Land to Non-Forest Use

Impact 3.2-4: The Approved Project and Revised Project would result in no impacts and
would not contribute to cumulative impacts from the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Final EIR did not address this significance threshold (Appendix A of the Claremont Colleges
East Campus Final EIR); however, the Final EIR discussed the site’s condition as a former quarry

and inert debris landfill and did not identify any forest uses on the Project site. No mitigation
measures were identified.

Cumulative

The Final EIR and Initial Study did not address this cumulative significance threshold since the
Approved Project would result in no impacts to forest land or the conversion of forest land. No
mitigation measures were identified.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation
Revised Project-Specific
The Project area and surrounding areas contain no forest land (CDFW, 2015). Thus,

implementation of the Revised Project would result in no impacts related to the loss or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use.

Cumulative

Implementation of cumulative projects within the cities of Upland and Claremont would not
require the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use based on a review of
the Department of Conservation’s California Important Farmland Finder. Therefore,
implementation of the cumulative projects would result in less than significant impacts on loss of
forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Because the Revised Project would
result in less than significant impacts on existing zoning for forest land or timberland, it would
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result in a less than cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impact on existing
zoning for forest land or timberland.

Applicable Mitigation Measures to Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

The Final EIR and Initial Study did not address this significance threshold (Appendix A of the
Claremont Colleges East Campus Final EIR); however, the Project site and surrounding area does
not contain forest land. Therefore, the Revised Project would not result in any new substantial
project changes or substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project
is undertaken that require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new
significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact. Further, there is no new
information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known with
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of the
conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).

Involve Other Changes Resulting in the Conversion to Non-
Agricultural Use or Conversion to Non-Forest Use

Impact 3.2-5: The Approved Project and Revised Project would result in no impacts and
would not contribute to cumulative impacts involving conversion of Farmland to non-
agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Final EIR did not address this significance threshold because the issue was not included
within the CEQA Guidelines Appendix G (Appendix A of the Claremont Colleges East Campus
Final EIR). However, because the Initial Study discussed that the Project site is designated
Institutional and does not contain agricultural uses, there would be no other changes caused by
the Approved Project that would result in the conversion to a non-agricultural use or conversion
to a non-forest use. No mitigation measures were identified.

Cumulative

The Final EIR and Initial Study did not address this cumulative significance threshold (Appendix
A of the Claremont Colleges East Campus Final EIR) because the Approved Project would not
result in the conversion to a non-agricultural use or conversion to a non-forest use. No mitigation
measures were identified.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation
Revised Project-Specific

The Project area and surrounding areas do not contain farmland or forest land; therefore, the
implementation of the Revised Project would result in no impacts related to the conversion of
farmland to a non-agricultural use or forest land to a non-forest land.
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Cumulative

Implementation of cumulative projects would not require conversion of Farmland to non-
agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use based on a review of the
Department of Conservation’s California Important Farmland Finder. Therefore, implementation
of the cumulative projects would result in less than significant impacts on the conversion of
Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Because the
Revised Project would result in less than significant impacts on the conversion of Farmland to
non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to a non-forest use, the Revised Project would
result in a less than cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impact on existing
Farmland and forest land.

Applicable Mitigation Measures to Revised Project

As with the Approved project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

The Final EIR and Initial Study did not address this cumulative significance threshold (Appendix
A of the Claremont Colleges East Campus Final EIR); however, the Project site and surrounding
area does not contain farmland or forest land. Therefore, the Revised Project would not result in
any new substantial project changes or substantial changes with respect to the circumstances
under which the project is undertaken that require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the
involvement of a new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact.
Further, there is no new information of substantial importance which was not known and could
not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was
certified, showing any of the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).
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3.3 Air Quality

3.3.1 Introduction

This section addresses current air quality impacts, and the potential of the Revised Project to
result in impacts associated with violation of air quality standards, cumulatively considerable
increases in criteria pollutants, and sensitive receptors. This section includes an update of the
environmental setting on and in the vicinity of the Project site and identifies any applicable
changes to the air quality conditions that may have occurred since the certification of the Final
EIR. In addition, a brief summary of the regulatory setting included in the Final EIR and any
substantive revisions to the regulatory setting that has occurred since the certification of the Final
EIR. This section also includes the thresholds of significance and a brief summary of the impacts
associated with air quality and mitigation measures addressed in the Final EIR as well as the
potential air quality impacts associated with the Revised Project. Finally, this section provides a
conclusion of whether (1) the Revised Project includes substantial changes that would require
major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new significant impact or a
substantial increase in the severity of an impact related to air quality; (2) substantial changes in
the circumstances under which the Revised Project is undertaken would require major revisions
to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new significant impact or a substantial increase in
the severity of an impact related to air quality; or (3) new information of substantial importance
which was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at
the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of the conditions identified in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3) exist related to air quality.

3.3.2 Environmental Setting

Regional Setting

The Project site is located in the eastern portion of the South Coast Air Basin (Air Basin). The Air
Basin includes all of Orange County, Los Angeles County (excluding the Antelope Valley
portion), the western, non-desert portion of San Bernardino County, the western Coachella Valley
and San Gorgonio Pass portions of Riverside County, and the non-desert portions of Los Angeles
County, Riverside County, and San Bernardino County. The South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) is the local air district with jurisdiction over air pollution
sources in the Air Basin. While air quality in the Air Basin has improved, the Air Basin requires
continued diligence to meet the air quality standards.

Criteria Air Pollutants

Certain air pollutants have been recognized to cause notable health problems and consequential
damage to the environment either directly or in reaction with other pollutants, due to their
presence in elevated concentrations in the atmosphere. Such pollutants have been identified and
regulated as part of the overall endeavor to prevent further deterioration and facilitate
improvement in air quality. The following pollutants are regulated by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and are subject to emissions control requirements
adopted by Federal, State and local regulatory agencies. These pollutants are referred to as
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“criteria air pollutants” as a result of the specific standards, or criteria, which have been adopted
for them. A description of the health effects of these criteria air pollutants are provided below.

Criteria air pollutants of concern in the Air Basin include ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), and
particulate matter (PM;o and PMa 5), as concentrations of these pollutants are above state and/or
national ambient air quality standards. Sulfur dioxide, lead, visibility reducing particulates,
sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, and vinyl chloride concentrations are well below state and/or national
ambient air quality standards and are not air pollutants of concern in the Air Basin. Table 3.3-1
lists the health effects associated with the criteria air pollutants of concern.

TABLE 3.3-1
HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF CRITERIA AIR POLLUTANTS OF CONCERN
Pollutant Adverse Effects
Ozone e People most at risk from breathing air containing ozone include people with asthma, children, older

adults, and people who are active outdoors, especially outdoor workers. In addition, people with
certain genetic characteristics, and people with reduced intake of certain nutrients, such as vitamins
C and E, are at greater risk from ozone exposure.

e Breathing ozone can trigger a variety of health problems including chest pain, coughing, throat
irritation, and airway inflammation. It also can reduce lung function and harm lung tissue. Ozone can
worsen bronchitis, emphysema, and asthma, leading to increased medical care.

e Ozone affects sensitive vegetation and ecosystems, including forests, parks, wildlife refuges and
wilderness areas. In particular, ozone harms sensitive vegetation during the growing season.

Carbon e Breathing air with a high concentration of CO reduces the amount of oxygen that can be transported
Monoxide in the blood stream to critical organs like the heart and brain.

o At very high levels, which are possible indoors or in other enclosed environments, CO can cause
dizziness, confusion, unconsciousness and death.

e Very high levels of CO are not likely to occur outdoors. However, when CO levels are elevated
outdoors, they can be of particular concern for people with some types of heart disease. These
people already have a reduced ability for getting oxygenated blood to their hearts in situations
where the heart needs more oxygen than usual. They are especially vulnerable to the effects of CO
when exercising or under increased stress. In these situations, short-term exposure to elevated CO
may result in reduced oxygen to the heart accompanied by chest pain also known as angina.

Particulate e Particulate matter contains microscopic solids or liquid droplets that are so small that they can be
Matter inhaled and cause serious health problems. Such health effects include aggravating asthma and
bronchitis, causing visits to the hospital for respiratory and cardiovascular symptoms, and contributing
to heart attacks and deaths. Particles less than 10 micrometers in diameter pose the greatest
problems, because they can get deep into your lungs, and some may even enter the bloodstream.

e Exposure to such particles can affect both your lungs and your heart. Numerous scientific studies
have linked particle pollution exposure to a variety of problems, including: premature death in
people with heart or lung disease, nonfatal heart attacks, irregular heartbeat, aggravated asthma,
decreased lung function, and increased respiratory symptoms, such as irritation of the airways,
coughing, or difficulty breathing.

¢ Fine particles (PM2.5) are the main cause of reduced visibility (haze) in parts of the United States,
including many national parks and wilderness areas.

Nitrogen ¢ Breathing air with a high concentration of NO, can irritate airways in the human respiratory system.
Dioxide Such exposures over short periods can aggravate respiratory diseases, particularly asthma, leading to
respiratory symptoms (such as coughing, wheezing or difficulty breathing), hospital admissions and
visits to emergency rooms. Longer exposures to elevated concentrations of NO, may contribute to the
development of asthma and potentially increase susceptibility to respiratory infections. People with
asthma, as well as children and the elderly are generally at greater risk for the health effects of NO,.

e NO,, along with other oxides of nitrogen (NOx), reacts with other chemicals in the air to form both
particulate matter and ozone. Both of these are also harmful when inhaled due to effects on the
respiratory system.

SOURCES: USEPA, 2023a, USEPA, 2022a, USEPA 2022b, USEPA 2022c, CARB 2017.

Claremont McKenna Roberts Campus Sports Bowl ESA / D202100589.01
Addendum to Claremont Colleges East Campus Final EIR 3.3-2 June 2024



3. Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures

3.3 Air Quality

Ozone (03)

Ozone is a secondary pollutant formed by the chemical reaction of volatile organic compounds
(VOCs) and nitrogen oxides (NOx) in the presence of sunlight under favorable meteorological
conditions, such as high temperature and stagnation episodes. Ozone concentrations are generally
highest during the summer months when direct sunlight, light wind, and warm temperature
conditions are favorable. According to the USEPA, ozone can cause the muscles in the airways to
constrict potentially leading to wheezing and shortness of breath (USEPA 2023a). Ozone can
make it more difficult to breathe deeply and vigorously; cause shortness of breath and pain when
taking a deep breath; cause coughing and sore or scratchy throat; inflame and damage the
airways; aggravate lung diseases such as asthma, emphysema and chronic bronchitis; increase the
frequency of asthma attacks; make the lungs more susceptible to infection; continue to damage
the lungs even when the symptoms have disappeared; and cause chronic obstructive pulmonary
disease (USEPA 2023a). According to the California Air Resources Board (CARB), inhalation of
ozone causes inflammation and irritation of the tissues lining human airways, causing and
worsening a variety of symptoms and exposure to ozone can reduce the volume of air that the
lungs breathe in and cause shortness of breath (CARB 2024a).

Volatile Organic Compounds

VOC:s are organic chemical compounds of carbon and are not “criteria” pollutants themselves;
however, they contribute with NOx to form ozone, and are regulated to prevent the formation of
ozone (USEPA 2023b). According to CARB, some VOC:s are highly reactive and play a critical
role in the formation of ozone, other VOCs have adverse health effects, and in some cases, VOCs
can be both highly reactive and have adverse health effects (CARB 2024b). VOCs are typically
formed from combustion of fuels and/or released through evaporation of organic liquids, internal
combustion associated with motor vehicle usage, and consumer products (e.g., architectural
coatings, etc.) (CARB 2024b).

Nitrogen Oxides

Nitrogen dioxide (NO>), a reddish-brown gas, and nitric oxide, a colorless, odorless gas, are
formed from fuel combustion under high temperature or pressure. These compounds are referred
to as NOy. NOy is a primary component of the photochemical smog reaction, along with VOCs,
which are also ozone precursors with NO,. It also contributes to other pollution problems,
including a high concentration of fine particulate matter (PM2.5), poor visibility, and acid
deposition (i.e., acid rain). NOy decreases lung function and may reduce resistance to infection.

The entire Basin has not exceeded both federal and State standards for NO, in the past five years
with published monitoring data. It is designated as a maintenance area under the federal standards
and an attainment area under the state standards.

Particulate Matter

Particulate matter is the term used for a mixture of solid particles and liquid droplets found in the
air. Coarse particles (particulate matter less than or equal to ten microns in diameter, or PM10)
derive from a variety of sources, including windblown dust and grinding operations. Fuel
combustion and resultant exhaust from power plants and diesel buses and trucks are primarily
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responsible for fine particulate (less than 2.5 microns in diameter, or PM2.5), levels. Fine
particles can also be formed in the atmosphere through chemical reactions. PM10 can accumulate
in the respiratory system and aggravate health problems such as asthma. The EPA’s scientific
review concluded that PM2.5, which penetrates deeper into the lungs, is more likely than PM10
to contribute to the health effects listed in a number of recently published community
epidemiological studies at concentrations that extend well below those allowed by the current
PM10 standards. These health effects include premature death and increased hospital admissions
and emergency room visits (primarily among the elderly and individuals with cardiopulmonary
disease); increased respiratory symptoms and disease (children and individuals with
cardiopulmonary disease such as asthma); decreased lung function (particularly in children and
individuals with asthma); and alterations in lung tissue and structure and in respiratory tract
defense mechanisms. Most of the Basin is designated nonattainment for the federal and State
PM10 and PM2.5 standards. Other Criteria Pollutants (California Only)

The California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) regulate the same criteria pollutants as
the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) but in addition, regulate State-identified
criteria pollutants, including sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, visibility-reducing particles, and vinyl
chloride (CARB 2024c). With respect to the State-identified criteria pollutants (i.e., sulfates,
hydrogen sulfide, visibility reducing particles, and vinyl chloride), the Approved Project or
Revised Project would either not emit them (i.e., hydrogen sulfide and vinyl chloride), or they
would be accounted for as part of the estimated pollutants (i.e., sulfates and visibility reducing
particles). For example, visibility reducing particles are associated with particulate matter
emissions and sulfates are associated with SO, emissions. Both particulate matter and SO, are
included in the emissions estimates.

