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ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS

ng/m?
AAQS

AB
ACLUP

af

afy
ALUCP
APN
AQMD
AQMP
AR4, ARG
AST
AWIA
BMP
CAFE
CalARP
CalEPA
CAL FIRE
CALGteen
Cal/OSHA
CalRecycle
Caltrans
CARB
CBC
CCAP
CCR

CDA
CDFW
CDOC
CEC
CEQA

micrograms per cubic meter

ambient air quality standards

Assembly Bill

airport comprehensive land use plan

acre-foot

acre-feet per year

airport land use compatibility plan

Assessor’s Parcel Number

air quality management district

air quality management plan

4th or 6th Assessment Report on Climate Change by the IPCC
aboveground storage tank

America's Water Infrastructure Act

best management practices

corporate average fuel economy

California Accidental Release Prevention Program
California Environmental Protection Agency

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
California Green Building Standards Code

California Occupational Safety and Health Administration
California Department of Resources, Recycling, and Recovery
California Department of Transportation

California Air Resources Board

California Building Code

community climate action plan

California Code of Regulations

Chino Desalter Authority

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Department of Conservation

California Energy Commission

California Environmental Quality Act
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CERCLA
CERS
CES
CFC
CFR
CGP
CH4
CIP
CIWMP
CIWQS
CNEL
CcO
COgze
CPUC
CRHR
CUPA
CWA
cy

dB

dBA
DEIR
DIF
DPM
DSFLF
DTSC
DWR
EAP
EHD
EMI
ENF
EO
EPA
EPCRA

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act

CalEPA Regulated Site Portal

CalEnviroScreen (California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool)

California Fire Code

Code of Federal Regulations

Construction General Permit

methane

capital improvement program

countywide integrated waste management plan
California Integrated Water Quality System
community noise equivalent level

carbon monoxide

carbon dioxide equivalent

California Public Utilities Commission
California Register of Historical Resources
Certified Unified Program Agency

Clean Water Act

cubic yard(s)

decibel

A-weighted decibel

draft environmental impact report
development impact fee(s)

diesel particulate matter

Delhi sands flower-loving fly

Department of Toxic Substances Control (CA)
Department of Water Resources (CA)
emergency action plan

Environmental Health Department (CA)
Exposure Model for Individuals database
Enforcement Action Listing database
Executive Order

United States Environmental Protection Agency

Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act
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ESA environmental site assessment

EV electric vehicle

FAA Federal Aviation Administration

fc foot-candle(s)

FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency
FHSZ fire hazard severity zone

FINDS Facility Index System database

FIRM flood insurance rate map

FTA Federal Transit Administration

GHG greenhouse gases

Gig gigabit per second

GPA general plan amendment

gped gallons per capita per day

gpd gallons per day

GWh gigawatt-hour(s)

GWP global warming potential

HCD Housing and Community Development Department (CA)
HCOC hydrologic conditions of concern

HMD Hazardous Materials Division (County Fire District)
HRA health risk assessment

HWMP hazardous waste management plan

HWTS Hazardous Waste Tracking System database
1IEUA Inland Empire Ultilities Agency

IPCC Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
kWh kilowatt-hout(s)

Lan day-night noise level

Leg equivalent continuous noise level

Lmax maximum noise level

LEPC local emergency planning committee

LID low impact development

LOS level of setrvice

LST localized significance thresholds

LUST leaking underground storage tank
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MATES
MBTA
MER

MLD
MPD
mpg
MPO
MRZ
MT
MWELO
MWh
NAHC
NFPA
NHPA
NOx
NOP
NPDES
NRCS
NRHP
NWI

O3

OD
OEM
OES
OFD
OHWM
OMC
OMUC
ONT
ONT-IAC
OPD
ORSC

Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study
Migratory Bird Treaty Act

maximum exposed receptor

million gallons per day

most likely descendant

master plan of drainage

miles per gallon

metropolitan planning organization

mineral recovery zone

metric ton

Model Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance
megawatt-hour(s)

Native American Heritage Commission
National Fire Protection Association
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966
nitrogen oxides

Notice of Preparation

National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
Natural Resource Conservation Service
National Register of Historic Places
National Wetlands Inventory

ozone

origin-destination

Office of Emergency Management (Ontatio)
California Office of Emergency Services
Ontario Fire Department

ordinary high water mark

Original Model Colony

Ontario Municipal Utilities Company

Ontario International Airport

Ontario International Airport—Inter Agency Collaborative

Ontario Police Department

Ontario Regional Sports Complex
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PA
PM
POTW
ppb

ppd
ppm
PPV
PRC
PRD
PRPA
RCRA
REC
RHNA
ROW
RP
RTP/SCS
RWQCB
SAA
SAWCo
SB
SBCFCD
SBCTA
SBTAM
SCAG
SCCIC
SCE
SCS
SERC
SIP

SLF
SMARA
SOx
SoCAB

planning area

particulate matter

publicly owned treatment works
parts per billion

pounds per day

parts per million

peak particle velocity

Public Resources Code

permit registration documents

Paleontological Resources Preservation, Omnibus Public Lands Act

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
recognized environmental condition
regional housing needs assessment
right-of-way

regional water reclamation plant

regional transportation plan / sustainable communities strategy

Regional Water Quality Control Board
streambed alteration agreement

San Antonio Water Company

Senate Bill

San Bernardino County Flood Control District
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority
San Bernardino Traffic Analysis Model

Southern California Association of Governments
South Central Coastal Information Center
Southern California Edison

sustainable communities strategy

State Emergency Response Commission

state implementation plan

Sacred Lands File

Surface Mining and Reclamation Act

sulfur oxides

South Coast Air Basin
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SOI
SP
SQMP
SRA
SRA
SSC
SSMP
SSO
SWPPP
SWRCB
TAC
TCR
TDM
TMDL
TMP
TOP
USACE
USFW'S
UST
UWMP
VdB
VMT
VOC
WFA
WMP
WOTUS
WQMP
WRCA
WSA
WUI
WWTP
ZE
ZEV

sphere of influence

service population

stormwater quality management plan
source receptor area (air quality)

state responsibility area (wildfire)
species of special concern (CDFW)
sewer system management plan
sanitary sewer overflow

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
State Water Resources Control Board
toxic air contaminants

tribal cultural resource

transportation demand management
total maximum daily load

traffic management plan

The Ontario Plan

United States Army Corps of Engineers
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
underground storage tank

urban water management plan

velocity decibels

vehicle miles traveled

volatile organic compound

Water Facilities Authority (CA)

water master plan

waters of the United States

water quality management plan
waterfowl and raptor conservation area
water supply assessment
wildland-urban interface

wastewater treatment plant

zero emissions

zero emissions vehicle
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1. Executive Summary

1.1 INTRODUCTION

The Ontario Regional Sports Complex (ORSC) would allow for development on an approximately 199-gross-
acre site (ORSC site) of a variety of recreational opportunities—from a semi-professional Minor League
Baseball stadium, retail, and hospitality area to a new City recreation center and aquatics center surrounded by
a variety of baseball/softball, soccer, and multiuse fields. Development on the ORSC site would require
installation of a sewer line in the Vineyard Avenue right-of-way (Offsite Improvement Area). The ORSC also
requires a concurrent General Plan Amendment and Rezoning (GPA and Rezone) to offset the potential loss
in residential capacity in The Ontario Plan (TOP) of 1,471 units from the ORSC site when it is redesignated
and rezoned to accommodate the uses of the ORSC. To offset this loss, 94 acres along the Vineyard Corridor
south of the ORSC site would be assigned a more intense land use designation, changing from Low Density
Residential (LDR) to Medium Density Residential (MDR) to comply with Senate Bill (SB) 330 and SB 166. The
development on the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area and concurrent GPA and Rezone are referred
to as the Proposed Project.

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 analyzes potential environmental consequences in order to inform
the public and support informed decisions by local and state governmental agency decision makers. This
document focuses on impacts determined to be potentially significant during the Notice of Preparations
(NOPs)/scoping meeting processes for this Proposed Project (see Appendix Al, NOP EIR, Appendix A2,
NOP SEIR, and Appendix B1, NOP EIR Comments, and Appendix B2, NOP SEIR Comments).

This DEIR 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 DEIR derive from onsite 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 (aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, energy, geological
resources, paleontological resources, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, greenhouse
gas emissions, noise, and transportation).
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1.2 ENVIRONMENTAL PROCEDURES

This DEIR 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 requiring 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 proposed project, the lead agency
must consider the information in the EIR; determine whether the EIR was prepared in accordance with CEQA
and 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.

1.21 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 resolved, and the potential
environmental impacts and mitigation measures identified for the Proposed Project.

Chapter 2. Introduction: Describes the purpose of this EIR, background on the Proposed Project, the notice
of preparation, the use of incorporation by reference, and Final EIR certification.

Chapter 3. Project Description: A detailed description of the Proposed 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 EIR.

Chapter 4. Environmental Setting: A description of the physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of
the ORSC site as they existed at the time the notice of preparation was published, from local and regional
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perspectives. These provide the baseline physical conditions from which the lead agency determines the
significance of the Proposed Project’s environmental impacts.

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; the existing environmental setting; the potential
adverse and beneficial effects of the Proposed Project; the level of impact significance before mitigation; the
mitigation measures for the Proposed Project; the level of significance after mitigation is incorporated; and the
potential cumulative impacts of the Proposed Project and other existing, approved, and proposed development
in the area.

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. Alternatives include the No Project Alternative and a Reduced Intensity
Alternative.

Chapter 8. Impacts Found Not to Be Significant: Briefly describes the potential impacts of the Proposed
Project that were determined not to be significant by the Initial Study and were therefore not discussed in detail
in this EIR.

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

Chapter 12. Qualifications of Persons Preparing EIR: Lists the people who prepared this EIR for the
proposed project.

Chapter 13. Bibliography: The technical reports and other sources used to prepare this EIR.

Appendices: The appendices for this document (in PDF format on a CD attached to the front cover) comprise
these supporting documents:

m  Appendix Al: NOP EIR

m  Appendix A2: NOP SEIR

m  Appendix Bl: NOP EIR Comments

m  Appendix B2: NOP SEIR Comments

m  Appendix C:  Musco Lighting Plans

m  Appendix D1: Air Quality and GHG Modeling
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Appendix D2:
Appendix D3:
Appendix E1:
Appendix E2:

Appendix F1:
Appendix F2:
Appendix F3:

Appendix G1:
Appendix G2:
Appendix G3:

Appendix H:

Construction HRA

Energy

Biological Resources Report

Aquatic Resources Delineation

Cultural Resources Update

2016 Cultural Resources Report

Tribal Consultation

2016 Geotechnical Report

Stadium Geotechnical Report
Paleontological Resources Memorandum

Environmental Site Assessments

Appendix I: 2016 Hydrology Report
Appendix J1:  Construction Noise

Appendix J2:  Traffic Noise

Appendix J3:  Stadium Noise

Appendix J4:  Athletic Field Noise

Appendix ]J5:  Commercial Miscellaneous Noise
Appendix K:  Service Response Letters
Appendix L1:  VMT Memorandum

Appendix L2: Traffic Impact Analysis
Appendix L.3:  Parking Memorandum
Appendix M:  Water Supply Assessment
Appendix N:  ONT-IAC Consistency Analysis

1.2.2 Type and Purpose of This DEIR

ORSC

This DEIR has been prepared as, in part, a “Project EIR,” defined by Section 15161 of the CEQA Guidelines
(California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3). This type of EIR examines the environmental
impacts of a specific development project and should focus primarily on the changes in the environment that
would result from the development project. The EIR will examine all phases of the project—planning,
construction, and operation.

General Plan Amendment and Rezone

This Draft EIR also fulfills the requirements for a Program EIR for the concurrent General Plan Amendment
and Rezone require under SB 330 and SB 166. The Proposed Project requires a General Plan Amendment
(GPA) designating the Vineyard Corridor parcels (94 acres) as Medium Density Residential (MDR) instead of
Low Density Residential (LDR), creating capacity for up to 2,075 residential units to ensure no net loss of
residential land in the City pursuant to SB 330. SB 166 requires that the 194 units that were allocated to the
ORSC site must be reallocated to other suitable sites in the City. To comply with this requirement, two of the
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parcels in the Vineyard Corridor (19.25 of 94.00 acres) that were identified to accept the units reallocated from
the ORSC site for SB 330 compliance would be added to the Housing Element’s sites inventory; their Assessor’s
Parcel Numbers are: 218-18-102 and 218-18-115.

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 ElIRs 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. Because the concurrent General Plan Amendment
and Rezone required under SB 330 and SB 166 and would update the current TOP (2050 TOP); the
programmatic evaluation for this component relies on the findings of the 2022 Certified EIR for the 2050
TOP, per CEQA Guidelines Section 15163. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Sections 15148 and 15150,
this EIR incorporates the 2022 Certified EIR (and its constituent parts) by reference. All documents
incorporated by reference are available for review at the City of Ontario Community Development Department
at 303 East B Street.

1.3 PROJECT LOCATION

The ORSC site is in the southern portion of Ontario, which is known as the Ontario Ranch. The ORSC site is
on the southeast corner of Vineyard Avenue and Riverside Drive in the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan area.
The ORSC site is bounded to the north by Riverside Drive, to the south by Chino Avenue, to the west by the
unimproved right-of-way for Vineyard Avenue, and to the east by the Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel
(see Figure ES-1, Regional Location, and Figure ES-2, Local Vicinity). Existing land uses in the ORSC site are
shown on Figure ES-3, Aerial Photograph. Much of the ORSC site is presently vacant and was primarily used for
agricultural purposes, including the raising of livestock and dairy farming. Other land uses on the ORSC site
include a nursery east of Ontario Avenue. Vineyard Avenue currently terminates at Riverside Drive.

1.4 PROJECT SUMMARY

Ontario Regional Sports Complex

The ORSC would provide a variety of experiences, including a 6,000-capacity, semipro, Minor League Baseball
stadium with supportive retail/hospitality uses and a new city regional park and community recreation facilities,
including a new recreational center; aquatics center; and baseball, softball, and soccer fields. The land use plan
under the ORSC comprises seven planning areas (PA)—Baseball Stadium (PA 1); Commercial Retail (PA 2);
Baseball Stadium Retail-Hospitality (PA 3), Baseball Stadium Retail-Hospitality South (PA 4); City Park—Active
Fields (PA 5); City Park—Indoor Athletic Facility (PA 6); and Community Recreation Center (PA 7)—as shown
on Figure ES-4, Ontario Regional Sports Complex: Planning Areas. The amenities are shown in Table ES-1, Ontario
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Regional Sport Complex: Amenities Summary, and on Figure ES-5, Conceptual Land Use Plan. As shown in Table ES-
1, the ORSC would result in 540,750 square feet of commercial building space, 450,000 square feet of stadium
space (110,000 square feet of conditioned space and 340,000 square feet of unconditioned space), and 272,000
square feet of parking structures.

Table ES-1 Ontario Regional Sport Complex Amenities Summary
Building Square Feet

Land Use Acres Commercial Parking Stadium Number of Amenities
PA 1 BASEBALL STADIUM 16.01 — 185,000 450,000 fggg g::’kai:igtySpaces
Baseball Field Facility 11.33 — — — 6,000 capacity
Conditioned Space — — — 110,000 —
Unconditioned Space — — — 340,000 —
Parking Structure A (3-stories) 4.68 — 185,000 — 1,600 parking spaces
PA 2 COMMERCIAL RETAIL 19.62 45,000 — — 1,500 Parking Spaces
Retail/Commercial, East 5.06 45,000 — — —
Surface Parking, East 14.56 — — — 1,500 parking spaces
el e B I I
Retail/Commercial 217 21,000 — — —
Hotel 2.41 70,000 — — 100 Rooms
DA SIS, oy | agem || — [ 250 Paring spaces
Retail/Commercial 6.54 114,000 — — —
Surface Parking, South 2.00 — — — 250 Parking Spaces
PA 5 CITY PARK, Active Fields 110.90 23,300 — 2,000 Parking Spaces
Multipurpose Fields (Soccer/Football) 4113 — — — 13 Fields
E/Ieu;tgi]llﬁe): Fields (Baseball/Softball/Little 4511 _ _ _ 8 Fields
Park 10.87 23,300 — — —
Parking Structure B (4 stories) 3.59 — 87,000 — 1,000 Parking Spaces
Surface Parking, South 10.2 — — — 1,000 Parking Spaces
e 758 | 150450 — — 388 Parking Spaces
Indoor Athletic Facility 4.46 159,450 — — 16 max. Courts
Surface Parking 3.12 — — — 388 Parking Spaces
i UNITY RECREATION 1568 | 108,000 — — 525 Parking Spaces
Community Center/ Admin Building 3.46 70,000 — — —
Activity Area 8.05 38,000 — 1 Field/8 Courts
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Table ES-1 Ontario Regional Sport Complex Amenities Summary

Building Square Feet
Land Use Acres Commercial Parking Stadium Number of Amenities
Recreation Surface Parking 417 — — — 525 parking spaces
Right-of-Way 16.10 — — — —
6,000 Capacity
TOTAL 199.01 540,750 272,000 450,000 100 Rooms
6,263 Parking Spaces

The Ontario Plan (TOP) Land Use Amendments and Zone Changes

The Land Use Element of the Policy Plan establishes two land use designations in the Proposed Project area,
Low-Density Residential and Medium Density Residential. The Proposed Project would require changing the
existing land use and zoning to allow for recreational facilities and regional-serving entertainment, retail, and
service uses, including hotels/motels, and restaurants (see Figure ES-6, Proposed General Plan Amendment of the
Project Area, and Table ES-2, Proposed Land Use Designations of the Ontario Regional Sports Complex). The Proposed
Project would:

m  Convert 134.42 acres of Low Density Residential (LDR) and Medium Density Residential (MDR) to Open
Space-Parkland (OS-R).

m  Convert 51.57 acres of Low Density Residential (LDR) to Hospitality (HOS) for a baseball stadium,
ancillary/supportive retail, and lodging uses.

Approval of the ORSC would also rescind the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan and rezone the ORSC site with
traditional zoning designations (see Table ES-2).

Table ES-2 Proposed Land Use Designations

Land Use | Zoning Acres

Ontario Regional Sports Park Complex (On-Site Land Use Changes)

Hospitality (HOS) Convention Center Support Retail (CCS) 51.57

Open Space-Parkland (OS-R) Open Space-Recreation 134.42

Right-of-Way (ROW)! 13.01

Proposed Project (Onsite) Total 199.00

Off-Site Land Use Changes (Senate Bills 330 and 166 Compliance)

Medium-Density Residential (MDR) No proposed ;pning change 7475
SP/AG (Specific Plan)

Medium-Density Residential (MDR) SP/AQ{AH . . 19.25
(Specific Plan with Affordable Housing Overlay)

Senate Bill 330 (Off-Site) Total 94.00

Notes: SP = Specific Plan, AG = Agricultural, AH = Affordable Housing
1 ROW is consistent with TOP 2050 estimates; it is not based on Table 3-1.
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Because the ORSC would replace areas planned for residential use with nonresidential uses, the loss in
residential capacity must be offset by increasing the residential capacity by an equal amount elsewhere in the
city to comply with Senate Bill (SB) 330, which mandates no net loss of residential capacity citywide, and SB
166, which mandates that a jurisdiction maintain an inventory of sites suitable to fulfill its low and very low
Regional Housing Needs Assessment obligation at all times.

TOP 2050 planned for a total of 1,471 units in the areas designated LDR and MDR in ORSC site. To offset
this loss, 94 acres along the Vineyard Corridor, south of the ORSC site, would be assigned a more intense land
use designation, changing from LDR to MDR (see Figure ES-6). The current land use designation in the
Vineyard Corridor, LDR, allowed up to 424 units under TOP 2050. Because of SB 330, the combined capacity
for the ORSC site and the Vineyard Corridor patrcels must be maintained, meaning the Vineyard Corridor
parcels must support a minimum capacity of 1,895 units (1,471 units to offset the Proposed Project plus 424
units to account for the existing capacity on the parcels where growth potential would be reallocated). To
achieve this, the Proposed Project requires a general plan amendment designating the Vineyard Corridor parcels
(94 acres) as MDR instead of LDR, creating capacity for 2,075 units (see Figure ES-6), 180 units more than
required to comply with SB 330.

SB 166 requires that the 194 units that were allocated to the ORSC site must be reallocated to other suitable
sites in the city. To comply with this requirement, two of the parcels in the Vineyard Corridor (19.25 of 94.00
acres) that were identified to accept the units reallocated from the ORSC site for SB 330 compliance would be
added to the Housing Element’s sites inventory; their Assessor’s Parcel Numbers are: 218-18-102 and 218-18-
115.

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 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 No-Project-No Development Alternative

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(e), this EIR evaluates a No Project—-No Development
Alternative to compare the impacts of approving the Proposed Project with the impacts of not approving the
Proposed Project. The No Project—No Development Alternative is an alternative that looks at what would
happen if no development occurs on-site. The existing site is primarily utilized for dairy and a nursery but there
are some rural residential units within the 199-acre ORSC site. This alternative would allow for these land uses
to remain. However, no improvements would occur under this alternative. There would be no residential or
nonresidential development on-site. This alternative would not require removal of manure or expansion of
infrastructure, including roadways and wet and dry utilities. The sewer line extension would not be needed.
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Figure ES-2 - Local Vicinity

Ontario
Soccer Park

Whispering Lakes Westwind——
Golf Course Park

E Riverside Dr

7
I

|

&

S Walker Ave
S Baker Ave
Vineyard Ave

S Whispering Lakes Ln
Ontario Ave

S Archibald

Chino Ave

Curamonga Creek Flood Control Chanfrel

s

‘ Schaefer Ave S
— 1‘ — ] ==

Ontario Ranch Rd

***‘M——— | |
|

ORSC Site GPA and Rezone Area = == == == QOffsite Improvement Area

0 2,000 w
. ]
Source: Generated using ArcMap 2023. Scale (Feet) L J

PlaceWorks




ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

1. Executive Summary

This page intentionally left blank.

Page 1-12 PlaceWorks



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

1. Executive Summary
Flgure ES 3 Aerlal Photograph

‘

L

i

I
=
()
Q
a4
=]
]

ORSC Site

. |
Scale (Feet)
Source: Nearmap 2023. ‘ J

PlaceWorks

GPA and Rezone Area = = == = Qffsite Inprovement Area 0 800 r ‘




ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

1. Executive Summary

This page intentionally left blank.

Page 1-14 PlaceWWorks



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

1. Executive Summary
Figure ES-4 - Ontario Regional Sports Complex Planning Areas
ERIVCLS | HC1D —— Ji

S ——

Planning Areas
PA1
PA2
PA3
PA 4
PAS
PA 6
PA7

-~

ORSC Site
0 550 V"W
. |
Scale (Feet)
Source: Ontario 2023. L J

PlacelWorks




ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

1. Executive Summary

This page intentionally left blank.

Page 1-16 PlaceWorks



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

1. Executive Summary
Figure ES-5 - Conceptual Land Use Plan
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This alternative would not trigger SB 330/SB 166; therefore, the TOP amendments and zone change for the
parcels south of the project on Vineyard Avenue would not be needed, and those parcels would not be rezoned
to Medium Density Residential (MDR) and would remain Low Density Residential (LDR).

Ability to Reduce Environmental Impacts

Under the No Project—No Development Alternative, impacts on biological resources, cultural resources,
geology and soils, GHG emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and
planning, noise, population and housing, public services, and utilities and service systems would be reduced in
comparison to the ORSC. The alternative would also eliminate significant and unavoidable impacts to
agricultural resources, air quality, GHG, noise, and transportation impacts. Only recreation impacts would be
greater under this alternative.

Ability to Achieve Project Objectives

While this alternative would reduce impacts in nearly all topical areas and also eliminate significant and
unavoidable impacts, the No Project—-No Development Alternative would not meet any of the project
objectives. Since the ORSC site would remain rural agricultural land use, this alternative would not provide a
sports complex, consolidate and/or expand the City’s athletic programs, provide a stadium to attract a Minor
League Baseball team, allow for connection to OmniTrans bus stops to a stadium, or provide for a way to
prioritize development away from sensitive receptors.

1.5.2 No Project-Armstrong Ranch Alternative

The No Project—Armstrong Ranch Alternative would develop the site based on the approved land use plan,
which is the 2017 Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan. The Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan allows for the
development of up to 891 residential dwelling units consisting of a variety of single-family detached and
attached dwellings and an elementary school site. Residential land use areas are divided into six individual
neighborhood planning areas linked by a network of street-separated sidewalks and trails that also connect the
neighborhoods to a variety of park spaces, a proposed elementary school, and local and City master planned
trail systems.

This alternative would not trigger SB 330/SB 166; there would be no TOP amendments and zone change for
the parcels south of the ORSC site on Vineyard Avenue, which would not be rezoned to MDR and would
remain designated LDR.

Ability to Reduce Environmental Impacts

Under the No Project—Armstrong Ranch Alternative, impacts on air quality, energy, land use and planning, and
public services would be reduced in comparison to the ORSC. The alternative would also eliminate significant
and unavoidable impacts to GHG, noise, and transportation. Impacts to agricultural resources, biological
resources, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, mineral resources,
population and housing, tribal cultural resources, and wildfire would be similar to the ORSC. Recreation and
utilities and service system impacts would be greater under this alternative.
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Ability to Achieve Project Objectives

While this alternative would reduce impacts in most topical areas and also eliminate significant and unavoidable
impacts, the No Project—Armstrong Ranch Alternative would not meet any of the project objectives. Since the
ORSC site would be developed as a suburban residential neighborhood, this alternative would not provide a
sports complex, consolidate and/or expand the City’s athletic programs, ot provide a stadium on-site to attract
a Minor League Baseball team proximate to OmniTrans bus stops on Riverside. This alternative would also not

prioritize development away from existing and future sensitive receptors surrounding the site.

1.5.3 Vineyard Avenue Residential Corridor Alternative

The ORSC triggers concurrent rezoning of residential land use off-site to comply with SB 330 and SB 166.
The Vineyard Avenue Residential Corridor Alternative would eliminate the need to rezone the residential
parcels off-site because this alternative would provide for 36.2 acres of high-density residential (HDR)
development along Vineyard Avenue within the 199-acte ORSC site in lieu of some of the soccer/football
fields and baseball/softball/Little League fields in Planning Area 5. Rezoning required under SB 330 and SB
166 would occur on-site along Vineyard Avenue. This alternative would:

m  Convert 98.22 acres of Low Density Residential (LDR) to Open Space-Parkland (OS-R).

m Convert 51.57 acres of Low Density Residential (LDR) to Hospitality (HOS) for a baseball stadium,
ancillary/supportive retail, and lodging uses.

This alternative would retain TOP residential along Vineyard Avenue and would redesignate these parcels from
MDR to HDR to comply with SB 330 and SB 166 for the 149.79 acres of residential land being converted from
residential to HOS and OS-R land uses.

To accommodate the on-site residential, this alternative would reduce the size of PA 5 by 36.2 acres and would
eliminate Parking Structure B. Because of the loss of 36 acres, this alternative would only accommodate 7
soccer/football fields and 5 baseball/softball/Little League fields.! All other planning areas would remain the
same as the ORSC (i.e., PA 1, PA 2, PA 3, PA 4, PA 6, and PA 7). Surface parking in PA 5 (1,000 spaces) and
Parking Structure A (1,600 spaces) would be able to accommodate parking for the remaining athletic fields in
PA 5.

Ability to Reduce Environmental Impacts

Under the Vineyard Avenue Residential Corridor Alternative, impacts on aesthetics, GHG emissions, land use
and planning, public services, and transportation would be reduced in comparison to the ORSC. This alternative
would have similar impacts for agricultural resources, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils,
hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, mineral resources, population and housing, tribal
cultural resources, and wildfire. Air quality, energy, and recreation impacts would be greater under this
alternative.

1 PA 7 includes one additional baseball/softball/Little League field for a total of five baseball/softball/Little League fields under this
alternative, four of them in PA 5.
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Ability to Achieve Project Objectives

This alternative would reduce impacts to many of the environmental resources areas and substantially reduce
the ORSC’s transportation impact. The Vineyard Avenue Residential Corridor Alternative would also meet the
project objectives, but to a lesser extent than the ORSC since fewer sports fields would be constructed. This
alternative would also not prioritize development away from sensitive receptors as the residential corridor would
place high density land uses proximate to existing future sensitive receptors on Vineyard Avenue.

1.5.4 Alternate Stadium Location On-Site Alternative

The Alternate Stadium Location On-Site Alternative would shift the Minor League Baseball stadium farther
away from sensitive receptors on Riverside Drive and Plymouth Avenue. As a result, commercial and hospitality
uses in PAs 1, 2, 3, and 4 would be shifted to the southwest corner of the site, and some of the baseball/softball
tields and surface parking would be shifted to the northeast. Buildout of this alternative would have the same
number of fields, stadium capacity, and nonresidential square footage as the ORSC.

Ability to Reduce Environmental Impacts

Under the Alternate Stadium Location On-Site Alternative, impacts on aesthetics, noise, and transportation
would be substantially reduced in comparison to the ORSC. This alternative would have similar impacts to the
ORSC for all other environmental resources.

Ability to Achieve Project Objectives

The Alternate Stadium Location On-Site Alternative would meet all the project objectives but would not meet
fundamental Project Objective 6 and Objective 7. Under this Alternative the bus stops would be over a quarter
of a mile from the stadium entrance. This alternative would also shift the stadium away from the center location
within the 199-acre ORSC site, across from the Whispering Winds golf to the southwest corner of the site,
which would be proximate to future sensitive receptors along the Vineyard Avenue corridor.

The Alternate Stadium Location On-Site has been identified as the environmentally superior alternative. This
alternative would substantially lessen impacts associated with aesthetics, noise, and transportation while still
meeting most of the project objectives. The remaining impacts are generally the same as the ORSC.

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 DEIR adequately describes the environmental impacts of the project.

2. Whether the benefits of the project override those environmental impacts which cannot be feasibly avoided
or mitigated to a level of insignificance.

3. Whether the proposed land use changes are compatible with the character of the existing area.
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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 project besides the Mitigation
Measures identified in the DEIR.

6. Whether there are any alternatives to the 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. Prior to release of the
DEIR, the City of Ontario prepared a Notice of Preparation (NOP) on September 15, 2023 (see Appendix
A2), to inform the public of the preparation of a Draft Subsequent EIR (SEIR) for the Proposed Project. The
NOP for the SEIR lasted from September 15, 2023, to October 16, 2023, and a scoping meeting for was held
in-person on September 27, 2023, at the Westwind Community Center in the City of Ontario. However,
subsequent to this notice, the City decided to proceed with a new EIR rather than a Subsequent EIR for the
Proposed Project. The NOP for the EIR was reissued on November 14, 2023, through December 15, 2023
(see Appendix Al), and the second scoping meeting associated with this NOP release was held virtually on
December 6, 2023. NOP comment letters received during the review period are summarized in Chapter 2,
Introduction (see Table 2-1, NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary), and identify potential environmental
issues associated with the ORSC, including congestion-based traffic impacts, traffic safety hazards, air quality
and GHG emissions, water quality, biological resources, and noise.

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

Table ES-3 summarizes the conclusions of the environmental analysis contained in this EIR. Impacts are
identified as significant or less than significant, and mitigation measures are identified for all significant impacts.
The level of significance after imposing 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: The ORSC would not have an
adverse impact on scenic vistas.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.1-2: The ORSC 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: The ORSC would alter the visual
appearance of the ORSC site.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.1-4: The ORSC would generate
additional nighttime lighting on the ORSC site
but would not adversely affect nighttime views
in the area.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Impact 5.2-1: The ORSC would convert 53
acres of California Resource Agency
designated Prime Farmland to recreational and
hospitality land use.

Potentially significant

No mitigation measures would feasibly be able to reduce the significant impacts to levels
less than significant:

Significant and
Unavoidable

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

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.2-3: The ORSC 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

5.3 AIR QUALITY

Impact 5.3-1: The ORSC would conflict with  [Potentially significant Implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-1 through AQ-2 below. Significant and
the South Coast AQMD’s Air Quality Unavoidable
Management Plan.
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Table ES-3 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 5.3-2: Construction activities
associated with the ORSC would generate
short-term emissions that exceed South Coast
AQMD’s significance thresholds and would
cumulatively contribute to the nonattainment
designations of the SoCAB.

Potentially significant

AQ-1 The City of Ontario shall require the construction contractor to incorporate the
following to reduce air pollutant emissions during construction activities:

o Use construction equipment rated by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency as having Tier 4 (model year 2008 or newer) Final or
stricter emission limits for all off-road construction equipment. If Tier 4
Final equipment is not available, the applicant shall provide documentation
(e.g., rental inventory requests), to the City’s satisfaction, or otherwise
demonstrate its unavailability to the City of Ontario prior to the issuance of
any construction permits.

o During construction, the construction contractor shall maintain a list of all
operating equipment in use on the construction site for verification by the
City of Ontario. The construction equipment list shall state the makes,
models, Equipment Identification Numbers, Engine Family Numbers, and
number of construction equipment on-site.

e Use paints with a VOC content that meets the South Coast Air Quality
Management District Super Compliant architectural coatings standard of
10 grams per liter (g/L) or less (i.e.,) for coating architectural surfaces.

