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1. Executive Summary

1.1 INTRODUCTION

This Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) addresses the environmental effects associated
with the implementation of the update to The Ontario Plan (TOP). The California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) requires that local government agencies consider the environmental consequences before taking action
on projects over which they have discretionary approval authority. An environmental impact report (EIR)
analyzes potential environmental consequences in order to inform the public and support informed decisions

by local and state governmental agency decision makers.

This SEIR has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of CEQA and the City of Ontario’s CEQA
procedures. The City of Ontario, as the lead agency, has reviewed and revised all submitted drafts, technical
studies, and reports as necessary to reflect its own independent judgment, including reliance on City technical
personnel from other departments and review of all technical subconsultant reports.

Data for this SEIR derive from on-site field observations, discussions with affected agencies, analysis of
adopted plans and policies, review of available studies, reports, data and similar literature, and specialized
environmental assessments (air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, noise, traffic, and utilities and service

systems).

1.1.1 TOP Certified EIR

TOP 2050 (Proposed Project) is an update to the current TOP (Approved Project); therefore, this SEIR relies
on the findings of the 2009 Draft EIR, 2010 Recirculated Draft EIR, and 2010 Final EIR and, per CEQA
Guidelines Section 15163, contains all of the information necessary to ensure that the certified TOP EIR fully
evaluates the Proposed Project. These documents, though discussed separately here, are collectively referred to
in this SEIR as the 2010 Certified EIR. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Sections 15148 and 15150, this
SEIR incorporates the 2010 Certified EIR (and its constituent parts) by reference. A summary of the 2010
Certified EIR follows. All documents incorporated by reference are available for review at the City of Ontario
Community Development Department at 303 East B Street.

1111 2009 DRAFT EIR FOR THE ONTARIO PLAN

The City of Ontario circulated the 2009 Draft EIR for public review in April 2009. Six environmental categories
(Agricultural Resources, Air Quality, Cultural Resources, Global Climate Change, Noise, and Traffic and
Transportation) had significant and unavoidable impacts that could not be alleviated by mitigation.
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1112 2009 RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR AND 2010 FINAL EIR FOR THE ONTARIO PLAN

A Recirculated Draft EIR for The Ontario Plan was released in November 2009 to update and provide
additional analysis concerning GHG emissions impacts associated with buildout of the Policy Plan. This
analysis was based on verbal comments made by the California Attorney General’s Office after the end of the
public review period and on recent rules and regulations about lowering GHG emissions.

Pursuant to Section 15088.5(c) of the CEQA Guidelines, which states that if an EIR revision is “limited to a
few chapters or portions of the EIR, the lead agency need only recirculate the chapters or portions that have
been modified,” only the following topic areas were analyzed in the 2009 Recirculated Draft EIR:

m  Global Climate Change
m  Additional Project Alternative: 15 percent GHG Reduction Alternative

Remaining topics previously analyzed in the 2009 Draft EIR (see Section 1.3.1) were determined to be
adequately addressed. Analysis in the 2009 Recirculated Draft EIR found that significant and unavoidable
impacts identified in the 2009 Draft EIR would remain significant and unavoidable for the Approved Project.
These determinations were reiterated in the 2010 Final EIR, certified on January 27, 2010.

1.2 ENVIRONMENTAL PROCEDURES

This SEIR has been prepared pursuant to CEQA to assess the environmental effects associated with
implementation of the Proposed Project, as well as anticipated future discretionary actions and approvals.
CEQA established six main objectives for an EIR:

1. Disclose to decision makers and the public the significant environmental effects of proposed activities.
2. Identify ways to avoid or reduce environmental damage.

3. Prevent environmental damage by requiting implementation of feasible alternatives or mitigation measures.
4. Disclose to the public reasons for agency approval of projects with significant environmental effects.
5. Foster interagency coordination in the review of projects.

6. Enhance public participation in the planning process.

An EIR is the most comprehensive form of environmental documentation in CEQA and the CEQA
Guidelines; it is intended to provide an objective, factually supported analysis and full disclosure of the
environmental consequences of a proposed project with the potential to result in significant, adverse
environmental impacts.

An EIR is one of various decision-making tools used by a lead agency to consider the merits and disadvantages
of a project that is subject to its discretionary authority. Before approving a project, the lead agency must
consider the information in the EIR; determine whether the EIR was prepared in accordance with CEQA and
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the CEQA Guidelines; determine that it reflects the independent judgment of the lead agency; adopt findings
concerning the project’s significant environmental impacts and alternatives; and adopt a statement of overriding
considerations if significant impacts cannot be avoided.

1.2.1 Type and Purpose of this SEIR
Supplemental EIR

CEQA dictates when a supplemental or subsequent EIR is required for changes to a project that was previously
analyzed under CEQA. Once a project has been approved based on a CEQA analysis in an EIR or negative
declaration, and the EIR or negative declaration is no longer subject to challenge, CEQA Section 21166
provides that “no subsequent or supplemental environmental impact report shall be required by the lead agency
or any responsible agency” unless one of three circumstances apply: 1) substantial changes to the approved
project will require major revisions to the certified EIR, 2) substantial changes occur with respect to the
circumstances under which the approved project is being undertaken will require major revisions to the certified
EIR, or 3) new information, that was not known and could not have been known at the time the EIR for the
approved project was certified becomes available (CEQA Section 21160).

In this case, in-depth review has already occurred and the time for challenging the sufficiency of the 2010 TOP
EIR has long since expired (CEQA Section 21167, subd. (c)). Moreover, as discussed below, no circumstances
have changed enough to justify repeating a substantial portion of the process. The factors used to evaluate
whether a Subsequent or a Supplemental EIR should be prepared are in CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and
15163, and relate to whether "major changes" to the EIR are required. CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 clarifies
what constitute major changes to the EIR. According to that section, major changes to the EIR are those that
are required either:

®  "Due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity
of previously identified significant effects;" (CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, subd. (a)(1), (2)(2); sce also

subd. @)(3)(A), @G)(B))

®m  Where "[m]itigation 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; ot" (subd. (a)(3)(C))

m  Where "[m]itigation measutes 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." (subd. (2)(3)(D))

As disclosed in this Executive Summary, the analysis prepared for this SEIR substantiates that TOP 2050 would
result in one or more new significant environmental effects in comparison to the current TOP as adopted.