Toxic Air Contaminants

In addition to criteria pollutants, the SCAQMD periodically assesses levels of toxic air
contaminants (TACs) in the Air Basin. Diesel particulate matter (DPM), which is emitted in the
exhaust from diesel engines, was listed by the State as a carcinogenic TAC in 1998. Construction
activities are major sources of diesel emissions, including heavy diesel-fueled construction
equipment and trucks. DPM has historically been used as a surrogate measure of exposure for all
diesel exhaust emissions.

DPM levels and resultant potential health effects may be higher in proximity to heavily traveled
roadways with substantial truck traffic or near industrial facilities. According to CARB, DPM
exposure may lead to the following adverse health effects: aggravated asthma; chronic bronchitis;
increased respiratory and cardiovascular hospitalizations; decreased lung function in children;
lung cancer; and premature deaths for people with heart or lung disease (CARB 2024d).

Odorous Emissions

Though offensive odors from stationary sources rarely cause any physical harm, they still remain
unpleasant and can lead to public distress generating citizen complaints to local governments. The
occurrence and severity of odor impacts depend on the nature, frequency and intensity of the
source; wind speed and direction; and the sensitivity of receptors. Generally, increasing the
distance between the receptor and the source will mitigate odor impacts.
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Existing Conditions

The Southern California region lies in the semi-permanent high-pressure zone of the eastern
Pacific that leads to mild climate, moderated by cool sea breezes. The usually mild climatological
pattern is interrupted infrequently by periods of extremely hot weather, winter storms, or Santa
Ana winds. The area’s natural physical characteristics (weather and topography), as well as man-
made influences (development patterns and lifestyle) play a major role in degree and severity of
the air pollution problem in the Air Basin where factors, such as wind, sunlight, temperature,
humidity, rainfall, and topography, affect the accumulation and dispersion of air pollutants
throughout the Air Basin, making it an area of high pollution potential.

The greatest air pollution throughout the Air Basin occurs from June through September that is
generally attributed to light winds, shallow vertical atmospheric mixing, as well as the large
amount of pollutant emissions. This frequently reduces pollutant dispersion, resulting in elevated
air pollution levels. In addition, pollutant concentrations in the Air Basin vary with location,
season, and time of day. For instance, Oz concentrations tend to be lower along the coast, higher
in the near inland valleys, and lower in the far inland areas of the Air Basin and adjacent desert.
While substantial progress has been made in reducing air pollution levels in Southern California,
the Air Basin still fails to meet the national standards for O; and PM2.5 and, therefore, is
considered a federal “non-attainment” area for these pollutants.

As described above, at the regional level, SCAQMD is the regulatory agency responsible for
improving air quality for large areas of Los Angeles, Orange County, Riverside and San
Bernardino Counties. Specifically, the SCAQMD has the responsibility for ensuring that all
national and State ambient air quality standards are achieved and maintained throughout the Air
Basin. To meet the standards, SCAQMD has adopted a series of Air Quality Management Plans
(AQMPs). The 2022 AQMP builds upon measures already in place from previous AQMPs and
includes a variety of additional strategies such as regulation, accelerated deployment of available
cleaner technologies (e.g., zero emissions technologies and low NOx technologies), best
management practices, co-benefits from existing programs (e.g., climate and energy efficiency),
incentives, and other Clean Air Act (CAA) measures to achieve the 2015 8-hour ozone standard
by 2037 (SCAQMD 2022).

The 2022 AQMP states that despite the projected growth in the region, air quality has improved
substantially over the years. This is largely because of local, state and federal air quality control
programs as described above.

Attainment Status

Table 3.3-2 provides a summary of the attainment status of the Los Angeles County portion of
the Air Basin with respect to federal and state standards. The Air Basin is currently in non-
attainment for O3, PM10, and PM2.5 under the CAAQS and Os, and PM2.5 under the NAAQS.
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TABLE 3.3-2
SouTH COAST AIR BASIN ATTAINMENT STATUS

Pollutant National Standards (NAAQS) California Standards (CAAQS)
O; (1-hour standard) N/A2 Non-attainment
O; (8-hour standard) Non-attainment — Extreme Non-attainment
CcO Attainment (Maintenance) Attainment
NO, Attainment (Maintenance) Attainment
SO, Attainment/Unclassifiable Attainment
PM10 Attainment (Maintenance) Non-attainment
PM2.5 Non-attainment — Serious Non-attainment

N/A = not applicable
2 The NAAQS for 1-hour ozone was revoked on June 15, 2005, for all areas except Early Action Compact areas.

SOURCE: USEPA, 2023. The Green Book Non-Attainment Areas for Criteria Air Pollutants, last updated December 23, 2023.
https://www.epa.gov/green-book. Accessed on April 25, 2024.

CARB, 2022. Area Designations Maps/State and National. Available at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm. Accessed on April
25, 2024.

Local Setting

The SCAQMD maintains a network of air quality monitoring stations located throughout the Air
Basin to measure ambient pollutant concentrations. The Project site is located near two
monitoring stations, the Pomona station, and the Upland station, located in Source Receptor Area
(SRA) 10 and 32, respectively. The Pomona station is located at 924 N. Garey Avenue, Pomona,
CA 91767. Criteria pollutants monitored at the Pomona station include ozone and NO». The
Upland station is located at 1350 San Bernardino Road, Upland, CA 91786. Criteria pollutants
monitored at the Upland station include ozone, PM10, and NO,. The most recent data available
from the SCAQMD and CARB for these monitoring stations are from the years 2020 to 2022.
The pollutant concentration data for these years are summarized in Table 3.3-3. As shown in Table
3.3-2, the CAAQS and NAAQS were not exceeded in the Project site vicinity for all pollutants
between 2020 and 2022, except for O3, PM10.

Sensitive Receptors

Land uses, such as schools, hospitals, and convalescent homes are considered to be sensitive to
poor air quality conditions because infants, children, the elderly, and people with health
afflictions (especially respiratory ailments), are more susceptible to respiratory infections and
other air-quality-related health problems than the general public. Residential areas are also
considered to be sensitive to air pollution because residents (including children and the elderly) tend
to be at home for extended periods of time, resulting in sustained exposure to any pollutants
present. Recreational land uses are considered moderately sensitive to air pollution. Exercise
places a high demand on respiratory functions, which can be impaired by air pollution, even
though exposure periods during exercise are generally short.

Sensitive receptors within one-quarter mile of the Project site include residential receptors to the
south, east, and northwest of the Project site.
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TABLE 3.3-3
AMBIENT AIR QUALITY IN THE PROJECT VICINITY
Pollutant/Standard? 2020 2021 2022
Ozone, O; (1-hour) (Pomona Station)
Maximum Concentration (ppm) 0.180 0.120 0.131
Days > CAAQS (0.09 ppm) 51 27 28
Ozone, O; (1-hour) (Upland Station)
Maximum Concentration (ppm) 0.158 0.124 0.155
Days > CAAQS (0.09 ppm) 82 42 45
Ozone, O; (8-hour) (Pomona Station)
Maximum Concentration (ppm) 0.124 0.092 0.096
Days > NAAQS (0.070 ppm) 84 41 46
Ozone, O; (8-hour) (Upland Station)
Maximum Concentration (ppm) 0.123 0.100 0.100
Days > NAAQS (0.070 ppm) 116 78 67
Nitrogen Dioxide, NO, (1-hour) (Pomona Station)
Maximum Concentration (ppm) 0.067 0.071 0.058
Days > CAAQS (0.18 ppm) 0 0 0
98" Percentile Concentration (ppm) 0.059 0.056 0.050
Days > NAAQS (0.100 ppm) 0 0 0
Respirable Particulate Matter, PM10 (24-hour) (Pomona Station)
Maximum Concentration (ug/m®) 259 147 428
Samples > CAAQS (50 pg/m?®) 69 69 58
Samples > NAAQS (150 pg/m?®) 1 0 10

@ ppm = parts per million; ug/m? = micrograms per cubic meter

SOURCE: SCAQMD, 2020, 2021, 2022. Historical Data by Year, Available at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/air-quality/air-quality-data-

studies/historical-data-by-year. Accessed on April 25, 2024. CARB, 2024. Top 4 Summary. Available at:
https://www.arb.ca.gov/adam/topfour/topfour1.php. Accessed on April 25, 2024.

3.3.3 Regulatory Setting
Federal

The federal Clean Air Act (CAA) was enacted in 1955 and has been amended numerous times in
subsequent years, with the most recent amendments occurring in 1990 (42 USC 7401 et seq.).
The CAA is the comprehensive federal law that regulates air emissions in order to protect public
health and welfare (USEPA 2023c). The USEPA is responsible for the implementation and
enforcement of the CAA, which establishes federal NAAQS, specifies future dates for achieving
compliance, and requires USEPA to designate areas as attainment, nonattainment, or
maintenance. The CAA also mandates that each state submit and implement a State
Implementation Plan (SIP) for each criteria pollutant for which the state has not achieved the
applicable NAAQS. The SIP includes pollution control measures that demonstrate how the
standards for those pollutants will be met. The sections of the CAA most applicable to the Project
include Title I (Nonattainment Provisions) and Title II (Mobile Source Provisions) (USEPA
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2023d).! The NAAQS have been set at levels considered safe to protect public health, including
the health of sensitive populations and to protect public welfare.

State
California Clean Air Act

The California Clean Air Act (CCAA), signed into law in 1988, requires all areas of the state to
achieve and maintain the California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) by the earliest
practical date. CARB, a part of the California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA), is
responsible for the coordination and administration of both State and federal air pollution control
programs within California. CARB establishes emissions standards for motor vehicles sold in
California, consumer products, and various types of commercial equipment. It also sets fuel
specifications to further reduce vehicular emissions. Table 3.3-4 shows the NAAQS and CAAQS
currently in effect for each criteria pollutant. As shown in Table 3.3-4, the CAAQS have more
stringent standards than the NAAQS for some pollutants.

CARB On-Road and Off-Road Vehicle Rules

CARB has adopted numerous regulations to reduce emissions from on-road and off-road
vehicles. These include the Airborne Toxic Control Measure (ATCM) which limits heavy-duty
diesel motor vehicle idling in order to reduce public exposure to DPM and other TACs (Title 13
California Code of Regulations [CCR], Section 2485); the Truck and Bus regulation which
reduces NOx, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions from existing diesel vehicles operating in California
(13 CCR, Section 2025); and the Advanced Clean Trucks (ACT) regulation which mandates zero-
emission vehicle (ZEV) sales requirements for truck manufacturers (CARB 2023).

In addition to limiting exhaust from idling trucks, CARB promulgated emission standards for off-
road diesel construction equipment of greater than 25 horsepower such as bulldozers, loaders,
backhoes and forklifts, as well as many other self-propelled off-road diesel vehicles, which aims
to reduce emissions by the installation of diesel soot filters and encouraging the retirement,
replacement, or repower of older, dirtier engines with newer emission-controlled models (13
CCR, Section 2449).

Mobile sources include on-road vehicles (e.g., cars, buses, motorcycles) and non-road vehicles (e.g., aircraft, trains,
construction equipment). Stationary sources are comprised of both point and area sources. Point sources are
typically stationary facilities that emit large amounts of pollutants (e.g., municipal waste incinerators, power
plants). Area sources are typically smaller stationary sources that alone are not large emitters but combined could
account for larger amounts of pollutants (e.g., consumer products, residential heating, dry cleaners).
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TABLE 3.3-4
AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS

3.3 Air Quality

California Standards?

National Standards®

Pollutant Average Time Concentration® Method® Primary®-¢ Secondary®f Method?
o5" 1 Hour 0.09 ppm Ultraviolet Photometry — Same as Primary Standard Ultraviolet Photometry
(180 ug/m?®)
8 Hour 0.070 ppm 0.070 ppm
(137 ug/m?®) (137 ug/m?®)
NO,! 1 Hour 0.18 ppm Gas Phase 100 ppb None Gas Phase Chemi-
(339 pg/m?®) Chemiluminescence (188 pg/m?®) luminescence
Annual Arithmetic Mean | 0.030 ppm 53 ppb Same as Primary Standard
(57 pug/m?) (100 pg/m?®)
CO 1 Hour 20 ppm Non-Dispersive Infrared 35 ppm None Non-Dispersive Infrared
(23 mg/m®) Photometry (NDIR) (40 mg/md) Photometry (NDIR)
8 Hour 9.0 ppm 9 ppm
(10mg/md) (10 mg/m®)
8 Hour 6 ppm — —
(Lake Tahoe) (7 mg/m?®)
SO 1 Hour 0.25 ppm Ultraviolet Fluorescence | 75 ppb — Ultraviolet Fluorescence;
(655 pg/m?®) (196 pg/m?®) Spectrophotometry
(Pararosaniline Method)
3 Hour — — 0.5 ppm
(1300 pg/md)
24 Hour 0.04 ppm 0.14 ppm . —
(105 ug/m?®) (for certain areas)
Annual Arithmetic Mean | — 0.030 ppm . —
(for certain areas)
PM10K 24 Hour 50 pg/m?® Gravimetric or Beta 150 pg/m?® Same as Primary Standard Inertial Separation and
- - Attenuation Gravimetric Analysis
Annual Arithmetic Mean | 20 pg/m?® —
PM2.5% 24 Hour No Separate State Standard 35 pg/m?® Same as Primary Standard Inertial Separation and
Gravimetric Analysis
Annual Arithmetic Mean | 12 ug/m? Gravimetric or Beta 12.0 ug/m?® 15 ug/m?