These identified measures shall be incorporated into all appropriate

construction documents (e.g., construction management plans) submitted to

Less than significant

and verified by the City.
Impact 5.3-3: Operational activities associated |Potentially significant Implementation of Mitigation Measures TRAF-1 and TRAF-2 to reduce vehicle trips and |Significant and
with the ORSC would generate long-term VMT. Implementation of Mitigation Measures GHG-1 to GHG-4 for building energy and  |Unavoidable
emissions that exceed South Coast AQMD’s electric vehicle charging.
significance thresholds that cumulatively
contribute to the nonattainment designations of AQ-2  Alllandscaping equipment (e.g., leaf blower) used for property management
the SoCAB. shall be electric powered only. The property manager/facility owner shall
provide documentation (e.g., purchase, rental, and/or services agreement) to
the City of Ontario Planning Department to verify to the City’s satisfaction that
all landscaping equipment utilized will be electric powered.
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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

Impact 5.3-4: Construction of the ORSC could
expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations of toxic air
contaminants.

Potentially significant

Implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1.

Less than significant

Impact 5.3-5: Operation of the ORSC would nof|
expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.3-6: The ORSC would not result in
other emissions that would adversely affect a
substantial number of people.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Impact 5.4-1: Development of the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area (option 2 sewer
alignment) could impact sensitive plant and
wildlife species.

Potentially significant

BIO-1

Worker Environmental Awareness Program and Biological Monitor: Prior
to the start of construction of the ORSC site or sewer line within the Offsite
Improvement Area, a Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP)
shall be developed by the City or the City’s consultant. A qualified biologist
with experience with the sensitive biological resources in the region shall
present the WEAP to all personnel working in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area (either temporarily or permanently) prior to the start of
project activities. The WEAP may be videotaped and used to train newly hired
workers or those not present for the initial WEAP. The WEAP could include
but shall not be limited to discussions of the sensitive biological resources
associated with the ORSC, project-specific measures to avoid or eliminate
impacts to these resources, consequences for not complying with project
permits and agreements, and contact information for the lead biologist. Logs
of personnel who have taken the training shall be kept on the site at the
construction or project office.

In addition to a WEAP, a qualified biologist (biological monitor) with
experience monitoring for and identifying sensitive biological resources known
to occur in the area shall be present during initial ground-disturbing activities
related to the ORSC and Offsite Improvement Area (including fence
installation and vegetation removal activities). As required by project permits,
the qualifications of a biological monitor may need to be submitted to

Less than significant
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Table ES-3

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

BIO-2

appropriate wildlife agencies for approval based on the resources the biologist
will be monitoring. Biological monitoring duties shall include, but are not
limited to, conducting worker education training, verifying compliance with
project permits, and ensuring construction activities stay within designated
work areas.

The biological monitor shall have the right to halt all activities in an affected
area if a special- status species is identified in a work area and is in danger of
injury or mortality. If work is halted by the biological monitor, work shall
proceed only after the hazards to the individual is removed and there is no
longer a risk to the individual, or the individual has been moved from harm’s
way in accordance with the project's permits and/or
management/translocation plans. The biological monitor shall take
representative photographs of the daily activities and shall also maintain a
daily log that documents general project activities and compliance with the
project’s permit conditions. Non-compliance shall also be documented in the
daily log, including any measures that were implemented to rectify the issue.

Rare Plant Survey: A rare plant survey shall be conducted within suitable
habitat during the appropriate blooming period for the lucky morning-glory
(March through September) and smooth tarplant (April through September).
The survey shall be conducted by a botanist or qualified biologist in
accordance with the USFWS Guidelines for Conducting and Reporting
Botanical Inventories for Federally Listed, Proposed, and Candidate Plants;
the CDFW Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status
Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities; and the CNPS Botanical
Survey Guidelines of the CNPS. One survey shall be conducted during a time
of the year that overlaps with all blooming periods (April through September).

If these species are observed during the rare plant survey, individual plants or
populations shall be marked with GPS for mapping purposes. If any of these
special-status plant species are detected in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area and impacts to these species are unavoidable and impacts
would result in deleterious effects to the regional population of the species,
the City shall consult with CDFW to develop a mitigation plan or additional
avoidance and minimization measures to ensure impacts to these plant
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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

BIO-3

species are minimized to the maximum extent practicable. Examples of
measures that may be implemented after consultation with CDFW include
establishing a no-disturbance buffer around locations of individuals or a
population, or additional monitoring requirements during construction of the
ORSC and Offsite Improvement Area.

Burrowing Owl Management Plan: A live burrowing owl was documented in
the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area during a biological survey
conducted in September 2023, at which time the individual could have been
migrating, arriving for the winter, or late in leaving its summer breeding
grounds. Additionally, suitable burrowing owl habitat is present throughout the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. In order to offset potential project-
related impacts to burrowing owl and its habitat a Burrowing Owl Management
Plan (BOMP) shall be developed by a qualified Project biologist who has at
least three (3) years of experience working with and/or managing burrowing
owls on project sites. The BOMP shall outline project-specific protection
measures that are in accordance with CDFW's Staff Report on Burrowing Ow/
Mitigation (Staff Report; CDFG 2012). The BOMP shall also identify protection
measures to be implemented should the species be found on the ORSC site
or Offsite Improvement Areas at any time of the year (i.e., migration periods,
breeding/summer, and wintering). The BOMP shall outline specific pre-
construction survey methods and timing in accordance with the Staff Report
and shall include instruction on survey requirements should there be a lapse
in construction or project activities. The BOMP shall include project activities
before which pre-construction survey requirements shall be required (such as
grading, vegetation removal, and fence installation). Mitigation methods
outlined in the BOMP shall include, but not be limited to, establishment of no-
disturbance buffers around potential or occupied burrowing owl burrows,
additional biological monitoring requirements during project activities, and
passive relocation during the burrowing owl non-breeding season (September
1 through January 31, annually). Regular reporting timeframes and
requirements for communication with CDFW shall also be clearly outlined in
the BOMP. The BOMP shall be submitted to CDFW for review and subject to
CDFW approval prior to the start of Project ground-disturbing activities.

April 2024

Page 1-29



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

1. Executive Summary

Table ES-3

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

BIO-4

Additionally, the City of Ontario shall continue to carry out the requirements of
its Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with [IERCD (dated November 21,
2023) to mitigate the loss of suitable burrowing owl habitat resulting from the
Project. The MOA outlines the collection of Habitat Mitigation Fees by the City
of Ontario that will be managed by a Land Trust for the acquisition,
restoration, rehabilitation, and maintenance of lands selected by the Land
Trust to have long-term conservation value for burrowing owl.

Preconstruction Surveys for Crotch Bumble Bee: If the Crotch bumble bee
is no longer a Candidate or formally listed species under the California ESA at
the time ground-disturbing activities occur, then no additional protection
measures are proposed for the species.

If the Crotch bumble bee is legally protected under the California ESA as a
Candidate or Listed species at the time ground-disturbing activities are
scheduled to begin, preconstruction surveys shall be conducted in
accordance with CDFW’s Survey Considerations for California ESA Candidate
Bumble Bee the season immediately prior to project-related ground disturbing
activities (including but not limited to vegetation clearing, fence installation,
and grading). A minimum of three Crotch bumble bee preconstruction surveys
shall be conducted at two- to four-week intervals during the colony active
period (April through August) when Crotch bumble bees are most likely to be
detected. Nonlethal, photo voucher surveys shall be completed by a biologist
who holds a Memorandum of Understanding to capture and handle Crotch
bumble bee (if nesting and chilling protocol is to be utilized) or by a CDFW-
approved biologist experienced in identifying native bumble bee species (if
surveys are restricted to visual surveys that will provide high-resolution photo
documentation for species verification). The surveyor shall walk through all
areas of suitable habitat focusing on areas with floral resources. Surveys shall
be completed at a minimum of one person-hour of searching per three acres
of suitable habitat during suitable weather conditions (sustained winds less
than 8 mph, mostly sunny to full sun, temperatures between 65 and 90°F) at
an appropriate time of day for detection (at least an hour after sunrise and at
least two hours before sunset, though ideally between 9:00 a.m. and 1:00

p-m.)
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BIO-5

If Crotch bumble bees are detected, CDFW shall be notified by the designated
biologist as further coordination may be required to avoid or mitigate certain
impacts. At a minimum, two nesting surveys shall be conducted with focus on
detecting active nesting colonies within one week and 24 hours immediately
prior to ground disturbing activities that are scheduled to occur during the
flight season (February through October). If an active Crotch bumble bee nest
is detected, an appropriate no disturbance buffer zone (including foraging
resources and flight corridors essential for supporting the colony) shall be
established around the nest to reduce the risk of disturbance or accidental
take and the designated biologist shall coordinate with CDFW to determine if
an Incidental Take Permit under Section 2081 of the California ESA will be
required. Nest avoidance buffers may be removed at the completion of the
flight season and/or once the qualified biologist deems the nesting colony is
no longer active and CDFW has provided concurrence of that determination. If
no nests are found but the species is present, a full-time qualified biological
monitor shall be present during vegetation or ground-disturbing activities that
are scheduled to occur during the queen flight period (February through
March), colony active period (March through September), and/or gyne flight
period (September through October). Because bumble bees move nest sites
each year, two preconstruction nesting surveys shall be required during each
subsequent year of construction, regardless of the previous year's findings,
whenever vegetation and ground-disturbing activities are scheduled to occur
during the flight season if nesting and foraging habitat is still present or has
re-established.

Bat Management Plan: A Bat Management Plan shall be prepared by a
qualified bat biologist no less than one year prior to the commencement of
project-related activities (including, but not limited to, structure removal or
demolition, tree removal, grading, and vegetation removal) that shall include
specific avoidance and minimization measures to reduce impacts to roosting
bats.

The project-specific Bat Management Plan may include any of the following
as necessary and appropriate: additional habitat assessments of inaccessible
areas that would be directly or indirectly impacted during Project activities,
emergence and/or acoustic surveys for bats during the maternity season (April

April 2024
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BIO-6

1 through August 31) to assess the potential for bat maternity roosts in the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, and preconstruction surveys for
roosting bats including acoustic monitoring. The Bat Management Plan shall
also include recommendations to minimize impacts to roosting bats, including
the implementation of no-disturbance buffers, tree- and cliff-swallow nest
removal protocols, passive exclusion of bats outside of the maternity and
hibernation seasons (if impacts are unavoidable), and/or species-specific
replacement alternative roosting habitat.

Tree Avoidance and Removal Process. If trees are scheduled to be
removed (e.g., relocating/modified (i.e., trimming) that were determined to be
suitable for bat roosting, these activities shall be scheduled during one of the
seasonal periods of bat activity listed below, and when evening temperatures
are not below 45°F and rain is not over 0.5 inch in 24 hours:

o September 1 to October 31 (preferred): This is after the maternity season
but prior to winter torpor.

e February 15 to March 31: After winter torpor but prior to the start of the
maternity season.

1. If trees with suitable bat roosting habitat are scheduled for removal or
relocation outside of the maternity season, tree removal during the time
periods and weather parameters described above using the two-step
method shall be conducted:

a.  Prior to the two-step method, as much as feasible, vegetation and
trees within the area that are not suitable for roosting bats shall be
removed first to provide a disturbance that might reduce the
likelihood of bats using the habitat.

b.  Two-step tree removal shall occur over two consecutive days
under the supervision of a qualified bat biologist. On Day 1, small
branches and small limbs containing no cavity, crevice or
exfoliating bark habitat on habitat trees (or outer fronds in the case
of palm trees), as identified by a qualified bat biologist are removed
first, using chainsaws only (i.e., no dozers, backhoes). The
following day (Day 2), the remainder of the tree is to be
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BIO-7

felled/removed. (The intention of this method is to disturb the tree
with noise and vibration and branch removal on Day 1. This should
cause any potentially present day-roosting bats to abandon the
roost tree after they emerge for nighttime foraging. Removing the
tree quickly the next consecutive day should avoid reoccupation of
the tree by bats).

2. If tree removal/modification must occur during the maternity season
(April 1 to August 31), a qualified bat biologist shall conduct a focused
emergence survey(s) of the tree(s) within 48 hours of scheduled work. If
a maternity roost is located, whether solitary or colonial, that roost shall
remain undisturbed until after the maternity season or until a qualified
biological monitor has determined the roost is no longer active.

Delhi Sands Flower-Loving Fly Habitat Suitability Assessment: Prior to
the start of ground-disturbing activities (including vegetation removal and
fence installation activities), a habitat assessment shall be performed within
the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area and adjacent areas by a
USFWS-permitted biologist with a 10(a)(1)(A) permit to conduct surveys for
Delhi sands flower-loving fly and with extensive knowledge of the species.
The purpose of the habitat assessment will be to determine the presence of
suitable habitat for the species in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
Area and adjacent areas as well as ascertain the potential for the species to
occur on or adjacent to the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. The
habitat assessment shall include a site walkover, a check of adjacent empty
lots for comparison of habitat quality to the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area, photographs to document the site conditions, and
characterizing the type and quality of the habitats within the ORSC site and
Offsite Improvement Area with respect to Delhi sands flower-loving fly.

At the conclusion of the habitat assessment, a brief report of findings as well
as recommendations on whether focused surveys must be conducted shall be
prepared by the USFWS-permitted biologist. The report shall also include any
additional project-specific avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measure
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BIO-8

recommendations for the species. The City shall follow the recommendations
identified in the report of findings.

If Delhi sands flower-loving fly is present in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area and impacts to the species are unavoidable, then the City
must initiate consultation with USFWS under either Section 7 or 10 of the
federal ESA. If suitable habitat is identified in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area, then the City of Ontario will continue to carry out the
requirements of its MOA with [IERCD to mitigate for loss of Delhi Sands
flower-loving fly habitat. This MOA outlines the collection of Habitat Mitigation
Fees by the City of Ontario that will be managed by a Land Trust for the
acquisition, restoration, rehabilitation, and maintenance of lands selected by
the Land Trust to have long-term conservation value for species such as Delhi
Sands flower-loving fly. Up to 25-percent of the total Mitigation Fee collected
may be used for the recovery of the Delhi Sands flower-loving fly.

Preconstruction Survey for Nesting Birds: If construction or other project
activities are scheduled to occur during the nesting bird and raptor season
(generally February 1 through August 31), a preconstruction nesting bird and
raptor survey shall be conducted by a qualified avian biologist to ensure that
active bird nests will not be disturbed or destroyed. The survey shall be
completed no more than three days prior to initial ground disturbance. The
nesting bird survey shall include the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area
and adjacent areas where Project activities have the potential to affect active
nests, either directly or indirectly, due to construction activity, noise, human
activity, or ground disturbance.

If an active nest is identified, a qualified avian biologist shall establish an
appropriately sized nondisturbance buffer around the nest using flagging or
staking. Construction activities shall not occur within any non-disturbance
buffer zones until the nest is deemed inactive by the qualified avian biologist. If
initial ground-disturbing activities are scheduled during the nesting bird
season, then a biological monitor shall be present during all vegetation
removal activities to ensure no impacts to nesting birds occur.
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Biological Resources Best Management Practices: The construction
contractor(s) shall implement the following construction best management
practices during ground disturbing activities:

To prevent encroachment into areas immediately adjacent to the
Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel, temporary fencing should be
installed along the eastern perimeter of the ORSC site.

Confine all work activities to a predetermined work area.

To prevent inadvertent entrapment of wildlife during the construction phase
of the ORSC, all excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches more than two
feet deep shall be covered at the close of each working day by plywood or
similar materials. If the trenches cannot be closed, one or more escape
ramps constructed of earthen fill or wooden planks shall be installed.
Before such holes or trenches are filled, they should be thoroughly
inspected for trapped animals.

Wildlife are often attracted to burrow- or den-like structures such as pipes
and may enter stored pipes and become trapped or injured. To prevent
wildlife use of these structures, construction pipes, culverts, or similar
structures with a diameter of four inches or greater shall be capped while
stored onsite.

Food-related trash items such as wrappers, cans, bottles, and food scraps
shall be disposed of in securely closed containers and removed at least
once a week from the construction site.

Use of rodenticides and herbicides on the ORSC site shall be implemented
in a manner that reduces the potential for primary or secondary poisoning
of non-target species. This is necessary to prevent poisoning of non-target
species, including special-status species, and the depletion of prey
populations on which they depend. Use of such compounds shall observe
label and other restrictions mandated by the USEPA, California
Department of Food and Agriculture, and other state and federal
legislation. If rodent control must be conducted, zinc phosphide shall be
used because it has a proven lower risk to predatory wildlife.

April 2024
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Impact 5.4-2: Development of the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area sewer alignment
would not result in the loss of sensitive natural
communities.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.4-3: The ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area sewer alignment would not
impact jurisdictional waters.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.4-4: The ORSC and sewer alignment
would affect wildlife movement.

Less than significant

Implement Mitigation Measures BIO-5 and BIO-6.

Less than significant

Impact 5.4-5: The ORSC would require
compliance with the City’s Biological
Resources Habitat Mitigation Fee.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Impact 5.5-1: Development of the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area for the sewer
alignment along Vineyard Avenue would not
impact an identified historic resource.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.5-2: Development of the ORSC and
sewer alignment could impact archaeological
resources.

Potentially significant

CUL-1

Prior to the start of construction, the Project Proponent shall retain a qualified
professional archaeologist to monitor all ground-disturbing activities
associated with construction of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.
Monitoring is not required for placement of equipment or fill inside excavations
that were monitored, above-ground construction activities, or redistribution of
soils that were previously monitored (such as the return of stockpiles to use in
backfilling). The Monitoring Archaeologist shall meet or work under the direct
supervision of someone meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s professional
qualifications standards for prehistoric and historic archaeology. The
archaeologist shall be present at a pre-grading meeting(s), establish
procedures for archeological resource monitoring during grading and
construction, and establish, in conjunction with the City, procedures to
temporarily halt or redirect all work to allow the sampling, identification, and
evaluation of all resources as that are encountered by the archaeologist. If
archeological features are discovered, the archeologist shall report such

Less than significant

Page 1-36

PlaceWorks



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR

CITY OF ONTARIO

1. Executive Summary

Table ES-3 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

findings to the Ontario Planning Director. If the archeological resources are
found to be significant, the archeologist shall determine the appropriate
actions, in conjunction with the City, that shall be taken for exploration and/or
salvage in compliance with CEQA standards.

Impact 5.5-3: Grading activities could
potentially disturb human remains but would
comply with existing law to ensure significant
impacts do not occur.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.6 ENERGY

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

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.6-2: The ORSC 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: Project occupants and visitors
would be subject to potential seismic-related
hazards resulting in risks to life or property.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.7-2: Unstable geologic unit or soils
conditions, including soil erosion, could result
from development of the ORSC resulting in
risks to life or property but compliance with the
CBC and Ontario Municipal Code would reduce
impacts.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.7-3: Soil conditions may not
adequately support proposed septic tanks but
no septic tanks are proposed.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant
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Impact 5.7-4: Construction of the ORSC site or
within the Offsite Improvement Area could
directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource, site, or unique
geologic feature.

Potentially significant

GS-1

GS-2

GS-3

Prior to grading, a Paleontological Resources Mitigation and Monitoring Plan
(PRMMP) shall be prepared by a Qualified Paleontologist meeting the
standards of Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (2010). The PRMMP shall
discuss the laws and regulations for the protection of paleontological
resources, the significance of fossils, and protocol to follow in case a
discovery is made. The PRMMP shall also outline the duties of paleontological
monitoring onsite, including the salvaging and preparation of fossils and the
final submission of all paleontological resources to an accredited museum or
facility for curation.

During excavations exceeding depth of approximately 5 to 10 feet below
ground surface, a qualified paleontological monitor shall be present during
construction activities to spot check the sediments and depths of excavations
to determine the geologic units encountered. If paleontological resources are
discovered, full-time monitoring shall be required during grading, as identified
in the Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan.

In the event of any fossil discovery, regardless of depth or geologic formation,
construction work shall halt within a 50-foot radius of the find until its
significance can be determined by a qualified paleontologist. Significant
fossils shall be recovered, prepared to the point of curation, identified by
qualified experts, listed in a database to facilitate analysis, and deposited in a
designated paleontological curation facility in accordance with the standards
of the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (2010). A regional repository shall
be identified by the City Council and a curatorial arrangement shall be signed
prior to collection of the fossils.

Less than significant

5.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Impact 5.8-1: The ORSC would generate Potentially significant Implementation of Mitigation Measures TRAF-1 and TRAF-2 would be required. Significant and

greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or Implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-2 would also be required. Unavoidable

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on

the environment. GHG-1  The City of Ontario shall require proposed buildings within the ORSC site to
be all electric, with electricity to be the only permanent source of energy for all
nonemergency building energy needs, including but not limited to water
heating; mechanical equipment; and heating, ventilation, and air conditioning
(HVAC) (i.e., space-heating and space cooling). All major appliances (e.g.,
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GHG-2

dishwashers, refrigerators, and water heaters) provided/installed shall be
electric-powered EnergyStar certified or an equivalent energy efficiency where
applicable. The only exception to this measure shall be limited to commercial
cooking uses. Prior to issuance of building permits for development projects,
applicants shall provide plans that show the aforementioned requirements to
the City of Ontario Planning Department. Prior to issuance of the certificate of
occupancy, the City of Ontario Building Department shall verify installation of
the electric-powered EnergyStar or equivalent appliances.

The City of Ontario shall require proposed buildings and parking areas within
the ORSC site to include on-site renewable energy generation systems.
Proposed buildings shall include photovoltaic (PV) and battery energy storage
systems compliant with the Prescriptive Requirements of the California
Building Standards Code, Part 6, California Energy Code. Proposed buildings
may substitute alternative renewable energy generation technology (e.g.,
wind) for PV systems; however, that alternative generation technology system
shall be sized to provide annual electricity equal to what would be provided by
a PV system for that building compliant with the Prescriptive Requirements of
the California Building Standards Code, Part 6, California Energy Code.
Proposed parking areas shall include a PV system or alternative renewable
energy generation system (e.g., wind) to help offset electricity demand
generated by electric vehicle charging. Prior to issuance of building permits for
development projects, applicants shall provide plans that show the
aforementioned requirements to the City of Ontario Planning Department.
Prior to issuance of the certificate of occupancy, the City of Ontario Building
Department shall verify installation of the PV and battery energy storage
systems or alternative renewable energy generation systems.

Impact 5.8-2: The ORSC could conflict with an
applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for
the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases.

Potentially significant

Implementation of Mitigation Measures GHG-1, AQ-2, and TRAF-1 and TRAF-2 would
be required.

GHG-3

The City of Ontario shall require that the parking lots and parking structure
install electric vehicle spaces in compliance with the voluntary Tier 2
standards under Section A5.106.5.3.2 of the Non-residential Voluntary
Measures in the 2022 California Green Building Standards Code. All site

Significant and
Unavoidable
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GHG-4

plans submitted to the City of Ontario Planning Department shall illustrate
compliance with Section A5.106.5.3.2.

The City of Ontario shall require applicants to design and construct buildings
in Planning Areas 2, 3, and 4 to achieve a 100-point score with the 2022
Community Climate Action Plan (CCAP), Table 6, “Screening Table for
Implementing GHG Performance Standards for Commercial, Office, Medical,
Hotel, Industrial, and Retail Development, 2030.” Alternatively, the analysis of
development projects can be done through emissions calculations to
demonstrate equivalent reductions using CalEEMod or a similar tool. Projects
that do not use the CCAP Screening Tables to demonstrate consistency with
the 2022 CCAP must demonstrate that they will generate annual GHG
emissions that do not exceed the following emission screening thresholds
from the CCAP:

1. For residential development completed between 2020 and 2030, the
project shall not produce GHG emissions greater than 5.85
MTCOze/dwelling unit.

2. For residential development completed after 2030, the project shall not
produce GHG emissions greater than 1.53 MTCO2e/dwelling unit.

3. For nonresidential developments of all types completed between 2020
and 2030, the project shall not produce GHG emissions greater than
8.84 MTCO2¢/2,500 square feet of conditioned space.

4. For nonresidential developments of all types completed after 2030, the
project shall not produce GHG emissions greater than 3.61
MTCO2¢/2,500 square feet of conditioned space.

For projects that include both residential and nonresidential space, the
residential and nonresidential components must be assessed separately
against their respective applicable thresholds.

5.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Impact 5.9.1: Construction and operation of the |Less than significant
ORSC site and construction of the sewer
alignment could involve the transport, use,
and/or disposal of hazardous materials;
however, compliance with existing local, state,

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant
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and federal regulations would ensure impacts
are minimized.

Impact 5.9-2: Project construction activities
may disturb contaminants in the soil associated
with the site’s former agricultural uses and
could create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment.

Potentially significant

HAZ-1

Prior to the issuance of grading permits for individual development projects in
the ORSC site, the project applicant/developer shall submit a Phase Il
Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) to the City of Ontario. The Phase ||
ESA shall be prepared by an Environmental Professional in accordance with
the American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard E: 1527-21
Environmental Site Assessment Standard Practice (ASTM E1527-21). The
purpose of the Phase Il ESA is to evaluate the presence of Recognized
Environmental Conditions (RECs) in connection with the site. The term
Recognized Environmental Conditions is defined in Section 1.1.1 of the ASTM
Standard Practice as the presence or likely presence of any hazardous
substances or petroleum products in, at or on a property due to any release to
the environment; under conditions indicative of a release to the environment;
or under conditions that pose a material threat of a future release to the
environment. If the site is found to be impacted with potential contaminants of
concern at levels exceeding applicable regulatory thresholds, the project
applicant shall remediate all contaminated media, under the oversight and in
accordance with state and local agency requirements (California Department
of Toxic Substances Control, Regional Water Quality Control Board, Ontario
Fire Department, etc.). All contaminated soils and/or material encountered
shall be disposed of at a regulated site and in accordance with applicable
laws and regulations prior to the completion of grading. Prior to the issuance
of building permits, a report documenting the field activities, results, and any
additional recommendations shall be provided to the City of Ontario
evidencing that all site remediation activities have been completed.

Less than significant

Impact 5.9-3: The ORSC site is in the
Influence Areas of the Ontario International
Airport and Chino Airport but would not result in
a safety hazard or excessive noise associated
with the airports.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

April 2024
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Impact 5.9-4: Development of the ORSC could |Potentially significant Implementation of Mitigation Measure TRAF-2 and TRAF-3. Less than significant

interfere with the implementation of an
emergency responder or evacuation plan.

Impact 5.9-5: The ORSC site is notin a Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant
designated fire hazard zone and would not
expose structures to fire danger.

5.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Impact 5.10-1: The ORSC would not violate  |Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant
water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially
degrade surface or ground water quality.

Impact 5.10-2: The ORSC would not Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant
substantially decrease groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the ORSC may impede
sustainable groundwater management of the
basin.

Impact 5.10-3: The ORSC would increase Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant
impervious surfaces but would not substantially
alter the existing drainage pattern in a manner
which would result in substantial erosion or
siltation, and/or flooding.

Impact 5.10-4: The ORSC would not Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant
exacerbate risk of flood hazards, tsunamis, or
seiches or risk release of pollutants due to
inundation.

Impact 5.10-5: The ORSC would not obstruct |Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant
or conflict with the implementation of a water
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan.
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5.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING

Impact 5.11-1: The ORSC would not divide an
established community.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.11-2: Implementation of the ORSC
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: Implementation of the ORSC
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 would
result in temporary noise increases in the
vicinity of the ORSC site.

Potentially significant

The construction contractor shall implement the following measures during

construction activities on the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. These

measures shall be identified on demolition, grading, and/or building permits.

e Prior to construction activities that warrant nighttime construction (e.g.,
infrastructure work, concrete pours, etc.), the construction contractor shall
install noise pathway controls, including noise barriers and enclosures free
from gaps and holes, which shall be placed as close as possible to
construction areas. The temporary noise barrier shall be a sufficient height
to block the direct line-of-sight between the on-site construction areas and
off-site noise sensitive receptors and shall be a minimum of 6 feet tall and
shall be constructed out of wood or other materials with a minimum
surface weight of approximately 2.5 pounds per square foot.

o Construction equipment operating on a site shall be equipped with the
appropriate manufacturer’s noise reduction devices, including but not
limited to a manufacturer's muffler (or equivalently rated material) that is
free of rust, holes, and exhaust leaks.

o Noise from construction devices with internal combustion engines shall be
mitigated by ensuring that the engine's housing doors are kept closed, and
by using noise-insulating material mounted on the engine housing that

Less than significant
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does not interfere with the manufacturer's guidelines for engine operation
or exhaust.

o Portable compressors, generators, pumps, and other such devices shall
be covered with noise-insulating fabric to the maximum extent possible
that does not interfere with the manufacturer's guidelines for engine
operation or exhaust, and shall further reduce noise by operating the
device at lower engine speeds during the work to the maximum extent
possible.

o |dling on-site of heavy-duty diesel vehicles with Gross Vehicle Weight
Rating of 10,000 pounds shall be limited to no longer than five minutes
while parking, standing, or stopping, as per 13 California Code of
Regulations Section 2485, Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit Diesel-
Fueled Commercial Motor Vehicle Idling.

o Quieter back-up alarms on construction equipment shall be used
whenever feasible.

o Construction vehicles shall be strategically positioned to minimize
operation near receptors and avoiding tailgate slamming to the extent
possible.

Impact 5.13-2: Implementation of the ORSC
would result in long-term operation-related
noise that could exceed local standards and
result in noise increases in the vicinity of the
ORSC site.

Potentially significant

There are no feasible mitigation measures that would reduce traffic generated by
vehicles associated with the ORSC.

N-2

N-3

HVAC Equipment, Planning Area 6 Indoor Athletic Facility Building. An
acoustics study shall be provided to the City of Ontario prior to building permit
issuance for the indoor athletic facility in Planning Area 6 that documents
compliance with the overnight noise levels in the City’s municipal code (45
dBA at single-family residences from 10:00 pm to 7:00 am). HVAC equipment
for the indoor athletic facility shall be designed and/or placed to yield a sound
level less than 58 dBA at 50 feet. Noise associated with operation of heating
and cooling equipment shall be minimized by the design and strategic
placement of equipment.

HVAC Equipment, Planning Areas 2, 3, 4, and 7 Buildings. An acoustics
study shall be provided to the City of Ontario prior to building permit issuance
for new structures with HVAC systems in Planning Areas 2, 3, 4, and 7 that

Significant and

Unavoidable.
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documents compliance with the overnight noise levels in the City’'s municipal
code (45 dBA at single-family residences from 10:00 pm to 7:00 am). HVAC
equipment for the indoor athletic facility shall be designed and/or placed to
yield a sound level less than 65 dBA at 50 feet to ensure compliance would
result in a noise level of approximately 44 dBA at residential land uses to the
east along Plymouth Avenue. Noise associated with operation of heating and
cooling equipment shall be minimized by the design and strategic placement
of equipment.

Impact 5.13-3: Construction of the ORSC
would create groundborne vibration and
groundborne noise but vibration levels would
not result in structural damage or vibration
annoyance.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.13-4: The ORSC Site is proximate to
the Ontario International Airport and Chino
Airport but outside of the noise impact zones;
therefore, it would not exposure people to
airport-related noise.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING

Impact 5.14-1: The ORSC would not result in
population growth in the city.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.14-2: The ORSC would not result in
the displacement of people and/or housing.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.15 PUBLIC SERVICES

FIRE PROTECTION AND EMERGENCY SERVICES

Impact 5.15-1: The ORSC would not result in
substantial adverse impacts associated with
new or altered OFD fire protection and
emergency facilities in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant
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other performance objectives for fire protection
and emergency services.

POLICE PROTECTION

Impact 5.15-2: The ORSC would not result in
substantial adverse impacts associated with
new or altered OPD police protection facilities
in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance
objectives for police protection services.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

SCHOOL SERVICES

Impact 5.15-3: The ORSC would not generate
new students who would impact the school
enroliment capacities of area schools.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

LIBRARY SERVICES

Impact 5.15-4: The ORSC would not increase
demand for library services.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.16 RECREATION

Impact 5.16-1: The ORSC would expand
recreation opportunities in the city and region.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

5.17 TRANSPORTATION

Impact 5.17-1: The ORSC would not conflict
with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy
addressing the circulation system, including
transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian
facilities.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.17-2: The ORSC would generate a  |Potentially significant TRAF-1a Commercial/Hospitality TDM Measures. Applicants for commercial and Significant and
substantial increase in VMT. hotel development in Planning Areas 2, 3, and 4 shall prepare Transportation |Unavoidable
Demand Management (TDM) measures analyzed under a VMT-reduction
methodology consistent with the California Air Pollution Control Officers
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TRAF-1b

TRAF-1c

Association’s (CAPCOA) Final Handbook for Analyzing Greenhouse Gas
Emission Reductions, Assessing Climate Vulnerabilities, and Advancing
Health and Equity (2021) and approved by the City of Ontario. Measures shall
include but are not limited to:

o Implement a voluntary commute trip reduction program for employees.
o |Implement an employee parking cash-out program for employees.
o Collaborate with the City to support transit service expansion.

o Comply with requirements detailed in the Parking Management Plan,
including providing parking validation for retail and hospitality visitors.

Stadium TDM Measures. The Minor League Baseball stadium operator shall
prepare Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures analyzed
under a VMT-reduction methodology consistent with the California Air
Pollution Control Officers Association’s (CAPCOA) Final Handbook for
Analyzing Greenhouse Gas Emission Reductions, Assessing Climate
Vulnerabilities, and Advancing Health and Equity (2021) and approved by the
City of Ontario. The Baseball Stadium Operator shall implement the following
measures at the stadium as part of the TDM plan:

o Implement a voluntary commute trip reduction program for stadium
employees.

o Implement an employee parking cash-out program for stadium employees.

o Implement paid public parking for visitors during stadium events. Cost
structure, enforcement, and implementation will be detailed in the Parking
Management Plan.

o Incentivize carpooling by providing a discounted parking rate for vehicles
with five or more occupants.

o Collaborate with the City to support transit service expansion and support
efforts to lower transit fares for stadium attendees.