This Draft SEIR is a program-level document that supplements the analyses in the Certified 2010 TOP EIR.
Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines provides that:
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(a) The lead or responsible agency may choose to prepare a supplement to an EIR rather
than a subsequent EIR if:

1) Any of the conditions described in Section 15162 would require the preparation of a
subsequent EIR, and

2)  Only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR
adequately apply to the project in the changed situation.

(b) The supplement to the EIR need contain only the information necessary to make the
previous EIR adequate for the project as revised.

(c) A supplement to an EIR shall be given the same kind of notice and public review as is
given to a draft EIR under Section 15087.

(d) A supplement to an EIR may be circulated by itself without recirculating the previous
draft or final EIR.

(¢) When the agency decides whether to approve the project, the decision-making body
shall consider the previous EIR as revised by the supplemental EIR. A finding under
Section 15091 shall be made for each significant effect shown in the previous EIR as
revised.

In accordance with Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines, this document:
m  Incorporates the 2010 Certified EIR by reference, as discussed in Section 3.2, Prgject Background.
m  Contains information necessary to make the 2010 Certified EIR adequate for the Proposed Project.

m  Hvaluates the potential environmental impacts of the changes to the current TOP that are a result of
changed circumstances and new information.

m  Evaluates the potential environmental impacts of the proposed changes to the current TOP, ie., the
proposed land use designation and development capacity changes.

m  Updates where necessary the discussion of cumulative impacts, growth-inducing impacts, and other
required sections of this Draft SEIR.

The Proposed Project is summarized in Section 1.4, Project Summary, and more fully described in Chapter 3 of
this Draft SEIR. The analysis in this SEIR confirms that the 2010 Certified EIR is adequate for the TOP 2050
update with the updated information contained herein.

Approach/Definition of Baseline

As described above, a Supplement to an EIR need only contain the information necessary to make the previous
EIR adequate for the Proposed Project, as revised. The 2010 Certified EIR therefore serves as the logical
“baseline” to assess potential impacts associated with TOP 2050. The environmental impacts associated with
the Proposed Project for this SEIR are defined as the incremental impacts between the current TOP and TOP
2050. To accurately assess the incremental impact, this SEIR analyzes the difference between the buildout of
the current TOP to buildout of TOP 2050 (i.e., compares “buildout” to “buildout”). Impacts are assessed for
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the net land use changes under the Proposed Project, as described in Section 3.4.2.3, Areas of Change. The
environmental setting of each topical section provides an update of existing conditions and changes in
circumstances since certification of the 2010 Certified EIR.

Program EIR

This Draft SEIR also fulfills the requirements for a Program EIR. Although the legally required contents of a
Program EIR are the same as for a Project EIR, Program EIRs are typically more conceptual than Project
EIRs, with a more general discussion of impacts, alternatives, and mitigation measures. According to Section
15168 of the CEQA Guidelines, a Program EIR may be prepared on a series of actions that can be
characterized as one large project. Use of a Program EIR gives the lead agency an opportunity to consider
broad policy alternatives and program-wide mitigation measures, as well as greater flexibility to address project-
specific and cumulative environmental impacts on a comprehensive scale.

Agencies prepare Program EIRs for programs or a series of related actions that are linked geographically;
logical parts of a chain of contemplated events, rules, regulations, or plans that govern the conduct of a
continuing program; or individual activities carried out under the same authority and having generally similar
environmental effects that can be mitigated in similar ways.

Once a Program EIR has been prepared, subsequent activities within the program must be evaluated to
determine whether an additional CEQA document is necessary. However, if the Program EIR addresses the
program’s effects as specifically and comprehensively as possible, many subsequent activities may be within the
Program EIRs scope, and additional environmental documents may not be required (Guidelines
Section 15168|c]). When a lead agency relies on a Program EIR for a subsequent activity, it must incorporate
feasible mitigation measures and alternatives from the Program EIR into the subsequent activities (Guidelines
Section 15168]c][3]). If a subsequent activity would have effects outside the scope of the Program EIR, the
lead agency must prepare a new Initial Study leading to a Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration,
or an EIR. Even in this case, the Program EIR still serves a valuable purpose as the first-tier environmental
analysis. The CEQA Guidelines encourage the use of Program EIRs, citing five advantages:

m  Provide a more exhaustive consideration of impacts and alternatives than would be practical in an
individual EIR;

m  Focus on cumulative impacts that might be slighted in a case-by-case analysis;
®m  Avoid continual reconsideration of recurring policy issues;

m  Consider broad policy alternatives and programmatic mitigation measures at an early stage when the agency
has greater flexibility to deal with them;

m  Reduce paperwork by encouraging the reuse of data (through tiering). (Guidelines Section 15168[h])
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1.2.2 EIR Format

Chapter 1. Executive Summary: Summarizes the background and description of the Proposed Project, the
format of this EIR, Project alternatives, any critical issues remaining to be tresolved, and the potential
environmental impacts and mitigation measures identified for the Proposed Project.

Chapter 2. Introduction: Describes the purpose of this SEIR, Notice of Preparation (NOP), Scoping
Meeting, the use of incorporation by reference, and Final SEIR certification.

Chapter 3. Project Description: A detailed description of the project, including its objectives, its area and
location, approvals anticipated to be required as part of the Proposed Project, necessary environmental
clearances, and the intended uses of this SEIR.

Chapter 4. Environmental Setting: Ordinarily, the existing environmental setting provides the baseline
physical conditions from which the lead agency determines the significance of environmental impacts resulting
from a project. However, because this is a Supplement to the 2010 Certified EIR, the impact analysis is based
on the incremental impacts associated of the Proposed Project compared to the Approved Project.

Chapter 5. Environmental Analysis: Fach environmental topic is analyzed in a separate section that
discusses: the thresholds used to determine if a significant impact would occur; the methodology to identify
and evaluate the potential impacts of the Proposed Project compared to the Approved Project; the potential
adverse and beneficial effects of the Proposed Project; the level of significance before mitigation; a summary
of new and modified TOP 2050 policies; the mitigation measures for the Approved Project and new and
modified mitigation measures applicable to the Proposed Project; the level of significance after mitigation is

incorporated.