Attenuation
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3.3 Air Quality
California Standards? National Standards®
Pollutant Average Time Concentration® Method® Primary®-¢ Secondary®f Method?
a

California standards for ozone, carbon monoxide (except 8-hour Lake Tahoe), sulfur dioxide (1 and 24 hour), nitrogen dioxide, and particulate matter (PM10, PM2s, and visibility reducing particles),
are values that are not to be exceeded. All others are not to be equaled or exceeded. California ambient air quality standards are listed in the Table of Standards in Section 70200 of Title 17 of the
California Code of Regulations.

b National standards (other than ozone, particulate matter, and those based on annual arithmetic mean) are not to be exceeded more than once a year. The ozone standard is attained when the
fourth highest 8-hour concentration measured at each site in a year, averaged over three years, is equal to or less than the standard. For PM10, the 24-hour standard is attained when the
expected number of days per calendar year with a 24-hour average concentration above 150 micrograms/per cubic meter (ug/m?®) is equal to or less than one. For PMzs, the 24 hour standard is
attained when 98 percent of the daily concentrations, averaged over three years, are equal to or less than the standard.

€ Concentration expressed first in units in which it was promulgated. Equivalent units given in parentheses are based upon a reference temperature of 25°C and a reference pressure of 760 torr.
Most measurements of air quality are to be corrected to a reference temperature of 25°C and a reference pressure of 760 torr; ppm in this table refers to ppm by volume, or micromoles of
pollutant per mole of gas.

d Any equivalent procedure which can be shown to the satisfaction of the California Air Resources Board to give equivalent results at or near the level of the air quality standard may be used.

€ National Primary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary, with an adequate margin of safety to protect the public health.

f National Secondary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary to protect the public welfare from any known or anticipated adverse effects of a pollutant.

9 Reference method as described by the USEPA. An “equivalent method” of measurement may be used but must have a “consistent relationship to the reference method” and must be approved by
the USEPA.

h" On October 1, 2015, the national 8-hour ozone primary and secondary standards were lowered from 0.075 to 0.070 ppm.

! To attain the 1-hour national standard, the 3-year average of the annual 98th percentile of the 1-hour daily maximum concentrations at each site must not exceed 100 ppb. Note that the national
1-hour standard is in units of parts per billion (ppb). California standards are in units of parts per million (ppm). To directly compare the national 1-hour standard to the California standards the
units can be converted from ppb to ppm. In this case, the national standard of 100 ppb is identical to 0.100 ppm.

}" On June 2, 2010, a new 1-hour SO; standard was established and the existing 24-hour and annual primary standards were revoked. To attain the 1-hour national standard, the 3-year average of
the annual 99th percentile of the 1-hour daily maximum concentrations at each site must not exceed 75 ppb. The 1971 SOz national standards (24-hour and annual) remain in effect until one year
after an area is designated for the 2010 standard, except that in areas designated non-attainment for the 1971 standards, the 1971 standards remain in effect until implementation plans to attain
or maintain the 2010 standards are approved.

k' On December 14, 2012, the national annual PMz s primary standard was lowered from 15 ug/m3 to 12.0 pg/m?.

SOURCE: California Air Resources Board, 2016. Ambient Air Quality Standards (5/4/16). Available at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/ambient-air-quality-standards-0. Accessed on

April 25, 2024.
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3.3 Air Quality

3.3.4 Thresholds of Significance

In accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Project could have a
significant impact related to air quality if it would:

e Conlflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan (see Impact
3.3-1, below).

e 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 (see Impact 3.3-2, below).

e Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations (see Impact 3.3-3, below).
e Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a

substantial number of people (see Impact 3.3-4, below).

To determine if maximum daily criteria pollutant emissions from construction and operation of
the Revised Project are significant, the SCAQMD significance thresholds are used. These
thresholds are identified in Table 3.3-5 (SCAQMD Maximum Daily Emissions Thresholds).

TABLE 3.3-5
SCAQMD SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
Pollutant Construction (Ibs/day) Operation (Ibs/day)
NOx 100 55
VOC 75 55
PM10 150 150
PM2.5 55 55
SOx 150 150
CcoO 550 550

3.3.5 Impact Analysis
Air Quality Plan

Impact 3.3-1: The Approved Project and Revised Project would result in a less than
significant impact and would not contribute to cumulative impacts on the implementation of
the applicable air quality plan.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

Appendix C (Air Quality Analysis) of the Final EIR found that the Approved Project would not
conflict with the AQMP because of the following, which was evaluated consistent with the 1993
SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook:

(1) The Approved Project would result in short-term construction and long-term pollutant
emissions that are less than the CEQA significance emissions thresholds established by
the SCAQMD and would not result in an increase in the frequency or severity of any air
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quality standards violation or cause a new air quality standard violation (further discussed
under Impact 3.3-2). The Final EIR included Mitigation Measure 4.2.A-1 to ensure
adherence to SCAQMD Rule 1113, which requires the use of low-VOC coatings of a
maximum of 100 grams per liter during the architectural coating phase of construction.
With adherence to SCAQMD Rule 1113, the Approved Project emissions of VOC during
construction would be less than significant. Because all construction projects within the
jurisdiction of the SCAQMD are required to comply with Rule 1113, the inclusion of
Mitigation Measure 4.2.A-1 was to further reduce a less than significant impact of
construction VOC emissions of the Approved Project.

(2) The SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook indicates that consistency with AQMP
growth assumptions must be analyzed for new or amended General Plan elements,
Specific Plans, and significant projects. Significant projects include airports, electrical
generating facilities, petroleum and gas refineries, designation of oil drilling districts,
water ports, solid waste disposal sites, and off-shore drilling facilities; therefore, the
Approved Project is not defined as significant.

Cumulative

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project is consistent with current land use designations
and is consistent with the growth assumptions of the applicable AQMP. Therefore, the Approved
Project would not contribute to any potential cumulative air quality impacts.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

The most recent AQMP was updated by SCAQMD in 2022. The Revised Project would be
consistent with this most recent AQMP because 1) it would result in emissions below the
SCAQMD significance thresholds (as discussed in Impact 3.3-2 below), and 2) it would not
induce population or employment growth that would hinder consistency with the AQMP.

Population and job growth generally lead to an increase in vehicle miles traveled. Such growth
that is unaccounted for in the AQMP would represent an inconsistency. Similar to the Approved
Project, the Revised Project would create up to five new jobs and no residential population. These
new job opportunities would not result in an inducement of substantial unplanned population
growth or vehicle miles traveled.

Cumulative

Because the Revised Project would create only up to five new jobs and no residential population
growth, the Revised Project would not contribute to cumulative emissions impacts and would
remain consistent with the AQMP on a cumulative basis.

Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, the Revised Project does not require the implementation of any
mitigation measures. However, to be consistent with the Approved Project’s inclusion of Rule
1113 as a mitigation measure to further reduce a less than significant impact, the Revised Project
retains Mitigation Measure 4.2.A-1 from the Final EIR:
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Mitigation Measure 4.2.A-1: Before issuance of building permits for vertical structures,
the permittee must submit, to the satisfaction of the Community Development or
Community and Economic Development Director, or designee of the approving
jurisdiction, a Coating Restriction Plan (CRP), consistent with the South Coast Air
Quality Management District (SCAQMD) guidelines and a letter agreeing to include in
any construction contracts and/or subcontracts a requirement that the contractors adhere
to the requirements of the CRP. The CRP measures must be implemented to the
satisfaction of the Community Development or Community and Economic Development
Director, or designee. These measures shall include the following:

e The volatile organic compounds (VOC) of proposed architectural coatings cannot
exceed 100 grams per liter (g/1) for non-residential interior and exterior applications.

Pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 1113 (Architectural Coatings), this measure shall conform to
the performance standard that emissions of volatile organic compounds from the
application of interior or exterior coatings shall not exceed the daily emissions thresholds
established by the South Coast Air Quality Management District.

Conclusion

Similar to the Approved Project, the Revised Project would result in less than significant impact
associated with consistency with the AQMP. Therefore, the Revised Project would not result in
any new substantial project changes or substantial changes with respect to the circumstances
under which the project is undertaken that require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the
involvement of a new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact.
Further, there is no new information of substantial importance which was not known and could
not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was
certified, showing any of the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).

Cumulative Increase of Criteria Pollutants

Impact 3.3-2: The Approved Project and Revised Project would result in less than
significant and less than cumulatively considerable impacts related to a cumulatively
considerable net increase of a criteria pollutant for which the Project region is in non-
attainment.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Final EIR found that criteria pollutant emissions from construction (on-site grading, building
construction, paving, and coating activities) would be less than significant with compliance to
SCAQMD Rule 1113 that is required of all development projects that include architectural
coating activities within the jurisdiction of SCAQMD. The Final EIR included Mitigation
Measure 4.2.A-1 to further reduce a less than significant construction impact related to VOC
emissions.

The Final EIR found that maximum daily operational source emissions for the Approved Project,
mainly from vehicle trips, would not exceed the thresholds established by SCAQMD. Potential
impacts would be less than significant, and mitigation would not be required.
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Cumulative

Cumulative short-term, construction related emissions from the Approved Project would not
contribute a considerable amount to any cumulative impact. Long-term operational emissions
from the Approved Project would not contribute a considerable amount to any potential
cumulative air quality impact. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

The Revised Project would include two construction phases: Phase 1 and Phase 2. Based on the
construction schedule for the Revised Project, the construction-related emissions were estimated
using the most recent version of the CalEEMod land use emissions model, version 2022.1.1.
Construction-related emissions would be generated from earthmoving, heavy equipment use, haul
and vendor truck travel, paving, and architectural coating of new buildings and striping for
parking. These emissions would include diesel combustion pollutants and fugitive fine and
inhalable particulate matter (PM;o and PM; ).

As a best management practice, the Revised Project’s construction contractor will use off-road
diesel construction equipment on the Project site that complies with U.S. EPA Tier 4 Final non-
road engine standards for equipment with engines of 25 horsepower or above. The following
Project Design Feature has been incorporated into the Revised Project to document the proposed
use of Tier 4 construction equipment.

PDF-1: The Project construction contractor will use construction equipment that have
engines of 25 horsepower (hp) or greater that complies with U.S. EPA Tier 4 non-road
engine standards.

The modeling showed that the construction emissions generated during Phase 1 and Phase 2
construction activities would not exceed the SCAQMD significance threshold. Therefore,
construction related to the Revised Project would result in less than significant air quality
impacts. The results of the modeling are summarized in Table 3.3-6 below.

TABLE 3.3-6
MAXIMUM DAILY CRITERIA POLLUTANT EMISSIONS FROM CONSTRUCTION OF THE REVISED PROJECT

Maximum Daily Emissions
(pounds per day)

Year / Construction Phase vVoC NOx PM;o PM_ s
2024 / Phase 1

Maximum Daily | 23 ‘ 21.7 ‘ 3.0 ‘ 1.0

2025/ Phase 1

Maximum Daily | 31.6 ‘ 32.8 ‘ 44 ‘ 14

2030 / Phase 2

Maximum Daily | 0.5 ‘ 5.6 ‘ 1.2 ‘ 0.4
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Maximum Daily Emissions
(pounds per day)

Year / Construction Phase vVOC NOy PM;o PM;s

2031/ Phase 2

Maximum Daily 1.2 16.3 4.7 1.8

SCAQMD Significance Thresholds 75 100 150 55

Significant Impact? No No No No

SOURCE: ESA 2024.

Operational emissions were also estimated using CalEEMod, conservatively assuming the
weekend event with the highest number of vehicle trips. The results, presented in Table 3.3-7
below, show the maximum daily emissions associated with the Revised Project would be below
significance thresholds, and therefore, operational impacts would be less than significant.

TABLE 3.3-7
MAXIMUM DAILY EMISSIONS FROM OPERATION OF THE REVISED PROJECT

Average Daily Emissions (pounds per day)

Emission Source voC NOx PM,, PM_s
Area 1.55 0.02 0 0
Energy (natural gas) 0.03 0.58 0.04 0.04
Mobile 3.53 3.59 7.54 1.95

Total 5.11 4.19 7.58 1.99
SCAQMD Significance Thresholds 55 55 150 55
Significant Impact? No No No No
NOTES:

Categories defined as follows:

Area = Emissions from landscaping equipment and consumer product use.

Energy (natural gas) = Emissions from natural gas combustion for water and space heating and cooking.
Mobile = Operating emissions from daily vehicle trips.

ABBREVIATIONS:

VOC = volatile organic compounds; NOx = oxides of nitrogen; PM+o = particulate matter with diameter equal to or less than 10 microns;
PM2zs = particulate matter with diameter equal to or less than 2.5 microns.

SOURCE: ESA 2024.

Cumulative

Long-term operational emissions from the Revised Project would not contribute a considerable
amount to any potential cumulative air quality impact because the construction and operational
emissions are below significance thresholds. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.

Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project, although
Mitigation Measure 4.2.A-1 would be retained to document adherence to SCAQMD Rule 1113.
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Conclusion

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project would result in less than significant impacts
associated with criteria pollutant emissions from construction and operation. Similar to the
Approved Project, the Revised Project would also result in less than significant impact associated
with criteria pollutant emissions from construction and operation. Therefore, the Revised Project
would not result in any new substantial project changes or substantial changes with respect to the
circumstances under which the project is undertaken that require major revisions to the Final EIR
due to the involvement of a new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an
impact. Further, there is no new information of substantial importance which was not known and
could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR
was certified, showing any of the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).

Sensitive Receptors

Impact 3.3-3: The Approved Project and Revised Project would result in less than
significant and less than cumulatively considerable impacts on sensitive receptors associated
with substantial pollutant concentrations.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation
Approved Project-Specific

The Final EIR identified residential sensitive receptors to the south and northwest of the Project
site that are within one-quarter mile.

Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs)

The Final EIR identified that the Project site is currently undeveloped; therefore, the Project
would not involve demolition activities and would not expose demolition workers to asbestos-
containing materials (ACM). Operationally, the Approved Project would not emit TACs, as the
majority of vehicles would be gasoline-powered, which emit TACs to a far lesser extent than
heavy diesel vehicles and equipment.