City TDM Measures. The City shall prepare Transportation Demand
Management (TDM) analyzed under a VMT-reduction methodology consistent
with the California Air Pollution Control Officers Association’s (CAPCOA) Final
Handbook for Analyzing Greenhouse Gas Emission Reductions, Assessing
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TRAF-2

Climate Vulnerabilities, and Advancing Health and Equity (2021). The City
shall implement the following measures for city-owned land uses within the
Ontario Regional Sports Complex as part of the TDM plan:

e |Implement a voluntary commute trip reduction program for recreation
employees.

o Implement paid public parking for visitors during soccer, baseball, softball,
basketball, and volleyball games and tournaments. Cost structure,
enforcement, and implementation will be detailed in the Parking
Management Plan.

o Incentivize carpooling by providing a discounted parking rate for vehicles
with five or more occupants.

o Incentivize vanpooling to and from sports games and tournaments by
implementing a vanpooling program for recreational sports attendees that
provides affordable van rentals for visiting sports teams.

o Collaborate with Omnitrans to increase transit service in the project area
and reduce transit fares for stadium attendees.

The City of Ontario shall prepare and implement a Parking and Event Traffic
Management Plan (TMP) for events at the stadium and City athletic facilities
prior to opening day of the stadium. The TMP shall outline operational
strategies to optimize access to and from the stadium and sports fields within
the constraints inherent to a large public event.

The TMP shall have the following high-level objectives.

o Minimize single-occupancy auto mode share and reduce vehicle trips and
parking demand generated by the project to the maximum extent
practicable.

o Facilitate and promote safe use of nonautomobile transportation by people
attending and supporting games and other events as well as other uses
on-site.

o Facilitate a high-quality walking experience to the stadium from adjacent
hospitality land uses in PAs 2, 3, and 4 by identifying key walking routes
and major street crossing locations, so that wayfinding, infrastructure
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improvements, and/or personnel (e.g., traffic control officers, parking
control officers, or other personnel acceptable to the City) can be placed at
critical points to manage the interaction of pedestrians and vehicles during
medium and large events.

Maximize safety for all transportation users at key locations in and around
the ORSC site during event ingress and egress.

Minimize conflicts between ridesharing (i.e., Lyft, Uber), taxi operations,
and walking and biking near the ORSC site.

Facilitate the safe and efficient flow of vehicle traffic into and out of the site
and the adjacent neighborhoods during event conditions.

Minimize event-related vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian impacts to
surrounding residential and commercial areas.

Minimize impacts to through traffic on adjacent arterial streets by
separating project traffic to the extent possible.

The TMP shall include the following:

The TMP shall illustrate the recommended event management strategies,
including traffic control plans pre- and post-event.

The TMP shall require parking control officers or other personnel
acceptable to the City to manage pedestrian flows to and from the facilities
and directing pedestrians to the primary corridors serving the ORSC site.
Event-day measures shall typically begin two hours prior to the event's
start time until the start of the event and then again prior to the event's
conclusion until typically one to two hours after the end of the event,
depending on how long it takes for all attendees to exit the stadium and
sport fields.

The TMP is intended to be a living document and would be amended
periodically by the City and stadium.

Permanent and/or temporary signs shall be installed on Vineyard Avenue,
Riverside Drive, and Chino Avenue to direct event traffic.

The TMP shall address daily parking management in the ORSC site, with
additional details for parking management on event days with multiple
events.
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o The City shall establish an operational oversight group made up of the
transportation agencies and third party operator(s) that could be impacted
by events as well as representation from local businesses and
neighborhoods.

o The TMP shall identify:

o Queuing lanes for vehicles waiting to enter the parking garages.

Dedicated rideshare/passenger pick-up and drop-off locations.

Fixed overhead signage and temporary signage/traffic control devices.

A dedicated emergency lane.

Internal roadways and access driveways that may be closed to

facilitate pedestrian movement and consolidate access.

Dedicated pedestrian routes that do not impede vehicle traffic.

o Strategies to implement depending on the scale of the event (e.g.,

differences between weekday game operation and weekend
tournament).

O O O O

[¢]

Impact 5.17-3: Event traffic could impede Potentially significant Implementation of Mitigation Measure TRAF-2 and the following Mitigation Measure: Less than significant
emergency access but would not result in
potentially hazardous conditions (sharp curves,
etc.) or conflicting uses.

TRAF-3  Prior to issuance of grading permits, the construction contractor shall prepare
and submit a construction management plan. The construction management
plan shall be approved by the City of Ontario Public Works Department. The
construction management plan shall identify construction hours, truck routes,
travel patterns for haul routes, staging and parking areas, staggered worker
arrival times, and safety procedures for pedestrians and cyclists. The
construction management plan shall prohibit the use of heavy construction
vehicles during peak hours. The plan shall also require the construction
contractor to implement the following measures during construction activities,
which shall be discussed at the pre-grading conference/meeting:

o Minimize obstruction of through-traffic lanes and provide temporary traffic
controls, such as a flag person, during all roadway improvement activities
to maintain adequate access for emergency vehicles and personnel.

o Develop a traffic plan to minimize interference for emergency vehicles and
personnel from demolition and construction activities (e.g., advanced
public notice of demolition and construction activities).
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5.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Impact 5.18-1: The ORSC and offsite sewer
extension could cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource that is: i) listed or eligible for listing in
the California Register of Historical Resources
or in a local register of historical resources as
defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k). or ii) determined by the lead agency
to be significant pursuant to criteria in Public
Resources Code section 5024.1(c).

Potentially significant

TCR-1

TCR-2

Tribal Cultural Resources Monitoring. The project archaeologist, in
consultation with interested tribes and the City of Ontario, shall develop an
archaeological monitoring plan (AMP) to address the details, timing, and
responsibility of archaeological and cultural activities that will occur on the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Details in the AMP shall include:

1. Project-related ground disturbance (including, but not limited to, brush
clearing, grading, trenching, etc.) and development scheduling;

2. The development of a rotating or simultaneous schedule in coordination
with the developer and the project archeologist for designated Native
American Tribal Monitors from the consulting tribes during grading,
excavation, and ground-disturbing activities on the site: including the
scheduling, safety requirements, duties, scope of work, and Native
American Tribal Monitors’ authority to stop and redirect grading activities
in coordination with all project archaeologists. Tribes shall coordinate as
to Tribal Monitoring concurrent with development;

3. The protocols and stipulations that the City, Tribes, and project
archaeologist will follow in the event of inadvertent cultural resources
discoveries, including any newly discovered cultural resource deposits
that shall be subject to a cultural resources evaluation.

At least 30 days prior to application for a grading permit and before any brush
clearance, grading, excavation, and/or ground-disturbing activities on the site,
the developer shall retain a tribal cultural monitor to monitor all ground-
disturbing activities in an effort to identify any unknown archaeological
resources.

Pursuant to the AMP, a tribal monitor from the consulting tribes shall be
present during the initial grading activities. If tribal resources are found during
grubbing activities, the tribal monitoring shall be present during site grading
activities.

Treatment and Disposition of Cultural Resources. In the event that Native
American cultural resources are inadvertently discovered during the course of
any ground-disturbing activities, including but not limited to brush clearance,

Less than significant
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grading, trenching, etc., at the ORSC site or Offsite Improvement Area, the
following procedures will be carried out for treatment and disposition of the
discoveries:

1.

Temporary Curation and Storage: During the course of construction, all

discovered resources shall be temporarily curated in a secure location

on-site or at the offices of the project archaeologist. The removal of any
artifacts from the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area will need to

be thoroughly inventoried with tribal monitor oversight of the process;
Treatment and Final Disposition: The landowner(s) shall relinquish

ownership of all cultural resources, including sacred items, burial goods,

and all archaeological artifacts and nonhuman remains as part of the
required mitigation for impacts to cultural resources. The City shall
relinquish the artifacts through one or more of the following methods:

a.

Accommodate the process for on-site reburial of the discovered
items with the consulting Native American tribes or bands. This
shall include measures and provisions to protect the future reburial
area from any future impacts. Reburial shall not occur until all
cataloging, basic analysis, other analyses as recommended by the
project archaeologist and approved by consulting tribes, and basic
recordation have been completed; all documentation should be at
a level of standard professional practice to allow the writing of a
report of professional quality;

A curation agreement with an appropriate qualified repository in
San Bernardino County that meets federal standards per 36 CFR
Part 79, and therefore the resource would be professionally
curated and made available to other archaeologists/researchers for
further study. The collections and associated records shall be
transferred, including title, to an appropriate curation facility in San
Bernardino County, to be accompanied by payment of the fees
necessary for permanent curation;

For purposes of conflict resolution, if more than one Native
American tribe or band is involved with the project and cannot
come to an agreement as to the disposition of cultural materials,
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TRC-3

materials shall be curated at the San Bernardino County Museum
by default;

d.  Atthe completion of grading, excavation, and ground-disturbing

activities on the site, a Phase IV Monitoring Report shall be
submitted to the City documenting monitoring activities conducted
by the project archaeologist and Native Tribal Monitors within 60
days of completion of grading. This report shall document the
impacts to the known resources on the property; describe how
each mitigation measure was fulfilled; document the type of cultural
resources recovered and the disposition of such resources; provide
evidence of the required cultural sensitivity training for the
construction staff held during the required pregrade meeting; and,
in a confidential appendix, include the daily/weekly monitoring
notes from the archaeologist. All reports produced will be
submitted to the City, County Museum, and consulting tribes.

Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains and Associated Funerary or
Ceremonial Objects. Native American human remains are defined in Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98(d)(1) as an inhumation or cremation, and in
any state of decomposition or skeletal completeness. Funerary objects, called
associated grave goods in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, are also
to be treated according to this statute.

If Native American human remains and/or grave goods are discovered
or recognized on the ORSC site, then Public Resource Code 5097.9 as
well as Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 shall be followed.
Human remains and grave/burial goods shall be treated alike per
California Public Resources Code section 5097.98(d)(1) and (2).
Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of
treatment for discovered human remains and/or burial goods.

Any discovery of human remains/burial goods shall be kept confidential
to prevent further disturbance.
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5.19 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

WASTEWATER TREATMENT AND COLLECTION

Impact 5.19-1: The ORSC would require
relocation and/or construction of new or
expanded wastewater infrastructure; however,
the construction or relocation of this
infrastructure would not cause significant
environmental effects.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.19-2: The ORSC would not resultin a
determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the ORSC
site that it does not have adequate capacity to
serve the ORSC'’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

WATER SUPPLY AND DISTRIBUTION

Impact 5.19-3: The ORSC would have
sufficient water supplies available to serve the
ORSC and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry, and multiple-
dry years.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant

Impact 5.19-4: The ORSC would require
relocation and construction of new or expanded
water facilities; however, the construction or
relocation of this infrastructure would not cause
significant environmental effects.

Less than significant

No mitigation measures are required.

Less than significant
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STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEMS

Impact 5.19-5: The ORSC would require Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant
relocation and/or construction of new or
expanded stormwater drainage facilities;
however, the construction of this infrastructure
would not cause significant environmental
effects.

SOLID WASTE

Impact 5.19-6: The ORSC would not generate |Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant
solid waste in excess of State or local
standards or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the
attainment of solid waste reduction goals.

Impact 5.19-7: The ORSC would comply with  |Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant
federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste.

OTHER UTILITIES

Impact 5.19-8: The ORSC would require Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant
relocation and/or construction of new or
expanded electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities; however, the
construction of this infrastructure would not
cause significant environmental effects.

5.20 WILDFIRE

Impact 5.20-1: The ORSC could substantially |Potentially significant Implementation of Mitigation Measure TRAF-2 and TRAF-3. Less than significant
impair an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan.

Impact 5.20-2: The ORSC would not Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant
exacerbate wildfire risks or expose people or
structures to significant risks that may occur
following a wildfire (e.g., landslides, mudflows,
and flooding).
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2. Introduction

2.1 PURPOSE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that all state and local governmental agencies
consider the environmental consequences of projects over which they have discretionary authority before
taking action on those projects. This draft environmental impact report (EIR) has been prepared to satisfy
CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. The Draft EIR is the public document designed to provide decision makers
and the public with an analysis of the environmental effects of the Proposed Project, to indicate possible ways
to reduce or avoid environmental damage and to identify alternatives to the Proposed Project. The Draft EIR
must also disclose significant environmental impacts that cannot be avoided; growth inducing impacts; effects
not found to be significant; and significant cumulative impacts of all past, present, and reasonably foreseeable
future projects.

The lead agency means “the public agency which has the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving
a project which may have a significant effect upon the environment” (CEQA § 21067). The City of Ontario
has the principal responsibility for approval of the ORSC. For this reason, the City of Ontario is the CEQA
lead agency for this Proposed Project.

The intent of the Draft EIR is to provide sufficient information on the potential environmental impacts of the
Proposed Project to allow the City of Ontario to make an informed decision regarding approval of the
Proposed Project. Specific discretionary actions to be reviewed by the City are described in Section 3.4, Intended
Uses of the EIR.

This EIR has been prepared in accordance with requirements of the:

m  California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, as amended (Public Resources Code, §§ 21000 et
seq.)

m  State Guidelines for the Implementation of the CEQA of 1970 (CEQA Guidelines), as amended
(California Code of Regulations, §§ 15000 et seq.)

The overall purpose of this Draft EIR is to inform the lead agency, responsible agencies, decision makers, and
the general public about the environmental effects of the development and operation of the Proposed Project.
This Draft EIR addresses effects that may be significant and adverse; evaluates alternatives to the Proposed
Project; and identifies mitigation measures to reduce or avoid adverse effects.
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2.2 NOTICE OF PREPARATION

The City of Ontario prepared a Notice of Preparation (NOP) on September 15, 2023 (see Appendix A2), to
inform the public of the preparation of a Draft Subsequent EIR (SEIR) for the Proposed Project. The NOP
for the SEIR lasted from September 15, 2023, to October 16, 2023, and a scoping meeting was held in-person
on September 27, 2023, at the Westwind Community Center in the City of Ontario. However, subsequent to
this notice, the City decided to proceed with a new EIR rather than a Subsequent EIR for the Proposed Project.
The NOP for the EIR was reissued on November 14, 2023, through December 15, 2023 (see Appendix A1),
and the second scoping meeting associated with this NOP release was held virtually on December 6, 2023.

Table 2-1, NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary, provides a brief summary of the comments received and
a reference to the section(s) of this DEIR where the environmental issue is addressed for comments made
during the NOP circulated in September (see Appendix B2) and the NOP circulated in November (see
Appendix B1). This DEIR has taken those responses into consideration when addressing the environmental
issues in Chapter 5 of this DEIR.

Table 2-1 NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary
Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:
September 15 - October 16 NOP Comments (see Appendix B2)
Cahuilla Band of 09/15/23 | Tribal Cultural Requests to consult on the Proposed Section 5.18, Tribal
Indians Resources Project. Cultural Resources
Requests that cultural material reports
associated with the Proposed Project be
sent to the tribe.
Gabrieleno Band of 09/15/23 | Tribal Cultural Tribe asks to consult on the Proposed Section 5.18, Tribal
Mission Indians — Kizh Resources Project. Cultural Resources
Nation
Native American 09/15/23 | Tribal Cultural Recommends consultation with tribes. Section 5.18, Tribal
Heritage Commission Resources Provides brief summary of portions of AB Cultural Resources
52 and SB 18.
Provides recommendations for Cultural
Resources Assessments.
OmniTrans 09/18/23 | Transit Improvements Identifies two OmniTrans bus stops Section 5.17,
adjacent to the ORSC site. Transportation
Requests that the ORSC bring the stops
into compliance with ADA standards.
Recommends that the improvements
include a concrete bus pad for indicating
where buses should stop.
Attaches the agency’s Transit Design
Guidelines for consideration.
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Table 2-1 NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary
Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:
Agua Caliente Band of | 09/10/23 | Tribal Cultural States that the ORSC site is not located Section 5.18, Tribal
Cahuilla Indians Resources within the Tribe’s Traditional Use Area. Cultural Resources
States that no further consultation with the
tribe is needed.
Augustine Band of 09/20/23 | Tribal Cultural States appreciation of the City’s invitation | Section 5.18, Tribal
Cahuilla Indians Resources to consult on the Proposed Project. Cultural Resources
States that the tribe is unaware of any
cultural resources that would be affected
by the Proposed Project.
Requests that the tribe be contacted in the
event that cultural resources are
discovered on the site.
Yeni Hernandez 09/25/23 | Softball Requests that information be providedon | N/A
softball field amenities under the ORSC.
Craig Peters 09/26/23 | Use of the proposed Expresses support for the Proposed N/A
skate park Project.
Recommends that the ORSC expand the
use of the proposed skate park to include a
“Pump Tracks” facility.
Faviola Bugarin 09/26/23 | Softball Asks if the ORSC will include a facility for | N/A
the commenter’s softball association.
Yuhaaviatam of San 09/26/23 | Tribal Cultural States that the Proposed Project is outside | Section 5.18, Tribal
Manuel Nation Resources of the Serrano ancestral territory. Cultural Resources
Does not request consultation.
Morongo Band of 09/27/23 | Tribal Cultural States that the ORSC site is not within the | Section 5.18, Tribal
Mission Indians Resources ancestral territory or traditional use area of | Cultural Resources
the Cahuilla and Serrano people of the
Morongo Band of Mission Indians.
Encourages consultation with other tribes.
Lozeau-Drury, LLP (on | 10/3/23 Request to be noticed Requests that the City send notices of all N/A
behalf of Supporters actions and hearings related to the
Alliance for Proposed Project either via email or mail.
Environmental
Responsibility
[SAFER])
Thomas Munoz 10/12/23 | Air Quality Expresses concern about recent City Section 5.3, Air
Traffic decisions that have led to increased truck Quality
Funding traffic including development of Section 5.17,
warehousing in Ontario Ranch and the Transportation

expansion of State Route 60.

States that increased truck traffic has
caused noise and air pollution issues in
residential areas.

Asks whether the facilities at the proposed
sports complex will host youth sports from
neighboring cities.

Expresses concern that the ORSC will
exacerbate traffic and air pollution issues

April 2024
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Table 2-1 NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary
Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:
and may cause visitors to park in
neighboring shopping centers.
Expresses concern about the funding of
the ORSC through the Proposition Q tax
increase.
Pala Band of Mission 10/13/23 | Tribal Cultural States that the ORSC site is not within the | Section 5.18, Tribal
Indians Resources tribe’s Traditional Use Area. Cultural Resources
South Coast Air 10/14/23 | Air Quality Provides recommendations for the air Section 5.3, Air
Quality Management quality impact analysis including the use of | Quality
District regional and localized significance Section 5.8,
thresholds and identifying impacts from Greenhouse Gas
construction and operation. Emissions
Identifies resources for the Proposed
Project to reference when developing
mitigation measures and recommends the
consideration of several operational
mitigation measures and design
considerations.
Jeff Modrzejewski 10/16/23 | Air Quality Encourages the City to include project Section 5.3, Air
(Californians Allied for Greenhouse Gas objectives that do not preclude the Quality
a Responsible Emissions consideration of other alternatives. Section 5.8,
Economy [CARE CA]) Alternatives States that the SEIR should include a Greenhouse Gas
health risk assessment. Emissions
States that the analysis should include a Chapter 7,
discussion of the applicant's plan to offset | Alternatives
the ORSC’s GHG emissions.
States that mitigation measures must be
effective and enforceable as well as
incorporate modern technology where
possible.
City of Chino 10/16/23 | Regional traffic States that the ORSC’s Traffic Impact Section 5.10,
Mill Creek wetlands Analysis should include LOS analysis of Hydrology and Water
Noise any intersections and roadway segments Quality Section 5.13,
expected to have 50 or more peak hour Noise,
trips added by the ORSC. Section 5.17,
States that impacts to regional facilities Transportation
including freeways, major arterials and
public transportation systems should be
considered.
Asks for the ORSC to describe changes to
actions that could affect the Mill Creek
wetlands downstream of the Cucamonga
Creek Channel.
States that the SEIR should include
mitigation measures to address the noise
impacts from events at the proposed
complex.
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Table 2-1 NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary
Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:
City of Eastvale 10/16/23 | Traffic Requests that several intersections that Section 5.17,
are within 5 miles of the ORSC site in Transportation
Eastvale be considered within the Traffic
Impact Analysis.
City of Rancho 10/16/23 | Description of Proposed States that the NOP does not contain Chapter 3, Project
Cucamonga Project sufficient detail regarding the land use Description
Traffic changes in Vineyard corridor. Section 5.1,
VMT States that the Armstrong Ranch Specific | Aesthetics
Agricultural conversion Plan included the potential for up to 949 Section 5.2,
Local biology units to be developed on the ORSC site Agriculture and
Water quality and that should be clarified in the project Forestry
Noise description. Section 5.3, Air
Light pollution Requests that information regarding the Quality
Alternatives relocation of the school site from the Section 5.4,
Economic impact Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan is Biological Resources
pacts on X s
the City of Rancho provided. Section 5.5, Cultural
Cucamonga Rg)é]uestshthat the prlojetl:t descriptfior? Resources
) address the potential relocation of the Section 5.8,
(H;aHzgr::qliJ:S:\gztserlals Westwind Park recreational facilities. Gre.en‘house Gas
Air quality Statgs that the City. of Ontario’s intent to Em:gs:ons
Public Services provide a new stadium for the Rancho Section 5.9, Hazards
- Baseball LLC., franchise should be stated and Hazardous
Utiliies in the NOP and project description. Materials
States that the SEIR should analyze Section 5.10,
environmental impacts of moving the team | Hydrology and Water
from the City of Rancho Cucamonga to the | Quality

City of Ontario.

States that the SEIR should include
detailed traffic impact analysis and analyze
VMT impacts from the land use changes in
Vineyard corridor. Environmental impacts
from road widening should also be
assessed.

Requests that the SEIR include a
comprehensive noise and light pollution
studies and include mitigation to reduce
impacts on agricultural and residential
uses.

Requests a thorough analysis of potential
impacts on local flora and fauna, wetlands,
water bodies, and archaeological
resources.

Requests that the SEIR address impacts
associated with the conversion of
agricultural resources and cumulative
impacts to the agricultural economy.
States that a range of project alternatives
should be analyzed.

Further states that economic impacts to the
City of Rancho Cucamonga should be
included in the event that the City does not

Section 5.13, Noise,
Section 5.15, Public
Services

Section 5.17,
Transportation
Section 5.19, Utilities
and Service Systems

April 2024
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Table 2-1

NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary

Commenting
Agency/Person

Date

Comment Topic

Comment Summary

Issue Addressed In
Chapter/Section:

secure a contract with Major League
Baseball and Rancho Baseball, LLC for the
Epicenter stadium.

Requests that the GHG emissions analysis
include the impacts of the Proposed
Project’s land use changes in Vineyard
corridor in addition to the impacts
associated with construction and operation
of the sports complex development.

States that the SEIR should study the
potential hazardous materials and
conditions associated with the agricultural
uses on the site.

Requests that the SEIR’s air quality
analysis appropriately reflects the
increased daily construction activities that
would be necessary to accommodate
proposed construction schedule. Further
states that the air quality analysis should
include the Vineyard Corridor land use
changes and transportation impacts.
Requests that the SEIR analyze impacts to
public services and utilities including water
supply and wastewater treatment capacity.

Jason Alonzo

10/16/23

Transportation

Would like to see multiple modes of
transportation accommodated within the
complex including bike paths and
sidewalks.

Requests for parking to be reduced and
used for open space, extra wide sidewalks,
and trees.

Section 5.17,
Transportation

Stephen Moye

10/16/23

Roller Hockey

Requests a section of the complex be
utilized for roller hockey and cites Ontario’s
large hockey community.

Chapter 3, Project
Description

San Bernardino
County Department of
Public Works

10/16/23

Hydrology and Water
Quality

States that the Proposed Project will be
required to obtain an encroachment permit
if proposing to work within the San
Bernardino County Flood Control District
right-of-way which includes the
Cucamonga Creek Channel and Riverside
Storm Drain.

States that the Proposed Project is subject
to the Ontario MPD (September 2011) and
should be used as a guideline for drainage
in the area. Any revisions to the drainage
should be reviewed and approved by the
jurisdictional agency in which the revision
occurs.

States that the Proposed Project is within
the Federal Emergency Management

Section 5.10,
Hydrology and Water
Quality
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Table 2-1 NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary
Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:

Agency’s Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM) Zone X for the 500-year floodplain.

o Recommends that the City use the
Comprehensive Storm Drain Plan and
Ontario Master Plan of Drainage (MPD) to
align drainage improvements under the
Proposed Project.

o Recommends that the Proposed Project
include and the City enforce the most
recent FEMA regulations for development
within a floodplain.

o States that a Water Quality Management
Plan should be prepared for the ORSC.

o States that the ORSC shall conform with
the Construction General Permit.

November 14 - December 15 NOP Comments (see Appendix B1)

Department of Toxic 11/14/23 | Clarification of Project o States that the project with a State *See explanation
Substances Control SCH number Clearinghouse number of 2006111009 regarding the NOP
(Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan EIR) is at | released for the
the same location as the Proposed Project. | SEIR tiering from the
o Asks if the agency should reference both | Proposed Project
SCH numbers as one project. with SCH number
2006111009 above.
Native American 11/17/23 | Tribal Cultural o Recommends consultation with tribes. Section 5.18, Tribal
Heritage Commission Resources o Provides brief summary of portions of AB Cultural Resources
52 and SB 18.
o Provides recommendations for Cultural
Resources Assessments.
City of Eastvale 11/20/23 | Traffic Impacts and o States that the ORSC has the potential to Section 5.17,
Review of DEIR generate traffic impacts in Ontario and Transportation
Eastvale.
o States that the Proposed Project should
analyze all intersections and road classified
as “Collector” or higher at which the ORSC
will add 50 or more peak hour trips, in
accordance with the Riverside County
Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) Guidelines.
o States the City of Eastvale’s intent to
review the Draft EIR.
Lois Sicking 11/28/23 | Hazards, biological o Asks for the following issues to be analyzed | Section 5.1,
resources, air quality, in the DEIR: Aesthetics
traffic, alternate — Hazardous materials associated with Section 5.3, Air
g:g;‘;‘iir;zt'?]’;’ise historical dairy operations on the site. Quality
’ ! — Impacts on burrowing owls, local wildiife, | Section 5.4,
stormwater runoff ang sensitive specieg. Biological Resources
— Impacts regarding artificial lighting on Section 5.9, Hazards
- P and Hazardous
local wildlife and migrating birds. Materi
aterials
— Impacts to sensitive plant species.
April 2024 Page 2-7
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Table 2-1 NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary
Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:
— Construction and operational air Section 5.10,
pollutant emissions with comparisonto | Hydrology and Water
South Coast AQMD’s recommended Quality
regional and localized CEQA air quality Section 5.13, Noise
significance thresholds. Section 5.17,
— Increased traffic flow, specifically safety | Transportation
issues and delays.
— Impact of operating hours of complex on
quality life for residents near the ORSC
site and major travel routes.
— Noise, light pollution, and stormwater
runoff impacts.
o Recommends the construction of
infrastructure for public transportation,
pedestrian-oriented environments, and bike
paths.
e Recommends incorporation of design
standards for the ORSC.
City of Chino 12/13/23 | Traffic/Transportation, See summary of the City of Chino comment Section 5.10,
Mill Creek Wetlands, letter submitted on 10/16/23. Hydrology and Water
Noise Quality Section 5.13,
Noise,
Section 5.17,
Transportation
Raymond Smith 1211324 | Traffic, Street o Requests to be informed of plan for ingress | Chapter 3, Project
Improvements, Labor, and egress from the proposed baseball Description
Solar Panels, Outreach stadium during events. Section 5.6, Energy
o Asks what major roadway improvements Section 5.17,
are proposed to accommodate increased Transportation
traffic.
o Requests that the ORSC employ union
labor.
o Requests that the City commit to powering
the stadium to the extent possible with solar
power.
o Requests better outreach for residents
about proposed projects.
Tina Silva 12/14/23 | Air Quality, Greenhouse | e Requests that the DEIR analyze impacts Chapter 3, Project
Gas Emissions, Truck related to increases in traffic including air Description
Routes, Hazardous quality and greenhouse gas emissions. Section 5.1,
Waste, Water o Asks what measures the City will implement | Aesthetics
Contamination, to keep trucks from traveling on non-truck Section 5.3, Air
Biological Resources, routes in the City. Quality
Roadway Safety, o Notes that the ORSC site contains manure | Section 5.4,
Lighting, from dairy farm operation and asks what Biological Resources
Access, measures will be taken to dispose of Section 5.8,
Noise manure, provide clean drinking water on the | Greenhouse Gas
ORSC site, and ensure that no Emissions
contamination of the water table has
occurred.
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Table 2-1 NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary
Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:
o Asks if manure is considered hazardous Section 5.9, Hazards
waste. and Hazardous
o Requests that the DEIR analyze direct, Materials
indirect, and cumulative impacts on Section 5.13, Noise
residents, plants, and wildlife. Section 5.17,
o Asks what public safety measures will be Transportation
implemented to protect drivers, pedestrians,
and bicyclists during Proposed Project
construction and operation.
o Asks what hours the sports park will be
open and how long field lighting will be on
as it related to light and noise pollution.
o Asks if lights will be shut off with a timer and
if fields will be fenced to prevent use after
hours.
Chris Robles 12/14/23 | Air Quality, Greenhouse | Commenter raises the same issues and Chapter 3, Project

Gas Emissions, Truck
Routes, Hazardous
Waste, Water
Contamination,
Biological Resources,
Roadway Safety,
Lighting, Access,
Noise, Fiscal Impacts,
Energy, Flooding,
Signage, Public
Services, Utilities and
Service Systems,
Cultural and Tribal
Cultural Resources,
Retail and Commercial
Uses, Programming

questions as the letter from Tina Silva on

12/14/23. The following are additional

comments:

o Asks what measures are being taken to
protect tribal cultural resources and dairy-
industry-related historic resources
associated with the ORSC site.

o Requests that traffic and advertising
signage be restricted on the ORSC site.

o Asks what the carbon footprint of the
construction and operation of the Proposed
Project will be and if alternative energy
sources are being considered.

o Requests that the ORSC be built with union
labor and that the City prioritize diversity
and local businesses for construction,
operation, and maintenance of the ORSC.

o Requests that the DEIR address flooding
and wind impacts to the ORSC and
surrounding neighborhoods.

o Asks the City to consider the benefits and
costs of funding this one large, centralized
ORSC site as opposed to smaller
disaggregated amenities around the City
that would be easier for more residents of
the City to access.

o Asks what the operational costs of the
Proposed Project are for the City.

o Requests for the DEIR to analyze utility
impacts including water supply, sewer, and
power and communication systems and for
the ORSC to consider use of reclaimed
water for irrigation.

o Asks if the ORSC involves trenching and
the location of this beyond the ORSC site.

Description

Section 5.1,
Aesthetics

Section 5.3, Air
Quality

Section 5.4,
Biological Resources
Section 5.5, Cultural
Resources

Section 5.6, Energy
Section 5.8,
Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Section 5.9, Hazards
and Hazardous
Materials

Section 5.10,
Hydrology and Water
Quality

Section 5.13, Noise
Section 5.15, Public
Services

Section 5.17,
Transportation
Section 5.18, Tribal
Cultural Resources
Section 5.19, Utilities
and Service Systems

April 2024

Page 2-9



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

2. Introduction

Table 2-1 NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary
Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:

o Asks if Ontario residents will be given
priority for use of the complex.

o Asks for estimates of resident vs.
nonresident usage of facilities.

o Asks what portion of the ORSC would be
free to use vs. pay-for-use.

o Asks if a police substation and fire station or
paramedic center is proposed.

o Asks for details to be provided on the
retail/commercial and hotel portion of the
ORSC.

City of Rancho 12/15/23 | Economic impacts on o Reiterates the City of Rancho Cucamonga’s | N/A
Cucamonga the City of Rancho previous comments made in its 10/16/23
Cucamonga comment letter.

o Emphasizes that the City should be provide
transparency regarding its intention for the
team that would contract to use the stadium.