Chapter 6. Significant Unavoidable Adverse Impacts: Describes the significant unavoidable adverse
impacts of the Proposed Project.

Chapter 7. Alternatives to the Proposed Project: Describes the alternatives and compares their impacts to
the impacts of the Proposed Project.

Chapter 8. Impacts Found Not to Be Significant: Briefly describes that the NOP identified all 20
environmental topics are addressed in the SEIR.

Chapter 9. Significant Irreversible Changes Due to the Proposed Project: Describes the significant
irreversible environmental changes associated with the Proposed Project.

Chapter 10. Growth-Inducing Impacts of the Project: Describes the ways in which the Proposed Project
would cause increases in employment or population that could result in new physical or environmental impacts.

Chapter 11. Organizations and Persons Consulted: Lists the people and organizations that were contacted
during the preparation of this SEIR.
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Chapter 12. Qualifications of Persons Preparing EIR: Lists the people who prepared this SEIR for the
Proposed Project.

Chapter 13. Bibliography: The technical reports and other sources used to prepare this SEIR.
Appendices: The appendices for this document (in PDF format) consist of these supporting documents:

m  Appendix A Notice of Preparation and Public Comment Letters
m  Appendix B New and Modified TOP 2050 Policies
m Appendix C  Air Quality Modeling

m  Appendix D Cultural Resources Records Search

m  Appendix E  Energy Modeling

m  Appendix F' GHG Modeling

m  Appendix G Infrastructure Report

m  Appendix H Noise Monitoring and Modeling

m  AppendixI  Public Service Responses

m  Appendix | VMT Memorandum

m Appendix K LOS Memorandum

m  Appendix L Tribal Consultation Responses

1.3 PROJECT LOCATION

The City of Ontario is in the southwestern portion of San Bernardino County and is surrounded by the cities
of Chino and Montclair and unincorporated San Bernardino County to the west; the cities of Upland and
Rancho Cucamonga to the north; the City of Fontana and unincorporated San Bernardino County to the east;
and the cities of Eastvale and Jurupa Valley to the south (see Figures ES-1, Regional Location and V icinity Map,
and ES-2, Aerial Map). The City is in the central part of the Upper Santa Ana River Valley, bounded by the San
Gabriel Mountains to the north; the Chino Hills, Puente Hills, and San Jose Hills to the west; the Santa Ana
River to the south; and Lytle Creek Wash on the east.

The City comprises approximately 50 square miles (34;958-32,022 acres), including the 8,200-acre Ontario
Ranch in the southern part of the City—formerly known as the New Model Colony (NMC) and formerly the
City’s sphere of influence (SOI). The northern, more urbanized part of the City is known as the Original Model

Colony (OMC) in reference to the City’s founding as a model colony for cities in terms of layout and
infrastructure. Generally, the City is bounded by Benson Avenue and Euclid Avenue on the west; Interstate 10
(I-10), 8th Street, and 4th Street on the north; Etiwanda Avenue and Hammer Avenue on the east; and Merrill
Avenue and the San Bernardino County/Riverside County boundaty on the south (see Figure ES-1). Regional
circulation to and through the City is provided by I-10 and State Route (SR) 60, east to west, and by I-15 and
SR-83 (Euclid Avenue), north to south. The City is also home to the Ontario International Airport (ONT) and
proximate to Chino Airport. Figure ES-3, Place Types, identifies the general character envisioned for each mixed-
use area of the City.
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1.4 PROJECT SUMMARY
1.4.1 The Ontario Plan (Approved Project)

The Ontario Plan (TOP or Approved Project) consists of a six-part component framework: 1) Vision,
2) Governance Manual, 3) Policy Plan (General Plan), 4) City Council Priorities, 5) Implementation, and
6) Tracking and Feedback. The plan described the community’s direction at a point in time (2009) and integrated
it into a single guidance system that would shape Ontario 20 years or more into the future. The Approved
Project was adopted in 2010. Figure ES-4, Current Land Use Plan, shows the existing land use designations.

1.4.2 The Ontario Plan 2050 (Proposed Project)

The Proposed Project, The Ontario Plan (TOP) 2050, is an update to TOP to guide the City’s development
and conservation for the next 30 years through 2050. The Proposed Project is a focused effort, with particular
emphasis on technical refinements to the Policy Plan to comply with state housing mandates; conform with
new state laws related to community health, environmental justice, climate adaptation, resiliency, and mobility;
bring long-term growth and fiscal projections into alignment with current economic conditions; and advance
the Tracking and Feedback system and Implementation Plan.

TOP is the City’s policy and implementation framework that guides the long-term growth and improvement
of the Ontario community through six interrelated components of city governance:

A Vision that provides a sense of purpose and mission for city governance and sets the tone for the other
components of TOP. The Vision’s central theme is a sustained, community-wide prosperity that continuously
adds value and yields benefits.

A Governance Manual that establishes a set of goals and policies to promote consistent City leadership based
on the principles of regional leadership, transparency, long-term value, accountability, and inclusivity.

A Policy Plan that serves as the City’s legally required general plan and that states long-term goals, principles,
and policies to achieve Ontario’s Vision through nine elements: land use, housing, mobility, safety,
environmental resources, parks and recreation, community economics, community design, and social resources.

A list of City Council Priorities that shape the City’s ongoing annual budgeting process, with a focus on a

variety of short- and long-term goals and objectives.

An Implementation Plan that identifies the actions needed to carry out TOP’s policies. This includes
initiatives by the City such establishing consistent land use zoning and creating objective development and
design standards, as well as decisions on public and private development projects and City activity programs.

A Tracking and Feedback system that charts the City’s progress toward achieving the Policy Plan goals,
providing data and analysis that enables decision makers to make strategic course corrections in response to
changing circumstances and monitor ongoing operational effectiveness.
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1.4.3 Policy Plan Elements

TOP 2050 focuses on technical updates to the Policy Plan to comply with state housing mandates and conform
with new state laws related to community health, environmental justice, climate adaptation, resiliency, and
mobility. The majority of updates created through the Proposed Project will weave refinements throughout the
existing structure of the Policy Plan, which is organized into nine broad categories:

The Land Use Element establishes how land is developed, used, and arranged to ensure compatibility and
add value to the community in terms of function, design, and fiscal return.