Carbon Monoxide Hotspots

The Approved Project was estimated to generate an average daily trip (ADT) increase of
approximately 272 trips on weekday practice days, 504 trips on weekday game days, 1,558
Saturday trips on weekend game days in the fall, and 760 Saturday trips on weekend game days
in the spring. The Approved Project would not involve an intersection experiencing more than
31,600 vehicles per hour and would not lead to a violation of the ambient CO standard. The Final
EIR stated that the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD)
developed a screening intersection volume of 31,600 vehicles per hour, below which no CO
hotspots would be expected. This value from SMAQMD was used as there is no similar
screening value from SCAQMD at the time of preparing the Final EIR.

Localized Significance Thresholds

Construction-related criteria pollutant emissions and potentially significant localized impacts
were evaluated pursuant to the SCAQMD Final Localized Significant Thresholds Methodology.
This methodology provides screening tables for one through five-acre project scenarios,
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depending on the amount of site disturbance during a day. Based on the results of the on-site
emissions analysis in the Final EIR, SCAQMD localized significance thresholds would not be
exceeded during construction activities associated with the Approved Project. Therefore,
localized impacts during construction would be less than significant.

Potentially significant localized impacts during operation of the Approved Project was also
evaluated in the Final EIR. A 50-meter receptor distance was used to reflect the proximity of the
residential uses to the south of the Project site. Based on the results of the analysis, the operation
of the Approved Project would not exceed SCAQMD localized significance thresholds, and
therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Cumulative

The Final EIR did not address cumulative impacts associated with CO hot spots since the
Approved Project would result in a minimal amount of traffic volumes that would be needed to
create a CO hot spot at an intersection. Therefore, the Approved Project’s impact associated with
CO hotspots would have been less than cumulatively considerable. In addition, the cumulative
short-term, localized construction emissions and long-term, localized operational emissions from
the Approved Project would not cause emissions to exceed significance thresholds. Therefore, the
Approved Project’s localized air quality impact would be less than cumulatively considerable.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific
Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs)

Since certification of the Final EIR, an additional residential condominium complex was
constructed on the east side of Monte Vista Avenue. Nearby sensitive receptors to the Revised
Project (i.e., northwest, east, and south) could experience increased cancer risk probability and
chronic, non-cancer risk (expressed as a hazard index) from construction-related TAC emissions.
The primary TAC of concern from construction is diesel particulate matter (DPM) from diesel-
fueled heavy equipment and trucks. As discussed above, as a best management practice, the
Revised Project’s construction contractor will use off-road diesel construction equipment on the
Project site that complies with U.S. EPA Tier 4 Final non-road engine standards for equipment
with engines of 25 horsepower or above. This is PDF-1, presented above and has been
incorporated into the Revised Project to document the use of Tier 4 construction equipment.

A health risk assessment (HRA) was conducted to evaluate the cancer risk at nearby sensitive
receptors from the Revised Project construction DPM emissions. The risks were evaluated at
nearby residential receptors to the east side of the Project site, adjacent to Monte Vista Avenue,
and at dormitory receptors on the campus to the west of the Project site (although the dorms are
not considered sensitive receptors). The results are presented for the maximally exposed
individual resident (MEIR), as this receptor would experience the highest risk, and the risk at all
other sensitive receptors would be lower than that at the MEIR. The operational phase of the
Revised Project would not generate substantial TAC emissions, so these emissions were not
included in the analysis as the health risk impacts are minimal.
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The HRA follows the protocols outlined by the Office of Environmental Health Hazard
Assessment (OEHHA). Consistent with guidelines and recommendations from these agencies, the
HRA evaluated the estimated incremental increase in cancer risks from exposure to DPM
emissions from heavy construction equipment and trucks.

The OEHHA guidelines for HRAs provide age sensitivity factors to apply to the cancer risk
calculation. These factors reflect the increased sensitivity of children to the effects of
carcinogens. In addition, children have higher breathing rates, which increases the intake of
pollutants. The modeling exposure assumptions for the residences to the east conservatively
assume a child in the age group from third-trimester fetus to 2 years of age, which is the age
group most susceptible to DPM emissions from a cancer risk perspective, could be living at the
residence near the Project site. For the dormitory receptors, the age group was assumed to be in
the 16- to 30-year range.

The HRA was conducted using the U.S. EPA AERMOD dispersion model (version 23132) and
measured meteorology to predict conservative concentrations at specific locations defined by a
Cartesian coordinate system. Diesel construction equipment would be used during the site
preparation, grading, building construction, paving, and architectural coating phases. A
conservative representation of the on-site construction equipment within the Project site was
modeled as a polygon area source grading of the fields and construction of the ancillary buildings.
Although grading activities associated with the Project are anticipated to be balanced onsite, as a
conservative measure, this analysis assumes haul trucks associated with the export/import of
approximately 10,000 cubic yards of soil for each construction phase. On-road, heavy truck trips
to and from the Project site were modeled as line-area sources along Claremont Boulevard. The
modeling parameters are as follows:

Polygon and rectangular area sources covering the Project site, with:

e Release height of 5 meters for construction equipment exhaust;
e Initial vertical dimension of 1.4 meters; and

e Emissions occurring only between the hours of 7:00 AM and 4:00 PM.2

Line-area sources representing the haul routes along Claremont Boulevard, with:

e Release height of 2.55 meters for haul truck exhaust;

e Initial vertical dimension of 2.37 meters;

e Emissions occurring only between the hours of 7:00 AM and 4:00 PM; and

e Receptor flagpole height of 1.5 meters (ground-level receptor at breathing height).

The sources were modeled with an emission rate of one gram per second to obtain a dispersion
factor (unit concentration) at each receptor location. Emissions of exhaust PM ;o were assumed to

2 Construction hours provided by the applicant.
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be DPM. The DPM concentrations were calculated using the dispersion factors and the DPM
emissions identified above as well as the inclusion of PDF-1, Tier 4 construction equipment.

The cancer risk (expressed as a probability per million) was calculated using the resulting DPM
concentrations along with equations and factors from the OEHHA 2015 Risk Assessment
Guidelines.? The results of the HRA are presented in Table 3.3-8 below. The cancer risk
probability and chronic hazard index are below SCAQMD thresholds, resulting in a less than
significant impact. The MEIR is at a residence on the east side of the Project site, across Monte
Vista Avenue.

TABLE 3.3-8

MoDELED MAXIMUM CANCER RISK AND CHRONIC HAZARD INDEX AT THE MEIR LOCATION
Construction Scenario/ Cancer Risk Chronic Hazard Index
Maximally Exposed Individual Receptor (in 1 million)d (unitless)d
Phase 1 and 2 - MEIR® 8.1 0.13
Phase 1- Dorm receptorb 3.9 0.08
Phase 2- MEIR® 1.9 0.07
Phase 2- Dorm receptorb 0.8 0.04
SCAQMD Significance Threshold 10 1.0
Exceeds Threshold? No No
NOTES:

@ This represents the cumulative cancer risk for the MEIR at the residence to the east of the project site, which is conservatively

assumed to be a child receptor in the age bin of 3rd-trimester fetus to 2 years old. This child receptor would be exposed to TACs at
the beginning of Phase 1 construction. This child would be exposed to TACs for the duration of Phase 1 construction and then five
years later to Phase 2 construction, at which time the child would be approximately 6 years old. The risk values reported for this
receptor are the result of the cumulative exposure to Phase 1 and Phase 2 construction. The breathing rates and age sensitivity
factors are most conservative in the fetus-to-2 years age bin. For the 2-year to 9-year age bin, the breathing rates and age sensitivity
factors decrease.

The dorm receptor would be exposed to only one phase of construction. The dorm receptors are not considered sensitive receptors,
as they are not children nor elderly, and not assumed to have a chronic health condition.

C  The Phase 2 MEIR represents a child receptor in the age bin of 3rd-trimester fetus to 2 years old that would not be present during
Phase 1 construction but be newly exposed to TACs at the beginning of Phase 2 construction.

The health risk assessment includes the application of PDF-3, Tier 4 construction equipment.
SOURCE: ESA 2024.

d

Carbon Monoxide Hotspots

Similar to the Approved Project, the Revised Project would not result in intersection volumes
from Project trips that would exceed the SMAQMD screening threshold of 31,600 vehicles per
hour. Therefore, CO hotspot impacts would be less than significant.

Localized Significance Thresholds

For the Revised Project, construction and operational criteria pollutant emissions and potentially
significant localized impacts were evaluated pursuant to the SCAQMD Final Localized
Significant Thresholds Methodology, as with the Approved Project. Based on the results of the

3 Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment. 2015. Air Toxics Hot Spots Program — Risk Assessment
Guidelines, February 2015, http://oehha.ca.gov/air/hot_spots/hotspots2015.html, accessed July 2020.
Claremont McKenna Roberts Campus Sports Bowl ESA / D202100589.01
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analysis, as shown in Table 3.3-9 below, SCAQMD localized significance thresholds would not
be exceeded for construction or operational impacts.

TABLE 3.3~

ESTIMATED MAXIMUM LOCALIZED CONSTRUCTION A::u;5 09PERATI0NAL EMISSIONS (POUNDS PER DAY)?
Year / Construction Phase NOx co PM10®  PMm2.5P
2024 — Phase 1 21.7 94.1 3.0 1.0
2025 — Phase 1 32.8 108.5 44 14
2030 — Phase 2 5.6 19.9 1.2 0.4
2031 — Phase 2 16.3 54.9 47 1.8
Maximum Localized (On-Site) Construction Emissions 32.8 108.5 4.7 1.8
Total Localized Project Operational Emissions® 0.6 2.65 0.04 0.04
SCAQMD Screening Numeric Indicator® 175 1,358 5 6
SCAQMD Screening Numeric Indicator 200 1,877 5 8
Exceed Screening Numeric Indicator? No No No No
NOTES:

@ Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed emissions calculations are provided in
Appendix A.
Emissions include fugitive dust control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403.

The SCAQMD LSTs are based on Source Receptor Area 10 (Claremont) for a 2-acre site with sensitive receptors conservatively
assumed to be located 50 meters from the Project site.

The SCAQMD LSTs are based on Source Receptor Area 32 (Upland) for a 2-acre site with sensitive receptors conservatively
assumed to be located 50 meters from the Project site.

Source emissions only include Area and Energy.
SOURCE: ESA 2024.

b
c

d

e

Cumulative

The increase in construction-related health risks from the Revised Project are less than SCAQMD
significance thresholds and thus not a considerable contribution to the cumulative impact.
Therefore, the Revised Project’s health risk impacts during construction activities would be less
than cumulatively considerable.

Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project would result in less than significant impacts
associated with substantial pollutant concentrations from TAC emissions. The Approved Project
would not exceed localized significance thresholds from construction-related emissions. Similar
to the Approved Project, the Revised Project would also result in less than significant impact
associated with substantial pollutant concentrations from TAC emissions. The Revised Project
would not exceed localized significance thresholds from construction-related emissions.
Therefore, the Revised Project would not result in any new substantial project changes or
substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken that
require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new significant impact or a
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substantial increase in the severity of an impact. Further, there is no new information of
substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of
reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of the conditions
identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).

Other Emissions

Impact 3.3-4: The Approved Project and Revised Project would result in less than
significant impacts and would not contribute to cumulative impacts on other emissions, such
as those leading to odors, adversely affecting a substantial number of people.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Final EIR identified that the Approved Project is sited on a previous quarry and inert landfill
with residential uses to the south, commercial uses to the north, and Pitzer College and Claremont
McKenna College campuses to the west. The Approved Project would not result in the
manufacturing of any products or conduct other heavy industrial operations; therefore, the
Approved Project would not produce odors that would affect a substantial number of people.

Cumulative

Cumulative short-term, construction related emissions and long-term related emissions from the
Approved Project will not contribute considerably to any potential cumulative air quality impact.
Therefore, the Approved Project’s odor impacts would be less than cumulatively considerable.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

The Revised Project would be similar to the Approved Project in terms of potential to emit odors
or other emissions, because it would not result in the manufacturing of any products or conduct

other heavy industrial operations. The impact of the Revised Project would be less than
significant.

Cumulative

Similar to the Approved Project, cumulative short-term, construction related emissions and long-
term related emissions from the Revised Project will not contribute considerably to any potential
cumulative air quality impact. Therefore, the Revised Project’s odor impacts would be less than
cumulatively considerable.

Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project would result in less than significant impacts
associated with odors or other emissions. Similar to the Approved Project, the Revised Project
would also result in less than significant impact associated with odors or other emissions.
Therefore, the Revised Project would not result in any new substantial project changes or
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substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken that
require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new significant impact or a
substantial increase in the severity of an impact. Further, there is no new information of
substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of
reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of the conditions
identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).
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3.4.1 Introduction

This section addresses current biological resources conditions, and the potential of the proposed
Revised Project to result in impacts to special status plant and wildlife species, sensitive natural
communities, wetlands, movement of species, conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources and conflicts with an adopted conservation plan. This section includes an
update of the environmental setting on and in the vicinity of the Project site and identifies any
applicable changes to the biological resources conditions that may have occurred since the
certification of the Final EIR. In addition, a brief summary of the regulatory setting included in
the Final EIR and any substantive revisions to the regulatory setting that has occurred since the
certification of the Final EIR. This section also includes the thresholds of significance and a brief
summary of the impacts associated with biological resources and mitigation measures addressed
in the Final EIR as well as the potential biological resources impacts associated with the Revised
Project. Finally, this section provides a conclusion of whether (1) the Revised Project includes
substantial changes that would require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of
a new significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact related to biological
resources; (2) substantial changes in the circumstances under which the Revised Project is
undertaken would require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new
significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact related to biological
resources, or (3) new information of substantial importance which was not known and could not
have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was
certified, showing any of the conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3) exist
related to biological resources.