Estela Ballon 12/15/23 | Air Quality, Greenhouse | Commenter raises the same issues and Chapter 3, Project

Gas Emissions, Truck questions as the letter from Tina Silva on Description

Routes, Hazardous 12/14/23, summarized above. The following Section 5.1,

Waste, Water are additional comments: Aesthetics

Contamination, Traffic o States that City should increase outreach Section 5.3, Air

Safety, Biological efforts to notify residents of proposed Quality

Resources projects, including direct contact with Section 5.4,
residents living within a two-mile radius of Biological Resources
the ORSC site. Section 58,

o States that SR-60 freeway exits in Ontario, Greenhouse Gas
in addition to other City roadways would be | Emissions
impacted by the ORSC. Section 5.9, Hazards

o States that air quality and GHG emissions and Hazardous
impacts to houses and a mobile home park | Materials
along Riverside should be analyzed. Section 5.13, Noise

Section 5.17,
Transportation
Ester Schmall 12/15/23 | Air Quality, Greenhouse | Commenter raises the same issues and Chapter 3, Project

Gas Emissions, Truck questions as the letter from Tina Silva on Description

Routes, Hazardous 12/14/23, summarized above. The following Section 5.1,

Waste, Water are additional comments: Aesthetics

Contamination, Traffic e States concern that similar projects have led | Section 5.3, Air

Safety, Biological to increased rent and cost of living. Quality

Resources o Expresses dissatisfaction with the use of the | Section 5.4,

site as a sports complex. Biological Resources

Section 5.8,
Greenhouse Gas
Emissions
Section 5.9, Hazards
and Hazardous
Materials
Section 5.13, Noise
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Table 2-1 NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary
Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:
Section 5.17,
Transportation
Calvin and Katie 12/15/23 | Air Quality, Greenhouse | Commenter raises the same issues and Chapter 3, Project
Cheng Gas Emissions, Truck questions as the letter from Tina Silva on Description
Routes, Hazardous 12/14/23, summarized above. Section 5.1,
Waste, Water Aesthetics
Contamination, Section 5.3, Air
Biological Resources, Quality
Lighting, Access, Noise, Section 5.4,
Roadway Safety Biological Resources
Section 5.8,
Greenhouse Gas
Emissions
Section 5.9, Hazards
and Hazardous
Materials
Section 5.13, Noise
Section 5.17,
Transportation
Mina Young 12/15/23 | Air Quality, Greenhouse Expresses concern of exacerbated traffic Section 5.3, Air
Gas Emissions, Truck conditions on Riverside Drive. Quality
Routes, Hazardous States that the ORSC's traffic increases in | Section 5.8,
Waste, Water proximity to residential areas will create air | Greenhouse Gas
Contamination, Crime, quality and GHG emissions. Emissions
Roadway Safety Asks what public safety measures will be Section 5.9, Hazards
implemented to protect drivers, pedestrians, | and Hazardous
and bicyclists. Materials
Expresses concern of increased crime in Section 5.17,
the proximity to the ORSC site and asks Transportation
what safety measures would be
implemented to protect nearby residents
and their property.
Asks what measures will be taken to
prevent or remediate contaminated drinking
water from the existing dairy farm
operations.
South Coast Air 12/15/23 | Air Quality Asks for all appendices and technical Section 5.3, Air
Quality Management Energy documents related to air quality, health risk, | Quality
District Greenhouse Gas and greenhouse gas analyses, as well as Section 5.8,
Emissions calculations and modeling, be sent in input Greenhouse Gas
and output files. Emissions
Recommends that the City use South Coast
AQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook and
website as guidance when preparing the air
quality and greenhouse gas analyses, as
well as CalEEMod land use emissions.
Recommends that the City quantify criteria
pollutant emissions and compare the
emissions to South Coast AQMD’s CEQA
regional pollutant emissions significance
thresholds and localized significance

April 2024
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Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:

thresholds to determine the ORSC's air
quality impacts.

o States that the City should identify potential
adverse air quality impacts that could occur
from all phases of the ORSC and all air
pollutant sources.

e Recommends performing a mobile source
health risk assessment if the ORSC wiill
generate diesel emissions from long-term
construction or attract diesel-fueled

vehicular trips.
In-Person Scoping Meeting Comments (9/27/2023)
Traffic Concerns/Infrastructure Improvements Section 5.17,
o Truck volumes on roads post-construction. Transportation

o What kinds of right-of-way improvements would occur on Riverside Ave?/ What is the nature of the street
widening on Riverside Ave?

o Concern about 4th of July (traffic, noise).

o Riverside should be fully improved by the first phase of the ORSC.

o Riverside/Campus should have a protected left turn.

o FEuclid and Riverside should be widened to accommodate ORSC traffic.

o FEuclid Interchange should be included in study as people exit Euclid to use Riverside as a cut through.
e Campus and Riverside intersection should be studied for AM and PM peaks.

o Truck routes need to be enforced.

o “Regional” scale of ORSC will attract many people and increase traffic significantly.

o Traffic from neighboring flea market should be considered in analysis.

o Traffic from proposed industrial developments nearby should be considered in cumulative analysis.
o Bikes should be accommodated on-site with separated bike paths off-street.

o Wil there be public transportation to the site? Section 5.17,
Transportation
Olympics N/A

o Consider using the site for Special Olympics.

o Concern about the use of the site during the 2028 Olympics as well as the site being used for practice or other
events and drawing large crowds.

o Multipurpose fields are too close to Riverside Drive and maybe a hazard to players. Soccer ball may be kicked Section 5.17,

into the roadway. Fencing is needed to ensure safety on- and off-site. Transportation
Project Timing Section 5.17,
o What is the lead time on constructing stadium? Transportation
o What is the timing for Planning Area 5 (City Park Active Fields)?
Project Cost N/A

o What s the cost of the ORSC?
o How will the City fund the ORSC (long-term)?
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Table 2-1 NOP and Scoping Meeting Comment Summary
Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:
Pest Control Section 5.4,
« Would rodents on the ORSC site travel into neighboring communities during grading? Biological Resources
o Trash control and use of wildlife-proof trash containers would reduce rodent use of the site during construction
phases.
Public Outreach N/A

o City should attend local rec league sports games/practices to solicit comments from the sector of the public that
would be using the proposed recreational amenities.

e Qutreach should also occur at local gatherings like churches.
o Language translation services should be provided at all public meetings.

o City should provide more notice and outreach for projects, and public should be allowed more opportunity to
participate in the process.

Programming
o Wants to see a City-owned snack bar for leagues to rent.

o Consider designated “softball only” fields since Little League/baseball and softball are different. Current softball-
baseball fields in the city are lacking amenities.

Chapter 3, Project
Description

o The health impact of emissions from nearby roadways on children using the proposed sports facilities should be

Section 5.3, Air

studied in the EIR. Quality
Parking and Drop-Off Section 5.17,
o An extra lane should be added near drop-off points on the streets internal to the ORSC site for street parking. Transportation

o Concern that parents would drop off kids on Vineyard Avenue (in the middle of the street) before parking in the
parking structure.

e Recommend drop-off area along Vineyard Avenue (like Disneyland).

Virtual Scoping Meeting (12/6/2023)

Energy
o Will the ORSC incorporate solar panels?
o Wil buildings under the ORSC seek LEED certification?

Section 5.6, Energy

Air Quality

o The EIR should analyze the ORSC’s cumulative impact on air quality in the City.

o Wil the City help to coordinate air quality monitoring on the ORSC site?

o Air quality near the ORSC site is impacted by its proximity to warehousing uses in the vicinity.
o Dried water basins may impact air quality at the ORSC site.

Section 5.3, Air
Quality

Programming
o How will use of the facilities be allocated to sports groups?

o Will the programming at existing City facilities (e.g., Ontario Soccer Complex and Westwind Park) be moved to
and replaced by programming at the ORSC?

o Will residents of the City have free access to the proposed facilities?

Chapter 3, Project
Description

Alternative Transportation

o Will additional bus routes be implemented to serve the ORSC?

o Will the ORSC incorporate infrastructure for bicycle and pedestrian use?

o The ORSC should incorporate bike lanes and multiuse trails on the ORSC site.

Section 5.17,
Transportation

Outreach
o Have residents within the immediate vicinity of the ORSC site been informed of the ORSC?

o Concern expressed regarding the level of outreach for the Proposed Project; City should participate in more
comprehensive outreach strategies for the Proposed Project to better inform members of the community.

N/A

April 2024
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Commenting Issue Addressed In
Agency/Person Date Comment Topic Comment Summary Chapter/Section:
Funding/Project Timeline and Logistics N/A

o Has the ORSC been approved by City Council?

o Does the City own the land within the ORSC site?

o \What are the funding sources of the ORSC?

o Will the ORSC be used for the 2028 Olympics?

o \Whatis the cost of the ORSC?

o Does the administration of this scoping meeting comply with the Brown Act?

o Employment for the ORSC should prioritize Ontario residents for job opportunities.

o The ORSC should prioritize hiring union labor for the construction and operation of the ORSC.
o How will naming rights of the ORSC buildings be facilitated?

Hazardous Conditions

Section 5.9, Hazards

o How will the retention ponds and manure on the ORSC site be handled to ensure that soil contamination is and Hazardous
remediated? Materials
Water Quality/Supply Section 5.10, Water
« Will the ORSC ensure that potential groundwater contamination is remediated? Quality and
Hydrology

o The EIR should discuss the potential of the ORSC to contaminate the Cucamonga Creek Flood Channel.
o Will the ORSC site incorporate water conservation strategies?

Section 5.19, Utilities
and Service Systems

Effects on Other City Projects

o Will the ORSC affect the construction of the Great Park in Ontario Ranch?

o Does the construction of the ORSC affect the operation of the Westwind Park facilities?
o Will Whispering Lakes Golf Course be affected by construction of the ORSC?

N/A

Landscaping
o Will native plants be considered for use in the landscaping?
o What kind of turf will be used for the soccer fields?

Chapter 3, Project
Description, and
Section 5.19, Utilities
and Service Systems

o Regional draw of the ORSC will increase traffic to the ORSC site; the City should consider mitigation measures Section 5.17,
that reduce the level of driving associated with the ORSC. Transportation
Historic Resources Section 5.5, Cultural
Resources

o The historic value of the buildings and uses of the ORSC site should be documented.

Public Safety
e Concern expressed regarding use of the ORSC facilities by unhoused people.
o Will the ORSC include expansion of fire and police facilities/services?

Section 5.15, Public
Services

2.3 SCOPE OF THIS DEIR

The NOP process helps determine the scope of the environmental issues to be addressed in the DEIR. Certain

environmental categories were identified as having the potential to result in significant impacts, and these

categories can be found in Chapter 5, Environmental Analysis, in this DEIR. Pursuant to Sections 15126.2 and
15126.4 of the CEQA Guidelines, the DEIR should identify any potentially significant adverse impacts and
recommend mitigation that would reduce or eliminate these impacts to levels of insignificance.
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2.3.1 Impacts Considered Less Than Significant

The City of Ontario determined that ten environmental impact categories were not significantly affected by or
did not affect the Proposed Project.

m  Aesthetics

= Energy

m  Hydrology and Water Quality
m  Land Use and Planning

m  Mineral Resources

m  Population and Housing

m  Public Services

m  Recreation

m  Utlities and Service Systems
m  Wildfire

2.3.2 Potentially Significant Adverse Impacts

The City of Ontario determined that five environmental factors have potentially significant impacts if the
Proposed Project is implemented.

m  Biological Resources (Habitat, Sensitive Species, Wetlands)

m  Cultural Resources (Archeological Resources, Historic Resources)
m Geology and Soils (Paleontological Resources)

m  Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Soil Contamination)

m  Tribal Cultural Resources

2.3.3 Unavoidable Significant Adverse Impacts

This Draft EIR identifies five significant and unavoidable adverse impacts, as defined by CEQA, that would
result from implementation of the Proposed Project. Unavoidable adverse impacts may be considered
significant on a project-specific basis, cumulatively significant, and/or potentially significant. The City must
prepare a “statement of overriding considerations” before it can approve the project, attesting that the decision-
making body has balanced the benefits of the Proposed Project against its unavoidable significant
environmental effects and has determined that the benefits outweigh the adverse effects, and therefore the
adverse effects are considered acceptable. The impacts that were found in the Draft EIR to be significant and
unavoidable are:

m  Agricultural Resources (Loss of Prime Farmland)
®m Air Quality (AQMP Consistency, Regional Operation Emissions)
m  Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Magnitude of GHG Emissions, and Consistency with the Scoping Plan)
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®  Noise (Operational Noise)
m  Transportation (Vehicle Miles Traveled)

24 INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE

Some documents are incorporated by reference into this DEIR, consistent with Section 15150 of the CEQA
Guidelines, and they are available for review at the City of Ontario.

m  City of Ontario, Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan (SCH
#2006111009)

m  City of Ontario, Final Environmental Impact Report for the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan (SCH
#2006111009)

m  City of Ontario, The Ontatio Plan 2050
= City of Ontario, Final Environmental Impact Report for The Ontario Plan 2050 (SCH #2021070364)
m  City of Ontario, Municipal Code

In each instance where a document is incorporated by reference for purposes of this report, the EIR will briefly
summarize the incorporated document or briefly summarize the incorporated data if the document cannot be
summarized. In addition, the EIR will explain the relationship between the incorporated part of the referenced
document and the EIR.

This EIR also relies on previously adopted regional and statewide plans and programs, agency standards, and
background studies in its analyses, such as the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (South Coast
AQMD) Air Quality Management Plan. Chapter 13, Bibliography, provides a complete list of references utilized
in preparing this Draft EIR. Unpublished documents that are incorporated by reference are available for review

at:

m  City of Ontatio, City Hall, Planning Department, 303 East "B" Street, Ontatio, CA 91764

2.5 FINAL EIR CERTIFICATION

This Draft EIR (DEIR) is being circulated for public review for 45 days. Interested agencies and members of
the public are invited to provide written comments on the Draft EIR to the City address shown on the title
page of this document. Upon completion of the 45-day review period, the City of Ontario will review all
written comments received and prepare written responses for each. A Final EIR will incorporate the received
comments, responses to the comments, and any changes to the Draft EIR that result from comments. The
Final EIR will be presented to the City of Ontario for potential certification as the environmental document
for the Proposed Project. All persons who comment on the Draft EIR will be notified of the availability of the
Final EIR and the date of the public hearing before the City.

Page 2-16 PlaceWorks



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

2. Introduction

The DEIR is available to the general public for review at various locations:

m  City of Ontatio, City Hall, Planning Department, 303 East "B" Street, Ontatio, CA 91764

m  Oanline at: https://www.ontatioca.gov/Planning/Reports/Environmentallmpact

All comments received from agencies and individuals on the EIR will be accepted during the 45-day public
review period. All comments on the EIR should be sent to:

Thomas Grahn, Senior Planner

City of Ontario

City Hall, Planning Department,

303 East "B" Street, Ontario, CA 91764

Or emailed to TGrahn@ontarioca.gov

All public agencies that submit comments during the 45-day public review period on the EIR will receive written
responses to their comments at least 10 days prior to final action on the Proposed Project. If the City Council
decides to certify the Final EIR, it will make the necessary findings required by CEQA and the CEQA
Guidelines regarding the extent and nature of the impacts presented in the Final EIR. The Final EIR must be
certified by the City prior to making a decision to approve the Proposed Project. Public input is encouraged at
all public hearings and meetings before the Planning Commission and City Council concerning the Proposed
Project.

2.6 MITIGATION MONITORING

Public Resources Code Section 21081.6 requires that agencies adopt a monitoring or reporting program for
any project for which it has made findings pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081 or adopted a
Negative Declaration pursuant to 21080(c). Such a program is intended to ensure the implementation of all
mitigation measures adopted through the preparation of an EIR or Negative Declaration.

The Mitigation Monitoring Program for the Ontario Regional Sports Complex will be completed as part of the
Final EIR, prior to consideration of the Proposed Project by the Ontario City Council.
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3. Project Description

3.1 PROJECT LOCATION

The Ontario Regional Sports Complex (ORSC) would allow for development on an approximately 199-gross-
acre site (ORSC site) of a variety of recreational opportunities—from a semi-professional Minor League
Baseball stadium, retail, and hospitality area to a new City recreation center and aquatics center surrounded by
a variety of baseball/softball, soccer, and multiuse fields. Development on the ORSC site would require
installation of a sewer line in the Vineyard Avenue right-of-way (Offsite Improvement Area). The ORSC also
requires a concurrent General Plan Amendment and Rezoning (GPA and Rezone) to offset the potential loss
in residential capacity in The Ontario Plan (TOP) of 1,471 units from the ORSC site when it is redesignated
and rezoned to accommodate the uses of the ORSC site. To offset this loss, 94 acres along the Vineyard
Corridor south of the ORSC site would be assigned a more intense land use designation, changing from Low
Density Residential (LDR) to Medium Density Residential (MDR) to comply with Senate Bill (SB) 330 and SB
166. The development on the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area and concurrent GPA and Rezone are
referred to as the Proposed Project.

3.1.1  ORSC Site

The Proposed Project is in the southern portion of Ontario, which is known as the Ontario Ranch. The ORSC
site is on the southeast corner of Vineyard Avenue and Riverside Drive. The ORSC site is bounded to the north
by Riverside Drive, to the south by Chino Avenue, to the west by the unimproved right-of-way (ROW) for
Vineyard Avenue, and to the east by the Cucamonga Creck Flood Control Channel. Ontatio 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 Figure 3-1, Regional Location, and Figure 3-2, Local V'icinity). The city is in the
central part of the Upper Santa Ana River Valley, which is 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.

3.1.2 Existing Land Uses

Existing land uses in the ORSC site are shown on Figure 3-3, Aerial Photograph. Much of the ORSC site is
presently vacant and was primarily used for agricultural purposes, including the raising of livestock and dairy
farming. Other land uses on the ORSC site include a nursery east of Ontario Avenue. Vineyard Avenue
currently terminates at Riverside Drive. The ORSC site consists of mostly flat topography.
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ORSC Site Assessor’s Parcel Numbers

Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APN) in the ORSC site include (see Figure 3-4a, Assessor’s Parcels in the ORSC Site):

APN 218-101-01
APN 218-101-02
APN 218-101-03
APN 218-101-04
APN 218-101-05
APN 218-101-06
APN 218-101-07
APN 218-101-08
APN 218-102-10
APN 218-102-11
APN 218-111-04

APN 218-111-05
APN 218-111-06
APN 218-111-08
APN 218-111-09
APN 218-111-11
APN 218-111-12
APN 218-111-45
APN 218-111-49
APN 218-111-50

GPA and Rezone Area Assessor’s Parcel Numbers

APNs with land use and zoning changes required to comply with Senate Bill (SB) 330 and SB 166 within the
GPA and Rezone atea include (see Figure 3-4b Assessor’s Parcels for SB 330/SB 166 Compliance (General Plan
Amendment and Rezone Area)):!

APN 216-214-05
APN 216-214-06*
APN 216-214-07*
APN 216-314-07
APN 216-314-08*
APN 218-121-01

APN 218-121-02%*
APN 218-121-03*
APN 218-121-04
APN 218-181-02*
APN 218-181-15

1 APN:ss listed with an asterisk (*¥) will only change the land use on a portion of the parcel, as shown in Figure 3-4b; the remaining

portion of the parcel is not proposed to change.
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Figure 3 1 Reglonal Location
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Figure 3-2 - Local Vicinity
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Flgure 3 3 Aerlal Photograph
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Figure 3-4a - Assessor’s Parcels in the ORSC Site
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Figure 3-4b - Assessor Parcels SB330/SB166 Compliance (General Plan Amendment and Rezone Area)
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3.1.3 Surrounding Land Uses

Existing agticultural and industrial/commercial land uses abut the ORSC site to the west and south, including
Madre Tierra Nursery, Mountain View RV and Boat Storage, Infinity Recycling, Artesia Sawdust Products, and
several dairy farms. Whispering Lakes Golf Course and Westwind Park are north and northeast of the site,
respectively, across Riverside Drive. A commercial center is at the northeast corner of Vineyard Avenue and
East Riverside Drive. Residential land uses surrounding the ORSC site include the Countryside residential
community to the east, separated from the ORSC site by the concrete channel; Whispering Lakes Apartment
Complex and single-family residential uses in the Vineyard South neighborhood across Riverside Drive and
adjacent to the Whispering Lakes Golf Course; residential uses to the northeast in the Arcadian Shores
residential neighborhood; and rural residential uses associated with existing agricultural uses on Baker Avenue
to the west. Other sensitive land uses include the Sunrise Children Center across Riverside Drive and the
Archibald Christian Preschool at Chino Avenue and Archibald Avenue to the southeast.

A summary of surrounding land uses is provided below:

m  North: Single-family and multifamily residential, neighborhood shopping center, and park and recreational
facilities (Whispering Lakes Golf Course and Westwind Park).

m  East: Cucamonga Creck Flood Control Channel and residential uses.
m  South: Agricultural/industrial uses.

m  West: Agricultural/industrial uses.

3.2 STATEMENT OF OBJECTIVES

Objectives for the ORSC will aid decision makers in their review of the project and associated environmental
impacts:

1. Support the community’s vision for a “premier” city by providing the opportunity to incorporate
comprehensive public facilities programing, including the development of a sports complex with associated
mixture of uses.

2. Consolidate City sports park operation.

3. Expand recreational opportunities in support of youth and adult soccer, baseball, softball, basketball, and
volleyball.

4. Broaden sports programs to include aquatics, tennis and pickleball programs for youth and adults.
5. Provide a high-quality stadium for a minor league sports team.
6. Allow for safe, convenient transit access from the Stadium to OmniTrans bus stops on Riverside Drive.

7. Prioritize development away from sensitive receptors.
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3.3 PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

“Project,” as defined by the CEQA Guidelines, means:

... the whole of an action, which has a potential for resulting in either a direct physical change in the

environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, and that is any

of the following:

(1)...enactment and amendment of zoning ordinances, and the adoption and

amendment of local General Plans or elements thereof pursuant to Government Code Sections 65100—

65700. (14 Cal. Code of Reg. § 15378][a])

3.3.1

The ORSC site would provide a variety of experiences including a 6,000-capacity, semipro, Minor League
Baseball stadium with supportive retail/hospitality uses and a new city regional park and community recreation
facilities, including a new recreational center; aquatics center; and baseball, softball, and soccer fields. The land
use plan under the ORSC comprises seven planning areas (PA)—Baseball Stadium (PA 1); Commercial Retail
(PA 2); Baseball Stadium Retail-Hospitality (PA 3), Baseball Stadium Retail-Hospitality South (PA 4); City Park—
Active Fields (PA 5); City Park—Indoor Athletic Facility (PA 6); and Community Recreation Center (PA 7)—as
shown on Figure 3-5, Ontario Regional Sports Complex: Planning Areas. The amenities are shown in Table 3-1,
Ontario Regional Sport Complex Amenities Summary, and on Figure 3-6, Conceptual Land Use Plan. As shown in Table
3-1, the ORSC would result in 540,750 square feet of commercial building space, 450,000 square feet of stadium
space (110,000 square feet of conditioned space and 340,000 square feet of unconditioned space), and 272,000
square feet of parking structures.

Table 3-1

Ontario Regional Sports Complex

Ontario Regional Sport Complex Amenities Summary

Building Square Feet

Land Use Acres Commercial Parking Stadium Number of Amenities
PA 1 BASEBALL STADIUM 16.01 — 185,000 450,000 ?:ggg-g:&?;gysmces
Baseball Field Facility 11.33 — — — 6,000-Capacity
Conditioned Space — — — 110,000 —
Unconditioned Space — — — 340,000 —
Parking Structure A (3-stories) 4.68 — 185,000 — 1,600 parking spaces
PA 2 COMMERCIAL RETAIL 19.62 45,000 — — 1,500 Parking Spaces
Retail/Commercial, East 5.06 45,000 — — —
Surface Parking, East 14.56 — — — 1,500 parking spaces
Stadum Retall and Hospitaty | 458 | 9100 - — | 100Rooms
Retail/Commercial 217 21,000 — — —
Hotel 2.41 70,000 — — 100 Rooms
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Table 3-1 Ontario Regional Sport Complex Amenities Summary
Building Square Feet
Land Use Acres Commercial Parking Stadium Number of Amenities

A d4H2;;§§:ﬁ|;|§:mmum e 8.54 114,000 - - 250 Parking Spaces
Retail/Commercial 6.54 114,000 — — —
Surface Parking, South 2.00 — — — 250 Parking Spaces
PA 5 CITY PARK, Active Fields 110.90 23,300 — 2,000 Parking Spaces
Multipurpose Fields (Soccer/Football) 4113 — — — 13 Fields
LMeu;gllJJsS Fields (Baseball/Softball/Little 4511 _ . . 8 Fields
Park 10.87 23,300 — — —
Parking Structure B (4 stories) 3.59 — 87,000 — 1,000 Parking Spaces
Surface Parking, South 10.2 — — — 1,000 Parking Spaces
E?c?lig:w bt e il e 7.58 159,450 — — 388 Parking Spaces
Indoor Athletic Facility 4.46 159,450 — — 16 max. Courts
Surface Parking 3.12 — — — 388 Parking Spaces
P oo MUNITY RECREATION 1568 | 108,000 — — 525 Parking Spaces
Community Center/ Admin Building 3.46 70,000 — — —
Activity Area 8.05 38,000 — 1 Field/8 Courts
Recreation Surface Parking 417 — — — 525 parking spaces
Right-of-Way 16.10 — — — —

6,000-Capacity
TOTAL 199.01 540,750 272,000 450,000 100 rooms

6,263 Parking Spaces

3.3.1.1  PLANNING AREA 1: BASEBALL STADIUM

The ORSC site would create a 16-acre sports entertainment area with a semiprofessional Minor League Baseball
stadium in PA 1 along the southwest corner of Riverside Drive and Ontario Avenue, south of Whispering
Lakes Golf Course. The baseball stadium would be bounded to the east by Ontario Avenue, to the north by
Riverside Drive, and to the west and south by new internal roadways. In accordance with league requirements,
the baseball diamond would be oriented to the northeast. The baseball stadium would have a capacity of 6,000
capacity with 4,500 fixed seats. A breakdown of the conditioned and unconditioned stadium square footage is
shown in Table 3-2, Baseball Stadium Amenities.
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Table 3-2 Baseball Stadium Amenities
Baseball Stadium Seating Capacity
Fixed Seats 4,500
Stadium Capacity 6,000
Stadium Conditioned and Unconditioned Spaces Square Feet
Conditioned Spaces Total 110,000
Concession Areas: Concession Kitchen, Food and Beverage Offices 30,000
Offices: Administration, Media, Press Box 15,000
Retail: Team Store, Box Office 4,000
Hospitality Spaces: Suites, Club, Dugout Club 18,000
Team and Stadium Services: Clubhouses, Training Areas, Field Maintenance 35,000
Other Conditioned Space: Restrooms, First Aid, Patron Services 8,000
Unconditioned Spaces Total 340,000
Other Unconditioned Space: Open Concourses, Circulation, Seating Bowl, Berm 100,000
Nonpublic Space: Playing Field, Bullpens, Dugout 140,000
Public Space: Plazas, Entries, Kid Zone, Site Circulation, Landscape 100,000
Total Square Feet 450,000

Baseball Stadium Lighting.

The baseball stadium would include lighting to illuminate the fields during evening games. The lighting would

be turned on at 5:00 pm on game days and would be turned off approximately one hour after the evening game

concludes. A lighting plan is provided by Musco Sports Lighting, LLC. and is discussed in more detail in Section

5.1, Aesthetics, of the Draft EIR.

Stadium Sound / Public Address System

The baseball stadium would include a public address / sound system. The speaker arrays would be on light

poles and on the canopy structure in the stadium seating area, and floor speakers would be in the hospitality

spaces. Pregame music would start approximately 2 hours before a game starts, during warm-up. The public

address system would be turned on approximately 45 minutes before the start of the baseball game and would

be turned off when the game concludes.
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Figure 3-5 - Ontario Regional Sports Complex Planning Areas
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Figure 3-6 - Conceptual Land Use Plan
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Programming for the baseball stadium is shown in Table 3-3, Baseball and Event Programming. For the California

Minor Baseball league, there would be up to 66 regular season home games and up to 5 postseason home

games, for a total of 71 home games. As a Condition of Approval (COA), the City of Ontario is prohibiting

the use of fireworks at Minor League Baseball games.? In addition to baseball games, the stadium could host

other events outside of the baseball season, such as concerts. A maximum of 46 events at the stadium other

than Minor League Baseball are assumed.

Table 3-3 Baseball and Event Programming
Event Description | # of Events Attendance

Baseball Events’

' Capacity: 6,000

Regular Season? April-September 66 Aerage):I: 3,400

Postseason? September <5 6,000

Other Events*

City-Sponsored Events* 26 500 to 4,000
Concert/Live Performance April-September 6 4,000
Concert (Large) October-March 10 4,000
Concert (Medium) October-March 5 2,000
Concert (Small) October-March 5 500

Other Events 20 100 to 6,000
High School Tournament April/May 4 3,000
NCAA Game/Tournament AprillMay 4 2,000
Baseball Exhibition March-September 2 6,000
Youth Camp Feb-May 4 100
Concert/Live Performance May-October 2 5,000
Career Fair March 2 500
Other Activation March-September 2 200

Notes:

NCAA = National College Athletic Association
Games are typically 3 hours. Weekday and Saturday games have a 6:30 pm start, and Sundays start at 2:00 pm.

2 The regular season consists of 66 home games—43 weekday games, 12 Saturday games, and 11 Sunday games. Based on ticket sales for the 2023 season,
Tuesday and Wednesday night games average 2,600 attendees, Thursday games average 3,000 attendees, Friday and Saturday games average 4,600 attendees,
and Sunday games average 3,000 attendees.

~ o

The playoffs are at least five games during the second and third weeks in September.
City-sponsored concerts would primarily be held outside of the baseball season (October to March). Up to 6 concerts may be held on Friday and/Saturday evenings
during the baseball season (April to September) when home-games are not played at the stadium.

2 The technical studies evaluated a “with fireworks” scenario in the event fireworks would be permitted on Saturday night home
games during the baseball season. However, this scenario would not occur.
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Employment

The baseball stadium employment would fluctuate based on the season:
m  Offseason: 37 full-time staff and 6 part-time staff

m  Regular season: 84 full-time baseball and facilities staff, 150 full-time concession staff, 12 part-time staff,
and 100 additional part-time staff on game nights

Employment for other events is assumed to be similar to employment during the regular season.

Access and Parking

Vehicles accessing the baseball stadium would use Parking Structure A and surface parking in PA 2. Parking
Structure A would be accessed via a new signal along Riverside Drive at Whispering Lake Golf Course/
Street A. Parking Structure A would be three stories and provide 1,600 parking spaces. In addition, surface
parking in PA 2 would provide an additional 1,500 parking spaces accessed via a new signal and intersection
improvements at Riverside Drive and Ontario Avenue. Electric vehicle parking and bicycle storage would be
provided in accordance with the California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen). Signage for the
stadium would be provided along Riverside Drive and along the stadium frontage and would include a mixture
of stationary signage and an electronic, light-emitting diode (LED) display, as per the required stadium signage
program to be reviewed and approved by the City. A traffic management plan and parking management plan
would be required for events at the baseball stadium and city park.

Landscaping Plans

The exterior of the stadium would provide landscaping in accordance with the City of Ontario landscape
requirements. In addition, the interior of the stadium includes landscaping of natural grass turf in accordance
with the Minor League Baseball (MiLLB) requirements.

3.3.1.2  PLANNING AREA 2: COMMERCIAL RETAIL

The 19.62-acre commercial retail area in PA 2 is east of Ontario Avenue and west of the Cucamonga Creek
Flood Control Channel but excludes PA 7 at the southeast corner near Ontario Avenue and Chino Avenue, as
shown in Figure 3-5. PA 2 includes 45,000 square feet of support retail/commercial uses in five individual
buildings (see Table 3-1). The 45,000-square-foot retail buildings would generate 113 employees.? Parking for
this retail would be in a 14.56-acre surface parking lot with 1,500 parking spaces. Access to this parking lot
would be from Ontario Avenue.

3.3.1.3  PLANNING AREA 3: BASEBALL STADIUM RETAIL AND HOSPITALITY

The baseball stadium would be supported by ancillary retail buildings in both PA 3 and PA 4. PA 3 is a 4.58-
acre site that would wrap around the southern and eastern portions of the baseball stadium (see Figures 3-5
and 3-6). PA 3 would allow for a 21,000-square-foot retail building and a hotel. The hotel would be 70,000

3 Based on The Ontario Plan 2050 buildout assumptions that tetail/commetcial uses generate 1 employee per 400 squate feet.
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square feet and would include 100 rooms, meeting rooms, and a café. Parking for the retail and the hotel would
be shared parking with the baseball stadium in Parking Structure A and surface parking within PA 2 and PA 4.
The 21,000-square-foot retail building would generate 53 employees, and the hotel would generate 54
employees.*

3.3.1.4  PLANNING AREA 4: BASEBALL STADIUM RETAIL AND HOSPITALITY SOUTH

PA 4 is south of the baseball stadium and would include up to 114,000 square feet of retail/commercial uses
on an 8.54-acre site, which would generate 285 employees.> PA 4 includes a 50,000-square-foot specialty
restaurant (Chicken & Pickle) with an additional 50,000 square feet of outdoor space that includes pickleball
courts along the northwestern portion of the outdoor area, with the picnic area and indoor area in the eastern
portion. Surface parking would include 250 parking spaces. Electric vehicle charging and bicycle storage would
be provided in accordance with CALGreen.

3.3.1.5  PLANNING AREA 5: CITY PARK ACTIVE FIELDS

The western portion of the 199-acre ORSC site west of Ontario Avenue would be dedicated for use as a
regional sports park. PA 5 would encompass 110.90 acres and would have 13 lighted soccer fields, 8 lighted
baseball/softball /Little League fields, and a central park and picnic area. Amenities in the city patk are shown
in Table 3-4, City Park Active Field Amenities.