The Housing Element ensures greater production, preservation, and improvement of housing in the
community in the context of existing and future housing needs, constraints to the production of housing, and
available land and financial resoutces.

The Parks and Recreation Element establishes broad direction for the Ontario park system and recreation
programs, emphasizing the vital role parks and recreation programs play in economic development, land use,
housing, community health, infrastructure, and transportation goals.

The Environmental Resources Element addresses how resources are managed comprehensively using
systems that are environmentally and economically sustainable and meet growth demand in Ontatio.

The Community Economics Element articulates the City’s approach to developing and maintaining the local
economy, retaining and attracting further investments, and connecting economic development with the City’s
long-term fiscal health.

The Safety Element addresses how the City protects life, property, and commerce from impacts associated
with human-made and natural hazards, disasters, and other threats to public safety; also identifies ways the City
can establish strategies to adapt to increased hazard risks and strategies to become more resilient.

The Mobility Element coordinates the circulation system with future land use patterns and buildout to satisfy
local and subregional mobility needs, as well as access and connectivity among the various neighborhoods,
centers, corridors, and districts.

The Community Design Element establishes desigh guidance and requitements to protect existing
investments; achieve sustainable environments; add value to the community; and create safe and pleasant places
where people want to live, work, and recreate.

The Social Resources Element improves access to quality and accessible health care, education, community
services and cultural activities—critical components to achieving a prosperous, more equitable, and complete
community and key to addressing environmental justice issues in disadvantaged areas of Ontario.

The project also involves a public outreach program that includes a variety of community-wide and focused
public participation components. Policies that govern the decisions of the City of Ontario in the Policy Plan
are included in Appendix B.
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1431  AREAS OF CHANGE

TOP 2050 is an update to TOP to guide the City’s development and conservation for the next 30 years through
2050. The Proposed Project is a focused effort, with particular emphasis on technical refinements to the Policy
Plan to comply with state housing mandates; conform with new state laws related to community health,
environmental justice, climate adaption, resiliency, and mobility; bring long-term growth and fiscal projections
into alignment with current economic conditions; and advance the Tracking and Feedback system and
Implementation Plan. TOP 2050 fulfills the mandatory Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA)
obligation. TOP 2050 brings long-term growth and fiscal projections into alignment with current economic
conditions as well as property owner and stakeholder requests, all in support of the vision for Ontatrio.

Figure ES 3-5, Proposed Land Use Plan, shows the Proposed Project land use map for the City. Table ES-1,
Buildont Statistical Summary, provides a statistical summary of the buildout potential of TOP 2050 compared to
existing conditions and to the buildout potential under the currently approved TOP. As shown in this table,
TOP 2050 would increase population, dwelling units, and nonresidential buildings but would result in a small
decrease in employment. The decrease in employment at buildout is largely because of automation in the
industrial sector, with large warehousing and logistics buildings expected to create fewer new jobs through 2050
than a similarly sized industrial building was expected to create when the current TOP was adopted in 2010.

Table ES-1 Comparison of Approved TOP to TOP 2050

Nonresidential

Scenario Units Population Square Feet Employment
Existing 2021 Conditions? 52,466 179,597 156,065,382 131,999
Approved TOP? 104,163 357,957 260,399,271 313,067
Proposed TOP2 129,562 410,492 261,491,779 296,002

Net Difference
(Proposed TOP -Approved TOP)

L See Chapter 4, Environmental Setting, for a summary of existing conditions.
2 See Chapter 3, Project Description, for a summary of the Approved TOP and Proposed TOP land uses.

25,399 52,535 1,092,508 -17,065

Summary of Changes to the Approved Project

Figure ES-6, Areas of Change, shows the changes in land use between the approved TOP and TOP 2050 that
will be evaluated in this SEIR. TOP 2050 has minor changes in land use and buildout projections throughout
the City, but the majority of changes are concentrated in four growth areas and the Ontario Ranch:

® Downtown Growth Area

m West Holt Growth Area

m  East Holt Growth Area

m  Ontario Airport Metro Center (OAMC)
m  Ontario Ranch East

m  Ontario Ranch West
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Land use changes outside of these growth areas include converting shopping centers to mixed use and
increasing residential density in existing residential areas and on religious properties. Changes throughout the
City can be grouped into two categories, 1) map changes, and 2) buildout adjustments to account for long-term
changes in the economic landscape (see Chapter 3). These land use changes are intended to improve growth
areas by encouraging the use of alternative forms of transportation, promoting healthier communities through
land use planning that encourages walking and biking, promotes vibrant communities, puts residents in
proximity to resources (i.e., jobs, grocery stores, retail), and aligns growth with planned infrastructure
improvements and regional transportation goals.

1.4.4 Community Climate Action Plan

TOP 2050 includes an update to the City’s Community Climate Action Plan (CCAP) which was adopted in
2014. The CCAP is a plan to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and improve community resilience to
hazardous conditions associated with climate change. The update to the CCAP includes updated emissions
inventories; updated emissions forecasts; identifies GHG emissions reduction targets to achieve the GHG
reduction goals of the City of Ontario consistent with Senate Bill 32, Executive Order S-03-05, and substantial
progress toward the State’s carbon neutrality goals of Executive Order B-55-18; and measures, that when
quantified, achieve the GHG reduction targets for the City. The CCAP is summarized in Section 5.8, Greenhouse
Gas Emissions, of this Draft SEIR. It should be noted that the measures included in the 2022 update to the
CCAP are note substantially different than that of the 2014 CCAP and therefore there is no change in the
environmental impacts associated with the CCAP. However, greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions were considered
a significant unavoidable impact in the 2010 Certified EIR because the City had not yet adopted a GHG
reduction plan to achieve the GHG reduction targets of AB 32. The 2022 update to the CCAP would result in
beneficial impacts to GHG emissions and co-benefits for air quality.

1.5 SUMMARY OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

The CEQA Guidelines (Section 15126.6][a]) state that an EIR must address “a range of reasonable alternatives
to the project, or to the location of the project, which could feasibly attain the basic objectives of the project,
but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project and evaluate the comparative
merits of the alternatives.” The alternatives in this Supplemental DEIR were based, in part, on their potential
ability to reduce or eliminate the impacts determined to be significant and unavoidable for implementation of
the Proposed Project. Project alternatives are assessed in further detail in Chapter 7, Alternatives to the Proposed
Project.