The analysis of the Revised Project is based on the April 30, 2024 Biological Resources
Evaluation for the Claremont McKenna College Roberts Campus Sports Bowl conducted by
Environmental Science Associates (2024 Biological Resources Evaluation), provided in
Appendix B of this Addendum to the Final EIR.

3.4.2 Environmental Setting

Vegetation Communities

The Final EIR stated that there were five vegetation communities on the Project site based on a
February 2014 field survey. The Final EIR identified that the Project site’s previous use as an
aggregate quarry and the use as an inert landfill at the time of the Final EIR preparation, resulted in
extensive disturbance of the Project site over many years. Apparent attempts at revegetation have
resulted in several transitional vegetation types that are not explicitly recognized in the California
classification system for vegetation types. Therefore, the classification system’s species dominant
method was used to create a new name for one of the vegetation type. The five vegetation
communities that were identified in the 2014 survey included (1) Buckwheat and Buckwheat —
Mulefat Alliances, (2) Laurel Sumac Alliance, (3) Scalebroom Alliance, (4) Willow-Mulefat
Alliance, and (5) Non-Native and Transitional Vegetation Types. None of the five vegetation
communities were or currently are recognized as sensitive vegetation communities.
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As discussed in the 2024 Biological Resources Evaluation, ESA’s 2024 mapping of the Project
site identified seven natural vegetation communities and land cover types. They include (1) laurel
sumac scrub, (2) California buckwheat scrub, (3) coyote brush scrub, (4) brittle brush scrub, (5)
open water, (6) ruderal, and (7) disturbed. None of the seven existing vegetation communities are
recognized as sensitive vegetation communities.

The Project site is primarily ruderal or disturbed, with laurel sumac scrub in the north, California
buckwheat scrub on the eastern slope and small patches of brittle bush scrub and coyote brush
scrub in the center of the site. Similar to the finding for the Approved Project in the Final EIR,
there is no Riversidean alluvial fan sage scrub currently present within the Project site. In
addition, while alluvial fan scrub was the predominant vegetation type on the Project site and
vicinity at the time of certification of the Final EIR, the Project site no longer contains this
vegetation as the area is subject to frequent and regular disturbance previously associated with
inert landfill activities and currently associated with ongoing landfill maintenance and other
ongoing activities on the Project site. The natural vegetation communities and land cover types
and acreages that occur on the Project site are presented below in Table 3.4-1 and depicted in
Figure 3.4-1.

TABLE 3.4-1
NATURAL COMMUNITIES AND LAND COVER TYPES
Project Site

Natural Communities and Land Cover Types (acres)
Laurel Sumac Scrub 1.98
California Buckwheat Scrub 9.89
Coyote Brush Scrub 2.42
Brittle Bush Scrub 1.50
Ruderal 46.64
Open Water 0.64
Disturbed 11.35

Total 74.42

SOURCE: ESA. 2024

A description of each natural vegetation community and land cover type that is located on the
Project site is described below. The Project site, that is bounded by Foothill Boulevard on the
north, Monte Vista Avenue to the east, Arrow Route to the south and Claremont Boulevard to the
west, is the Biological Survey Area (BSA) for this evaluation.

Laurel Sumac Scrub

Laurel sumac scrub (Malosma laurina Shrubland Alliance) consists of laurel sumac (Malosma
laurina) as the dominant scrub with an open or continuous canopy with other herbaceous plants
in low cover. This community typically occurs on slopes, in shallow or fine textured soils.
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California buckwheat scrub

California buckwheat scrub (Eriogonum fasciculatum Shrubland Alliance) consists of California
buckwheat (Eriogonum fasciculatum) as dominant in the shrub canopy with California sagebrush
(Artemisia californica) as subdominant and other shrub or herbaceous species present in low
cover. This community naturally occurs on upland slopes, intermittently flooded arroyos,
channels and washes in course, well drained soils. Within the BSA, this community is located
along the eastern portion of the BSA along the west facing slope adjacent to Monte Vista Avenue
and encompasses 9.89 acres. This community was established with the construction of Monte
Vista Avenue adjacent to the Project site in the 1990s (Nationwide Environmental Title Research,
LLC 2024).

Coyote brush scrub

Coyote brush scrub (Baccharis pilularis Shrubland Alliance) consists of coyote brush as the
dominant species in the shrub layer with a variable canopy and herbaceous layer. This community
is found within stream terraces, open slopes, coastal bluffs, and ridges. Within the BSA, Coyote
brush scrub is newly emergent in flat areas in the center of the site and encompasses 2.42 acres.

Brittle bush scrub

Brittle bush scrub (Encelia farinosa Shrubland Alliance) consists of a shrub canopy dominated by
brittlebush (Encelia farinosa), interspersed with various other native and non-native herbaceous
species. Brittle bush scrub typically occurs on steep, rocky sites, especially south-facing slopes.
Within the BSA, brittle bush scrub is newly emergent in recently disturbed areas in the northern
portion of the Project site and encompasses 1.50 acres.

Open Water

A small seasonally ponded area is present at the lowest elevation location in the BSA and is the
result of storm runoff and sheet flow accumulation from the surrounding areas. The infiltration
rate of the seasonal pond water has decreased over the past few years due to sediment build-up at
the bottom of the pond area. The area consists of barren soils and lacks any riparian vegetation.
Periodically, maintenance activities remove the sediment build-up to increase the infiltration rate.
The size of the open water within the BSA fluctuates based on direct input from precipitation and
the infiltration rate. At the time of the 2024 site visit, the open water encompassed 0.64 acres.

Ruderal

Ruderal communities are dominated by ruderal, non-native plant species in the herbaceous layer,
with no single species identified as the dominant species. These communities frequently occur in
areas where regular disturbance occurs, preventing the establishment of native cover. Within the
BSA, ruderal lands encompass 46.64 acres and is the dominant community throughout the BSA.

Disturbed

Disturbed conditions occur throughout much of the Project site. The majority of the Project site is
routinely subject to disturbance as a result of inert debris landfill activities which continued until
the fourth quarter of 2023, and ongoing landfill maintenance activities, fuel modification, and
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construction staging and parking activities. The disturbed areas encompass 11.35 acres.
Vegetation in this area is largely absent.

Sensitive Biological Resources

The Final EIR identified the potential of sensitive plant and wildlife species to occur on the
Project site. The Final EIR identified that multiple reviews of the CNDDB inventory of special
status species known to occur in the region (i.e., vicinity of the Project site) were conducted. The
Final EIR described various surveys of the site conducted in 2003, 2007, 2010, and 2014. The
Final EIR noted that as a result of landfill activities on the Project site, vegetation and habitat
changed substantially over time and that the existing vegetation and habitat was subject to
ongoing and continuous disturbance due to existing landfill and other activities on the Project
site. Due to the extensive disturbances that occurred onsite, both prior to and following
certification of the Final EIR, there were changes in the onsite habitat and the suitability of the
habitat to support plant and wildlife species.

Special Status Plant Species

Special-status plants are defined as those plants that, because of their recognized rarity or
vulnerability to various causes of habitat loss or population decline, are recognized by federal,
State, or other agencies as under threat from human-associated developments. Some of these
species receive specific protection that is defined by federal or State endangered species
legislation. Others have been designated as special-status on the basis of adopted policies and
expertise of State resource agencies or organizations with acknowledged expertise, or policies
adopted by local governmental agencies such as counties, cities, and special districts to meet local
conservation objectives. Special-status plants are defined as follows:

e Plants that are listed or proposed for listing as threatened or endangered, or are candidates
for possible future listing as threatened or endangered, under the FESA or the CESA

o Plants that meet the definitions of rare or endangered under State CEQA Guidelines
Section 15380

e Plants considered by the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) to be rare, threatened, or
endangered (Rank 1A, 1B, 2A and 2B plants) in California

e Plants listed as rare under the California Native Plant Protection Act (CFGC 1900 et seq.)

The Final EIR identified five special-status plant species recorded within the USGS 9-quadrangle
search. Based on six focused surveys that were conducted prior to the 2016 certification of the
Final EIR in 2016 (i.e., 2003, 2007, 2010, and 2014) or after certification (i.e., 2023 and 2024),
no special status plant species were observed on the Project site.

Special Status Wildlife Species

Special-status wildlife are defined as those animals that, because of their recognized rarity or
vulnerability to various forms of habitat loss or population decline, are considered by federal,
State, or other agencies to be under threat from human-associated developments. Some of these
species receive specific protection that is defined by this federal or State endangered species
legislation and others have been designated as special-status on the basis of adopted local policies
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(i.e., city and county) or the educated opinion of respected resource interest groups (i.e., Western
Bat Working Group [WBWG]). Special-status wildlife is defined as follows:

Wildlife listed or proposed for listing as threatened or endangered, or are candidates for
possible future listing as threatened or endangered, under the FESA or CESA;

Wildlife that meets the definitions of rare or endangered under CEQA Guidelines
Section 15380;

Wildlife designated by CDFW as species of special concern, included on the Watch List
or are considered Special Animals;

Wildlife "fully protected" in California (CFGC Sections 3511, 4700, and 5050);

USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) as identified in the USFWS Information for
Planning and Consultation (IPaC) resource list generated for the project (USFWS 2023b);

Bird species protected by the MBTA; and
Bat species considered priority by the WBWG.

The Final EIR identified 16 wildlife species that were classified as species of special concern and were
determined to have a potential to occur on the Project site. The 16 wildlife species were as follows:

Reptiles - coastal western whiptail, coast patch-nosed snake,

Birds - Cooper’s hawk, southwestern willow flycatcher, Allen’s hummingbird, Costa’s
hummingbird, coastal California gnatcatcher, California horned lark, southern California
rufous-crowned sparrow, Lawrence’s goldfinch

Mammals - pallid bat, western mastiff bat, San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit, northwestern
San Diego pocket mouse, Los Angeles pocket mouse, San Diego desert woodrat

One additional species of special concern that was not included in the Final EIR but was observed
during the 2023 site survey is the Lesser nighthawk. Therefore, there are a total of 17 special status
wildlife species identified as potential to occur in the Final EIR and based on subsequent field surveys.

During the six surveys that were conducted on the Project site, nine special status wildlife species
were observed during at least one of the surveys conducted on the Project site.

Coopers hawk (observed in 2010)

Southwestern willow flycatcher (observed in 2007 and 2010)
Allen’s Hummingbird (observed in 2010, 2014, and 2023)
Costa’s hummingbird (observed in 2007)

Lesser nighthawk (observed in 2023)

California Horned lark (observed in 2007, 2010, and 2023)
Lawrence’s goldfinch (observed in 2007)

Coastal whiptail (observed in 2007 and 2010)

San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit (observed in 2003)
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Wildlife Nurseries

The Final EIR identified that a wildlife nursery includes facilities and protected habitat for the
rehabilitation of injured or rare species for eventual release into the wild. The Final EIR identified
that the Project site is not a wildlife nursery.

Wetlands

The Final EIR identified that wetlands are areas of soil that are saturated with moisture such as a
swamp, marsh, or bog. A wetland is subject to Section 404 of the Federal Clean Water Act
(CWA) with the legal definition of a wetland defined under Title 33, Part 328.3(a) of the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR). Delineating a wetland is implemented through the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers’ (ACOE) Wetland Delineation Manual that includes identification of such things as
the presence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils, and wetland hydrology. Wetlands serve not
only as nodes on avian and aquatic migratory routes but also provide a unique habitat for various
species. The Final EIR stated that the USFWS maintains the National Wetlands Inventory and
Mapping System and according to the most recent data, the Project site does not contain any
federally protected wetlands. Based on the site surveys conducted in 2023 and 2024, no wetland
habitat was observed on the Project site. The open water on the Project site occurs from storm
events and then infiltrates into the ground. Because the open water on the Project site is
temporary, the Project site does not contain wetlands.

3.4.3 Regulatory Setting

The relevant regulations to assess potential impacts associated with the development of the
Project site are discussed below.

Federal Endangered Species Act

The Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA) was established to protect federally listed fish,
wildlife, and plants that are identified by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) as
threatened or endangered and habitat occupied by federally listed species from extinction and
diminishment. FESA Section 9 forbids acts that directly or indirectly harm listed species.
Specifically, FESA identified prohibited acts related to endangered and threatened species, and all
persons, including federal, state, and local governments, from taking listed fish and wildlife
species, except as specified under the provisions for exceptions (16 U.S.C. § 1538). The term
‘take’ is defined as to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or to
attempt to engage in any such activity (16 U.S.C. 1532[18]).

California Endangered Species Act

The California Endangered Species Act (CESA) is similar in many ways to the FESA. CESA is
administered by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). CESA provides a
process for CDFW to list species as threatened or endangered. Section 2080 of CESA prohibits
the take of species listed as threatened or endangered. Section 2081 allows CDFW to authorize
take prohibited under Section 2080 provided that: (1) the taking is incidental to an otherwise
lawful activity; (2) the taking will be minimized and fully mitigated; (3) the applicant ensures
adequate funding for minimization and mitigation; and (4) the authorization will not jeopardize
the continued existence of listed species (Fish and Game Code § 2081).
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Migratory Bird Treaty Act

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918, as amended, (16 USC §§ 703-712) is designed
to protect birds that migrate and cross state lines to provide management of migratory birds at a
federal level. The MBTA prohibits the kill or transport of native migratory birds, or any part, nest,
or egg of such bird unless allowed by another regulation adopted in accordance with the MBTA.

Clean Water Act

Under Section 401 of the CWA (33 USC § 1341), the Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) must certify that actions receiving authorization under Section 404 of the CWA also
meet state water quality standards. The RWQCB also regulates waters of the state under the
Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Porter Cologne Act) (Cal. Water Code §§ 13000 et
seq.). The RWQCB requires projects to avoid impacts to wetlands if feasible and requires that
projects do not result in a net loss of wetland acreage or a net loss of wetland function and values.