Table 3-4 City Park Active Field Amenities
City Park Active Field Land Use Amenities Acres Building Square Feet Number of Amenities

Multipurpose Fields (Soccer/Football) 4113 — 13 Fields
Multiuse Fields (Baseball/Softball/Little League) 4511 — 8 Fields
Park 10.87 23,300

Batting Cage — 12 Cages

Support Buildings & concessions — 11,200

Secondary Support Building — 8,000

Press Box (baseball clover) — 3,200

Maintenance Building — 900

Family/Group Playgrounds — —
Paseos/walkways/Trails — —

Open Space — —
Parking Structure B (4-stories) 3.59 — 1,000 parking spaces
Surface Parking 10.2 — 1,000 parking spaces
TOTAL 110.90 23,300 2,000 parking spaces

4 Based on The Ontario Plan 2050 buildout assumptions that retail/commercial uses generate 1 employee per 400 square feet and
that hotels generate 1 employee per 1,300 square feet.
5 Based on The Ontario Plan 2050 buildout assumptions that tetail/commetcial uses generate 1 employee per 400 squate feet.
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Multipurpose Fields

As shown on Figure 3-6, the ORSC site would include 13 multipurpose fields for soccer or football activities.
For the purpose of this analysis, it is assumed that up to 6 fields could be natural grass turf and 7 fields would
be synthetic turf to allow for year-round use; however, the City anticipates that synthetic turf would be used
for all multipurpose fields for year-round use. All natural turf fields, park area, and landscaping would use
recycled water. The primary users of the multipurpose fields would be the American Youth Soccer
Organization, which typically plays a fall season from August to November and a spring season from February
to May. Programming for the multipurpose fields is shown in Table 3-5, Ouwtdoor Athletic Fields/ Conrts
Programming. Practices are held once or twice a week. Games are usually held on weekends. Sometimes the
youngest players have a combined practice and game on a weekend day. Shaded bleacher seating would be
provided for spectators, and perimeter fencing would be installed adjacent to multipurpose fields along major

roadways.
Table 3-5 Outdoor Athletic Fields/Courts Programming
Weeks Per Year Days Per Week Duration Attendees/Day
Youth Sports Programming 50 Weeks Total
Soccer — Fall Season 12 Weeks Sat-Sun 8 am-10 pm 2,956
Soccer — Spring Season 12 Weeks Sat-Sun 8 am-10 pm 2,956
Soccer — Tournaments 8 Weeks Sat-Sun 8 am-10 pm 8,027
Baseball/Softball — Fall Season 11 Weeks Sat-Sun 8 am-10 pm 1,432
Baseball/Softball - Spring Season 14 Weeks Sat-Sun 8 am-10 pm 1,432
Baseball/Softball — Tournaments 8 Weeks Sat-Sun 8 am-10 pm 4,600
Other Programming Year Long
4% of July / Trunk-or-Treat NA NA 8 am-10 pm 10,650
Multipurpose Fields Public Access 52 Weeks Mon-Sun 8 am-10 pm 61
Multiuse Fields Public Access 52 Weeks Mon-Sun 8 am-10 pm 47
Tennis Court Public Access 52 Weeks Mon-Sun 8 am-10 pm 254
Worst-Case Day! 12,881

Source: Sports park programming is based on the schedule and activity levels provided by the City of Ontario Recreation Department and is based on the Ontario
Regional Sports Complex Market Analysis (Ontario 2023).

Notes:

1 Worst-case day is a weekend with a soccer tournament, baseball/softball tournament, and public access at the tennis courts

Multiuse Baseball / Softball / Little League Fields

As shown on Figure 3-6, the city park would include eight multiuse baseball/softball/Little League fields for
youth sports. For the purpose of this analysis, it is assumed that up to five fields could be natural grass turf
(including the Little League field in PA 7) and four fields would be synthetic turf to allow for year-round use.
The primary users of these fields would be local softball leagues and Little League. The fall softball/baseball
season is from August to November, and the spring season is from April to June. The fields would be used off-
season by any organized vendor through permit/reservation. Programming for the baseball and softball fields
would be both weekdays and weekends and is shown in Table 3-5.
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Parking

Vehicles accessing the city park would use Parking Structure B along Vineyard Avenue and surface parking in
the southern portion of the city park adjacent to Ontario Avenue and Street A. The four-story parking structure
would have 1,000 parking spaces, and the 10.2-acre parking lot would have an additional 1,000 parking spaces,
for a total of 2,000 parking spaces. The parking areas would be connected through a series of pedestrian paths
and incorporate loading and unloading areas in the parking area. Electric vehicle parking and bicycle storage
would be provided in accordance with CALGreen. A traffic management plan and parking management plan
would be required for events at the city park.

3.3.1.6  PLANNING AREA 6: CITY PARK INDOOR ATHLETIC FACILITY

PA 6 is a 7.58-acre site in the southcentral portion of the ORSC site that would include a two-story, 159,450-
square-foot indoor athletic facility and a 3.12-acre parking lot with 388 parking spaces. The facility would
include the amenities shown in Table 3-6, City Park Indoor Athletic Facility Amenities. The indoor athletic facility
would have a maximum of 1,960 daily visitors during a sports event and would generate the need for 49
employees based on points of service and programs.

Table 3-6 City Park Indoor Athletic Facility Amenities
Indoor Athletic Facility Amenities Acres Building Square Feet Number of Amenities
Indoor Athletic Facility 4.46 159,450
Sports Courts Total — 66,560 24 Courts
Basketball (Full) Courts (maximum 8 courts) OR — — 8 Courts
Volleyball Courts (maximum 16 courts) — — 16 Courts
Multipurpose Space — 34,200 —
Flex Space Total — 28,800 —
Lobby — 1,500 —
Control Room — 150 —
Ticket Office — 100 —
Manager's Office — 500 —
Office Area — 1,500 —
Kitchen — 1,200 —
Café Seating Area — 2,500 —
Flex Team Rooms — 9,000 —
Ref Rooms — 300 —
Training Room — 300 —
Restrooms — 1,750 —
Lease Space Medical — 10,000 —
Mechanical — 29,890 —
Mechanical, Electrical, Storage — 11,956 —
Common Area/ Stairs/ Circulation — 17,934 —
Surface Parking 3.12 — 388 Parking Spaces
TOTAL 7.58 159,450
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The facility would include 66,560 square feet of sport courts. The facility could be configured for either 8
basketball courts (full court: 84 feet x 50 feet) or 16 volleyball courts (60 feet x 30 feet).© An additional 34,200
square feet would allow for a dedicated sports performance area and would include a turf area for
workout/training and potential pop-up batting cage/pitching tunnels (four cages). A total of 28,800 square feet
would include flex space for the lobby, control room, ticket office, manager’s office, office area, kitchen, café
seating area, flex team rooms, referee rooms, training room, restrooms, and lease space medical. In addition,
29,890 square feet would include mechanical, electrical, storage, common areas, stairs, and circulation. Table 3-
7, Indoor Basketball/ 1 olleyball Court Programming, identifies the number of practices and games associated with
the indoor sports facilities annually.

Table 3-7 Indoor Basketball/Volleyball Court Programming
Weeks Per Year Days per Week Duration Max Attendees/Day

Basketball' 15 Weeks Total

Practice 15 Weeks Mon-Fri 8 am-10 pm 95

Game 10 Weeks Sat-Sun 8 am-10 pm 2,000
Volleyball! 39 Weeks Total

Practice 39 Weeks Mon-Fri 8 am-10 pm 221

Game 27 Weeks Mon-Sun 8 am-10 pm 2,500
Notes:

T Volleyball and basketball attendance and schedule are provided by the City of Ontario Recreation Department. A worst-case event is a weekend with a volleyball
game.

3.3.1.7  PLANNING AREA 7: COMMUNITY RECREATION CENTER

The community recreation center is at the southeast corner of Ontario Avenue and Chino Avenue. It would be
bounded by PA 2 to the north, the Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel to the east, Chino Avenue to the
south, and Ontario Avenue to the west. The community recreation center would include a 70,000-square-foot
community center/administration building, a 13,000-squate-foot aquatics facility with outdoor pool, a Little
League field, 25,000-square-foot operator facility, maintenance yard, picnic shelter, eight exercise stations,
playground, outdoor skate park, and eight tennis and pickleball courts, as detailed in Table 3-8, Community
Recreation Center. The Little League field, skate park, and tennis courts would include nighttime lighting until
10:00 pm. Programming for the Little League field is included in Table 3-5.

The community center would operate Monday through Friday from 8:00 am to 11:00 pm, and Saturdays and
Sundays from 8:00 am to 3:00 pm. The community center would host a total of 212 programs per year. Annual
average attendance would be similar to existing facilities in Ontario—196,500 indoor participants and 196,300
outdoor participants, for a total of 392,800 participants per year, which is an average of 1,076 participants per
day. The community center, including aquatics facility, would generate a total of 83 employees. These employees
would also serve the city park in PA 5.

¢ The individual courts could be configured for either basketball or volleyball but not both at the same time.
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Table 3-8 Community Recreation Center
Amenities Acres Building Square Feet Number of Amenities
Community Center/ Administration Building 3.46 70,000 —1
Activity Area 8.05 38,000 —
Aquatics Facility Building — 13,000 1
Baseball Little League — — 1 Field
Operator Facility — 25,000 —
Maintenance Yard — — —
Playground Area — — —
Exercise Stations — — 9 Stations
Skate Park — — —
Tennis/Pickleball — — 8 Courts
Surface Parking 417 — 525 parking spaces
TOTAL 15.68 108,000 525 parking spaces

3.3.2 Infrastructure Requirements
3.3.21  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS

The ORSC requires street widening and intersection improvements from half width to potentially full width
along Vineyard Avenue, Riverside Drive, and Chino Avenue (see Figure 3-7, Road Improvements, and Figure 3-8,
Roadway Improvement Cross-Sections). Because existing ROW is insufficient to accommodate street improvements,
acquisition of additional ROW may be required. The following roadway improvements are proposed:

m  Riverside Drive: Vineyard Avenue to Cucamonga Channel (half-width improvements). The ORSC

site would require dedication and improvements to the south side of Riverside Drive to its ultimate ROW
of 104 feet.

= Ontario Avenue (full-width improvements). The ORSC site would require construction of Ontario
Avenue within the ORSC site to its ultimate ROW and dedication of the frontage along Ontario Avenue.

m  Vineyard Avenue: Riverside Drive to Chino Avenue (full-width improvements). The ORSC site

would require construction of the Vineyard Avenue extension south of Riverside Drive to Chino Avenue
to its full-width ROW.

= Chino Avenue: Vineyard Avenue to Cucamonga Channel (full-width improvements). The ORSC
site would require construction of Chino Avenue along the southern boundary to its full-width ROW.

In addition, the following traffic signals and/or signal modifications would be installed:

m  Signal Modification
e Riverside Drive and Vineyard Avenue
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m  New Signals
e Riverside Drive and Whispering Lakes Golf Course/Parking Structure A

e Riverside Drive and Ontario Avenue

e Vineyard Avenue at Parking Structure B
e Vineyard Avenue at Chino Avenue

e Chino Avenue at Ontario Avenue

e Chino Avenue and Indoor Athletic Facility surface parking

3.3.2.2  WET UTILITIES INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS

The ORSC would require the extension of utilities within the ORSC site.

Storm Drains

The ORSC site would require the extension of storm drains in Riverside Drive to the ORSC site and within
proposed internal roadways, including within Ontario Avenue. Also required would be storm drain, retention,
and water quality improvements, including bioswales and infiltration areas.

Sewer

Sewer lines would need to be extended to the ORSC site. Currently, two sewer alternatives are being considered
(see Figure 3-9, Sewer Infrastructure).

m  Sewer Option 1. Installation of sewer lines to the east and connection to Inland Empire Utility Agency
pipe along Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel. This option would allow for sewer to be installed
within existing ROW.

m  Sewer Option 2, Offsite Improvement Area. Installation of the sanitary sewer along Vineyard Avenue
south to Eucalyptus Avenue via the existing ROW of Vineyard Avenue. This option would require new
sewer lines to extend within the proposed Vineyard Avenue improved ROW to Chino Avenue, transition
to trenching within the unimproved dedicated ROW south of Chino Avenue, connecting to the existing
sewer line within the improved intersection at Eucalyptus Avenue. This proposed sewer line is anticipated
to be between 12 and 20 inches in diameter and 10,578 feet of linear pipes from Chino Avenue to
Eucalyptus Avenue. An aerial of the Offsite Improvement Area for sewer option 2 is shown in Figures 3-
10a to 3-10g, Sewer Option 2: Aerial of Offsite Improvement Area. The EIR analyzed impacts associated with
this Offsite Improvement Area in Chapter 5, Environmental Analysis, including impacts to Biological
Resources, Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resource, Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Noise, and
Utilities and Service Systems. Construction assumptions in this EIR are based on the more conservative
assumption that includes offsite improvements associated with Sewer Option 2.
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Flgure 3-7 - Road Improvements
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Figure 3-8 - Roadway Improvement Cross-Sections
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Figure 3-9 - Sewer Infrastructure
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Figure 3-10a - Sewer Option 2: Aerial of Off-site Improvement Area
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Figure 3-10b - Sewer Option 2: Aerial of Off-site Improvement Area
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Figure 3-10c - Sewer Option 2: Aerial of Off-site Improvement Area
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Figure 3-10d - Sewer Option 2: Aerial of Off-site Improvement Area
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Figure 3-10e - Sewer Option 2: Aerial of Off-site Improvement Area
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Figure 3-10f - Sewer Option 2: Aerial of Off-site Improvement Area
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Figure 3-10g - Sewer Option 2: Aerial of Off-site Improvement Area
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Domestic Water

The ORSC site would require installation of domestic water lines in Vineyard Avenue, Chino Avenue, and
Ontario Avenue, as shown on Figure 3-11, Domsestic Water Infrastructure.

Recycled Water

The ORSC site would include recycled water. The ORSC site would extend recycled water lines west along
Riverside Drive and in Chino Avenue, connecting to Vineyard Avenue and Ontario Avenue (see Figure 3-12,
Recycled Water Infrastructure).

3.3.2.3  ELECTRICITY INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS

Development of the ORSC site would require coordination with Southern California Edison. As shown on
Figure 3-13, Electrical Improvements, the ORSC site may include relocation or undergrounding of several existing
power lines. The ORSC site would require undergrounding of existing lines along Chino Avenue at the southern
boundary, and existing power poles along Riverside Drive would be relocated.

3.324  OTHER DRY UTILITIES

The ORSC site would also expand the City’s fiber optic network, known as OntarioNet, to service the ORSC
site. OntarioNet has an 864- and 432-strand fiber-optic backbone ring that includes spare conduits for future
expansion. The fiber-optic backbone ring terminates at four key communications facilities in the city, each of
which houses a 200+ gigabit per second (Gig) self-healing ring known as the “Core Network.” The Core
Network allows the City to offer a catalog of services known as the “Access Network,” which provides 1 Gig
to 10 Gig internet services, local area network (LAN) extensions, and wireless or Wi-Fi services for the
community and City operations.

The following fiber network hardware would be installed at the ORSC site:

m  Two 2-inch high density polyethylene (HDPE) orange and orange/black conduits in the ROW
m  HH-1, HH-2A/HH-3/HH-4 handholes in the ROW or private property easements

m  Conduit pull rope

®  Conduit duct plugs

m  Fiber locate cable, fiber distribution cabinets

m  One 2-inch HDPE orange conduit for building/facility entrance

®m  Multidwelling/multitenant 13/16-millimeter joint-use micro-duct conduit
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3.3.3 Construction Phase

Construction Phasing

Phasing for the ORSC is as follows (see Figure 3-14, Phasing Plan):
m  Phase 1A: Mass Grading and Utilities (Planning Areas 1 to 3)
m  Phase 1B: Planning Areas 1, 2, and 3

m  Phase 2: Planning Areas 4 and 5

m  Phase 3: Planning Area 6

m  Phase 4: Planning Area 7

Construction Hours

To complete the baseball stadium by March 2026, construction would occur in the hours allowed under Section
5-29.09 of the Ontario Municipal Code, Monday through Saturday, six days per week. Construction would
occur on Saturdays but would be prohibited on Sundays and holidays. Construction activities are assumed to
occur in eight-hour shifts with a one-hour break (e.g., 7:00 am to 4:00 pm or 8:00 am to 5:00 pm weekdays;
9:00 am to 6:00 pm on Saturdays). Nighttime construction for the stadium and parking structures may be
necessary for concrete pours and infrastructure improvements.

Mass Grading

Mass grading would require removing organic matter (manure) from historical dairy operations. The majority
of high-organic-content soils are associated with the dairy farm. Approximately two to three feet of material
require excavation and removal—that is, approximately 66,437 cubic yards from the site in Phase 1A (Planning
Areas 1 to 3) over 30 working days and another 56,000 cubic yards removed during Phase 2 (Planning Areas 4
and 5) over 28 working days, for a total of 122,437 cubic yards of manure removal. Manure removal for new
development in Ontario has historically been relocated in city limits to other agricultural properties. As a
conservative assumption, manure removed is assumed to be relocated to sites within a 50-mile radius of the
ORSC site. No additional soil import or export is needed.
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Figure 3-11 - Domestic Water Infrastructure
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Figure 3-12 - Recycled Water Infrastructure
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Flgure 3-13 - Electricity Improvements
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Figure 3-14 - Phasing Plan
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Preliminary Construction Equipment Assumptions

Specific assumptions include those shown in Table 3-9, Ontario Regional Sports Complex: Phasing and Equipment.

Table 3-9 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment
Subphase | Months | Duration (workdays) |  Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use
PHASE 1A Mass Grading and Utilities
Phase 1 Site Preparation
Demolition September 2024 20 days 8 Construction Workers
4,000 tons (building debris)
2,700 tons (asphalt debris)?
e 2(Cat966G Loaders
e 2 Cat 336EL Excavators
e 1 Power Screen Crusher 320SR
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water

Truck V8
Manure Removal October 2024 30 days 4 Construction Workers
(66,434 cubic yards) e 3,322 Trucks Total

e  3Cat 966G Loaders (10-hours)

e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck V8

Mass Grading October-November 2024 20 days 15 Construction Workers

e 6 Cat 633 Motor Scrapers

e 1CatD-6T Dozer

e 2 Cat 834K Rubber Tire Dozers

e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)

e 3 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks

Fine Grading (Phase 1 on-site) November-December 2024 25 days 5 Construction Workers

e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)

e 2 Cat 623K Motor Scrapers

e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks

Vineyard Avenue Construction: Riverside Drive to Chino Avenue + Sewer (24.24 acres)

Clear & Grub September 2024 20 days 8 Construction Workers

e 3 Cat966G Loaders

e 1 Cat 336EL Excavator

e 1 Power Screen Crusher 320SR

e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck V8

Mass Grading October 2024 10 days 10 Construction Workers

e 4 Cat 637 Motor Scrapers

e  2(CatD-6T Dozers

e 1 Cat 834K Rubber Tire Dozer

e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)

e 3 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
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Table 3-9 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment
Subphase Months Duration (workdays) Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use
Fine Grading October 2024 13 days 10 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 2 Cat 623K Motor Scrapers
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Utilities October 2024-June 2025 200 days 25 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat 336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat 950K Loaders
e 2 Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e  2Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Roadway Paving October 2025-January 2026 100 days 15 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 1 Cat AP655F Paving Machine
e 2 (Cat CB44B Vibratory Rollers
e 1 Cat 623K Motor Scraper
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
Landscaping Parkways September 2025-November 2025 | 65 days 20 Construction Workers

e 2 Cat450F Backhoes
e 1Cat950K Loader
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders

e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck

Riverside Drive Construction: Vineyard to Cucamonga Creek (3.28 acres)

Clear and Grub September 2024 5 days 8 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat966G Loaders
e 1 Cat 336EL Excavator
e 1 Power Screen Crusher 320SR
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck V8
Mass Grading September 2024 5 days 10 Construction Workers
e 4 Cat637 Motor Scrapers
e 2CatD-6T Dozers
e 1 Cat 834K Rubber Tire Dozer
e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 3 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Fine Grading September 2024 8 days 10 Construction Workers

e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 2 Cat 623K Motor Scrapers

e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
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Table 3-9 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment
Subphase Months Duration (workdays) Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use
Utilities September 2024-January 2025 80 days 25 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat 336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat950K Loaders
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Paving January 2025 20 days 15 Construction Workers
e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 1 Cat AP655F Paving Machine
e 2 (Cat CB44B Vibratory Rollers
e 1 Cat 623K Motor Scraper
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
Landscaping Parkways February 2025 20 days 20 Construction Workers
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 1 Cat 950K Loader
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
Chino Avenue: Vineyard Avenue to Cucamonga Creek (4.48 acres)
Clear and Grub April 2025 10 days 8 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat966G Loaders
e 1 Cat 336EL Excavator
e 1 Power Screen Crusher 320SR
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck V8
Mass Grading April-May 2025 12 days 10 Construction Workers
e 4 Cat 637 Motor Scrapers
e  2CatD-6T Dozers
e 1 Cat 834K Rubber Tire Dozer
e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 3 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Fine Grading May 2025 15 days 10 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 2 (Cat 623K Motor Scrapers
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Utilities May-August 2025 80 days 25 Construction Workers

e 3 Cat 336EL Excavators

o 3 Cat950K Loaders

e 2 Cat450F Backhoes

e 2 (Cat414EL Skip Loaders

e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks

April 2024
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Table 3-9 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment
Subphase Months Duration (workdays) Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use
Paving August—October 2025 30 days 15 Construction Workers

e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 1 Cat AP655F Paving Machine

e 2 (Cat CB44B Vibratory Rollers

e 1 Cat 623K Motor Scraper

e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck

Landscaping Parkways October 2025 10 days 20 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat450F Backhoes
e 1 Cat 950K Loader
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
Street A (2.96 acres)
Fine Grading January 2025 5 days 10 Construction Workers
e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 2 (Cat 623K Motor Scrapers
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Utilities January-March 2025 42 days 25 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat950K Loaders
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 (Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Roadway Paving March-April 2025 18 days 15 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 1 Cat AP655F Paving Machine
e 2 Cat CB44B Vibratory Rollers
e 1 Cat623K Motor Scraper
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
Landscaping April-May 2025 25 days 20 Construction Workers
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 1Cat950K Loader
e 2 (Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
Street B (1.10 acres)
Fine Grading March 2025 3 days 10 Construction Workers

e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 2 Cat 623K Motor Scrapers

e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
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3. Project Description

Subphase

Months

Duration (workdays)

Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use

Utilities

March-April 2025

16 days

25 Construction Workers

e 3 Cat 336EL Excavators

e 3 Cat950K Loaders

e 2 Cat450F Backhoes

e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders

e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks

Roadway Paving April 2025 7 days 15 Construction Workers
e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 1 Cat AP655F Paving Machine
e 2 (Cat CB44B Vibratory Rollers
e 1 Cat 623K Motor Scraper
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
Landscaping April-May 2025 10 days 20 Construction Workers
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 1 Cat 950K Loader
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
Ontario Avenue (3.64 acres)
Fine Grading January 2025 10 days 10 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 2 Cat 623K Motor Scrapers
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Utilities January-March 2025 50 days 25 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat 336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat 950K Loaders
e 2 Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e  2Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Roadway Paving March-April 2025 26 days 15 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 1 Cat AP655F Paving Machine
e 2 (Cat CB44B Vibratory Rollers
e 1 Cat 623K Motor Scraper
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
Landscaping April-May 2025 25 days 20 Construction Workers

e 2 Cat450F Backhoes
e 1 Cat950K Loader
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders

e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck

April 2024
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Table 3-9 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment

Subphase | Months | Duration (workdays) |  Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use
PHASE 1B. Baseball Stadium (PA 1) and Baseball Stadium Retail and Hospitality (PA 2 and PA 3)
PA 1 Baseball Stadium
Baseball Stadium Construction | January 2025-February 2026 364 days (Mon- 10-110 Construction Workers
(including landscaping) Sat) e 2-3Cat 14G Forklifts
e (-2 Gradal Telescope Forklifts
e (-2 Cat CB44B Mobile Cranes
e 2 Bobcat Skid Steer Loaders
e  0-1 Concrete Boom Pump

PA 1 Parking Structure A

Utilities December 2024-January 2025 22 days 8 Construction Workers

e 3 Cat336EL Excavators

e 3 Cat950K Loaders

e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes

e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders

e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks

Building Construction January-September 2025 9 months 10-40 Construction Workers

e  2-3 Cat 14G Standard Forklift

e  0-1 Gradal Telescope Forklift

e 1-2 Cat CB44B Mobile Crane

e 1-2Bobcat Skid Steer Loader

e 1 Concrete Boom Pump

Architectural Coating August-September 2025 22 days 10 Construction Workers
e  No offroad equipment
Finishing/Landscaping August-September 2025 40 days 20 Construction Workers

e 1 Cat 14G Standard Forklift
e 1 Gradal Telescope Forklift
e 2 Bobcat Skid Steer Loader

PA 2 Retail Buildings

Utilities January-February 2025 22 days 8 Construction Workers

e 3 Cat336EL Excavators

e 3 Cat950K Loaders

e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes

e 2 (Cat414EL Skip Loaders

e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks

Building Construction February-October 2025 9 months 22-55 Construction Workers

e  2-3Cat 14G Forklifts

e (-2 Gradal Telescope Forklifts

e (-2 Cat CB44B Mobile Cranes

e 2 Bobcat Skid Steer Loaders

e (-1 Concrete Boom Pump

Architectural Coating September—October 2025 22 days 10 Construction Workers

e no offroad equipment
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Table 3-9 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment
Subphase Months Duration (workdays) Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use
Finishing/Landscaping September—October 2025 40 days 20 Construction Workers
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 1Cat950K Loader
e 2 (Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
PA 2 Surface Parking Lot
Utilities March- April 2025 22 days 8 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat 336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat950K Loaders
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Paving April-July 2025 80 days 10 Construction Workers
e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 1 Cat AP655F Paving Machine
e 2 (Cat CB44B Vibratory Rollers
e 1 Cat 623K Motor Scraper
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
PA 3 Retail Buildings
Utilities February-March 2025 22 days 8 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat 950K Loaders
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 (Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Building Construction March-September 2025 7 months 10-40 Construction Workers
e  2-3Cat 14G Forklifts
e (-2 Gradal Telescope Forklifts
e (-2 Cat CB44B Mobile Cranes
e 2 Bobcat Skid Steer Loaders
e (-1 Concrete Boom Pump
Architectural Coating August-September 2025 22 days 10 Construction Workers
e  No offroad equipment
Finishing/Landscaping August-September 2025 40 days 20 Construction Workers

e 2 Cat450F Backhoes
e 1Cat950 Loader
e 2 Cat414EL Skip loaders

e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck

April 2024
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Table 3-9

Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment

Subphase |

Months

| Duration (workdays)

Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use

PA 3 Hotel

Utilities

February-March 2025

22 days

8 Construction Workers

3 Cat 336EL Excavators

3 Cat 950K Loaders

2 Cat 450F Backhoes

2 Cat 414EL Skip Loaders

2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks

Building Construction

March - September 2025

7 months

10-40 Construction Workers

2-3 Cat 14G Forklifts

0-2 Gradal Telescope Forklifts
0-2 Cat CB44B Mobile Cranes
2 Bobcat Skid Steer Loaders
0-1 Concrete Boom Pump

Architectural Coating

August-September 2025

22 days

10 Construction Workers

No offroad equipment

Finishing/Landscaping

August-September 2025

40 days

20 Construction Workers

2 Cat 450F Backhoes
1 Cat 950 Loader
2 Cat 414EL Skip loaders

1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck

PHASE 2. Baseball Stadium Ret

ail and Hospitality South (PA 4) and

City Park Active Field

s (PA5)

Phase 2 Site Preparation

Demolition

October 2024

5 days

18 Construction Workers
1,000 tons (building debris)

2 Cat 966G Loaders
2 Cat 336EL Excavators
1 Power Screen Crusher 320SR

1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck V8

Manure Removal
(56,000 cubic yards)

October-December 2024

28 days

4 Construction Workers

2,800 trucks total
3 Cat 966G Loaders (10-hours)

1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck V8

Mass Grading

December 2024-March 2025

50 days

10 Construction Workers

6 Cat 633 Motor Scrapers

1 Cat D-6T Dozer

2 Cat 834K Rubber Tire Dozers

2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)

3 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
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Table 3-9 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment
Subphase Duration (workdays) Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use
Fine Grading February—April 2025 65 days 5 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 2 Cat 623K Motor Scrapers
e  2Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
PA 4 Retail Buildings
Utilities December 2024-January 2025 22 days 8 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat 336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat950K Loaders
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 (Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Building Construction January-September 2025 9 months 10-40 Construction Workers
e  2-3Cat 14G Forklifts
e (-2 Gradal Telescope Forklifts
e (-2 Cat CB44B Mobile Cranes
e 2 Bobcat Skid Steer Loaders
e (-1 Concrete Boom Pump
Architectural Coating August-September 2025 15 days 10 Construction Workers
e  No offroad equipment
Finishing/Landscaping August-October 2025 40 days 20 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat450F Backhoes
e 1Cat950 Loader
e 2 Cat414EL Skip loaders
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
PA 4 Surface Parking Lot (2.0 acres)
Utilities January—February 2025 25 days 8 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat950K Loaders
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 (Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Parking Lot Paving February-April 20205 50 days 10 Construction workers
e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 1 Cat AP655F Paving Machine
e 2 (Cat CB44B Vibratory Rollers
e 1 Cat 623K Motor Scraper
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
PA 5 Multipurpose Fields
Utility Construction April-June 2025 50 days 8 Construction Workers
e MISSING
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Table 3-9

Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment

Subphase

Months

Duration (workdays)

Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use

Landscape Construction

May 2025-February 2026

220 days

20 Construction Workers

2 Cat 450F Backhoes
1 Cat 950K Loader
2 Cat 414EL Skip Loaders

1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck

PA 5 Parking Structure B

Utilities

June - July 2025

25 days

8 Construction Workers

3 Cat 336EL Excavators

3 Cat 950K Loaders

2 Cat 450F Backhoes

2 Cat 414EL Skip Loaders

2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks

Building Construction

July 2025-February 2026

9 months

10-40 Construction Workers

2-3 Cat 14G Standard Forklift
0-1 Gradal Telescope Forklift
1-2 Cat CB44B Mobile Crane
1-2 Bobcat Skid Steer Loader
1 Concrete Boom Pump

Architectural Coating

January—February 2026

22 days

10 Construction Workers

No offroad equipment

Finishing/Landscaping

January-February 2026

40 days

20 Construction Workers

1 Cat 14G Standard Forklift
1 Gradal Telescope Forklift
2 Bobcat Skid Steer Loader

PA 5 Surface Parking Lot (10.2 acres)

Utilities

June-August 2025

35 days

8 Construction Workers

3 Cat 336EL Excavators

3 Cat 950K Loaders

2 Cat 450F Backhoes

2 Cat 414EL Skip Loaders

2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks

Parking Lot Paving

August-October 2025

60 days

10 Construction Workers

2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
1 Cat AP655F Paving Machine

2 Cat CB44B Vibratory Rollers

1 Cat 623K Motor Scraper

1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
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Table 3-9 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment
Subphase Months | Duration (workdays) | Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use
PHASE 3. Indoor Athletic Facility (PA 6)
Phase 3 Site Preparation
Mass Grading December 2024 10 days 10 Construction Workers
e 6 Cat 633 Motor Scrapers
e 1CatD-6T Dozer
e 2 (Cat 834K Rubber Tire Dozers
e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 3 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Fine Grading December 2024 15 days 5 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 2 (Cat 623K Motor Scrapers
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
PA 6 Indoor Facility
Utilities September—October 2025 25 days 8 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat 336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat950K Loaders
e 2 Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e  2Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Building Construction November 2025-May 2026 6 months 10-40 Construction Workers
e  2-3 Cat 14G Forklifts
e (-2 Gradal Telescope Forklifts
e (-2 Cat CB44B Mobile Cranes
e 2 Bobcat Skid Steer Loaders
e  0-1 Concrete Boom Pump
Architectural Coating May 2026 15 days 10 Construction Workers
e  No offroad equipment
Finishing/Landscaping May-June 2026 40 days 20 Construction Workers
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 1Cat950 Loader
e 2 Cat414EL Skip loaders
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
PA 6 Surface Parking Lot
Utilities October-November 2025 25 days 8 construction Workers

e 3 Cat 336EL Excavators

e 3 Cat950K Loaders

e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes

e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders

e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks

April 2024
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Table 3-9 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment
Subphase Months Duration (workdays) Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use
Parking Lot Paving December 2025-February 2026 60 days 8 Construction Workers

e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 1 Cat AP655F Paving Machine

e 2 (Cat CB44B Vibratory Rollers

e 1 Cat 623K Motor Scraper

e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck

Phase 4. Community Recreation Center (PA 7)
Phase 4 Site Preparation
Demolition October 2024 8 days 18 Construction Workers
1,600 tons (building debris)
e 2(Cat966G Loaders
e 2 Cat 336EL Excavators
e 1 Power Screen Crusher 320SR
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck V8
Mass Grading December 2024 8 days 10 Construction Workers
e 6 Cat 633 Motor Scrapers
e 1 CatD-6T Dozer
e 2 (Cat 834K Rubber Tire Dozers
e 2 (Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 3 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Fine Grading January 2025 10 days 5 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 2 (Cat 623K Motor Scrapers
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
PA 7 Community Center/Admin Building
Utilities June 2026 25 days 8 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat950K Loaders
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Building Construction June 2026-April 2027 11 months 10-40 Construction Workers
e  2-3 Cat 14G Forklifts
e (-2 Gradal Telescope Forklifts
e (-2 Cat CB44B Mobile Cranes
e 2 Bobcat Skid Steer Loaders
e  0-1 Concrete Boom Pump
Architectural Coating March-April 2027 22 days 10 Construction Workers

e  No offroad equipment
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Table 3-9 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment
Subphase Months Duration (workdays) Preliminary Off-Road Equipment Use
Finishing/Landscaping March-May 2027 40 days 20 Construction Workers
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
o 1Cat950 Loader
e 2 Cat414EL Skip loaders
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
PA 7 Activity Area
Utilities April-May 2027 35 days 8 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat 336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat950K Loaders
e 2 (Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e 2 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Landscape Construction May-September 2027 88 days 15 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat450F Backhoes
e 1Cat950 Loader
e 2 Cat414EL Skip loaders
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck
PA 7 Surface Parking Lot
Utilities May — July 2027 35 days 8 Construction Workers
e 3 Cat 336EL Excavators
e 3 Cat 950K Loaders
e 2 Cat450F Backhoes
e 2 Cat414EL Skip Loaders
e  2Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Trucks
Paving July-September 2027 65 days 10 Construction Workers
e 2 Cat 14M3 Blades (Motor Grader)
e 1 Cat AP655F Paving Machine
e 2 Cat CB44B Vibratory Rollers
e 1 Cat 623K Motor Scraper
e 1 Ford F750 2000 Gallon Water
Truck

Notes: Preliminary construction phasing and equipment provided by RJM Design Group, Inc.
 Asphalt debris crushed on-site with Power Screen 320SR.