1.5.1 Alternatives Selected for Further Analysis

Based on the criteria listed above, the following two alternatives have been determined to represent a reasonable
range of alternatives which have the potential to feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of TOP 2050 but
which may avoid or substantially lessen any of the new significant effects of the Proposed Project.

m  No Project/Current TOP Alternative
m  Reduced Industrial Alternative
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An EIR must identify an “environmentally superior” alternative and where the No Project Alternative is
identified as environmentally supetior, the EIR is then required to identify an alternative from among the others
evaluated as environmentally superior. However, only impacts where TOP 2050 would result in new or a
substantial increase in magnitude of impacts are used in making the final determination of whether an
alternative is environmentally supetior or inferior to the Proposed Project. Each alternative's environmental
impacts are compared to the Proposed Project and determined to be environmentally superior, neutral, or
inferior. Section 7.7 identifies the Environmentally Superior Alternative. The preferred land use alternative
(Proposed Project) is analyzed in detail in Chapter 5 of this SEIR.

1511  NOPROJECT/CURRENT TOP ALTERNATIVE

Impacts of the No Project/Current TOP alternative would be similar for aesthetics, agriculture and forestry
resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, energy, geology and soils, hydrology and water
quality, mineral resources, noise, tribal cultural resources, and wildfire. This alternative would eliminate the
Proposed Project’s VMT impact on transportation and lessen impacts associated with public services,
recreation, and utilities and service systems. This alternative would slightly increase population and housing
impacts; and would increase hazards and hazardous materials (airport safety), GHG emissions, and land use
and planning (airport land use compatibility) resulting in a significant unavoidable impact. The No
Project/Current TOP alternative would meet all of the project objectives except Objective #1. This alternative
would not include TOP 2050 updated policies, which are designed to further enhance the project objectives,
compared to the current TOP; therefore, this alternative would meet the other objectives but to a lesser extent.

1512  REDUCED INDUSTRIAL ALTERNATIVE

Impacts of the Reduced Industrial alternative would be similar for aesthetics, agriculture and forestry resources,
biological resources, cultural resources, energy, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology
and water quality, land use and planning, mineral resources, population and housing, public services, tribal
cultural resources, and wildfire. This alternative would reduce the Proposed Project’s air quality, GHG, noise,
and utilities and service systems impacts. This alternative would reduce but would not eliminate the Proposed
Project’s significant transportation (VMT) impact. The Reduced Industrial Alternative would meet the project
objectives. The Reduced Industrial Alternative has been identified as the environmentally superior alternative.
This alternative would lessen impacts associated with air quality by reducing the amount of VMT and diesel
particulate matter associated with diesel trucks. The remaining impacts are generally the same as the Proposed
Project.

1.6 ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED

Section 15123(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that an EIR contain issues to be resolved, including the
choice among alternatives and whether or how to mitigate significant impacts. With regard to the Proposed
Project, the major issues to be resolved include decisions by the lead agency as to:

1. Whether this SEIR adequately describes the environmental impacts of the Proposed Project.
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2. Whether the benefits of the Proposed Project override those environmental impacts that cannot be feasibly
avoided or mitigated to a level of insignificance.

3. Whether the Proposed Project is compatible with the character of the existing area.
4.  Whether the identified goals, policies, or mitigation measures should be adopted or modified.

5. Whether there are other mitigation measures that should be applied to the Proposed Project besides the
Mitigation Measures identified in the SEIR.

6. Whether there are any alternatives to the Proposed Project that would substantially lessen any of the
significant impacts of the Proposed Project and achieve most of the basic Project objectives.

1.7 AREAS OF CONTROVERSY

In accordance with Section 15123(b)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines, the EIR summary must identify areas of
controversy known to the lead agency, including issues raised by agencies and the public. The City of Ontario
has no knowledge of expressed opposition to the Proposed Project. Prior to preparation of the Supplemental
DEIR, a public scoping meeting was held on August 5, 2021, to determine the concerns of responsible and
trustee agencies and the community regarding the Proposed Project. The scoping meeting was held virtually
and identified concerns to traffic, recreational access, and aircraft noise. In addition, NOP comment letters
received during the review period are summarized in Chapter 2, Infroduction (see Table 2-1, NOP Comment
Summary). There has been growing opposition to the loss of agricultural land to industrial development within

the City of Ontario. The City also received 43 Comment Letters on the Draft SEIR expressing growing
opposition to the loss of agriculture uses.

1.8 SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, MITIGATION
MEASURES, AND LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Table ES-2 summarizes the conclusions of the environmental analysis contained in this SEIR. Impacts are

identified as significant or less than significant after compliance with TOP 2050 policies (including proposed
new and modified policies), and mitigation measures are identified for all significant impacts. The level of
significance after imposition of the mitigation measures is also presented.
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Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Levels of Significance After Mitigation

Environmental Impact

Level of Significance
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Level of Significance
After Mitigation

5.1 AESTHETICS

Impact 5.1-1. Implementation of TOP 2050
would not substantially alter scenic vistas in the
City of Ontario.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.1-2. Implementation of TOP 2050
would not alter scenic resources within a State
scenic highway.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.1-3. Implementation of TOP 2050
would not conflict with zoning or other
regulations governing scenic quality.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.1-4. Buildout of the Proposed Project
would generate additional light and glare, but
would be minimized through adherence to the
City of Ontario Development Code.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOU

RCES

Impact 5.2-1. The Proposed Project would not
convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance in the City
of Ontario to non-agricultural use.

Less than significant

The City of Ontario’s land use plan no longer designates agricultural land uses in the
City. No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.2-2. The Proposed Project would not
conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use,
or a Williamson Act contract.

Less than significant

The City of Ontario’s land use plan no longer designates agricultural land uses in the
City. No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.2-3. The Proposed Project would not
conflict with existing zoning for forest land,
timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland
Production, or result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Auwugnst 2022

Page 1-27



THE ONTARIO PLAN 2050 DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

CITY OF ONTARIO

1. Executive Summary

Table ES-2

Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Levels of Significance After Mitigation

Environmental Impact

Level of Significance
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Level of Significance
After Mitigation

Impact 5.2-4. The Proposed Project would not
involve other changes that would result in
conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use
or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.3 AIR QUALITY

Impact 5.3-1. The additional population growth
forecast for TOP 2050 and the associated
emissions would exceed the assumptions of
the South Coast AQMD’s AQMP.