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) (33 USC § 1344) gives the U.S. Corps of Engineers
(USACE) authority to dredge or fill material into waters of the U.S., including wetlands. The
term “wetlands” signifies those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at
a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a
prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. Under normal
circumstances, the definition of wetlands requires three wetland identification parameters be
present: wetland hydrology, hydric soils, and hydrophytic vegetation. Examples of wetlands may
include freshwater marsh, seasonal wetlands, and vernal pool complexes that are adjacent to
perennial waters of the U.S.

“Other waters of the U.S.” refers to those hydric features that are regulated by the CWA but are
not defined as wetlands (33 CFR 328.4). Examples of other waters of the U.S. may include rivers,
creeks, ponds, and lakes. Swales are typically not considered waters of the U.S.

Claremont Sustainable City Plan

In 2008, the Claremont City Council adopted the Sustainable City Plan (SCP), providing a
framework to implement the sustainable community vision that is detailed in the City’s General
Plan. The purpose of the SCP is to promote the City’s vision of balancing social needs,
environmental health, and economic prosperity while preserving natural resources, avoiding
inequalities, and continuing economic opportunity. In 2013 and in 2021, the SCP was amended.
The SCP addresses seven goal areas, one of which is the “Open Space and Biodiversity” goal
area (City of Claremont, 2021). This area includes five goals as follows:

5.1 Protect and Expand Natural Open Space. Expand, improve, and protect natural open
space resources throughout Claremont. Take an active role in the protection and use of
all nearby natural areas, including the San Gabriel Mountains Monument. Focus on
protecting the natural environment and limiting potential damage to biodiversity and to
the local watershed and groundwater basins.

5.2 Expand and Improve Constructed Open Space. Develop and maintain a constructed
open space system diverse in services, uses, and opportunities which conserves natural
resources; provides passive and active recreation; offers a fair distribution of parks,
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treed pathways, and public gathering places throughout the community; and increases
the aesthetic quality of the community. Encourage parking lot landscaping that
provides shade, drainage to allow percolation, and the use of solar/shade structures.

Maintain Diversity of Local Native Organisms. Maintain natural areas. Increase
local native organisms in constructed landscapes. Prevent spread of invasive species.
Work to create new viable natural areas in areas that are currently undeveloped or
occupied by invasive plants, unsustainable plant communities, or plants that pose a
danger to wildlife. Increase ability to monitor changes in species number, abundance,
and distribution, and changes in ecosystem composition. Increase number of citizens
involved in maintaining natural areas.

Protect the Urban Forest. Protect, improve, and expand our urban forest. Educate
City staff, contractors, and property owners on proper trimming practices and watering
techniques. Work to prevent damage to existing trees when irrigation patterns change
due to conversion to drought-tolerant landscaping.

Inform the Public. Instill the importance of both natural and constructed open space
and smart land use in our community along with an understanding of how to manage
our resources for a more sustainable City and planet. Promote a greater understanding
of biodiversity through educational materials, events, and demonstration gardens.
Promote appreciation of open space and the necessary balance of conservation,
education, and recreation by informing the public about the Claremont Hills
Wilderness Park and the Bernard Field Station through events such as the July 4th and
Earth Day celebrations.

3.4.4 Thresholds of Significance

In accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Project could have a
significant impact related to biological resources if it would:

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 (see Impact 3.4-1, below).

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 US Fish and Wildlife Service (see Impact 3.4-2, below).

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 (see Impact 3.4-3, below).

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 (see Impact 3.4-4, below).

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a
tree preservation policy or ordinance including the Claremont Sustainable City Plan (see
Impact 3.4-5, below).

Contflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan (see Impact 3.4-6, below).
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3.4.5 Impact Analysis
Effect on Species

Impact 3.4-1: The Approved Project would result in less than significant and less than
cumulatively considerable impacts with mitigation incorporated due to habitat modifications
on 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. The Approved Project would also result in less than significant and
less than cumulatively considerable impact with mitigation incorporated on nesting birds.

The Revised Project would result in less than significant and less than cumulatively
considerable impacts due to habitat modifications on 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. The Revised
Project would result in less than significant and less than cumulatively considerable impact
with mitigation incorporated on nesting birds.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Final EIR identified that the onsite native scrub habitat was not pristine and precluded utility
for conservation. It further stated that the habitat had the potential to support a variety of sensitive
species, and therefore, its loss could result in a potentially significant indirect impact to sensitive
species due to loss of habitat. These sensitive species included the five special-status plant species
and 16 special-status wildlife species that had the potential to occur on the Project site.

The Final EIR identified four mitigation measures to reduce the potential impact on sensitive
plant and wildlife species. Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-1 requires incorporation of locally native
plant species, including alluvial fan scrub, to be incorporated into the landscape design to provide
continued benefit to sensitive species and native wildlife as foraging and migration area.
Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-2 requires pre-construction surveys prior to commencement of any site
clearing activities for development of the Approved Project facilities to determine if special status
plant or wildlife species are present on the Project site. Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-2 also requires
protections for any nesting birds. Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-3 requires a qualified biologist to
monitor site preparation and grading to identify and ensure that any species that may be found on
the Project site during earthmoving activities is appropriately relocated. Mitigation Measure
4.3.A-4 requires that a qualified biologist or arborist perform a site-specific tree survey to
minimize impacts to trees. Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-4 also requires a nesting bird survey if any
phase of the Approved Project would require the removal of mature trees and/or any
native/natural habitat during the bird breeding season (February 15 — September 15). The Final
EIR stated that with the implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.3-A-1 through 4.3.A-4 impacts
to special-status plant and wildlife species would reduce to less than significant.

Cumulative

The Final EIR identified that cumulative projects within the vicinity of the Project site could
result in the loss of native habitat that supports special-status species; however, the area in the
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vicinity of the Project site is characterized by fragmented pockets of native habitat due to years of
extensive urbanization. Due to the fragmented nature of the habitat and the urbanized character of
the area surrounding the Project site, the cumulative loss would be less than significant. The
Approved Project was identified as potentially resulting in significant impacts to special-status
species; however, these impacts would be reduced to less than significant with mitigation
incorporated. Therefore, the Approved Project’s impacts would be less than cumulatively
considerable with mitigation incorporated.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation
Revised Project Specific

Since the certification of the Final EIR, there have been substantial changes to vegetation on the
Project site. These changes have occurred due to the continued inert landfill operations through
the fourth quarter of 2023 and the continued maintenance activities at the Project site. The current
conditions on the Project site and potential impacts to the special-status plant and wildlife species
that were identified in the Final EIR were assessed based on the information provided in the four
focused surveys conducted on the Project site prior to Final EIR certification (2003, 2007, 2010,
and 2014) as well as two recent focused surveys conducted in 2023 and 2024. A discussion of the
five special-status plant species and 16 wildlife species that had a potential to be impacted with
development of the Approved Project, as well as an additional special-status wildlife species
observed in 2023, is provided in Tables 3.4-2 and 3.4-3, below.

Based on the absence of suitable habitat, known geographic distributions, and/or range
restrictions, special-status plant species do not have the potential to occur on the Project site. As a
result, the implementation of the Revised Project would result in less than significant impacts to
special-status plant species.

Following is a discussion of the potential for the Revised Project to impact special-status reptiles,
birds, and mammals that are identified in Table 3.4-3.

Special-Status Reptiles

Coastal whiptail may forage and/or breed within open areas throughout the BSA and were
previously observed on the Project site during surveys in 2007 and 2010. While the species were
previously observed on the Project site, the species has not been observed in the past 14 years.
Additionally, although coast patch-nosed snake was previously listed as potentially occurring
within the BSA, the results of past surveys have observed none within the BSA, and it is not
expected to occur within the BSA.

The majority of the Project site is greatly disturbed and does not provide suitable habitat for
special-status reptiles. While the open space and natural vegetation throughout the Project site
provides marginal habitat for coastal whiptail, ongoing landfill maintenance activities and
construction staging and parking activities continue to disturb the Project site. The species has not
been observed since 2010. As the species has likely been extirpated from the Project site, impacts
to special-status reptiles are not expected to occur and would be less than significant. No
mitigation is required.
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TABLE 3.4-2
SPECIAL-STATUS PLANT SPECIES CONSIDERED

Common Name
Scientific Name

Sensitivity
Status

Preferred Habitat/Known Distribution

Potential to Occur and/or be Affected by Proposed
Activities.

PLANTS

ANGIOSPERMS (DICOTYLEDONS)

Berberidaceae
(Barberry Family)

Nevin’s barberry
Berberis nevinii

Federal: FE
State: CE
CRPR: 1B.1

Flowers March-June. Sandy soils in low-gradient washes, alluvial terraces,
and canyon bottoms, along gravelly wash margins, or on coarse soils on
steep, generally north-facing slopes in alluvial scrub, cismontane (e.g.,

chamise) chaparral, coastal sage scrub, oak woodland, and/or riparian scrub

or woodland.
Elevation range extends from 274-825 meters.
Found in Los Angeles, Riverside, San Bernardino, San Diego counties.

Not Expected. This species is not expected to occur within
the site due to lack of suitable habitat. Notably, this species
occurs as an ornamentally planted species along the west
side of Claremont Boulevard. The species is highly
conspicuous and has not been observed within the BSA.

Brassicaceae
(Cabbage Family)

Robinson’s pepper-grass

Lepidium virginicum var.
robinsonii

Federal: None
State: None
CRPR: 4.3

Flowers January through July. Chaparral and coastal scrub.
Elevation range extends from 1-885 meters.

Found in Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, San Diego,
Ventura counties.

Not Expected. This species is not expected to occur due to
lack of suitable undisturbed habitat. Species prefers primarily
undisturbed soils, which are absent within the BSA.

Polygonaceae
(Buckwheat Family)

Parry’s spineflower

Chorizanthe parryi var.
parryi

Federal: None
State: None
CRPR: 1B.1

Flowers April through June. Openings/clearings in coastal or desert sage
scrub, chaparral or interface; dry slopes or flat ground; sandy soils.

Elevation range extends from 275-1,220 meters.
Found in Los Angeles, Riverside, San Bernardino counties.

Not Expected. This species is not expected to occur due to
lack of suitable habitat. Species prefers primarily undisturbed
soils, which are absent within the BSA.

ANGIOSPERMS (MONOCOTYLEDONS)

Liliaceae
(Lily Family)

Plummer’s mariposa lily
Calochortus plummerae

Federal: None
State: None
CRPR: 4.2

Flowers May through July. Chaparral (openings), cismontane woodland,
coastal scrub, valley and foothill grassland, granitic/rocky.

Elevation range extends from 100- 1,700 meters.

Found in Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, Ventura counties.

Not Expected. This species is not expected to occur
because the study area is outside of the known range of the
species.
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Common Name
Scientific Name

Sensitivity

Status Preferred Habitat/Known Distribution

Potential to Occur and/or be Affected by Proposed
Activities.

Intermediate mariposa lily

Federal: None Flowers May through July. Coastal scrub, chaparral, valley and foothill

Not Expected. This species is not expected to occur

Calochortus weedii var. State: None grassland on rocky soil and rocky outcrops. because the study area is outside of the known range of the
intermedius CRPR: 1B.2 Elevation range extends from 105-855 meters. species.
Found in Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino counties.
SOURCE: ESA, 2024.
TABLE 3.4-3
SPECIAL-STATUS WILDLIFE SPECIES CONSIDERED
Common Name Sensitivity
Scientific Name Status Preferred Habitat/Known Distribution Potential to Occur and/or be Affected by Proposed Activities.
WILDLIFE
REPTILES
Whiptails & relatives
Teiidae

coastal western whiptail

Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri

Federal: None
State: SSC

Found in deserts and semi-arid areas with sparse vegetation and
open areas. Also found in woodland and riparian areas. Ground
may be firm soil, sandy, or rocky.

Observed. Species was previously observed in the BSA in 2007
and 2010. This species has a moderate potential to occur within
areas of sparse vegetation within the site but was not observed in
2023 or 2024 surveys.

Egg-Laying Snakes
Colubridae

coast patch-nosed snake

Salvadora hexalepis virgultea

Federal: None
State: SSC

Known to inhabit semi-arid brushy areas and chaparral in
canyons, rocky hillsides, and plains with sandy soils and leaf
litter.

Not Expected This species is not likely to occur as species prefers
relatively undisturbed habitat, and current site activities contribute
to the regular disturbance throughout the site.

BIRDS

Hawks, Kites, Harriers, & Eagles

Accipitridae

Cooper’s hawk
Accipiter cooperii

Federal: None
State: WL

Inhabits cismontane woodland, riparian forest, riparian woodland,
upper montane coniferous forest, or other forest habitats near
water. Nests and forages near open water or in riparian
vegetation.

Observed. This species was previously observed within the BSA in
2007 and 2010 but is not expected to nest within the BSA due to
lack of suitable nesting habitat. While the species may forage in
urban forested areas associated with the adjacent neighborhoods
and college facilities, the species is unlikely to nest within the BSA
due to lack of suitable forested or riparian vegetation.
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Common Name Sensitivity

Scientific Name Status Preferred Habitat/Known Distribution Potential to Occur and/or be Affected by Proposed Activities.

Tyrant Flycatchers

Tyrannidae

southwestern willow flycatcher Federal: FE For nesting, species require dense riparian habitats Observed. This species was previously observed in the BSA in

Empidonax traillii extimus State: SE (cottonwood/willow and tamarisk vegetation) with microclimatic 2007 and 2010 and noted as a migrant in the area. This species is
conditions dictated by the local surroundings. Saturated soils, not expected to nest within the BSA due to the absence of suitable
standing water, or nearby streams, pools, or cienegas are a riparian habitat for foraging or nesting. Small patches of riparian
component of nesting habitat that also influences the habitat once present within the low elevation portions of the BSA
microclimate and density vegetation component. Habitat not no longer exist. The site also lacks sufficient riparian habitat with
suitable for nesting may be used for migration and foraging. microclimatic conditions necessary to support this species.
Recurrent flooding and a natural hydrograph are important to
withstand invading exotic species (tamarisk).