3.3.4 General Plan Amendment and Rezone
3.341  THE ONTARIO PLAN AMENDMENTS

The Ontario Plan (TOP) is a dynamic framework that guides decisions throughout the city by integrating many

components of City governance into a single system. TOP is composed of six components, including the
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Policy Plan, which serves as the City’s General Plan. The Policy Plan is organized into nine elements. The ORSC

would require amendments to two elements, Land Use and Housing,

Land Use

On-Site General Plan Amendment (ORSC)

The Land Use Element of the Policy Plan establishes two land use designations in the ORSC site, Low-Density
Residential and Medium Density Residential. The ORSC would require changing the existing land use
designations to Open Space—Parkland (OS-R) and Hospitality (HOS) to allow for recreational facilities and

regional-serving entertainment, retail, and service uses, including hotels/motels, and restaurants (see Figure 3-
15, Proposed General Plan Amendment of the Project Area, and Table 3-10, Proposed I and Use Designations of the Ontario
Regional Sports Complex). The ORSC would:

m  Convert 134.42 acres of Low Density Residential (LDR) and Medium Density Residential (MDR) to Open

Space-Parkland (OS-R).

m  Convert 51.57 acres of Low Density Residential (LDR) to Hospitality (HOS) for a baseball stadium,
ancillary/supportive retail, and lodging uses.

Table 3-10 Proposed Land Use Designations

Land Use | Zoning Acres

Ontario Regional Sports Park Complex (On-Site Land Use Changes for the ORSC site)

Hospitality (HOS) Convention Center Support Retail (CCS) 51.57

Open Space-Parkland (OS-R) Open Space-Recreation 134.42

Right-of-Way (ROW)! 13.01

ORSC (On-Site) Total 199.00

Off-Site General Plan Amendment and Rezone (Senate Bills 330 and 166 Compliance)

Medium-Density Residential (MDR) No proposed ;oning change 7475
SP/AG (Specific Plan)

Medium-Density Residential (MDR) SP/AQ{AH . . 19.25
(Specific Plan with Affordable Housing Overlay)

Senate Bill 330 (Off-Site) Total 94.00

Notes: SP = Specific Plan, AG = Agricultural, AH = Affordable Housing

T ROW is consistent with TOP 2050 estimates; it is not based on Table 3-1.
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Residential
|:| LDR Low Density Residential
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- MDR Medium Density Residential
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NC Neighborhood Commercial
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Off-Site General Plan Amendment (Senate Bill 330 Compliance)

Because the ORSC site would replace areas planned for residential use with nonresidential uses, the loss in
residential capacity must be offset by increasing the residential capacity by an equal amount elsewhere in the
city to comply with SB 330, which mandates no net loss of residential capacity citywide.

TOP 2050 planned for a total of 1,471 units in the areas designated LDR and MDR in the ORSC site. To offset
this loss, 94 acres along the Vineyard Corridor, south of the ORSC site, would be assigned a more intense land
use designation, changing from LDR to MDR (see Figure 3-15). The current land use designation in the
Vineyard Corridor, LDR, allowed up to 424 units under TOP 2050. Because of SB 330, the combined capacity
for the ORSC site and the Vineyard Corridor parcels must be maintained, meaning the Vineyard Corridor
parcels must support a minimum capacity of 1,895 units (1,471 units to offset the ORSC site plus 424 units to
account for the existing capacity on the parcels where growth potential would be reallocated). To achieve this,
the Proposed Project requires a general plan amendment designating the Vineyard Corridor parcels (94 acres)
as MDR instead of LDR, creating capacity for 2,075 units (see Figure 3-15), 180 units more than required to
comply with SB 330.

The increase in residential capacity results from the way estimated capacity is calculated (Acreage x Assumed
Density, as defined in TOP Table LU-03), which makes matching the exact capacity required to comply with
SB 330 impossible without artificially assigning multiple land use designations to a single parcel. Instead, whole
parcels are proposed to be redesignated, changing the citywide residential capacity from 129,562 units, as
studied under TOP 2050, to 129,742 units, an insubstantial increase of 0.1 percent.

Housing

On-Site Rezone (ORSC site)

The ORSC site includes changing the designation of four parcels (36.2 acres) from MDR to OS-R in the ORSC
site; their APNs are: 218-10-101, 218-10-102, 218-10-103, and 218-10-104. These four parcels were identified
in the Housing Element’s sites inventory as suitable to accommodate 194 units of low-and very low-income
housing. Because the ORSC would preclude housing development, the four parcels would no longer support
housing and must be removed from the Housing Element’s sites inventory.

Off-Site Rezone (Senate Bill 166 Compliance)

SB 166 mandates that a jurisdiction maintain an inventory of sites suitable to fulfill its low and very low RHNA
obligation at all times, and the 194 units that were allocated to the ORSC site must be reallocated to other
suitable sites in the city. To comply with this requirement, two of the parcels in the Vineyard Corridor (19.25
of 94.00 acres) that were identified to accept the units reallocated from the ORSC site for SB 330 compliance
would be added to the Housing Element’s sites inventory; their APNs are: 218-18-102 and 218-18-115.

To be considered suitable for the development of low- and very low-income housing under state law, the sites
must allow a density of 30 dwelling units or greater and meet other requirements. To achieve the required
density, TOP land use designation on these properties would be changed to MDR, and the City’s zoning
designation would be updated to include the affordable housing overlay. The MDR designation allows densities
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up to 30 units per acre for qualifying projects if the affordable housing overlay zoning district is also applied.
With the application of the overlay, the Vineyard Corridor parcels would qualify as sites suitable to support
housing affordable to low- and very low-income households. The entire residential capacity of these sites,
however, cannot be counted toward the City’s low- and very low-income RHNA obligation. Because the sites
along the Vineyard Corridor and the rest of western Ontario Ranch do not have access to infrastructure, State
law only allows a portion of the development capacity be counted toward meeting the City’s RHNA obligation.
The proportion of units that could be counted as suitable for low- and very low-income housing was based on
the anticipated time frame when water and sewer would be available. Because the ORSC would bring backbone
infrastructure to the Vineyard Corridor parcels earlier than was anticipated with Armstrong Ranch, it is
estimated that the two sites can accommodate 212 units affordable to low- and very low-income households,
which is 13 more affordable units than was supported by the four sites that would be removed from the
inventory. This surplus of 13 low- and very low-income units in the Housing Element sites inventory can be
used to meet future SB 166 requirements (see Figure 3-15).

The two parcels that would be added to the sites inventory contribute to complying with both SB 166 and SB
330, so adding the sites to the Housing Element sites inventory would not change the citywide development
capacity beyond what was discussed under SB 330 compliance. The “surplus” units discussed do not represent
additional development capacity, but rather refer to capacity identified in the Housing Element sites inventory
that exceeds the City’s RHNA obligation. Further, adding these parcels to the Affordable Housing Overlay
zoning district would not alter the estimated development capacity because higher densities are only allowed
within the Affordable Housing Overlay when projects meet specific requirements; since there is no project

associated with the SB 166 map changes, assuming a higher density would be speculative and inconsistent with
the assumptions of TOP 2050.

3.342  ZONE CHANGES
On-Site Rezone (ORSC site)

Approval of the ORSC would rescind the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan and rezone the ORSC site with
traditional zoning designations. The Open Space—Recreation (OS-R) zoning district would be applied to 134.43
actres to implement the Open Space - Parkland TOP designation, supporting sports fields, an aquatics centet,
and other public recreational uses, while the Convention Center Support Retail (CCS) zoning district would be
applied to 51.57 acres to implement the Hospitality TOP designation, facilitating development of the regional
sports complex, ancillary retail, and related lodging,

Off-Site Zoning Changes (SB 166 Compliance)

The two parcels (19.25 acres) in the Vineyard Corridor that would be added to the Housing Element sites
inventory would also be added to the Affordable Housing Overlay zoning district. As discussed under TOP
changes, adding these parcels to the Affordable Housing Overlay zoning district would not alter the estimated
development capacity because higher densities are only allowed within the Affordable Housing Overlay when
projects meet specific requirements; since there is no project associated with the SB 166 map changes, assuming
a higher density would be speculative and inconsistent with the assumptions of TOP 2050.
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3.343 ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF OFF-SITE TOP AMENDMENTS AND ZONE CHANGES

This EIR evaluates impacts associated with the Proposed Project. Future, site-specific, development consistent
with the off-site GPA and Rezone are not evaluated at a project-level because these actions are solely for
compliance with SB 330 and SB 166. Amendments to TOP and zoning maps to comply with SB 330 and
SB 166 do not result in physical environmental impacts. However, this EIR evaluated the potential impacts
associated with the change in the land use and zoning designation from Low Density Residential to Medium
Density Residential at a program-level compared to impacts identified in The Ontario Plan 2050 Supplement
EIR (SEIR), which was certified in 2022 (State Clearinghouse No. 2021070364) in Chapter 5, Environmental
Analysis.

As discussed above, the calculated net change in residential units due to SB 330 and SB 166 compliance is the
result of the capacity calculation methodology, and it would result in an insubstantial change (0.1 percent)
compared to what is allowed under TOP 2050. Therefore, there would be no change in impacts compared to
those identified in the 2022 SEIR for TOP 2050, which addressed the potential impacts associated with the
growth anticipated from the implementation of TOP 2050, including from the development of housing and
implementation of the Housing Element.

Furthermore, no development application is proposed at this time for projects in the Vineyard Corridor, shown
on Figure 3-15, where housing capacity was reallocated to comply with SB 330 and SB 166, so the required
map changes would not result in direct physical impacts to the environment that would warrant a project-level
analysis. Future development must adhere to TOP 2050 policies and the City’s zoning and development code
as well as mitigation measures in the 2022 SEIR. As indicated in Section 5.17, Transportation, the transportation
model was adjusted to reflect the compensatory SB 330 and SB 166 map proposed amendments. However,
vehicle miles traveled outside the 199-acre ORSC site does not differ between the future baseline and future
with-project conditions.

3.4 INTENDED USES OF THE EIR

This Draft EIR is a project EIR that examines the environmental impacts of the ORSC, including the sewer
alighment in the Offsite Improvement Area. This Draft EIR also serves as a program EIR for the GPA and
Rezone. It is the intent of this Draft EIR to evaluate the environmental impacts of the Proposed Project so
that the City of Ontario, other responsible agencies, and interested parties can make informed decisions with
respect to the requested entitlements. The anticipated approvals required for this project are in Table 3-11,
Project Approvals Needed.
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Table 3-11 Project Approvals Needed

Lead Agency Action
o Certification of the EIR
e  Revocation of the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan
e Approval of General Plan Amendments (GPA) and Rezone
City of Ontario . Adopt!on of the Fllnldmg.;s of Fa?t apd Statement of Overriding Considerations
o Adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring Program
e Approvals and Permits necessary to execute the Stadium included, but not
limited to grading permits, conditional use permit, building permits, etc.
e Review of Fire Plan through Building and Safety
Responsible Agencies Action
Southern California Edison (SCE) e  Relocation and/or Underground Utilities
Ontario International Airport (ONT) Inter-Agency e  Consistency determination with the ONT Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
Collaborative (IAC) (ALUCP)

3.5 REFERENCES

Ontario, City of. 2023. Ontario Sports Park Market Study. Prepared by HVS Convention, Sports &
Entertainment Facilities Consulting.
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41 INTRODUCTION

This section provides a “description of the physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of the ORSC
Proposed Project, as they exist at the time the notice of preparation is published, ... from both a local and a
regional perspective” (Guidelines Section 15125]a]), pursuant to provisions of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines The environmental setting provides the baseline physical
conditions from which the lead agency will determine the significance of environmental impacts resulting from
the Proposed Project.

4.2 REGIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

4.21 Regional Location

The City of Ontario is in the southwestern corner of San Bernardino County and 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 Figure 3-1, Regional Location, in Chapter 3, Project Description.
Regional circulation to and through the city is provided by Interstate 10 (I-10) and State Route 60 (SR-60) east-
west, and by I-15 and SR-83 (Euclid Avenue) north-south.

The ORSC is in the Ontario Ranch community of the City of Ontario. Local access to the ORSC site under
existing conditions is provided by Riverside Drive to the north; Chino Avenue to the south; and Ontario
Avenue, which runs north-south through the ORSC site. The ORSC site is also bounded to the west by
unimproved right-of-way for Vineyard Avenue, and to the east by the Cucamonga Creek Flood Control
Channel.

4.2.2 Regional Planning Considerations

Southern California Association of Governments

The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) is a council of governments representing
Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura counties. SCAG is the federally
recognized metropolitan planning organization for this region, which encompasses over 380,000 square miles.
SCAG is a regional planning agency and a forum for addressing regional issues concerning transportation, the
economy, community development, and the environment. SCAG is also the regional clearinghouse for projects
requiring environmental documentation under federal and state law. In this role, SCAG reviews proposed
development and infrastructure projects to analyze their impacts on regional planning programs.
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SCAG Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy

The 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS), “Connect
SoCal,” was adopted on September 3, 2020. Connect SoCal encompasses four principles—mobility, economy,
healthy/complete communities, and environment—that are important to the region’s future (SCAG 2020).
Connect SoCal explicitly lays out goals related to housing, transportation technologies, equity, and resilience to
adequately reflect the increasing importance of these topics in the region.

The SCS outlines a development pattern for the region, which, when integrated with the transportation network
and other transportation measures and policies, would reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from
transportation (excluding goods movement). The SCS is meant to provide growth strategies that will achieve
the regional GHG emissions reduction targets identified by the California Air Resources Board. However, the
SCS does not require that local general plans, specific plans, or zoning be consistent with the SCS; instead, it
provides incentives to governments and developers for consistency. The ORSC’s consistency with the
applicable 2020-2045 RTP/SCS policies is analyzed in detail in Section 5.11, Land Use and Planning.

South Coast Air Quality Management District

The City of Ontario is in the South Coast Air Basin (SoCAB), which is managed by the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (South Coast AQMD). Pollutants emitted into the ambient air by stationary and mobile
sources are regulated by federal and state law, and standards are detailed in the SOCAB Air Quality Management
Plan (AQMP). South Coast AQMD is responsible for preparing the AQMP in coordination with SCAG to
attain the National and California AAQS. In December 2022 South Coast AQMD adopted the 2022 AQMP,
which consists of regulatory control measures to reduce stationary and mobile-source emission, incentive-based
programs, co-benefits from climate programs, mobile-source strategies, and reductions from federal sources
such as aircrafts, locomotives, and ocean-going vessels.

Air pollutants for which ambient air quality standards (AAQS) have been developed are known as criteria air
pollutants—ozone (Os3), carbon monoxide (CO), volatile organic compounds (VOC), nitrogen oxides (NOy),
sulfur dioxide, coarse inhalable particulate matter (PMig), fine inhalable particulate matter (PMzs), and lead.
VOC and NOy are criteria pollutant precursors and go on to form secondary criteria pollutants, such as Os,
through chemical and photochemical reactions in the atmosphere. Air basins are classified as
attainment/nonattainment areas for particular pollutants depending on whether they meet AAQS for that
pollutant. Based on the SoOCAB AQMP, the SoCAB is designated nonattainment for O3 PMa s PMio, and lead
(Los Angeles County only) under the California and National AAQS and nonattainment for NO> under the
California AAQS (CARB 2022). The ORSC’s consistency with the applicable AAQS is discussed in Section 5.3,
Air Quality.

California Air Resources Board

Current State of California guidance and goals for reductions in GHG emissions ate generally embodied in
Executive Order (EO) S-03-05, EO B-30-15, EO B-55-18, Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32), AB 1279, Senate Bill 32
(SB 32), and SB 375.
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On December 15, 2022, CARB adopted the 2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality (2022 Scoping
Plan), which lays out a path to achieve carbon neutrality by 2045 or earlier and to reduce the state’s
anthropogenic GHG emissions (CARB 2022). The Scoping Plan was updated to address the carbon neutrality
goals of EO B-55-18 and the ambitious GHG reduction target as directed by AB 1279. Previous Scoping Plans
focused on specific GHG reduction targets for our industrial, energy, and transportation sectors to meet 1990
levels by 2020, then the more aggressive 40 percent below 1990 levels for the 2030 target. This plan expands
on earlier Scoping Plans with a target of reducing anthropogenic emissions to 85 percent below 1990 levels by
2045. Carbon neutrality takes it one step further by expanding actions to capture and store carbon, including
through natural and working lands and mechanical technologies, while drastically reducing anthropogenic
sources of carbon pollution. The ORSC’s ability to meet these regional GHG emissions reduction target goals
is analyzed in Section 5.8, Greenbhouse Gas Emissions.

Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board

Ontario is in the Chino and Cucamonga subregions of the Middle Santa Ana River Watershed. The Santa Ana
River originates in the San Bernardino Mountains and flows more than 75 miles southwest to the Pacific Ocean;
the river’s watershed spans some 2,650 square miles. The primary drainage features in Ontario are lined channels
carrying water from streams originating in the San Gabriel Mountains and flowing south to the Santa Ana River.
These channels include the Cucamonga Flood Control Channel, Day Creek Channel, Etiwanda Creek Channel,
and West Cucamonga Channel.

Under the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Act, that is, California’s water quality control law, the State Water
Resources Control Board has ultimate control over water quality policy and allocation of state water resources.
The State Water Board, through its nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards, carries out the regulation,
protection, and administration of water quality in each region. Each regional board is required to adopt a water
quality control plan or basin plan. Ontario is in the Santa Ana River Basin, Region 8.

The Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board administers the local National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System permits for local permittees. As a condition of the permit, new developments and
significant redevelopments must implement appropriate measures in the water quality management plans. The
water quality control plan for the Santa Ana River Basin was last updated in 2019. This basin plan gives direction
on the beneficial uses of the state waters in Region 8; describes the water quality that must be maintained to
support such uses; and provides programs, projects, and other actions necessary to achieve the standards in the
basin plan (Santa Ana RWQCB 2019). Water quality impacts associated with the ORSC are discussed in Section
5.10, Hydrology and Water Quality.

Chino Basin Watermaster

The city is situated over the Chino Subbasin of the Upper Santa Ana Valley Groundwater Basin. The Chino
Basin Watermaster monitors the water quality and supply of the eight major water channels of the Chino Basin:
the San Antonio, West Cucamonga, Cucamonga, Deer Creek, Day Creek, San Sevaine, West Fontana, and
DeClez channels. The Watermaster initiated a stormwater recharge program in 2003 that could increase the
Chino Basin water safe yield by about 12,000 acre-feet per year. Ontario’s share of this yield would be 2,489
acre-feet per year. The Watermaster, Inland Empire Utilities Agency, Chino Basin Water Conservation District,
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and San Bernardino County Flood District are working together to monitor this recharge program, which would
expand and improve 19 recharge basins, supplying the Chino Basin with a greater annual supply of water. This
would help the Inland Empire Utilities Agency region reach its goal of being “droughtproof,” and reduce its
dependence on imported water. For fiscal years 2018-2019 and 2019-20, respectively, the stormwater recharge
program supplied 12,817 and 9,967 acre-feet to the Chino Basin (CBWM 2019; Wildermuth 2020). The water
use associated with the ORSC is discussed in Section 5.19, Utilities and Service Systems.

Chino Basin Watermaster 2020 State of the Basin Report

The 2020 State of the Basin Report addresses groundwater supply and demand trends across the Chino
Groundwater Basin. The report noted groundwater levels increased by approximately 10 feet in the western
portion of Ontario and decreased by between 10 and 30 feet in the eastern portion of the city between 2000
and 2020 and attributed the changes to effective basin management, changes in groundwater flows over time,
and increased use of recycled water and alternative water sources throughout the Basin (CBWM 2020).
Groundwater impacts associated with the ORSC are discussed in Sections 5.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, and
5.19, Utilities and Service Systems.

Regional/Statewide Efforts for Agricultural Preservation

The California Land Conservation Act of 1965, or Williamson Act, allows city or county governments to
preserve agricultural land or open space through contracts with landowners. Ontario Ranch—the part of the
city south of Riverside Drive—has areas that are under contract through the Williamson Act to preserve
agricultural land and prevent the conversion of agriculture land to nonagricultural land uses. Contracts last
10 to 20 years and are automatically renewed unless a notice of nonrenewal is issued by the landowner.
Williamson Act contracts were administered by the County of San Bernardino until Ontario Ranch was
incorporated into the city in 1999, when administration of the contracts became the responsibility of the City
of Ontario.

Agricultural Uses on the ORSC Site

The ORSC site consists of agricultural uses primarily associated with livestock and dairy operations owned by
various property owners. According to the Department of Conservation’s Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program, the ORSC site contains 17.8 acres of grazing land, 53 acres of prime farmland, and 125 acres of land
designated as “other” (CDOC 2020). There are no active Williamson Act contacts on the ORSC site. Refer to
Section 5.2, Agriculture and Forestry Resources, for more information on the existing agricultural types and uses
within the ORSC site.

Regional Habitat Conservation Plans and Areas

Delhi Sands Flower-Loving Fly

The Delhi sands flower-loving fly is a federally listed endangered species. By 1997, studies indicated that over
97 percent of the area containing the Colton Dunes soil type (consisting of Delhi soil series) had been
converted to agriculture, developed for urban or commercial uses, or otherwise altered. The fly has been
observed in northeastern Ontario.
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Critical habitat has not been designated for this species. In 1998, only six sites, totaling less than 45 acres, were
known to be occupied, and only one is permanently protected. A recovery plan for the fly was prepared in 1997
and amended in 2019. The former range of the species was divided into three recovery units: Jurupa, Colton,
and Ontario. Approximately 60 percent of the Ontario recovery unit, about 21.7 square miles, is in the city.
According to the recovery plan, there is restorable habitat for the fly along the Southern California Edison
right-of-way, in a shallow wash in southwestern Ontario (West Cucamonga Channel), and in a few other
locations in the unit. The planned recovery of the fly is partially dependent on the restoration, management,
and preservation of such areas.

There is one approved habitat conservation plan in the city. The Oakmont Industrial Group Habitat
Conservation Plan was established for the protection of the fly on approximately 19 acres adjacent to the
intersection of Greystone Drive and Stanford Avenue near the eastern city boundary (Ontario 2022). The
biological impacts associated with the ORSC are discussed in Section 5.4, Biolgical Resources.

Airport Planning

The State Aeronautics Act of the California Public Utilities Code establishes statewide requirements for airport
land use compatibility planning and requires nearly every county to create an airport land use commission or
alternative. San Bernardino County opted for an alternative to the commission and delegated responsibility to
prepare an airport land use compatibility plan (ALUCP) to each airport jurisdiction.

The Ontario International Airport—Inter Agency Collaborative (ONT-IAC) was formed to implement the
policies and criteria of the ALUCP to prevent potential incompatible land uses surrounding the Ontario
International Airport (ONT) and minimizing the public’s exposure to excessive noise and safety hazards related
to the airport. ONT-IAC is responsible for reviewing proposed major airport and land use actions for
consistency with the policies in the ONT ALUCP; preparing written consistency evaluations; and soliciting
input and comments from the FAA, Caltrans Division of Aeronautics, pilot groups, and others regarding
compatibility planning matters, when necessary (Ontario International Airport 2018).

The adopted ALUCP for Chino Airport was approved in 1991 and does not reflect the most recently adopted
2003 Airport Master Plan. Also, the existing Chino Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan does not reflect the
2011 Caltrans Airport Land Use Planning Handbook (Handbook). Public Utilities Code Section 21670.1(c)
requires local jurisdictions that opt for an alternative to an airport land use commission to rely upon the
Handbook to prepare compatibility plans and to use the Handbook’s height, land use, noise, safety, and density
criteria. Although the City of Ontario does not have the formal responsibility under the alternative process to
prepare a compatibility plan for Chino Airport, the City of Ontario has adopted the Chino Airport Overlay
Zone that addresses Chino Airport’s impacts on Ontario, consistent with policies and criteria in the Handbook
(Caltrans 2011). The ORSC’s compatibility with ALUCPs is discussed in Sections 5.9, Hagards and Hazardons
Materials, and 5.11, Land Use and Planning.
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4.3 LOCAL ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

4.3.1 Project Location

As shown in Chapter 3, Figure 3-1, Regional Location, Figure 3-2, Local Vicinity, and Figure 3-3, Aerial Photograph,
the ORSC site is in the southern portion of Ontario, which is known as the Ontario Ranch. The ORSC site is
on the southeast corner of Vineyard Avenue and Riverside Drive in the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan Area.
The ORSC site is bounded to the north by Riverside Drive, to the south by Chino Avenue, to the west by the
unimproved right-of-way for Vineyard Avenue, and to the east by the Cucamonga Creck Flood Control
Channel. Vineyard Avenue currently terminates at Riverside Drive.

4.3.2 Existing Land Use

The site consists of mostly flat topography. Existing land uses in the ORSC site are shown in Figure 3-3, Aerial
Photograph. Much of the ORSC site is presently vacant and was primarily used for agricultural purposes,
including the raising of livestock and dairy farming, Other land uses in the ORSC site include a nursery east of
Ontario Avenue. Several residential units are scattered throughout the site. Figures 4-1a through 4-1c, Existing
Site Conditions, show the existing conditions at the site as of September 27, 2023.

4.3.3 Surrounding Land Use

Existing agticultural and industrial/commercial land uses abut the ORSC site to the west and south, including
Madre Tierra Nursery, Mountain View RV and Boat Storage, Infinity Recycling, Artesia Sawdust Products, and
several dairy farms. Whispering Lakes Golf Course and Westwind Park are north and northeast of the site,
respectively, across Riverside Drive. A commercial center is at the northeast corner of Vineyard Avenue and
East Riverside Drive. Residential land uses surrounding the site include the Countryside residential community
to the east, separated from the ORSC site by the concrete channel; Whispering Lakes Apartment Complex and
single-family residential uses in the Vineyard South neighborhood across Riverside Drive and adjacent to the
Whispering Lakes Golf Course; residential uses to the northeast in the Arcadian Shores residential
neighborhood; and rural residential uses associated with existing agricultural uses on Baker Avenue to the west.
Other sensitive land uses include the Sunrise Children Center across Riverside Drive and the Archibald
Christian Preschool at Chino Avenue and Archibald Avenue to the southeast.

4.3.4 Land Use Designations

The ORSC site is in an urbanizing area of the city surrounded by agricultural, residential, and commercial uses.
The ORSC site is currently zoned Specific Plan, which implements the development standards of the
Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan, as shown in Figure 4-2, Existing Zoning. The General Plan land use designation
for the site is Residential Low Density and Residential Medium Density, as shown in Figure 4-3, Existing TOP
Land Use Designations. Section 5.11, Land Use and Planning, provides further analysis of regional and local land
use plans applicable to the ORSC.
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Figure 4-1a - Existing Site Conditions

View of project site from northern boundary.

View of Riverside Drive.

Source: PlaceWorks 2023.
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Figure 4-1b - Existing Site Conditions

View of dairy farm from Ontario Avenue.

View of nursery from Ontario Avenue.

Source: PlaceWorks 2023.
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Figure 4-1c - Existing Site Conditions

View from south of project site along unimproved Vineyard Avenue.

View of Chino Avenue.

Source: PlaceWorks 2023.
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Figure 4-3 - Existing TOP Land Use Designations
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4.4 ASSUMPTIONS REGARDING CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Section 15130 of the CEQA Guidelines states that cumulative impacts shall be discussed where they are
significant. It further states that this discussion shall reflect the level and severity of the impact and the
likelihood of occurrence, but not in as great a level of detail as that necessary for the project alone. Section
15355 of the Guidelines defines cumulative impacts to be “...two or more individual effects which, when
considered together, are considerable or which compound or increase other environmental impacts.”
Cumulative impacts represent the change caused by the incremental impact of a project when added to other
proposed or committed projects in the vicinity.

The CEQA Guidelines (Section 15130 [b][1]) state that the information utilized in an analysis of cumulative
impacts should come from one of two sources:

A. A list of past, present and probable future projects producing related cumulative impacts,

including, if necessary, those projects outside the control of the agency; or

B. A summary of projections contained in an adopted general plan or related planning document

designed to evaluate regional or area-wide conditions.

The cumulative impact analyses in this EIR use a combination of methods A and B. Generally, the growth

projections that are identified in TOP 2050 have been utilized for the general plan forecast year conditions.

Table 4-1, Cummulative Projects Within a Three-Mile Radius, provides a list of cumulative projects.

Table 4-1

Cumulative Projects Within a Three-Mile Radius

Project/Applicant Name |

Location

| Project Type/Size

Status

Piemonte/Airport Area

File No. PDEV20-008 -
Industrial Development

Northeast corner of Airport
Drove/Haven Avenue

200,291 SF of industrial building space

Entitled

File No. PDEV 19-025
Palmer Apartments /
Commercial Retail

Southeast corner of Vineyard
and Inland Empire Blvd

950 residential units
5,000 SF of commercial building space

Entitled, under construction

File PDEV19-067: Hyatt

Southeast corner of

157,370 SF of commercial building

Dual Hotel 265 Rooms Archibald/Inland Empire space Entitied
File No. PDEV19-054- Southvyest.corr)er of Via 72 residential units Entitled, under construction
Townhomes Alba/Via Villagio
File No. PDEV19-061 - Northeast corner of Ontario _— . . .
Townhomes Center Parkway/ Via Alba 110 residential units Entitled, under construction
File No. 21-013 - Retail Southeast corner of Haven Ave. | 91,163 SF of commercial building . )

. Entitled, under construction
Shopping Center and 4th Street space
File No. PDEV17-016 - ——
Cambria Hotel- 124 535 N Turner Avenue 83,500 SF of commercial building Entitled

space
Rooms
PDEV21-018 - Industrial | Southeast comer of 168,172 SF of industrial building space | Entitied
Development Jurupa/Milliken
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Table 4-1 Cumulative Projects Within a Three-Mile Radius
Project/Applicant Name Location Project Type/Size Status
PDEV22-014 Southeast and Southwest 694 residential units
Residential/Commercial corners of Via Piemonte and Via | 63,655 SF of commercial building Entitled
Development Villagio space
East of Haven Avenue, west of
File No. PDEV21-047 - Doubleday and Dupont 4,263,454 SF of industrial building Entitled

Industrial

Avenues, north of Jurupa Street
and south of Airport Drive

space

File No. PDEV19-057-
Industrial

Northeast corner of Haven Ave.
and 60FWY

281,000 SF of industrial building space

Entitled, in process

File PDEV18-031 -
Commercial/Industrial

Southwest corner of Riverside
Drive and Hamner

52,000 SF of commercial building
space
968,092 SF of industrial building space

Entitled, in process

File No. PDEV19-059-
Industrial

Northwest corner of Riverside
Drive and Milliken Avenue

5,552 SF of commercial building space
295,991 SF of industrial building space

Entitled, in process

File No. PDEV21-003-
Industrial

1486 East Holt

26,000 SF of industrial building space

Entitled, in process

File No. PDEV22-009-

Southeast corner of Sultana

Industrial Avenue and Mission Bivd 79,323 SF of industrial building space Entitled
File No. PDEV21-035- Southeast corner of Sultana . . - .
Industrial Avenue and Belmont Street 59,984 SF of industrial building space Entitled
EL%?{;‘;DEV%'OW' 1516 South Bon View Avenue 167,400 SF of industrial building space | Entitled
' West side of Archibald Avenue
File No. P.DEV22'012 i approximately 300 feet south of | 7,225 SF of commercial building space | Entitled
Commercial . .
Philadelphia Street
File No. PDEV21-045 - 2575 South Archibald Avenue | 1,796 SF of commercial building space | Entitled
Commercial
1,826 residential units
TOTAL 783,590 SF of commercial space

6,509,707 SF of industrial space

Depending on the environmental category, the cumulative impact analysis may use either source A or B. Some
impacts are site specific, such as cultural resources, and others might have impacts outside the city boundaries,
such as regional air quality. Please refer to Chapter 5, Environmental Analysis, for a discussion of the cumulative
impacts associated with development and growth in the city and region for each environmental resource area.