Potentially significant

Incorporation of Mitigation Measures 3-2 and AQ-1 into future development projects for

the operation phase would reduce criteria air pollutant emissions associated with buildout

of TOP 2050.

Significant and
unavoidable

Impact 5.3-2. Construction activities
associated with future development that would
be accommodated under TOP 2050 could
generate short-term emissions in exceedance
of the South Coast AQMD’s threshold criteria.

Potentially significant

2010 Certified EIR

31

Prior to discretionary approval by the City of Ontario for development projects
subject to CEQA (California Environmental Quality Act) review (i.e.,
nonexempt projects), project applicants shall prepare and submit a technical
assessment evaluating potential project construction-related air quality
impacts to the City of Ontario Planning Department for review and approval.
The evaluation shall be prepared in conformance with South Coast Air Quality
Management District (South Coast AQMD) methodology for assessing air
quality impacts. If construction-related criteria air pollutants are determined to
have the potential to exceed the South Coast AQMD-adopted thresholds of
significance, Fhe-the City of Ontario bBuilding éDepartment shall require that
all-new-construction-projects-incorperate feasible mitigation measures to
reduce air quality emissions. Potential measures shall be incorporated as
conditions of approval for a project and may include:
e Require fugitive dust control measures that exceed South Coast Air
Quality Management District's Rule 403, such as:
0  Requiring use of nontoxic soil stabilizers to reduce wind erosion.
0  Applying water every four hours to active soil disturbing activities.
0 Tarping and/or maintaining a minimum of 24 inches of freeboard
on trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials.
e Using construction equipment rated by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency as having Fier-3 Tier 4 interim or higher exhaust
emission limits.

Significant and
unavoidable
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Table ES-2 Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Levels of Significance After Mitigation

Level of Significance

Level of Significance

Environmental Impact Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures After Mitigation
e Ensuring construction equipment is properly serviced and maintained to
the manufacturer’s standards.
e Limiting nonessential idling of construction equipment to no more than
five consecutive minutes.
e  Using Super-Compliant VOC paints for coating of architectural surfaces
whenever possible. A list of Super-Compliant architectural coating
manufactures can be found on the South Coast Air Quality Management
District's website at: http://www.agmd.gov/prdas/brochures/Super-
Compliant_AIM.pdf.
These identified measures shall be incorporated into all appropriate
construction documents (e.g., construction management plans) submitted to
the City and shall be verified by the City’s Planning Department.
Impact 5.3-3. Implementation of TOP 2050 Potentially significant 2010 Certified EIR Significant and
would generate additional, long-term emissions 3-2 The City of Ontario shall evaluate new development proposals within the City |unavoidable

in exceedance of South Coast AQMD’s
threshold criteria and cumulatively contribute to
the South Coast Air Basin's nonattainment
designations.

and require all developments to include access or linkages to alternative
modes of transportation, such as transit stops, hike paths, and/or pedestrian
paths (e.g. sidewalks).

New Mitigation

AQ1 Prior to discretionary approval by the City of Ontario for development projects
subject to CEQA (California Environmental Quality Act) review (i.e.,
nonexempt projects), project applicants shall prepare and submit a technical
assessment evaluating potential project operation-phase-related air quality
impacts to the City of Ontario Planning Department for review and approval.
The evaluation shall be prepared in conformance with South Coast Air Quality

Management District (South Coast AQMD) methodology in assessing air

Aungust 2022
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Table ES-2

Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Levels of Significance After Mitigation

Environmental Impact

Level of Significance
Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Level of Significance
After Mitigation

quality impacts. If operation-related air pollutants are determined to have the
potential to exceed the South Coast AQMD-adopted thresholds of
significance, the City of Ontario Planning Department shall require that
applicants for new development projects incorporate mitigation measures to
reduce air pollutant emissions during operational activities. The identified
measures shall be included as part of the conditions of approval. Possible
mitigation measures to reduce long-term emissions could include, but are not
limited to the following:

For site-specific development that requires refrigerated vehicles, the
construction documents shall demonstrate an adequate number of
electrical service connections at loading docks for plug-in of the
anticipated number of refrigerated trailers to reduce idling time and
emissions.

Applicants for manufacturing and light industrial uses shall consider
energy storage and combined heat and power in appropriate
applications to optimize renewable energy generation systems and avoid
peak energy use.

Site-specific developments with truck delivery and loading areas and
truck parking spaces shall include signage as a reminder to limit idling of
vehicles while parked for loading/unloading in accordance with California
Air Resources Board Rule 2845 (13 CCR Chapter 10 sec. 2485).
Provide changing/shower facilities as specified in Section A5.106.4.3 of
CALGreen (Nonresidential Voluntary Measures).

Provide hicycle parking facilities per Section A4.106.9 of CALGreen
(Residential Voluntary Measures).

Provide preferential parking spaces for low-emitting, fuel-efficient, and
carpool/ivan vehicles per Section A5.106.5.1 of CALGreen
(Nonresidential Voluntary Measures).

Provide facilities to support electric charging stations per Section
A5.106.5.3 and Section A5.106.8.2 of CALGreen (Nonresidential
Voluntary Measures; Residential Voluntary Measures).
Applicant-provided appliances shall be Energy Star—certified appliances
or appliances of equivalent energy efficiency (e.g., dishwashers,
refrigerators, clothes washers, and dryers). Installation of Energy Star—
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Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Levels of Significance After Mitigation

Level of Significance

Level of Significance

Environmental Impact Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures After Mitigation
certified or equivalent appliances shall be verified by the City during plan
check.
Impact 5.3-4. Operation of industrial and Potentially significant Policy ER4-9, Health Risk Assessments, would ensure mobile sources of TACs not Significant and
warehousing land uses accommodated under covered under South Coast AQMD permits are considered during subsequent project-  [unavoidable

TOP 2050 could expose sensitive receptors to
substantial toxic air contaminant concentrations.

level environmental review by the City of Ontario; however, implementation of TOP 2050
would generate TACs that could contribute to elevated levels in the air basin
(cumulative).