Hummingbirds

Trochilidae

Allen’s hummingbird Federal: BCC Breed in a narrow strip of coastal forest, scrub, and chaparral Observed. This species has previously been observed within the

Selasphorus sasin State: None from sea level to around 1000 feet elevation along the West BSA. Disturbed/ruderal habitat within the site provides limited
Coast of California. They sip nectar from flowers such as bush foraging and/or nesting habitat for the species, and the species is
monkeyflower, Indian paintbrush, columbine, currant, more likely to nest in urban forested areas associated with the
gooseberry, twinflower, penstemon, ceanothus, sage, adjacent college properties.
eucalyptus, and manzanita. They get their protein by capturing
small insects in midair or picking them off plants.

Costa’s hummingbird Federal: BCC Occur in Sonoran and Mojave Desert scrub, coastal California Observed. This species was previously observed in the BSA in

Calypte costae State: None chaparral and sage scrub, and deciduous forest and desert scrub | 2007 and could use California buckwheat scrub for foraging.
in Baja California, Mexico. Along the California coast they use
sage scrub and chaparral.

Nightjars and Nighthawks

Caprimulgidae

Lesser nighthawk Federal: BCC Breeds (or summers) along the Santa Clara River and tribitaries Observed. This species has previously been observed nesting in

Chordeiles acutipennis State: None (e.g., Bouquet Canyon), Big Tujunga Wash (upstream of Hansen | the area in 2007 and perching and foraging within the study area in

Dam), San Gabriel River (upstream of Santa Fe Dam), and San
Antonio Wash (upstream of Arrow Highway). Species is
characteristic of Riversidean alluvial fan scrub and characterized
by sparse coastal sage scrub amid boulder-strewn riverbeds at
the base of mountains.

2023. Species has potential to continue to nest in the BSA.
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Common Name Sensitivity

Scientific Name Status Preferred Habitat/Known Distribution Potential to Occur and/or be Affected by Proposed Activities.
Gnatcatchers

Polioptilidae

coastal California gnatcatcher Federal: FT Species is an obligate, permanent resident of coastal sage scrub | Not Expected. This species is not expected to occur within the
Polioptila californica californica State: SSC habitats dominated by California sagebrush and flat-topped study area due to lack of suitable habitat. Coastal California

buckwheat, mainly on cismontane slopes below 1,500 feet in
elevation. Low coastal sage scrub in arid washes, on mesas and
slopes.

gnatcatcher occurrences in Claremont/Upland are believed to be
extirpated since 1994 and no observations of the species have
ever been made within the BSA.

Larks
Alaudidae

California horned lark
Eremophila alpestris actia

Federal: None
State: WL

Found from grasslands along the coast and deserts near sea
level to alpine dwarf-shrub habitat above the tree-line. During the
winter, this species typically flocks in desert lowlands.

Observed. This species was previously observed foraging within
the disturbed portions of the site in 2007, 2010, and 2023.
Disturbed / ruderal habitat within the site provides limited foraging
habitat, and due to ongoing landfill maintenance activities, the
species is unlikely to nest within the BSA.

Sparrows
Passerellidae

southern California rufous-
crowned sparrow

Federal: None

Known to frequent relatively steep, often rocky hillsides with
grass and forb species. Resident in southern California coastal

Moderate Potential. This species has a moderate potential to

State: WL occur within the study area due to the presence of California
Aimophila ruficeps canescens sage scrub and mixed chaparral habitats. buckwheat scrub along the eastern slope of the study area.
Finches
Fringillidae
Lawrence’s goldfinch Federal: BCC Occurs in valley foothill hardwood, valley foothill hardwood- Observed. This species was previously observed within the study
Spinus lawrencei State: None conifer, desert riparian, palm oasis, pinyon-juniper and lower area in 2007 but is unlikely to nest within the study area due to lack

montane habitats

of suitable nesting habitat.

MAMMALS

Evening Bats

Vespertilionidae

pallid bat Federal: None Occurs in a wide variety of habitats including chaparral, coastal Not Expected. This species is not expected to occur within the
Antrozous pallidus State: SSC scrub, desert wash, Great Basin grassland, Great Basin scrub, BSA due lack of suitable roosting and foraging habitat.

Mojavean desert scrub, riparian woodland, Sonoran Desert
scrub, upper montane coniferous forest, valley and foothill
grasslands. Most common in open, dry habitats with rocky areas
for roosting. For roosting, prefers rocky outcrops, cliffs and
crevices with access to open habitats for foraging. Roosts must
protect species from high temperatures. Very sensitive to
disturbance of roosting sites.

Disturbed/ruderal habitat within the site provides limited foraging
and/or roosting habitat for the species.
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Common Name
Scientific Name

Sensitivity
Status

Preferred Habitat/Known Distribution

Potential to Occur and/or be Affected by Proposed Activities.

Free-Tailed Bats
Molossidae

western mastiff bat
Eumops perotis californicus

Federal: None
State: SSC

Known to occur in habitat consisting of extensive open areas
within dry desert washes, flood plains, chaparral, cismontane oak
woodland, coastal scrub, open ponderosa pine forest, and
grasslands. Roosts primarily in crevices in rock outcrops and
buildings.

Not Expected. This species is not expected to occur within the
BSA due to a lack of suitable roosting and foraging habitat.
Disturbed/ruderal habitat within the BSA provides limited foraging
and/or roosting habitat for the species.

Rabbits & Hares
Leporidae

San Diego black-tailed
jackrabbit

Lepus californicus bennettii

Federal: None
State: SSC

Inhabits open grasslands, agricultural fields, and sparse coastal
scrub where they occur primarily in arid regions with short grass.

Observed. This species was previously observed within the BSA in
2003 but has not been observed since. This conspicuous species
is likely extirpated from the site.

Kangaroo rats, Pocket mice, &
Kangaroo mice

Heteromyidae

northwestern San Diego pocket
mouse

Chaetodipus fallax fallax

Federal: None
State: SSC

Moderate canopy coverage of coastal scrub, sagebrush,
chaparral, grasslands, pinyon-juniper, and desert wash and
scrub. Found in sandy, herbaceous areas with nearby shrubs for
cover. Burrows are typically dug within gravelly or sandy soil.

High Potential. This species has a high potential to occur within
California buckwheat scrub and other natural communities
observed in the northern and eastern portions of the BSA. Species
is sensitive to disturbance and is unlikely to burrow within disturbed
and compacted soils associated with the majority of the site.

Los Angeles pocket mouse

Perognathus longimembris
brevinasus

Federal: None
State: SSC

Found in lower elevation grasslands, alluvial fans and coastal
sage scrub communities.

Not Expected. While marginally suitable habitat is present within
the BSA in the form of California buckwheat scrub, is greatly
disturbed and does not provide suitable foraging habitat for the
species. The nearest recorded occurrence of the species is 9 miles
to the east, in Rancho Cucamonga (CDFW 2024).

Mice, Rats, & Voles
Muridae

San Diego desert woodrat
Neotoma lepida intermedia

Federal: None
State: SSC

Found in a variety of coastal scrub, desert scrub, chaparral,
cactus, and rocky habitats. Nests primarily against rock
outcroppings, boulders, cacti, or areas of dense undergrowth.

High Potential. This species has a high potential to occur in the
laurel sumac scrub and woodrat nest belonging to an unknown
species have been observed within the laurel sumac scrub in the
northern portion of the BSA.

SOURCE: ESA, 2024.
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Special-Status Mammals

San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit, San Diego desert woodrat, and northwestern San Diego pocket
mouse all have a high potential to occur within the BSA due to the presence of suitable habitat.
Although San Diego black-tailed jackrabbit was previously observed within the BSA, the species
is highly conspicuous and has not been observed within the site since 2003. The species is likely
extirpated from the site.

Unknown woodrat nests (Neotoma spp.) were observed in laurel sumac scrub in the northern
portion of the BSA. While there is potential for the species to occur within this area and based on
the limited and fragmented area of the laurel sumac habitat (1.98 acres) which is where nests
occur, a small number of this species is expected to occur. The loss of a small number of this
species in a completely isolated location would not be considered a significant impact. The San
Diego desert woodrat, despite being identified as a species of special concern, is actually quite
widely distributed and not presently at risk over most of its range. Only large projects that may
result in loss of occupied habitat over large areas and/or that sever landscape linkages that
connect populations, thus resulting in detrimental effects to this species at the landscape level, are
considered to have significant adverse effects on this species. In fact, if nothing occurs on the
Project site, it is highly likely that the extant small population (if present) would cease to be
viable in a relatively short time, either as the result of stochastic (random) events (e.g., disease,
drought, low birth rate, etc.) or due to inbreeding leading to weakened individuals that cannot
compete with other woodrats. Therefore, the Revised Project’s potential impacts during
construction activities to San Diego desert woodrat would be less than significant.

Northwestern San Diego pocket mouse has a high potential to occur within the BSA, but as the
species prefers undisturbed sites, the species is unlikely to burrow throughout most of the site.
Furthermore, as discussed above, San Diego black-tailed jack rabbit has not been observed on the
Project site since 2003 and is likely extirpated from the site. Direct impacts to these two species
are not expected to occur, and impacts are considered less than significant. No mitigation is
required.

Special-Status Birds

Cooper’s hawk, Costa’s hummingbird, Allen’s hummingbird, Lawrence’s goldfinch, California
horned lark, lesser nighthawk, and southwestern willow flycatcher were all previously observed
in the BSA. Additionally, Southern California rufous-crowned sparrow was identified as having a
moderate potential to occur in the BSA. While none of these species have been observed nesting
in the BSA, activities associated with the Revised Project could negatively impact nesting birds
that are protected in accordance with the MBTA and CFGC through the removal of an active nest
or the disruption of breeding/nesting behavior (e.g., copulation, nesting building, or incubation).
Therefore, construction activities associated with the Revised Project could result in significant
impacts to bird species during nesting activities. These potential impacts to bird species would be
reduced to less than significant with the implementation of the nesting bird provisions of
Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-2. Modifications to Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-2 are included to tailor
the mitigation measure to nesting bird impacts and incorporate the portion of Mitigation Measure
4.3.A-4 regarding the appropriate timing and location of the nesting bird surveys, as discussed
below. While not necessary to mitigate impacts to bird species, the Project Applicant will also
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implement Mitigation Measures 4.3.A-1 which will further reduce the potential impacts to nesting
birds that are mitigated to less than significant with the nesting bird provisions of Mitigation
Measure 4.3.A-2, as modified.

Cumulative

Development of cumulative projects could result in loss of native habitat that supports special-
status species. This loss could result in significant impacts to special-status species. The
implementation of the Revised Project would result in less than significant impacts to species-
status plant and reptile and mammal wildlife species, and therefore these impacts would be less
than cumulatively considerable. The Revised Project could result in potential significant impacts
to nesting birds. These potential impacts to nesting birds would be cumulatively considerable
prior to mitigation. After the implementation of mitigation to address nesting birds, the Revised
Project’s impact on nesting birds would be less than cumulatively considerable.

Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, the Revised Project has the potential to significantly impact
nesting birds, and therefore, includes the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-2 as
modified to tailor the measure to the nesting birds impacts. Additional provisions of Mitigation
Measure 4.3.A-2 relating to plant species are not necessary to mitigate impacts of the Revised
Project since special status plant species do not have the potential to occur on the Project site, and
impacts to special status reptile and mammal species are less than significant. Therefore, the
superfluous provisions of Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-2 have been removed. Although not
necessary to mitigate the Revised Project’s impacts to special-status plant and wildlife species,
the Revised Project also includes Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-1.

The Approved Project included Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-3 that would have an onsite biological
monitor during construction activities, and Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-4 that provided for a pre-
construction tree survey and tree protection/replacement, as well as nesting bird surveys. These
two measures are not warranted to reduce impacts to special-status plant and wildlife species
related to the Revised Project construction activities. As a result of the substantial changes that
have occurred to the onsite habitat since 2016 and the existing condition of the Project site,
impacts to special-status plant, reptile, and mammal species are less than significant, no
mitigation is required, and Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-3 is removed. Potential nesting bird
impacts are mitigated to less than significant with Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-2, as revised to
incorporate the portion of Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-4 regarding the appropriate timing and
location of the nesting bird surveys. While not required to mitigate Revised Project impacts, the
portion of Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-4 regarding a pre-construction tree survey and tree
protection/replacement is retained and will further the Revised Project’s consistency with local
policies to protect biological resources as discussed in Impact 3.4-5, below.

4.3.A-1: Prior to issuance of on- or off-site landscape permits, the approving
jurisdiction’s Development Services or Community Development Director shall verify
that landscaping plans reflect planting of locally-indigenous native plant species, to
include alluvial fan scrub, on all disturbed slopes on the project site perimeter, selected
from the list of plants occurring on the project site as identified in the project 2007
biological report prepared by Impact Sciences. The plans shall also include a
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maintenance protocol for the native landscaping areas. College landscape maintenance
staff shall perform maintenance activities in accordance with the following maintenance
standards: (1) the native landscaping restoration areas shall be inspected for invasive
plants and adequate irrigation shall be provided monthly during the first year and
quarterly during the second and third years; (2) once installed, inspections of vegetation
health, density, and diversity shall be performed at least twice annually; (3) the native
vegetative cover (including AFSS) within the disturbed slopes shall be maintained at 75
percent within three years of initial planting. If the vegetation on the disturbed slopes has
more than 50 percent mortality, the area shall be immediately replanted to achieve 75
percent cover; and (4) vegetation shall be established without the use of fertilizers. Use of
herbicides and pesticides shall be minimized to the extent feasible.