In addition, transportation modeling uses the City’s traffic analysis model. The City’s model assumes buildout
of TOP 2050. To account for SB 330 and SB 166, the City’s traffic model has been calibrated to reflect the
replacement zoning that is triggered by the ORSC; and is therefore, considered in the cumulative baseline
scenario for transportation and traffic noise.

Cumulative impact analyses for several topical sections are also based on the most appropriate geographic
boundary for the respective impact. Several potential cumulative impacts that encompass regional boundaries
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(e.g., air quality and traffic) have been addressed in the context of various regional plans and defined significance
thresholds. Climate change is a global issue, and the cumulative impacts analysis has been addressed in the
context of state regulations and regional plans designed to address the global cumulative impact.
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5. Environmental Analysis

Chapter 5 examines the environmental setting of the Proposed Project and analyzes its effects and the
significance of its impacts, and recommends mitigation measures to reduce or avoid impacts. This chapter has
a separate section for each environmental issue area. The scope was determined based on public and agency
comments received during the Notice of Preparation (NOP) comment periods and scoping meeting. The City
prepared an NOP for a Subsequent EIR which began on September 15, 2023, and ended on October 16, 2023
(see Appendix A) and the associated scoping meeting held on September 27, 2023. However, subsequent to
this notice, the City decided to proceed with a new EIR rather than a Subsequent EIR for the Proposed Project.
The NOP for the EIR was reissued on November 14, 2023, through December 15, 2023, and the second
scoping meeting associated with this NOP release was held on December 6, 2023. Environmental issues and
their corresponding sections are:

m 51 Aesthetics m 5.1 Land Use and Planning

m 5.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources m  5.12 Mineral Resources

m 5.3 Air Quality = 5.13 Noise

m 5.4 Biological Resources m  5.14 Population and Housing

m 5.5 Cultural Resources m  5.15 Public Services

= 5.6 Energy m  5.16 Recreation

m 5.7 Geology and Soils m  5.17 Transportation

m 5.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions m  5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources

m 59 Hazards and Hazardous Materials m 519 Utilities and Service Systems
m  5.10 Hydrology and Water Quality = 5.20 Wildfire

Sections 5.1 through 5.20 provide a detailed discussion of the environmental setting, impacts associated with
the Proposed Project, and mitigation measures designed to reduce significant impacts where required and when
feasible. The residual impacts following the implementation of mitigation measures are also discussed.

5.1 ORGANIZATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

To assist the reader with comparing information between environmental issues, each section is organized under
10 major headings:

m  Environmental Setting
m  Thresholds of Significance
m  Plans, Programs, and Policies

m  Environmental Impacts
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m  Cumulative Impacts

m  Level of Significance Before Mitigation
= Mitigation Measures

m  Level of Significance After Mitigation

m  References

In addition, Chapter 1, Executive Summary, has a table that summatizes all impacts by environmental issue.

5.2 TERMINOLOGY USED IN THIS DRAFT EIR

The level of significance is identified for each impact in this EIR. Although the criteria for determining
significance are different for each topic area, the environmental analysis applies a uniform classification of the
impacts based on definitions consistent with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines:

= No impact. The project would not change the environment.
m  Less than significant. The project would not cause any substantial, adverse change in the environment.

m  Less than significant with mitigation incorporated. The EIR includes mitigation measures that avoid

substantial adverse impacts on the environment.

m  Significant and unavoidable. The project would cause a substantial adverse effect on the environment,

and no feasible mitigation measures are available to reduce the impact to a less than significant level.
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5.1 AESTHETICS

This section of the Draft Environmental Report (DEIR) discusses the potential impacts to the visual character
of the ORSC site and its surroundings from development of the Proposed Project, which include the Ontario
Regional Sports Complex (ORSC site), Offsite Improvement Area, and the General Plan Amendment and
Rezone (GPA and Rezone). The discussion includes a review of the aesthetic characteristics of the existing
environment that would potentially be altered by the Proposed Project’s implementation. Impacts from the
ORSC site are analyzed on a project level while impacts from the GPA and Rezone are analyzed at a
programmatic level. The analysis in this section is based in part on the existing conditions observed at the
ORSC site on September 27, 2023, and nighttime simulations of ORSC site lighting prepared for the ORSC
site. Lighting plans for the proposed baseball stadium, multiuse baseball fields, soccer fields, and Community
Recreation Center have been prepared by Musco Sports Lighting, LLC. and are included as Appendix C, Musco
Lighting Plans, to this Draft EIR.

Terminology

The foot-candle (fc) is a unit based on English measurements. Although foot-candles are considered obsolete
in some scientific circles, they are nevertheless used because many existing licht meters are calibrated in foot-
candles. Moonlight produces approximately 0.01 fc, and sunlight can produce up to 10,000 fc. The general
benchmarks for light levels are shown in Table 5.1-1, General Light Levels Benchmark.

Table 5.1-1 General Light Levels Benchmark

Outdoor Light Foot-Candles
Direct Sunlight 10,000
Full Daylight 1,000
Overcast Day 100
Dusk 10
Twilight 1
Deep Twilight 0.1
Full Moon 0.01
Quarter Moon 0.001
Moonless Night 0.0001
Overcast Night 0.00001
Gas station canopies 25-30
Typical neighborhood streetlight and parking garage 1.0-5.0

Source: The Engineering Toolbox 2023.

®»  Horizontal foot-candle. The amount of light received on a horizontal surface such as a roadway or
parking lot pavement.
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m  Vertical foot-candle. The amount of light received on a vertical surface such as a billboard or building
facade.

m  Glare means lighting entering the eye directly from a light fixture or indirectly from reflective surfaces that
causes visual discomfort or reduced visibility. Glare can be generated by building-exterior materials, surface-
paving materials, vehicles traveling or parked on roads and driveways, and sports lights. Any highly reflective
facade material is a concern because buildings can reflect bright sunrays. The concepts of spill light, direct
glare, and light trespass ate illustrated on Figure 5.1-1, Spill Light, Direct Glare, and Light Trespass, adapted
from the Institution of Lighting Engineers (ILE 2003).

m  Direct glare is caused by looking at an unshielded lamp or a light at maximum candlepower. Direct glare
is dependent on the brightness of the light source, the contrast in brightness between the light source and
the surrounding environment, the size of the light source, and its position.

m  Illuminance is the amount of light on a surface or plane, typically expressed in a horizontal plane (e.g., on

the ground) or in a vertical plane (e.g., on the side of a building).

m  Lumen means the unit of measure used to quantify the amount of visible light produced by a light source

or emitted from a luminaire (as distinct from “watt,” a measure of power consumption).

®»  Luminaire means outdoor electrically powered illuminating devices that include a light source, outdoor
reflective or refractive surfaces, lenses, electrical connectors and components, and all parts used to mount
the assembly, distribute the light, and/or protect the light source, whether permanently installed or portable.
An important component of luminaires is their shielding:

e Fully shielded. A luminaire emitting no light above the horizontal plane.
e Shielded. A luminaire emitting less than 2 percent of its light above the horizontal plane.
e Partly shielded. A luminaire emitting less than 10 percent of its light above the horizontal plane.

e Unshielded. A luminaire that may emit light in any direction.

m  Light trespass means light that falls beyond the property on which it originates. The amount of trespass is
expressed in foot-candles and is measured in the vertical plane at five feet above grade at the property line
of the site on which the light(s) is located. If the adjacent property is a street, alley, or sidewalk, the point
at which trespassing light is measured is the center of the street, alley, sidewalk, or right-of-way. Field
measurements to determine light trespass compliance do not include the effect of light produced by
streetlights.

As a general rule, taller poles allow fixtures to be aimed more directly on the playing surface, which reduces
the amount of light spilling into surrounding areas. Proper fixture angles ensure even light distribution
across the playing area and reduce spill light, as shown on Figure 5.1-2, Pole Heights and Lighting Angles 1LE
2003).

m  Sky Glow is light that reflects into the night sky and reduces visibility of the sky and stars.
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Figure 5.1-1 - Spill Light, Direct Glare, and Light Trespass
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Figure 5.1-2 - Pole Heights and Lighting Angles
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5.1.1 Environmental Setting
5.1.1.1 REGULATORY BACKGROUND
State Regulations

Caltrans Scenic Highway Program

In 1963, California’s Scenic Highway Program was created to preserve and protect the natural scenic beauty of
California highways and adjacent corridors through special conservation treatment. The state laws governing
this program are in the Streets and Highway Code, Sections 260 to 26484, and Caltrans oversees the program.
Caltrans defines a scenic highway as any freeway, highway, road, or other public right-of-way that traverses an
area of exceptional scenic quality. Suitability for designation as a State Scenic Highway is based on three criteria
described in Caltrans’ Guidelines for Official Designation of Scenic Highway (2008):

m  Vividness. The extent to which the landscape is memorable. This is associated with the distinctiveness,
diversity, and contrast of visual elements.

m  Intactness. The integrity of visual order and the extent to which the natural landscape is free from visual
intrusions (e.g:, buildings, structures, equipment, grading).

®  Unit. The extent to which development is sensitive to and visually harmonious with the natural landscape.

California Building Standards Code

Title 24 in the California Code of Regulations (CCR) is the California Building Standards Code. Part 6 of Title
24 is the California Energy Code (CEC) which stipulates allowances for lighting power and provides lighting
control requirements for various lighting systems, with the aim of reducing energy consumption through
efficient and effective use of lighting equipment. CEC Section 130.2 sets forth requirements for Outdoor
Lighting Controls and Luminaire Cutoff. All outdoor luminaires rated above 6,200 initial luminaire lumens or
greater shall comply with the backlight, up light, and glare “BUG” in accordance with IES TM-15-11, Annex
A and Title 24, Part 11, Section 5.106.8. Title 24, Part 11 is the California Green Building Standards Code
(CALGteen), and Section 5.106.8, Light Pollution Reduction, includes Table 5.106.8 [N], Maximum Allowable
Backlight, Uplight, and Glare (BUG) Ratings.

Local Regulations

The Ontario Plan

Future development of all land in Ontario is guided by The Ontario Plan (TOP), which was adopted by the
City Council in August 2022. The Community Design Element, Land Use Element, and Parks and Recreation
Element include policies pertaining to aesthetics and visual resources.
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City of Ontario Municipal Code

The Ontario Municipal Code contains regulations regarding historical preservation and general design
guidelines that address the aesthetic aspects of residential, commercial, and industrial development:

m  Development Code, Chapter 5, Zoning and Land Use, contains general development requirements and
exceptions, standards related to development density, screening and setback requirements, signage, street
lighting and tree planting, landscape and design, conformity with district regulations, mixed-use
requirements, fences and walls, grading, height limitations, and lighting.

m  Development Code, Chapter 6, Development and Subdivision Regulations, contains regulations for
walls, fences, landscaping, public art, and property appearance. Generally, lighting shall be such as to
provide general security while minimizing adverse impacts of light spillover.

With regard to lighting standards, the Municipal Code Section 4-11, Security Standards for Buildings, states that
open parking lots and carports shall be provided with a maintained minimum of one (1) footcandle of light on
the parking surface during the hours of darkness.

5.1.1.2  EXISTING CONDITIONS

An aerial photograph of the ORSC site under existing conditions is shown on Figure 3-3, Aerial Photograph, in
Chapter 3, Project Description. Much of the ORSC site is presently vacant and is primarily used for agricultural
purposes, including dairy farming and fields. Other land uses in the ORSC site include a nursery east of Ontario
Avenue. Vineyard Avenue currently terminates at Riverside Drive and continues south of the ORSC site after
Chino Avenue. As seen on Figure 4-1a, Existing Site Conditions, the northwestern portion of the site viewed from
Riverside Drive contains flat, fallow fields. As seen on Figure 4-1b, the portion of the site along Ontario Avenue
contains dairy farm uses, including holding pens and feeding and housing structures to the west and a nursery
to the east. As shown on Figure 4-1c, the southern portion of the ORSC site viewed from Chino Avenue
contains dirt trails and ruderal vegetation.

Visual Character

The ORSC site surrounded by a variety of low density residential, commercial and agricultural uses. Existing
agricultural and industrial/commercial land uses abut the ORSC site to the west and south, including Madre
Tierra Nursery, Mountain View RV and Boat Storage, Infinity Recycling, Artesia Sawdust Products, and several
dairy farms. Whispering Lakes Golf Course and Westwind Park are north and northeast of the site, respectively,
across Riverside Drive. A commercial center is at the northeast corner of Vineyard Avenue and East Riverside
Drive. Residential land uses surrounding the site include the Countryside residential community to the east,
separated from the ORSC site by the concrete channel; Whispering Lakes Apartment Complex and single-
family residential uses in the Vineyard South neighborhood across Riverside Drive and adjacent to the
Whispering Lakes Golf Course; residential uses to the northeast in the Arcadian Shores residential
neighborhood; and rural residential uses associated with existing agricultural uses on Baker Avenue to the west.
Other sensitive land uses include the Sunrise Children Center across Riverside Drive and the Archibald
Christian Preschool at Chino Avenue and Archibald Avenue to the southeast.
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Landform and Topography

The ORSC site is located on gently sloping undeveloped terrain with a relatively uniform slope from the north
to the south at an approximate one percent grade. The ORSC site is underlain by middle Holocene age young
alluvial-fan deposits associated with the Cucamonga Creek Channel (Ontario 2022).

Natural Features and Views

The ORSC site is agricultural in character and does not contain any unique visual features that have been
identified in TOP 2050. The dominant scenic resources for the ORSC site are views of the Santa Ana
Mountains and San Gabriel Mountains. The Santa Ana Mountains are approximately 14 miles south of the
ORSC site and reach a maximum elevation of approximately 5,600 feet. These mountains can be seen from the
south of the ORSC site, as shown on Figure 5.1-3a, Vzews From the ORSC Site.

The San Gabriel Mountains are approximately 10 miles north of the ORSC site and reach a maximum elevation
of approximately 10,000 feet. Views of the San Gabriel Mountains can be seen to the north of the ORSC site,
as shown on Figure 5.1-3b. There are no scenic views to the west and east of the ORSC site, as shown on
Figure 5.1-3c. While both mountain ranges are visible from the ORSC site, TOP 2050 SEIR identifies the San
Gabriel Mountains as the most prominent scenic vista in or around Ontario (Ontario 2022).

Scenic Corridors

The ORSC site does not front any designated scenic highways and is approximately seven miles northeast of
the closest eligible scenic highway route, SR-142 through the Chino Hills (Caltrans 2023). Additionally, the City
does not designate roadways in the vicinity of the ORSC site as locally scenic routes. The ORSC site is 2.3 miles
east of the Euclid Avenue and 1.75 miles southwest of Mission Boulevard, which are the City’s primary scenic
corridors.

5.1.2 Thresholds of Significance

Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines states that, “except as provided in Public Resources Code
Section 21099,” a project would normally have a significant effect on the environment if the project would:

AE-1 Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.

AE-2 Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway Substantially damage scenic resources, including,
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway.

AE-3 In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views
of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from publicly
accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with
applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality.
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AE-4 Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area.

5.1.21  NIGHTTIME SPILL

Due to the general lack of standards, codes, or ordinances in Ontario regarding obtrusive light standards,
quantitative lighting standards utilized in CEQA documents and planning and design standards were evaluated
for their applicability for determining potential spill light impacts associated with the ORSC. Based on this
research, three quantitative approaches were identified for potential use in this EIR.

m  The international standards in the International Commission on Illumination (CI1E) Guide on the Limitation
of the Effects of Obtrusive Light from Outdoor Lighting Installations provides quantitative metrics to analyze the
impact of light and glare. The standards in this guidance document for the “E3” Environmental Lighting
Zone (Suburban surrounding: Medium District Brightness), which is most applicable to the City of
Ontario, are 10 lumens per square meter (lux) pre-curfew (0.9 fcs), or 2 lux post-curfew (0.2 fc) (CIE 2017).
Because stadium and sports park lights would have a curfew of 10:00 pm, the pre-curfew standard of 0.9
fc would be applicable to the ORSC site.

®  The [luminating Engineering Society (IES) and the International Dark-Sky Association (IDA)’s Mode/
Lighting Ordinance (MLO) provides guidance for communities to develop effective lighting control
ordinances. The MLO’s standards for Lighting Zone 2 (LZ-2) are recommended for light commercial
business districts or mixed use residential districts. The maximum vertical illuminance permitted at any
point in the plane of the property line is 0.3 fc for LZ-2 (IES & IDA 2011).

m  San Bernardino County adopted a Light Trespass Ordinance in 2021 requiring that light spill not exceed a
maximum of 0.5 fc measured at the property line of any adjacent residential property for development in
the Valley Region of the unincorporated County (San Bernardino 2024). The City of Ontario is located in
the Valley Region of the County and has an urban setting similar to development in this region of the
unincorporated County.

Of the three standards identified above, the CIE’s 0.9 fc pre-curfew threshold for Lighting Zone E3 most
closely matches the land use setting of the ORSC from among the thresholds presented above. In addition, this
threshold was selected because it includes both pre- and post-curfew standards that consider the time of day
at which lighting impacts would occur, which is an important consideration for lighting associated with the
ORSC. Due to this level of specificity, this threshold is therefore selected as the threshold for the lighting
analysis presented in Impact 5.1-4 below:.
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Figure 5.1-3a - Views from the ORSC Site

Photo 2. Southern View from Chino Avenue.

Source: PlaceWorks 2023.
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Figure 5.1-3b - Views from the ORSC Site

Photo 4. Northern View from Chino Avenue.

Source: PlaceWorks 2023.
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Figure 5.1-3c - Views from the ORSC Site

Photo 5. View West of the ORSC Site.

T

Photo 6. View from East of the ORSC Site.

Source: PlaceWorks 2023.
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5.1.3 Environmental Impacts
51.3.1  METHODOLOGY

A lighting illumination summary was prepared for the ORSC site based on computer calculations and includes
a grid summary of the minimum and maximum maintained horizontal foot-candles for the multiuse baseball
fields, Minor League Baseball Stadium, soccer fields, and Community Recreation Center (see Appendix C).

5.1.3.2  IMPACT ANALYSIS

The applicable thresholds are identified in brackets after the impact statement.

Impact 5.1-1:  The ORSC would not have an adverse impact on scenic vistas. [Thresholds AE-1]

Scenic vistas generally provide visual access or panoramic views to a large geographic area. Panoramic views
are usually associated with vantage points over a section of urban or natural areas that provide a geographic
orientation not commonly available. Examples of scenic or panoramic views might include an urban skyline,
valley, mountain range, large open space, the ocean, or other bodies of water. TOP 2050 recognizes the San
Gabriel Mountains as a scenic resource (Ontario 2022). As described in Section 5.1.1.2, Existing Conditions, the
San Gabriel Mountains are visible to the north (see Figure 5.1-3b) and views of the Santa Ana Mountains are
visible to the south (see Figure 5.1-32). The current uses to the north of the ORSC site from Riverside Drive
include a golf course, a shopping center, a children’s day care center, and single-family homes, as seen on Figure
3-3. Additional dairy farm and livestock operations ate located south of the ORSC site on Chino Avenue.

Development of the ORSC was evaluated for potential impacts to scenic vistas. The below-ground sewer
alignment within the Offsite Improvement Area would not have the potential to impact scenic vistas. The
ORSC includes a variety of recreation-oriented uses including baseball fields, soccer fields, supporting
hospitality and commercial uses, community park amenities, indoor recreation facilities, two parking garages,
and a Minor League Baseball stadium, as shown on Figure 3-6, Conceptual Land Use Plan. The baseball stadium,
located at the northeastern portion of the ORSC site west of Ontario Avenue, would include the tallest
structures (light poles) among the proposed uses of the ORSC site. Figure 5.1-4, Stadium Elevations, depicts the
heights above sea level for each level associated with the proposed stadium and above ground level for the
heights of the light poles. The stadium’s concourse level would be at ground level, and the field and dugout
levels would be below ground level. The following summarizes the heights of the stadium levels, as depicted
on Figure 5.1-4, from ground level—above ground level (agl) and below ground level (bgl):!

m  Roof: 33 feet agl
m  Low Roof: 29 feet, 6 inches agl
m  Club: 15 feet, 6 inches agl

m  Concourse: ground level

1 Note that the heights depicted on Figure 5.1-4 are expressed in height above sea level.
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m  Field Level: 14 feet, 6 inches bgl
®m  Dugout Level: 17 feet, 4 inches bgl

The highest point of the stadium structure is the roof at 33 feet agl, but the proposed stadium would include
lighting fixtures mounted at approximately 99 to 110 feet agl. The lighting fixtures for all other parts of the
ORSC site would not exceed the lighting heights for the stadium. The agl heights for lighting at the multiuse
baseball fields, soccer fields, and Community Recreation Center (Planning Area 7) are:

m  Multiuse Baseball Fields: 60 to 80 feet agl
m  Soccer Fields: 55 to 85 feet agl
»  Community Recreation Center: 40 to 50 feet agl

Figure 5.1-5, ORSC Buildings Massing Model, presents the preliminary heights of the proposed structures on the
ORSC site which, in addition to the 33 foot-tall stadium, include the following heights:

m  Parking Structure A: 33 feet agl

m  Parking Structure B: 44 feet agl

m  Hotel: 24 feet agl

®  Ancillary Retail/Commercial: 14 feet agl
»  Community Center: 24 feet agl

B Gym: 25 feet agl

Parking Structure B (at 44 feet) and the sports field lighting fixtures (at a maximum of 110 feet) would be the
tallest features across the ORSC site. While the San Gabriel and Santa Ana Mountains are visible to the north
and south of the ORSC site, there are no protected public views within the vicinity of the ORSC site. The
City’s major scenic corridors, Euclid Avenue and Mission Boulevard, are approximately two miles away from
the ORSC site. Additionally, the ORSC would comply with TOP 2050 Policy CD-1.5 which requires that all
major north-south streets be designed to feature views of the San Gabriel Mountains and to avoid visual clutter,
including billboards.

As shown Figure 5.1-5, the ORSC site buildings and structures would be spread over the ORSC site and would
not obstruct views of the mountains from north-south streets in the vicinity of the ORSC site including
Ontario Avenue and Vineyard Avenue. To ensure that the stadium is compatible with the scale of the
surrounding neighborhood, the site is being graded to lower the field elevations, which reduces the height of
the stadium structures, including the stands. As described above, the tallest structures of the ORSC site are the
proposed light poles which would be featured across multiple portions of the ORSC site and range from 55 to
110 feet in height above ground level. As shown in Figures 5.1-3a through c, the existing electrical power lines
partially obscure views of the mountains across the northern and southern boundaries of the ORSC site on
Chino Avenue and Riverside Drive. The proposed sports lighting poles would result in similar viewing
conditions at the ORSC site, and the mountains would continue to be visible due to the narrowness of the
poles, though partially obstructed.
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Figure 5.1-4 - Stadium Elevations
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Figure 5.1-5 - ORSC Buildings Massing Model
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The ORSC would comply with the City’s policies protecting scenic views and corridors would not obstruct any
protected public views. Therefore, impacts to scenic resources would be less than significant.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Less than significant.

Impact 5.1-2:  The ORSC would not alter scenic resources within a state scenic highway. [Threshold AE-2]

There are no State-designated scenic highways through or in the vicinity of the city and ORSC site. The nearest
eligible state highway is SR-142, located seven miles southwest of the ORSC site, and the closest officially
designated scenic highway is SR-91 in Anaheim, approximately 21 miles southwest of the ORSC site. Therefore,
development of the ORSC site would not damage scenic resources, including trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings, within a state scenic highway.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: No impact.

Impact 5.1-3:  The ORSC would alter the visual appearance of the ORSC site. [Threshold AE-3]

As shown on Figure 4-1, the ORSC site is largely agricultural in character, containing fields, nurseries, a dairy
farm, and interspersed single-family homes originating from the mid-20th century. Properties to the west and
south of the ORSC site contain similar agricultural uses, while north and east of the site are developed with
mote utban uses, including a commercial/retail center, the Whispering Lakes Golf Course, and single-family
subdivisions. As defined by CEQA Section 21071, an “urbanized area” is an incorporated city that either has a
population of at least 100,000 persons, or if the population of that city and not more than two contiguous
incorporated cities combined equals at least 100,000 persons. The population of Ontario, as reported by the
Department of Finance is 180,717 residents, so it qualifies as an “urbanized area” according to CEQA (DOF
2023). This impact analysis addresses whether, for an urbanized area, the ORSC would conflict with zoning or
other regulations governing scenic quality.

Development of the ORSC was evaluated for potential aesthetic impacts. The below-ground sewer alignment
within the Offsite Improvement Area would not result in above-ground improvements that have the potential
to change the visual appearance of the local area. The ORSC would result in development of the site with city
parks and recreational uses in addition to a Minor League Baseball Stadium and associated retail/commercial
and hospitality buildings, which would change the existing visual character of the ORSC site. Features of the
proposed stadium and its general aesthetic quality are shown on Figure 5.1-6, Stadiun Concept Plan. The stadium
building would reach a maximum height of 33 inches agl and would contain lighting fixtures that reach up to
110 feet agl. Therefore, the stadium in combination with the proposed commercial/retail and hotel, parking
structures, and recreation facilities would transform the visual appearance of the ORSC site into a more
urbanized setting when compared to existing conditions. The design and scale of the proposed stadium would
create a new distinctive visual element observable from roadways and viewing areas surrounding the ORSC
site.

The incorporation of edge treatments, landscaping, and new street trees would change the visual environment
along the street corridors, making the visual environment more interesting to pedestrians and motorists. The
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stadium would be a distinct visual feature in the city, especially at night when it would be accentuated by
distinctive lighting and signage. To ensure that the stadium is compatible with the scale of the surrounding
residential neighborhoods to the north and east, the ORSC would result in substantial landform modification
to lower the elevations of the stadium. As a result of the grading, the field elevations would be lowered below
grade, which reduces the height of the stadium structures.

Overall, the ORSC would be consistent with the City’s vision in TOP 2050. TOP 2050’s Community Design
Element seeks to achieve distinct neighborhoods, centers, corridors, and districts in addition to vibrant places
that enhance value and livability. The ORSC would be subject to TOP 2050 policies governing design quality
for development, which are discussed in more detail in Section 5.11, Land Use and Planning. The ORSC would
be developed as a new destination in the city for community recreation, entertainment, and commercial activity.
The aesthetic character of the development would be distinctive from the current low density and agricultural
uses in the vicinity of the ORSC site; however, the ORSC would implement a more aesthetically interesting use
of the site with high quality design, consistent with the TOP 2050 vision and policies.

The ORSC would also require amending the zoning of the ORSC site from the Armstrong Specific Plan to
Convention Center Support Retail and Open Space-Recreation. The design and development of the uses on
the ORSC site would comply with the applicable provisions for these zoning designations in Section 5.03,
Supplemental Land Use Regulations, of the Ontario Development Code. Therefore, the ORSC would not
conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality nor substantially degrade the
existing visual character of site. Impacts would be less than significant.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Less than significant.

Impact 5.1-4:  The ORSC would generate additional nighttime lighting on the ORSC site but would not
adversely affect nighttime views in the area. [Threshold AE-4]

Nighttime illumination and glare impacts are the effects of a project’s exterior lighting on adjoining uses and
areas. Light and glare impacts are determined through a comparison of the existing light sources with the
proposed lighting plan or policies. In some cases, excessive light and glare can be annoying to residents or other
sensitive land uses; be disotienting or dangerous to drivers; impair the character of rural communities; and/or
adversely affect wildlife. If the project has the potential to generate spill light on adjacent sensitive receptors or
generate glare on reflective surfaces that causes discomfort or reduced visibility for receptors in the vicinity of
the ORSC site, mitigation measures can be provided to reduce potential impacts, as necessary. Relevant lighting
assessment terminology used in this analysis is provided above under Terwinology in Section 5.1.1.

Development of the ORSC was evaluated for potential light and glare impacts. The below-ground sewer
alignment within the Offsite Improvement Area would not result in light and glare impacts. A lighting
illumination summary was prepared for the ORSC based on computer calculations and includes a grid summary
of the minimum and maximum maintained horizontal foot-candles for the multiuse baseball fields, Minor
League Baseball Stadium, soccer fields, and Community Recreation Center (see Appendix C).
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Figure 5.1-6 - Stadium Concept Plan

Source: Ontario 2023.
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The two major causes of light pollution are glare and spill light. Spill light is caused by misdirected light that
illuminates outside the intended area. Glare is the result of a bright object against a dark background, such as
oncoming vehicle headlights or an unshielded light bulb. Spill light and glare impacts are the effects of a project’s
exterior lighting upon adjoining uses and areas.

Existing sources of light and glare on the ORSC site are minimal. Operations of the dairy farm and other
commercial businesses on the ORSC site largely occur during the day, and nighttime light sources are primarily
associated within the on-site residences. No major sources of glare exist on the ORSC site. Existing sensitive
receptors to light and glare from the ORSC site would include the single-family homes at the end of a cul-de-
sac on Spyglass Court and the homes that border the Cucamonga Creek Channel in the Countryside
neighborhood (see Figure 3-3).

Nighttime Light and Glare
Stadium and City Park Lighting

The ORSC would introduce many new sources of nighttime lighting to the ORSC site. Stadium and sports
field lights would have a curfew of 10:00 pm. The proximity of the proposed lights to residential areas in the
vicinity of the ORSC site presents the potential for light spillover and glare. Lighting plans for the proposed
baseball stadium, Little League baseball fields, soccer fields, and tennis courts have been prepared by Musco
Sports Lighting, LLC. (see Appendix C).

As discussed above, for the purposes of this analysis, a standard of 0.9 foot-candle was used for a significance
determination because this standard considers both the type of adjacent land uses as well as the time of day
the lights would be on. The spill light and light trespass from the proposed lighting at the 0.9 fc contour is
shown on Figure 5.1-7a, Sports Field and Stadium Lighting Spill (0.9 Foot-Candle Threshold). Additionally, the light
spill at the 0.5 fc and 0.3 fc contours is provided in Figures 5.1-7b, Sports Field and Stadinm 1ighting Spill (0.5 Foot-
Candle Threshold), and 5.1-Tc, Sports Field and Stadium 1ighting Spill (0.3 Foot-Candle Threshold), respectively.

The baseball stadium would include lighting to illuminate the fields during evening games. The lighting would
be turned on at 5:00 pm on game days and would be turned off approximately one hour after the evening game
concludes. The lighting would include eight light poles, the heights of which would range from 99 to 110 feet.
The guaranteed average maintained horizontal foot-candles for the lighting in the infield would be 100 fc, and
70 fc for the outfield. The nearest sensitive receptors to the stadium would be the residence on 2945 Spyglass
Court, however, as shown on Figures 5.1-7a through ¢, no spill light from the stadium would impact the
residence (0.0 fc at residence). Lighting levels at 0.9 fc would cast into a small portion of the Whispering Lakes
Golf Course. For a discussion of the potential impacts of lighting on sensitive animal species that may inhabit
the golf course, see Section 5.4, Biolgical Resources.

The eight multipurpose fields would be lit be for practices and games, which are expected to extend to 10:00 pm
Monday through Sunday. Lighting for the multiuse baseball/softball/Little League fields would be provided via
84 light poles, the heights of which would range from 60 to 80 feet tall. The guaranteed average maintained
horizontal foot-candles for the lighting in the infield would 50 fc, and 30 fc for the outfield. The soccer fields
would be lit by 36 light poles ranging from 55 to 85 feet in height. The guaranteed average maintained horizontal
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foot-candles would be 30 fc. As seen on Figures 5.1-7a through c, the light spill from the soccer fields would
extend into Riverside Drive but would not reach the residences north of the ORSC site on Spyglass Court (0.0
fc at residences). Light spill from the multiuse baseball fields would remain within the boundaries of the ORSC
site.

Nighttime lighting for the Little League field, skate park, aquatics facility, and tennis/pickleball courts at the
Community Recreation Center portion of the ORSC would be provided until 10:00 pm. A total of 32 lighting
poles would be provided ranging from 40 to 50 feet agl. Lighting for the tennis courts and pools would have a
guaranteed average horizontal foot-candle of 50 fc, the skate park 30 fc, and pool deck 20 fc. As shown on
Figures 5.1-7a through c, light spill from the Little League Field and tennis/pickleball courts would reach the
edge of the Cucamonga Creek Flood Channel. However, this lighting would not intrude on the residences east
of the flood channel.

Light levels would continue to decrease as the distance increases from the light source. The luminaires would
be shielded and directed downward and away from the adjacent sensitive uses and public rights-of-way so that
glare impacts are minimized. Therefore, based on this analysis, the ORSC would not create a substantial source
of new lighting that would affect nighttime views for sensitive receptors; impacts would be less than significant.

Daytime Glare

The ORSC would result in more reflective surfaces compared to existing conditions on the ORSC site. ORSC
buildings would be required to comply with the California Building Standards Code including the standards for
lighting and glare set forth in the CEC (Title 24, Part 6) and CALGreen (Title 24, Part 11). In compliance with
these standards, building materials and design would be required to meet the applicable maximum allowable
glare rating in Table 5.106.8 [N] of the California Building Standards Code. The ORSC would not create a new
source of substantial glare. Therefore, glare impacts would be less than significant.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: 1ess than significant.