Impact 5.3-5. The Proposed Project would not
result in other emissions (such as those leading
to odors) adversely affecting a substantial
number of people.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Impact 5.4-1. Compliance with existing
regulations would ensure that implementation
of TOP 2050 would not adversely affect
sensitive species.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.4-2. Compliance with existing
regulations would ensure that implementation
of TOP 2050 would not have an adverse
impact on riparian or sensitive habitats.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.4-3. Compliance with existing
regulations would ensure that implementation
of TOP 2050 would not have an adverse
impact on jurisdictional waters.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.4-4. Implementation of TOP 2050
would not adversely affect wildlife movement.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.4-5. Development in accordance with
TOP 2050 would require compliance with the
requirements of the Delhi Sands Flower-Loving
Fly Ontario Recovery Unit.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant
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5.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Impact 5.5-1. Implementation of TOP 2050
could impact a historic resource.

Potentially significant.

2010 Certified EIR
5-1 Historic or potentially historic resources in the City shall be evaluated for

historic significance through the City's tier system prior to the issuance of plan

or development approvals in-the-Foeus-Areas. Pursuant to City's

Development Code Chapter
7, Historic Preservation), mitigati i istori

a)

Eeach historic resource shall be fully documented and cataloged
pursuant to Historic American Building Survey/Historic American
Engineering Record (HABS/HAER) standards, to provide a record of the
resource, including, but not limited to: [i] the preparation of site plans,
floor plans, exterior and interior elevations, and detail drawings of
character defining features (such as moldings, stairs, etc.); and [ii]
photographs of the resource, including the exterior, interior, and interior
and exterior character defining features (such as moldings, light fixtures,

trim patterns, etc.).
A mitigation fee established pursuant to Section 7.01.030 (Historic
Preservation Mitigation Fee) shall be paid to the City prior to the
issuance of a demolition permit for Tier |1l historic resources. Fees for
Tier | and Il historic resources shall be determined during the

- [ - for T

Significant and
unavoidable
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necessary), and the location of each item on a floor plan.

Impact 5.5-2. Implementation of TOP 2050
could impact archaeological resources.

Potentially significant.

In areas of documented or inferred archaeological and/or paleontological
resource presence, City staff shall require applicants for development permits
to provide studies to document the presence/absence of such resources. On
properties where resources are identified, such studies shall provide a
detailed mitigation plan, including a monitoring program and recovery and/or

in situ preservation plan, based on the recommendations of a qualified cultural

preservation expert. The mitigation plan shall include the following
requirements:

a)

Archaeologists and/or paleontologist shall be retained for the project and
will be on call during grading and other significant ground-disturbing
activities.

Should any cultural resources be discovered, no further grading shall
occur in the area of the discovery until the Planning Director or designee
is satisfied that adequate provisions are in place to protect these
resources.

Unanticipated discoveries shall be evaluated for significance by a San
Bernardino County Certified Professional Archaeologist/Paleontologist. If
significance criteria are met, then the project shall be required to perform
data recovery, professional identification, radiocarbon dates, and other
special studies; submit materials to a museum for permanent curation;
and provide a comprehensive final report including catalog with museum
numbers.

Less than significant
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Impact 5.5-3. Grading activities would not
adversely impact human remains, if accidently
uncovered because procedures are required
under the Public Resources Code and
California Health and Safety code.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.6 ENERGY

Impact 5.6-1. TOP 2050 would not result in
potentially significant environmental impacts
due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources during
project construction or operation.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.6-2. Implementation of TOP 2050
would not conflict with or obstruct a state or
local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Impact 5.7-1. Development of TOP 2050 would
adhere to the California Building Code to
ensure residents, employees, or visitors in
Ontario would not be adversely affected by
potential seismic-related hazards.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.7-2. Implementation of TOP 2050
would not result in substantial soil erosion or
the loss of topsail.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.7-3. The City of Ontario would not
exacerbate geologic hazards in the City, such
as on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant
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Impact 5.7-4. Development associated with
TOP 2050 would not be located on expansive
soil, as defined in Table 18-1B of the Uniform
building Code (1994), creating substantial
direct or indirect risks to life or property.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.7-5. Implementation of TOP 2050
would not result in use of septic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems that
would not be supported by soils in the City.

No impact

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.7-6. Implementation of TOP 2050
could directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource.

Potentially significant

2010 Certified EIR

In areas of documented or inferred archaeological and/or paleontological
resource presence, City staff shall require applicants for development permits
to provide studies to document the presence/absence of such resources. On
properties where resources are identified, such studies shall provide a
detailed mitigation plan, including a monitoring program and recovery and/or
in situ preservation plan, based on the recommendations of a qualified cultural
preservation expert. The mitigation plan shall include the following
requirements:

5-2

a.

Archaeologists and/or paleontologist shall be retained for the project and
will be on call during grading and other significant ground-disturbing
activities.

Should any cultural resources be discovered, no further grading shall
occur in the area of the discovery until the Planning Director or designee
is satisfied that adequate provisions are in place to protect these
resources.

Unanticipated discoveries shall be evaluated for significance by a San
Bernardino County Certified Professional Archaeologist/Paleontologist. If
significance criteria are met, then the project shall be required to perform
data recovery, professional identification, radiocarbon dates, and other
special studies; submit materials to a museum for permanent curation;
and provide a comprehensive final report including catalog with museum
numbers.

Less than significant
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Level of Significance
Environmental Impact Before Mitigation

5.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Level of Significance
Mitigation Measures After Mitigation

Impact 5.8-1. Implementation of TOP 2050 Less than significant No mitigation measures are required.
with the CCAP is projected to result in 2010 Certified EIR
emissions below those of the Approved Project he Gi
and meet the GHG reduction target established
under SB 32 and Executive Order S-03-05 and
progress toward the State’s carbon neutrality
goal.