4.3.A-2 (Revised): Prior to commencement of any site clearing or grading activities
related to construction of the Revised Project during the bird-breeding (nesting) season

(February 15— September 15) aﬂy—faeﬂ-mes—ldent}ﬁed—m—th%Master—Sft%PLaﬂ—Stt%PLaﬂ—

v v v—and-a = a pre-construction
survey performed by a qualified blOlOngt to the approvmg _]urlSdlCthIl s Development
Serv1ces or Communlty Development Dlrector to determme if any nestlng birds are

at on the

prOJect 51te shall be submltted pﬂeﬁ&eenameneemente#&nwﬁeeleamag—e%gf&dﬂ&g

pre- constructlon survey shall be conducted w1th1n three davs of commencement of any

51te clearmg or gradmg activities. —week&de&mg—th&pﬂer—ﬂewefmg—se&seﬂ—aﬂd—w&hm
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i - In the event that nesting birds are observed within 250 500 feet of a
construction area (500-foot survey area), species-specific exclusion buffers determined
by a City-approved biologist and the adjustment of the construction area is required.
Protected bird nests that are found within the construction zone_or within a 500-foot
survey area shall be protected by a buffer of 300 feet for most species or 500 feet for
raptors,—unless-the-buffer distance-is-modifted-by-the-California Fish-and-Wildlife
Department;_or as determined by the City-approved biologist, demarcated by construction
fencing or other means that shall allow avoidance of the nests until young birds have
fledged, and no continued use of the nest is observed, as determined by a qualified
biologist. If ground-disturbing activities are delayed, additional pre-construction surveys
shall be conducted so that no more than three days shall have elapsed between the survey
and ground-disturbing activities.

4.3.A-3 (Removed): MitigationMeasure43-A-3:Priorto-commenecement-of

Conclusion

The Final EIR identified that the Approved Project would result in potential significant impacts to
sensitive native habitat, special-status plant and wildlife species and nesting birds. However,
these impacts would be reduced to less than significant with the incorporation of mitigation
measures. Unlike the Approved Project, the Revised Project would result in less than significant
impacts to sensitive native habitat and special-status plant, reptile, and mammal species, and
mitigation is not required. However, as with the Approved Project, the Revised Project has the
potential to impact nesting birds, and such impacts will be reduced to less than significant with
mitigation. Therefore, the Revised Project would result in less impacts to biological resources
compared to the Approved Project and would not result in any new substantial project changes or
substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken that
require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new significant impact or a
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substantial increase in the severity of an impact. Further, there is no new information of
substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of
reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of the conditions
identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).

Riparian Habitat or Other Sensitive Natural Community

Impact 3.4-2: The Approved Project would result in less than significant and less than
cumulatively considerable impacts on any sensitive natural communities (e.g., riparian
habitat, coastal sage scrub, oak woodlands, non-jurisdictional wetlands) identified in local or
regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

The Revised Project would result in no impact and would not contribute to cumulative
impacts on any sensitive natural communities (e.g., riparian habitat, coastal sage scrub, oak
woodlands, non-jurisdictional wetlands) identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Final EIR identified the habitat that existed on the Project site in 2007 as well as 2014. In
2007, four plant communities were identified on the Project site. They included alluvial fan scrub,
willow scrub, seasonal ponding, and ruderal/disturbed habitat. Although the alluvial fan scrub
was identified as the predominant vegetation type on the Project site and vicinity, various scrub
types occurred on the site, and therefore, classified as subtypes of alluvial fan scrub. The Final
EIR stated that the alluvial fan scrub included many non-native species, was fragmented from
similar habitat types, and lacked natural biological processes due to continual disturbance
resulting from onsite landfill activities. As a result, the onsite habitat was not identified as the
sensitive native Riversidean alluvial fan sage scrub, served no utility for long-term conservation,
and was not identified as a sensitive vegetation community. In 2014, the onsite vegetation
communities were identified based on the California classification system’s species-dominance
method resulting in the identification of the following five vegetation communities: Buckwheat
and Buckwheat-Mulefat Alliances, Laurel Sumac Alliance, Scalebroom Alliance, Willow-
Mulefat Alliance, and Non-Native and Transitional Vegetation Types. Within the willow-mulefat
alliance is an area of occasional seasonal ponding within the southern portion of the site. An area
of willow scrub was present immediately adjacent to the seasonal ponding area and possessed a
mix of common riparian species, primarily willow and mulefat. A small patch of riparian
vegetation dominated by a single western sycamore tree was also associated with the same
seasonal ponding area. The small vegetation formation was mapped as part of the willow-mulefat
alliance community due to its small size and immediate proximity to the willow-mulefat alliance
community. The ponding area was identified as not a vernal pool due to the lack of vernal pool
species, its depth, the lack of soils associated with vernal pools, and because the occasional
seasonal pond is a non-natural artifact caused by landfill activities. The Final EIR identified that
the onsite willow scrub encompassed approximately 0.7-acre and the seasonal ponding area
encompassed approximately 0.6-acre. The Final EIR identified that the Approved Project

Claremont McKenna Roberts Campus Sports Bowl ESA / D202100589.01
Addendum to Claremont Colleges East Campus Final EIR 3.4-21 June 2024



3. Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures

3.4 Biological Resources

included, as a project feature, an approximately 3.5-acre above-ground retention basin for
stormwater purposes that would be located in the area of the seasonal ponding and was
anticipated to be colonized by riparian vegetation. The implementation of the Approved Project
would impact all vegetation communities on the Project site; however, the five onsite vegetation
communities are not identified as sensitive, and therefore, the direct loss of the onsite plant
community habitats would result in a less than significant impact.

The Final EIR also identified that the Project site and surrounding area are not designated critical
habitat for any sensitive species as defined by USFWS and CDFW. The nearest critical habitat is
located approximately five miles west of the Project site.

Cumulative

The Final EIR stated the future cumulative development in the Project vicinity could result in the
loss of native habitat. However, due to the fragmented nature of the habitat and the urbanized
character of the area, the cumulative loss of habitat would be less than significant. The
implementation of the Approved Project would remove onsite vegetation communities that are
not considered sensitive natural communities. The direct loss of the onsite vegetation community
habitats including riparian associated with the Approved Project would result in a less than
significant impact. Therefore, the Approved Project’s impact on vegetation communities would
be less than cumulatively considerable.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

Based on biological resources surveys conducted on the Project site in 2023 and 2024 and the
vegetation mapping that occurred in 2024, the Project site includes seven natural vegetation
communities and land cover types as indicated on Table 3.4-1 above. They include (1) laurel
sumac scrub, (2) California buckwheat scrub, (3) coyote brush scrub, (4) brittle brush scrub, (5)
open water, (6) ruderal, and (7) disturbed. None of the seven existing vegetation communities are
recognized as sensitive natural vegetation communities. Furthermore, the Project site does not
contain riparian or wetland habitat. Therefore, the Revised Project would not impact sensitive
natural communities.

Cumulative

As stated in the Final EIR, future development in the Project vicinity would result in a less than
significant impact on habitats including riparian habitat. Based on current conditions on the
Project site, there are no sensitive natural vegetation communities located on the Project site.
Therefore, the Revised Project would not contribute to potential cumulative impacts to sensitive
vegetation communities.

Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

The Final EIR found that the Approved Project would result in less than significant impacts to
sensitive vegetation communities or riparian habitat. The Revised Project would not impact onsite
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habitat that is considered to be sensitive vegetation communities or riparian habitat and would
have no impact, which is a lesser impact as compared to the less than significant impact of the
Approved Project. Therefore, the Revised Project would not result in any new substantial project
changes or substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken that require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new
significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact. Further, there is no new
information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known with
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of the
conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).

Protected Wetlands

Impact 3.4-3: The Approved Project would not impact or contribute to a cuamulative impact
on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,
and coastal) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means.

The Revised Project would not impact or contribute to a cumulative impact on state or
federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, and coastal)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation
Approved Project-Specific

The Final EIR stated that there were no federally protected wetlands on the Project site.
Therefore, development of the Approved Project would not impact federally protected wetlands.

Cumulative

The Final EIR did not address cumulative impacts on federally protected wetlands because the
Project site does not have federally protected wetlands. Therefore, the Approved Project would
not contribute to any potential cumulative impacts to federally protected wetlands.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

Biological resources surveys were conducted in 2023 and 2024 to characterize the habitats as well
as identify sensitive plant and wildlife species. Based on the surveys, no federally protected
wetlands were identified on the Project site similar to the finding provided for the Approved
Project in the Final EIR. Therefore, like the Approved Project, the Revised Project would result in
no impacts to federally protected wetlands.

Cumulative

As discussed in the Final EIR for the Approved Project and as confirmed with recent biological
site surveys, there are no federally protected wetlands on the Project site. Therefore, the
implementation of the Revised Project would not contribute to any cumulative impacts to
federally protected wetlands.
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Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

As with the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.

Conclusion

As with the Approved Project, the Revised Project would result in no impacts to federally
protected wetlands. Therefore, the Revised Project would not result in any new substantial project
changes or substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken that require major revisions to the Final EIR due to the involvement of a new
significant impact or a substantial increase in the severity of an impact. Further, there is no new
information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known with
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the Final EIR was certified, showing any of the
conditions identified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3).

Wildlife Corridors and Nursery Sites

Impact 3.4-4: The Approved Project would result in less than significant and less than
cumulatively considerable impact with mitigation incorporated on 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.

The Revised Project would not impact and would not contribute to cumulative impacts on
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.

Summary of Final EIR Evaluation

Approved Project-Specific

The Final EIR stated that properties to the east and south of the Project site, as well as most of the
western neighboring property, are disturbed or developed. Vegetation areas were identified in the
northern portion of the Pitzer College arboretum west of the Project site and at the Rancho Santa
Ana Botanic Garden north of the Project site. Wildlife species such as bobcats and coyotes would
access the site from the west and north, by utilizing a culvert under Foothill Boulevard in the
northeastern portion of the Project site.

Additionally, the Final EIR states that the Project site is a terminus of sparse open space within an
otherwise developed and disturbed urban area. This indicates that regular wildlife movement onto
the Project site would be part of daily home-range activities such as foraging and would not
involve migratory movement onto neighboring properties to the south or east. Therefore, the
Project site is not considered to be part of a wildlife movement corridor.

Furthermore, the Final EIR states that the onsite seasonal ponding and associated riparian
vegetation offers resting and foraging habitat for migratory waterfowl and riparian obligate birds.
The Final EIR also states that the onsite habitat elements may therefore serve as migratory nodes
in long-term migration and local dispersal patterns for regional bird populations. As a result, the
Final EIR states that the Approved Project’s disruption of seasonal ponding and other onsite
habitat could interfere with movement of avian species and identifies this interference as a
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significant impact. The Final EIR identifies the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-1
that would provide habitat for resident and transient scrub-obligate bird species and Mitigation
Measure 4.3.C-1 that would include native riparian vegetation within the Approved Project’s
retention basin to reduce impacts to the migration of resident and transient waterfowl to less than
significant.

Cumulative

The Final EIR stated the future cumulative development in the Project vicinity could result in the
loss of native habitat. However, due to the fragmented nature of the habitat and the urbanized
character of the area, the cumulative loss of habitat would be less than significant. Although
cumulative development would result in less than significant impacts, migration impacts from the
implementation of the Approved Project would be less than cumulatively considerable with the
incorporation of the mitigation measures identified for the Approved Project.

Proposed Revised Project Evaluation

Revised Project-Specific

As described for the Approved Project, properties to the east and south of the Project site, as well
as most of the western neighboring property, are disturbed or developed. The Project site is not
considered a wildlife corridor due to the fragmented nature of habitat in the vicinity of the Project
site. In addition, the Project site is not designated a wildlife corridor by the City of Upland, City
of Claremont, County of San Bernardino or County of Los Angeles. Furthermore, the
characteristics of the habitat on the Project site have substantially changed over time, including
following certification of the Final EIR due to the continued inert landfill operations through the
fourth quarter of 2023 and the ongoing maintenance and construction staging and parking
activities at the Project site. The implementation of the Revised Project would result in a less than
significant impact on a wildlife corridor and wildlife movement.

As identified in the Final EIR, the Project site is not a wildlife nursery because the site did not
include facilities and protected habitat for the rehabilitation of injured or rare species for eventual
release into the wild. Based on the current conditions, the Project site is still not a wildlife
nursery. Therefore, the Revised Project would not impact a wildlife nursery.

Cumulative

The implementation of cumulative projects in the vicinity of the Project site could result in the
loss of native habitat. However, due to the fragmented nature of the habitat and the urbanized
character of the area, the cumulative loss of habitat would be less than significant and impacts to
a wildlife corridor would be less than significant. Furthermore, cumulative projects do not include
impacts to wildlife nursery. Because the Revised Project’s impacts on a wildlife corridor would
be less than significant and there would be no impact on a wildlife nursery, the Revised Project’s
impacts would be less than cumulatively considerable.

Applicable Mitigation Measures for Revised Project

Unlike the Approved Project, no mitigation measures are required for the Revised Project.
Although the Revised Project would result in less than significant impacts to a wildlife corridor,
the Project Applicant will further reduce this less than significant impact by providing resting and
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3.4 Biological Resources

foraging habitat on the Project site with the implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-1 which
includes landscaping plans that reflect planting of locally-indigenous native plant species. The
Revised Project’s less than significant impacts will also be further reduced by implementation of
Mitigation Measure 4.3.C-1, which is revised to reflect the Revised Project’s stormwater
management system, which substitutes a below-ground retention basin for the Approved Project’s
above-ground retention basin. As revised, Mitigation Measure 4.3.C-1 includes the provision of
up to 1.3 acres of riparian habitat on the Project site. Although riparian habitat it not currently
present on the Project site, Mitigation Measure 4.3.C-1 (as revised) will identify riparian habitat
in the amount that was previously identified on the Project site in 2007, providing for a one-to-
one replacement of habitat previously located on the Project site.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.3.A-1 as described under Impact 3.4-1 above.

4.3.C-1 (Revised): Prior 