Less than significant
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Mitigation Measures
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Impact 5.8-2. Implementation of TOP 2050
would not conflict with an applicable plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency adopted for
the purpose of reducing GHG emissions.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Impact 5.9-1. Implementation of TOP 2050
would involve the transport, use, and/or
disposal of hazardous materials but existing
regulations and TOP 2050 Policies would
ensure no adverse impacts on the
environment.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.9-2. Land uses within the City of
Ontario are on a list of hazardous materials
sites; however, existing regulations and Safety
Element policies of TOP 2050 would ensure
that development would not exacerbate
existing hazards.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.9-3. TOP 2050 is within the airport
influence area of the Ontario International
Airport and Chino Airport; however, land uses
are consistent with the airport safety zones.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.9-4. Implementation of TOP 2050
would not Impair implementation of or
physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.9-5. TOP 2050 would not result
exacerbate wildfire risks in Ontario.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant
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5.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Impact 5.10-1. The Proposed Project would
not violate water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water

quality.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.10-2. The Proposed Project would
not substantially decrease groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project
may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.10-3. The Proposed Project would
increase impervious surfaces but would not
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would impact
water quality or cause flooding.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.10-4. The Proposed Project would
not exacerbate risk of flood hazards, tsunamis,
or seiches or risk release of pollutants due to
inundation

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.10-5. The Proposed Project would
not obstruct or conflict with the implementation
of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING

Impact 5.11-1. Project implementation would
not divide an established community

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant
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Impact 5.11-2. Project implementation would
not conflict with applicable plans adopted for
the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.12 MINERAL RESOURCES

Impact 5.12-1. Project implementation would
not result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.13 NOISE

Impact 5.13-1. Construction activities
associated with buildout of TOP 2050 would
result in temporary noise increases at sensitive
receptors during construction activities.

Potentially significant

2010 Certified EIR
Construction activities associated with new development that occurs near
sensitive receptors shall be evaluated for potential noise impacts. Mitigation

measures;-such-as-installation-of- temperany-sound-barriersforadjacent

12-4

the following measures for construction activities conducted in the City of

Ontario. Construction plans submitted to the City shall identify these

measures on demolition, grading, and construction plans submitted to the

City. The City of Ontario Planning and Building Departments shall verify that

grading, demolition, and/or construction plans submitted include these

notations prior to issuance of demolition, grading, and/or building permits.

e  Construction activity is limited to the hours: Between 7:00 AM and 6:00
PM Monday through Friday and 9:00 AM to 6:00 PM Saturdays and
Sundays, as prescribed in Municipal Code Section 5-29.09.

e  During the entire active construction period, equipment and trucks used
for project construction shall use the best-available noise control
techniques (e.q., improved mufflers, equipment re-design, use of intake
silencers, ducts, engine enclosures, and acoustically attenuating shields
or shrouds), wherever feasible.

Significant and
unavoidable
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Impact tools (e.g., jack hammers and hoe rams) shall be hydraulically or
electrically powered wherever possible. Where the use of pneumatic
tools is unavoidable, an exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhaust
shall be used along with external noise jackets on the tools.

Stationary equipment, such as generators and air compressors shall be
located as far as feasible from nearby noise-sensitive uses.

Stockpiling shall be located as far as feasible from nearby noise-
sensitive receptors.

Construction traffic shall be limited, to the extent feasible, to approved
haul routes established by the City’s Engineering Department-Planning
At least 10 days prior to the start of construction activities, a sign shall
be posted at the entrance(s) to the job site, clearly visible to the public,
that includes permitted construction days and hours, as well as the
telephone numbers of the City's and contractor’s authorized
representatives that are assigned to respond in the event of a noise or
vibration complaint. If the authorized contractor’s representative receives
a complaint, he/she shall investigate, take appropriate corrective action,
and report the action to the City.

Signs shall be posted at the job site entrance(s), within the on-site
construction zones, and along queueing lanes (if any) to reinforce the
prohibition of unnecessary engine idling. All other equipment shall be
turned off if not in use for more than 5 minutes.

During the entire active construction period and to the extent feasible,
the use of noise-producing signals, including horns, whistles, alarms,
and bells, shall be for safety warning purposes only. The construction
manager shall use smart back-up alarms, which automatically adjust the
alarm level based on the background noise level or switch off back-up
alarms and replace with human spotters in compliance with all safety
requirements and laws.

Erect temporary noise barriers (at least as high as the exhaust of
equipment and breaking line-of-sight between noise sources and
sensitive receptors), as necessary and feasible, to maintain construction
noise levels at or below the performance standard of 80 dBA Leq.
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Barriers shall be constructed with a solid material that has a density of at
least 1.5 pounds per square foot with no gaps from the ground to the top
of the barrier and may be lined on the construction side with an
acoustical blanket, curtain, or equivalent absorptive material.

Impact 5.13-2. Implementation of TOP 2050
would not result in long-term operation-related
noise that would not exceed established
standards

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.13-3. Development in accordance
with TOP 2050 could create groundborne
vibration and groundborne noise during
construction activities in excess of established
standards.

Potentially significant

2010 Certified EIR

12-2

Prior to issuance of a building permit for itndividual projects that involve
vibration-intensive construction activities, such as pile drivers, jack hammers,
and vibratory rollers eceurring-near sensitive receptors shall be evaluated for
potential vibration impacts. Construction within 135 feet of fragile structures,
such as historical resources, 100 feet of non-engineered timber and masonry
buildings (e.g., most residential buildings), or within 75 feet of engineered
concrete and masonry (no plaster); or a vibratory roller within 25 feet of any
structure, the project applicant shall prepare a noise and vibration analysis to
assess and mitigate potential noise and vibration impacts related to these
activities. This noise and vibration analysis shall be conducted by a qualified
and experienced acoustical consultant or engineer. The vibration levels shall
not exceed Federal Transit Administration (FTA) architectural damage
thresholds (e.qg., 0.12 inches per second [in/sec] peak particle velocity [PPV]
for fragile or historical resources, 0.2 in/sec PPV for non-engineered timber
and masonry buildings, and 0.3 in/sec PPV for engineered concrete and
masonry). If vibration levels would exceed this threshold, alternative uses
such as drilling piles as opposed to pile driving and static rollers as opposed
to vibratory rollers shall be used. If necessary, construction vibration
monitoring shall be conducted to ensure vibration thresholds are not

exceeded. H-construction-related-vibration-is-determined-to-be perceptible-at

Significant and
unavoidable
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