5.1.3.3  PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE OFF-SITE GENERAL PLAN
AMENDMENTS AND REZONE

The Proposed Project would require compliance with SB 330 and SB 166 to ensure no net loss of residential
units in the City. As described in Section 3.3.4, The Ontario Plan and Zone Changes, of the Project Description,
the ORSC would require concurrent redesignation and rezoning of land currently designated as Low Density
Residential (LDR) to Medium Density Residential (MDR) to offset the loss of land designated for residential
uses on the ORSC site in TOP. The parcels proposed for redesignation and rezoning are located south of
ORSC site on Vineyard Avenue. This increase in density would allow more housing units to be developed on
these parcels (2.1-5 dwelling units per acre under LDR to 11.1 to 25 dwelling units per acre under MDR), which
would result in greater building heights and denser building forms than currently allowed.
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5. Environmental Analysis
Figure 5.1-7a - Sports Field and Stadium Lighting Spill (0.9 Foot-Candle Threshold)
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5. Environmental Analysis
Figure 5.1-7b - Sports Field and Stadium Lighting Spill (0.5 Foot-Candle Threshold)
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5. Environmental Analysis
Figure 5.1-7c - Sports Field and Stadium Lighting Spill (0.3 Foot-Candle Threshold)
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m  Scenic Vistas and Highways. Future development of these parcels in accordance with TOP could
partially obstruct views of the San Gabriel Mountains and Santa Ana Mountains when viewed from north
or south of Schaefer Avenue near its intersection with Vineyard Avenue and south of Chino Avenue near
its intersection with Vineyard Avenue (see Figure 3-4b, Assessor’s Parcels SB 330/ SB 166 Compliance (GPA and
Rezone Area)). However, there are no protected public views within the vicinity of these parcels and the
City’s scenic corridors, Euclid Avenue and Mission Boulevard, are over two miles west and north of the
GPA and Rezone area, respectively. Additionally, development under the existing designation would also
have similar impacts on the viewsheds since development of any structures on these parcels could partially
obscure views of the mountains from nearby roadways. All development would be subject to TOP 2050
Policy CD-1.5 to ensure that major north-south streets are designed to feature views of the San Gabriel
Mountains. Impacts to scenic vistas from rezoning would not be increased when compared to the existing
development designation. Like the ORSC site, there are no designated or eligible scenic highways that could
be affected by development at the GPA and Rezone area since the nearest eligible route (SR-142) is over
seven miles west of the Area.

m  Scenic Quality. Future development of these parcels would comply with the provisions of the Ontario
Development Code, Chapter 6, and the policies in the Community Design Element of TOP 2050.
Compliance with these standards and policies would ensure that development is consistent with the City’s
regulations governing scenic quality.

m  Light/Glare. While this denser scale of development under the proposed rezoning would potentially
create more new sources of glare and light when compared to development under the existing designation,
the development would comply with the California Building Standards Code regulations concerning light
and glare. Additionally, residential development in the City is subject to specific light and glare standards
contained in Section 6.01.010, Residential Zoning Districts, of the Ontario Development Code which
require that exterior light fixtures prevent glare and light spillover on to adjacent properties, buildings, and
public and private streets and roadways. Compliance with these standards would ensure that lighting and
glare impacts are less than significant.

5.1.4 Cumulative Impacts

Aesthetic impacts are localized to the ORSC site and its immediate surroundings. No projects are approved,
planned, or anticipated for the general vicinity of the ORSC site in the near future; however, the area is expected
to continue to develop according to TOP 2050% land use plan. As such, agricultural uses in the vicinity of the
ORSC site would be expected to convert to more urban uses over time as projects are proposed. Therefore,
while the ORSC would create a distinct visual attraction in the area and result in a more urbanized character at
the ORSC site when compared to existing conditions, as the vicinity of the ORSC site continues to urbanize,
the aesthetic character of the ORSC would become increasingly more compatible with its surroundings. As
discussed above, the Proposed Project, including both the ORSC and the GPA and Rezone would not impact
scenic views of the San Gabriel Mountains, and new projects in the vicinity of the ORSC site would similarly
be required to preserve views of the mountains, in accordance with TOP 2050 policies. Also described above,
the ORSC and GPA and Rezone would add to nighttime light and glare in the Ontario Ranch area but would
not result in substantial impacts to sensitive residential receptors. Other projects in the vicinity subject to CEQA
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would also be required to comply with the standards of the California Building Standards Code and Ontario
Development Code that reduce impacts from light and glare to less than significant levels. Their impacts would
therefore not combine with those of the Proposed Project to adversely impact existing or planned sensitive
receptors, such as residential uses. Therefore, the Proposed Project’s contribution to cumulative aesthetic
impacts is less than considerable, and therefore is less than cumulatively significant.

5.1.5 Level of Significance Before Mitigation

Upon implementation of regulatory requirements and standard conditions of approval, some impacts would
be less than significant: 5.1-1, 5.1-2, and 5.1-3.

5.1.6 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measutes are requited.

5.1.7 Level of Significance After Mitigation

All aesthetic impacts would be less than significant.
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5.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

This section of the Draft EIR discusses the potential impacts from the loss of agricultural resources associated
with the Ontario Regional Sports Complex (ORSC) on the ORSC site and the associated Off-Site General Plan
Amendment and Rezone (GPA and Rezone) on Vineyard Corridor. This section evaluates potential impacts of
the ORSC site on a project level while impacts of GPA and Rezone at a program level.

5.2.1 Environmental Setting
5.21.1 REGULATORY BACKGROUND
State Regulations

California General Plan Law

The California Government Code (Section 65302(d)) requires the general plan to include an open space and
conservation element for the conservation, development, and utilization of natural resources—including water
and its hydraulic force, forests, soils, rivers and other waters, harbors, fisheries, wildlife, minerals, and other
natural resources. The conservation element must consider the effect of development on natural resources that
are on public lands.

In October 2017, the state legislature passed SB 732, which authorizes a city to develop an agricultural land
component of the open space element or a separate agricultural element in its general plan. For local
governments that choose this option, the bill authorizes the California Department of Conservation (CDOC)
to award grants, bond proceeds, and other assistance provided the element meets certain requirements.

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program

The California Natural Resources Agency is charged with restoring, protecting, and maintaining the state’s
natural, cultural, and historical resources. Within it, the CDOC provides technical services and information to
promote informed land use decisions and sound management of the state’s natural resources. CDOC manages
the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, which supports agriculture throughout California by
developing maps and statistical data for analyzing land use impacts to farmland. About every two years, the
program publishes a field report for each county in the state. The field report categorizes land by agricultural

production potential and according to the following classifications:

®  Prime Farmland has the best combination of physical and chemical features able to sustain long-term
agricultural production. Prime Farmland has the soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply needed
to produce sustained high yields. Land must have been used for irrigated agriculture production at some
time during the four years prior to the mapping date.

m  Farmland of Statewide Importance is similar to Prime Farmland, but with minor shortcomings, such as
steeper slopes or less ability to store soil moisture. Land must have been used for irrigated agtricultural
production at some time during the four years prior to the mapping date.
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m  Unique Farmland consists of lesser quality soils used for the production of the state’s leading agricultural
crops. This land is usually irrigated but may include nonirrigated orchards or vineyards as found in some
climatic zones in California. Land must have been farmed at some time during the four years prior to the
mapping date.

m  Farmland of Local Importance includes all farmable land not meeting the definitions of “prime
farmland,” “farmland of statewide importance,” and “unique farmland.” This includes land that is or has
been used for irrigated pasture, dryland farming, confined livestock or dairy facilities, aquaculture, poultry
facilities, and dry grazing. It also includes lands previously designated by soil characteristics as “prime
farmland,” “farmland of statewide importance,” or “unique farmland” but has become idle.

m  Grazing Land is the land on which the existing vegetation is suited to the grazing of livestock.

m  Confined Animal Agriculture lands include poultry facilities, feedlots, dairy facilities, and fish farms. In
some counties, confined animal agriculture is a component of the farmland of local importance category.

m  Nonagricultural and Natural Vegetation includes heavily wooded, rocky, or barren areas; riparian and
wetland areas; grassland areas that do not qualify for grazing land due to their size or land management
restrictions; small water bodies; and recreational water ski lakes. Constructed wetlands are also included in
this category.

®  Semi-Agricultural and Rural Commercial Land includes farmstead, agricultural storage and packing
sheds, unpaved parking areas, composting facilities, equine facilities, firewood lots, and campgrounds.

®m  Vacant or Disturbed Land includes open field areas that do not qualify for an agricultural category, such
as mineral and oil extraction areas, off-road vehicle areas, electrical substations, channelized canals, and
rural freeway interchanges.

m  Rural Residential Land includes residential areas of one to five structures per 10 acres.

m  Urban and Built-Up Land is occupied by structures with a building density of at least one unit per 1.5
acres, or approximately six structures to a 10-acre parcel. Common examples include residential structures,
industrial structures, commercial structures, institutional facilities, cemeteries, airports, golf courses,

sanitary landfills, sewage treatment structures, and water control structures.

m  Water is used to describe perennial water bodies with an extent of at least 40 acres.

California Land Conservation Act (Williamson Act)

The California Land Conservation Act of 1965, known as the Williamson Act, conserves agricultural and open
space lands through property tax incentives and voluntary restrictive land use contracts administered by local
governments under State regulations. Private landowners voluntarily restrict their land to agricultural and
compatible open space uses under minimum 10-year, rolling-term contracts, with counties and cities also acting
voluntarily. In return, restricted parcels are assessed for property tax purposes at a rate consistent with their
actual use rather than potential market value. Nonrenewal status is applied to Williamson Act contracts that are

Page 5.2-2 PlaceWorks



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

9. Environmental Analysis
AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

within the 9-year termination process, during which the annual tax assessment for the property gradually
increases.

Forestland and Timberland Protection

State regulations such as the Forest Taxation Reform Act of 1976 and the Z’berg-Nejedly Forest Practice Act
of 1973 (California Forest Practice Act) provide for the preservation of forest lands from encroachment by
other, incompatible land uses and for oversight of the management of forest practices and forest resources.

Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)

Public Resources Code Section 12220(g) defines “forest land” for the purposes of CEQA. According to the
Code, “forest land” is land that can support 10 percent native tree cover of any species, including hardwoods,
under natural conditions, and that allows for management of one or more forest resources, including timber,
aesthetics, fish and wildlife, biodiversity, water-quality, recreation, and other public benefits.

Government Code Section 51104(g)

The California Timberland Productivity Act of 1982, like the Land Conservation Act, was passed to encourage
the production of timber resources. Government Code Section 51104(g) defines “Timber,” “Timberland,” and
“Timberland Production Zone” for the purposes of CEQA and “Timberland Preserve Zone,” which may be
used in city and county general plans.

m  Timber means trees of any species maintained for eventual harvest for forest production purposes,
whether planted or of natural growth, standing or down, on privately or publicly owned land, including
Christmas trees, but does not mean nursery stock.

m  Timberland means privately owned land, or land acquired for State forest purposes, that is devoted to and
used for growing and harvesting timber, or for growing and harvesting timber and compatible uses, and
which is capable of growing an average annual volume of wood fiber of at least 15 cubic feet per acre.

»  Timberland Production Zone (TPZ) means an area that has been zoned pursuant to Section 51112 or
51113 and is devoted to and used for growing and harvesting timber, or for growing and harvesting timber
and compatible uses, as defined in subdivision (h). With respect to the general plans of cities and counties,
“Timberland Preserve Zone” means “Timberland Production Zone.”

County boards of supervisors may designate areas of timberland preserve, referred to as Timberland
Production Zones, which restrict the land’s use to the production of timber for an initial 10-year term in return
for lower property taxes.

Local Regulations
The Ontario Plan

Future development of all land in Ontario is guided by The Ontario Plan (TOP), which was adopted by the
City Council in August 2022. The Environmental Resources Element contains policies relevant to agricultural
resources.
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City of Ontario Municipal Code

The City of Ontario Municipal Code contains regulations pertaining to agricultural resources in the City,
including:

®m  Ontario Development Code, Chapter 5, Zoning and Land Use, Division 5.01.005, Establishment
of Base Zoning Districts, Section F, Overlay Zoning Districts. The purpose of the AG (Agriculture)
Opverlay Zoning District is to accommodate the continuation of agricultural uses in the city on an interim
basis and to allow for the establishment of general agricultural uses, such as dairies, within certain areas of
concentrated agricultural use.

521.2  EXISTING CONDITIONS
Agriculture

Ontario Ranch

The Ontario Ranch area, which includes the ORSC site, covers 8,200 acres of the former 14,000-acre San
Bernardino Agtricultural Preserve, which was historically used for dairy or cattle farming. The Agricultural
Preserve was divided and incorporated into the cities of Chino, Chino Hills, and Ontario in 1999, and the City
of Ontario named its portion the “New Model Colony” (Ontario 2022a). There are four sections of agricultural
preserve in the Ontario Ranch, totaling 200 acres in the southwestern portion of the city. The change of land
use from agricultural to nonagricultural has mostly been due to increasing population, which has put pressure
on cities in southern California to turn Important Farmland into uses that would support residential, economic,
and employment needs. Dairies and farms in Ontario have also found that they are outcompeted by dairies and
farms in the Central Valley, so they have either converted their land to more productive, nonagricultural uses
or they have left Ontario for the Central Valley (Ontario 2022a).

Mapped Farmland

Similar to other properties in the Ontario Ranch, the ORSC site has historically been used for agricultural
production and related uses, including dairies, row crops, field crops, and a horse farm. The ORSC site contains
approximately 53 acres of Prime Farmland, as designated by the CDOC. The ORSC site also contains 17.8
acres of grazing land and 125.5 acres of land designated as “Other” (CDOC 2020).! Figure 5.2-1, Farmland
Designations, shows the existing designated farmland types on the ORSC site.

California Land Conservation Act (Williamson Act)

There are no active Williams Act contracts on the ORSC site according to the CDOC’s most recently updated
database (CDOC 2023).

1 Acreages were determined using GIS data from the CDOC’s 2020 FMMP File Geodatabase.
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Figure 5.2-1 - Farmland Designations
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Zoning Designation

The AG (Agriculture) Overlay District accommodates the continuation of agricultural uses in the city on an
interim basis until development is slated consistent with the Policy Plan component of TOP and the underlying
zoning district. The ORSC site is not zoned for agricultural uses and is not in the AG Overlay District. The
off-site General Plan Amendment and Rezone area is currently zoned with the AG Overlay.

Forest Land and Timberland

The ORSC site does not contain any land that would meet the definition of forest land per California Public
Resource Code Section 12220(g).

5.2.2 Thresholds of Significance

According to Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, a project would normally have a significant effect on the
environment if the project would:

AG-1 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.

AG-2 Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract.

AG-3 Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources
Code Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code Section 51104(g)).

AG-4 Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.

AG-5 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.

5.2.3 Environmental Impacts
52.3.1  IMPACT ANALYSIS

The applicable thresholds are identified in brackets after the impact statement.

Impact 5.2-1:  The ORSC would convert 53 acres of California Resource Agency designated Prime Farmland
to recreational and hospitality land use. [Threshold AG-1 and AG-5 (part)]

The ORSC would develop the ORSC site with various recreational and supporting uses including a baseball
stadium, retail buildings, a hotel, indoor recreational facilities, sports fields, a city park, and parking. The ORSC

site contains 53 acres of Prime Farmland, all of which would be converted to non-agricultural use. The sewer
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alignment in the Offsite Improvement Area would not have the potential impact Farmland because these
improvements would be below-ground.

The ORSC site is currently designated for residential uses under TOP 2050. While the ORSC would amend the
land use designations of the ORSC site to support the proposed commercial, recreation, and stadium uses, the
agricultural impacts of developing the ORSC site with the proposed uses would be similar to development
under the current designation of the ORSC site. Nonetheless, the ORSC would have a significant impact with
regard to the conversion of agricultural land on the ORSC site.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Potentially significant.

Impact 5.2-2:  The ORSC would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act
contract. [Threshold AG-2]

The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area does not contain any active Williamson Act contracts; therefore,
development of the ORSC site would not conflict with a Williamson Act contact. Additionally, the ORSC site
is not zoned for agricultural use and is not in the AG Overlay District. The sewer alignment in the Offsite
Improvement Area would not conflict with existing zoning because improvements within the Offsite
Improvement Area would be below-ground. The ORSC’s redesignation of the site to Open Space-Parkland
(OS-R) and Hospitality designations would not conflict with agricultural zoning, and the ORSC would have no
impact.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: No impact.

Impact 5.2-3:  The ORSC 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 nonforest use. [Threshold AG-3, AG-4, and AG-5 (part)]

There is no forest land in the ORSC site or Offsite Improvement Area. Existing land uses on the ORSC site
consist primarily of agricultural land (ranching and farming), a limited number of residences, and miscellaneous
commercial uses such as a nursery. The ORSC would not conflict with zoning for forest land or result in the
loss of forest land. No impact would occur.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: No impact.

5232 PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE OFF-SITE GENERAL PLAN
AMENDMENTS AND REZONE

The Proposed Project would require compliance with SB 330 and SB 166 to ensure no net loss of residential
units in the city. As described in Section 3.3.4, The Ontario Plan and Zone Changes, of the Project Description, the
Proposed Project would require concurrent rezoning of land currently designated as Low Density Residential
(LDR) to Medium Density Residential (MDR) to offset the loss of land designated for residential uses on the
ORSC site in TOP. The parcels proposed for rezoning are located south of ORSC site on Vineyard Avenue.
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m  Loss of Important Farmland. The GPA and Rezone area includes 45.8 acres of Prime Farmland as
designated by the Department of Conservation (CDOC 2020). Development of the parcels pursuant to
their existing LDR designation would likely result in significant and unavoidable impacts since development
on these parcels would require the conversion of Important Farmland to an urban use. Regardless of the
type of urban development proposed, the farmland at these parcels would need to be converted, therefore
the proposed GPA and Rezone of the parcels from a lower density residential to a higher density residential
use would have no additional impact on these resources. The proposed GPA and Rezone would have no
additional impact on important farmland compared to that identified in the 2022 EIR because this land
has already been designated urban land uses in TOP, but would result in significant and unavoidable impacts
if the parcels are developed.

m  Agricultural Zoning/Williamson Act Contract. Like the ORSC site, the GPA and Rezone area does not
encompass land under active Williamson Act contracts. Additionally, the proposed GPA and Rezone would
not change the Agricultural Overlay zoning of these parcels. As described in Section 3.3.4, a 19.25-acte
portion of the parcels on Vineyard Avenue proposed for the land use change would in addition to the AG
Overlay, have an Affordable Housing Overlay to meet the requirements of SB 166. The GPA and Rezone
would have no impacts on Williamson Act contracts or agricultural zoning,

m  Loss of Forestland/Conflicts with Timberland Zoning. The GPA and Rezone area does not contain
forestland or timberland zoning and therefore would result in no impacts.

5.24 Cumulative Impacts

The area considered for cumulative impacts to agriculture and forestry resources is the City of Ontario.
Throughout the City, numerous development projects would result in the conversion of agricultural land—
including Prime Farmland and Important Farmland and land under Williamson Act contracts—to
nonagricultural uses, specifically within Ontario Ranch. This land has been designated for nonagricultural use
under TOP and will continue to be developed in accordance with this adopted land use plan. The Proposed
Project, including the ORSC and GPA and Rezone, would, nonetheless, contribute to the reduction of
agricultural resources in the City and cumulatively contribute to the loss of agricultural resources. Although the
proposed conversion is consistent with the projected decline in agricultural productivity of the region and the
Ontario Ranch area, the Proposed Project would result in a cumulatively considerable impact to agricultural

resources.

5.2.5 Level of Significance Before Mitigation

Upon implementation of regulatory requirements and standard conditions of approval, some impacts would
be less than significant: 5.2-2 and 5.2-3.

Without mitigation, these impacts would be potentially significant:

m  Impact5.2-1 The ORSC would convert 53 acres of California Resource Agency designated Prime
Farmland to recreational and hospitality land use.
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5.2.6 Mitigation Measures

In compliance with CEQA, “each public agency shall mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the
environment of any project it carries out or approves whenever it is feasible to do so”” (Public Resources Code,
Section 21002.1[b]). The term “feasible” is defined in CEQA to mean “capable of being accomplished in a
successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, environmental, social,
and technological factors” (Public Resources Code, Section 21061.1).

For loss of Farmland, it is the policy of Ontario to mitigate impacts within the City boundaries because this is
the area the City has direct jurisdictional control over. In accordance with this policy, the City has determined
there is no suitable replacement acreage within the City and there are no feasible mitigation measures that would
reduce the Proposed Project’s significant impacts regarding agricultural conversion to levels that would be less
than significant. The following mitigation measures to reduce the impacts on agriculture have been considered;
however, none of the measures would feasibly be able to reduce the significant impacts to levels less than
significant:

= Retention of On-Site Agricultural Uses. This measure would allow create or maintain islands of
agricultural uses within an urbanized setting, exacerbating potential land use conflicts and land use
incompatibilities. The TOP land use plan does not establish or maintain any “Agricultural” Land Use
designations within the City. However, Section 6.01.035(C)(1), AG (Agricultural) Overlay Zoning District,
of the Ontario Development Code allows the continuation of existing agricultural uses on an interim basis
until such time that the land is developed in accordance with TOP. The AG Overlay provides means for
temporary agricultural use of existing farmland in the City but the City’s adopted land use plan and policies
would not allow for the permanent retention of agricultural uses once development is proposed. The
“Retention of On-Site Agricultural Uses” mitigation strategy would therefore conflict with adopted land
use plan and would require amendments to the land use plan. Such an amendment to the land use plan
would also conflict with the goals of the regional plans and policies from the Southern California
Association of Government (SCAG) which require that the City’s land use plan facilitate the development
of City’s remaining agricultural land. For example, to comply with its SCAG-designated Regional Housing
Needs Allocation (RHNA), the City’s Housing Element must provide capacity for new housing
development. The City’s adopted 2021-2029 designates approximately 82 percent? of the City’s housing
capacity within Ontario Ranch (Ontario 2022b). Furthermore, the mitigation strategy would conflict with
SCAG’s Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (known as Connect SoCal) which
prioritizes the development of land within the City’s existing Spheres of Influence to avoid further sprawl
and conversion of agricultural land. Based on the preceding, retention of on-site agricultural uses is
considered infeasible.

®»  Replacement of Agricultural Resources Off-Site. Replacement of agricultural resources at an off-site
location would require the City to purchase off-site replacement acreage not designated as Farmland and
improve or restore it to Farmland status. Creation of additional Farmland in the City is contrary to TOP

2 As shown in Table 5-16, Availability of Land to Meet RHNA, 2021-2029, in the Housing Element, the City’s total realistic capacity
is 26,197 housing units and the total number of housing units of the Opportunity Areas within Ontario Ranch is 21,587 units.
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land use plan policies and vision as summarized previously and would require comprehensive amendment
of the Policy Plan, which would in turn conflict with the City’s Housing Element and Connect SoCal. Using
another area within Ontario Ranch for mitigation of impacts related to the Proposed Project would result
in the same issues as previously described in consideration of on-site mitigation. Therefore, there is no
suitable replacement acreage within the City to mitigate for loss of Farmland. Similar to the reasons why
on-site mitigation is not feasible, off-site mitigation within Ontario Ranch is also infeasible. Off-site areas
may not have sufficient water needed to support agricultural practices. It is also speculative as to whether
replacement of agricultural resources off-site meets the additionality requirements of CEQA. Furthermore,
it is the policy of Ontario to mitigate impacts within the City boundaries because this is the area the City
has direct jurisdictional control over..> Additionally, the “Replacement of Agricultural Resources Off-Site”
mitigation strategy would likely result in potentially adverse environmental impacts including, but not
limited to, impacts to biological resoutces, hydrology/water quality, air quality, greenhouse gas emissions,
and land use and planning. In this regard, the mitigation strategy would likely result in increased, rather
than diminished environmental impacts. Based on the preceding, replacement of agricultural resources at
off-site locations is considered infeasible.

m  Relocation of Prime Farmland Topsoil. Relocation of Farmland topsoil would entail removal of the
top 12 to 18 inches of topsoil from Farmland properties and the placement of this soil at sites that have
lesser quality soil. This would promote creation of new or additional Farmland status properties in the City,
rather than provide for their transition to urban uses. This measure would have its own environmental
impacts, including increased truck traffic on local roadways from both hauling soil off-site and replacement
soil onsite; increased diesel truck emissions; construction noise; and increased duration of construction.
The relocation of prime farmland soils on another active farm would increase other environmental impacts
and is therefore considered infeasible. This would be contrary to the TOP land use plan policies and vision
as summarized previously and would require comprehensive amendment of the Policy Plan. Furthermore,
the ORSC site is an active dairy, which resulted in soils onsite with high organic content. The ORSC entails
removal of soils with high organic content prior to development. Therefore, removal of high organic
content topsoil is already a component of the ORSC. The redesignation of land that is currently designated
for urban development to agricultural use would also be inconsistent with the City’s Housing Element and
Connect SoCal.

m  Establishment of Conservation Easement or Preserves. The “Establishment of Conservation
Easement or Preserves” mitigation strategy would require comprehensive amendment to the Policy Plan,
resulting in the same conflicts with local and regional land use plans/policies discussed above. Local and
regional policies have long since slated the Ontario Ranch for suburban development. The City has not
indicated that such amendment is warranted or desired and has initiated no such action. At the ORSC site,
establishment of agricultural conservation easements or preserves would negate the Proposed Project,
requiring the No-Project Alternative which was rejected for failing meet the Proposed Project objectives

3 In a recent court of appeal decision, King & Gardiner Farms v County of Kern (2020) 45 CA5th 814, the court held that a measure
requiring conservation easements over off-site farmland would not provide adequate mitigation for the loss of farmland that would
result from the project.
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(see Chapter 7, Alternatives). Based on the preceding, the “Establishment of Conservation Easement or
Preserves” mitigation strategy is considered infeasible.

= Payment in Lieu or Transfer of Development Rights. Transferring development rights would involve
the purchasing of the right to develop land from a currently undeveloped piece of land and transferring
those rights to farmland within the City. The City of Ontario has not implemented a Transfer of
Development Rights (TDR) Program. Implementation of a TDR program would require amending the
City Development Code and comprehensive amendment of the Policy Plan. While such a program could
be developed to preserve farmland in San Bernardino County, the Important Farmland on the ORSC site
would still be developed, resulting in a net loss of Important Farmland in the City. Based on the preceding,
implementation of a “Transfer of Development Rights Program” mitigation strategy is considered
infeasible.

The City has considered but rejected the collection of fees for off-site mitigation of agricultural impacts.
Neither the City nor the adjoining counties have adopted fee programs. Absent viable programs in the
region, the imposition of fees would not serve to mitigate the impacts of the Proposed Project.
Furthermore, an offsite fee mitigation program would not avoid the loss of farmland; would not minimize
the effect of the Proposed Project; would not repair, rehabilitate, or restore the affected farmland; and,
absent a viable fee program, would not replace affected farmland with substitute farmland. Thus, such a
program would not actually mitigate or substantially lessen the significant impact of the Proposed Project.

Overall, no feasible mitigation measures have been identified, which would substantially lessen the Proposed
Project’s significant impacts related to the loss of Prime Farmland and conversion of farmland to
nonagricultural use. This finding is consistent with the finding in 2010 TOP EIR (State Clearinghouse No.
2008101140) and Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan EIR (State Clearinghouse No. 2006111009); that there are no
feasible mitigation measures to reduce impacts on Important Farmland or the conversion of agricultural land

to nonagricultural uses, and thus impacts would be significant and unavoidable.

5.2.7 Level of Significance After Mitigation
Impact 5.2-1

Conversion of agricultural-designated land to urban land uses is a significant and unavoidable impact. As
summarized above, there are no feasible mitigation measures that would reduce the Proposed Project’s
significant impacts to agricultural resources to levels that would be less than significant. While conversion of
agricultural lands and loss of farmland resulting from the Proposed Project were already considered and
addressed in the 2010 TOP EIR and Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan EIR, the ORSC would result in the direct
loss of 53 acres of Prime Farmland. None of the mitigation measures considered by the City would feasibly
be able to reduce the significant project and cumulative impacts to levels less than significant and impacts would
be significant and unavoidable.
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5.3 AIR QUALITY

This section of the Draft EIR evaluates the potential for the Ontario Regional Sports Complex (ORSC) and
the off-site General Plan Amendment and Rezone (GPA and Rezone) to impact air quality in a local and regional
context. The potential air quality impacts of the ORSC are evaluated as project-level, while those of the GPA
and Rezone are evaluated a programmatic level.

This evaluation is based on the methodology recommended by the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (South Coast AQMD). The analysis focuses on air pollution from regional emissions and localized
pollutant concentrations. In this section, “emissions” refers to the actual quantity of pollutant, measured in
pounds per day (Ibs./day), and “concentrations” refers to the amount of pollutant material per volumetric unit
of air. Concentrations are measured in parts per million, parts per billion, or micrograms per cubic meter.
Criteria air pollutant emissions modeling is included in Appendix D1, Aéir Quality and Greenhonse Gas Emissions
Modeling. An evaluation of localized ambient air quality and health risk during project construction is in
Appendix D2, Health Risk Assessment. Cumulative impacts related to air quality are based on the regional
boundaries of the South Coast Air Basin (SoCAB) and South Coast AQMD’s Multiple Air Toxics Exposure
Study mapping,

5.3.1 Environmental Setting

Key Terminology

The following terms are commonly used in air quality analyses:
= AAQS. Ambient Air Quality Standards

m  CES. CalEnviroScreen. CES is a mapping tool that helps identify the California communities most affected
by sources of pollution and where people are often especially vulnerable to pollution’s effects.

m  Concentrations. Refers to the amount of pollutant material per volumetric unit of air. Concentrations are
measuted in patts per million (ppm), parts per billion (ppb), ot micrograms pet cubic meter (ug/m?).

m  Criteria Air Pollutants. Those air pollutants specifically identified for control under the Federal Clean Air
Act (currently seven—carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides, lead, sulfur oxides, ozone, and coarse and fine
particulates).

= DPM. Diesel particulate matter.
m  Emissions. Refers to the actual quantity of pollutant, measured in pounds per day or tons per year.
m  MER. Maximally exposed receptor.

m  ppm. Parts per million.
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m  Sensitive receptor. Land uses that are considered more sensitive to air pollution than others due to the
types of population groups or activities involved. These land uses include residential, retirement facilities,
hospitals, and schools.

m  TAC. Toxic air contaminant.
®  ug/m3. Micrograms per cubic meter.
m  VMT. Vehicle miles traveled.

5311  AIRPOLLUTANTS OF CONCERN

Criteria Air Pollutants

The pollutants emitted into the ambient air by stationary and mobile sources are categorized as primary and/or
secondary pollutants. Primary air pollutants are emitted directly from sources. Carbon monoxide (CO), volatile
organic compounds (VOC), nitrogen oxides (NOx), sulfur dioxide (SOy), coarse inhalable particulate matter
(PM,p), fine inhalable particulate matter (PMas), and lead (Pb) are primary air pollutants. Of these, CO, SOa,
nitrogen dioxide (NO2), PMjo, and PMys are “criteria air pollutants,” which means that ambient air quality
standards have been established for them. VOC and NOx are criteria pollutant precursors that form secondary
criteria air pollutants through chemical and photochemical reactions in the atmosphere. Ozone (O3) and NO»

are the principal secondary pollutants.

Each of the primary and secondary criteria air pollutants and its known health effects are described below.

m  Carbon Monoxide is a colotless, odortless, toxic gas produced by incomplete combustion of carbon
substances, such as gasoline or diesel fuel. CO is a primary criteria air pollutant. CO concentrations tend
to be the highest during winter mornings with little to no wind, when surface-based inversions trap the
pollutant at ground levels. Because CO is emitted directly from internal combustion, engines and motor
vehicles operating at slow speeds are the primary source of CO in the SOCAB. The highest ambient CO
concentrations are generally found near traffic-congested corridors and intersections. The primary adverse
health effect associated with CO is interference with normal oxygen transfer to the blood, which may result
in tissue oxygen deprivation (South Coast AQMD 2005, 2022; USEPA 2023a). The SoCAB is designated
as being in attainment under the California AAQS and attainment (serious maintenance) under the National
AAQS (CARB 2022a).

m  Volatile Organic Compounds are composed primarily of hydrogen and carbon atoms. Internal
combustion associated with motor vehicle usage is the major source of VOCs. Other sources include
evaporative emissions from paints and solvents, asphalt paving, and household consumer products such as
aerosols (South Coast AQMD 2005). There are no AAQS for VOCs. However, because they contribute to
the formation of O3, South Coast AQMD has established a significance threshold (South Coast AQMD
2023a). The health effects for ozone are described later in this section.
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m  Nitrogen Oxides are a by-product of fuel combustion and contribute to the formation of ground-level
O3, PMio, and PMzs. The two major forms of NOx are nitric oxide (NO) and nitrogen dioxide (NO2). NO
is a colorless, odorless gas formed from atmospheric nitrogen and oxygen when combustion takes place
under high temperature and/or high pressure. The principal form of NOx produced by combustion is
NO, but NO reacts quickly with oxygen to form NO,, creating the mixture of NO and NO; commonly
called NOx. NOz is an acute irritant and more injurious than NO in equal concentrations. At atmospheric
concentrations, however, NOz is only potentially irritating. NOz absorbs blue light; the result is a brownish-
red cast to the atmosphere and reduced visibility. NO2 exposure concentrations near roadways are of
particular concern for susceptible individuals, including asthmatics, children, and the elderly. Current
scientific evidence links short-term NOs exposures, ranging from 30 minutes to 24 hours, with adverse
respiratory effects, including airway inflammation in healthy people and increased respiratory symptoms in
people with asthma. Also, studies show a connection between elevated short-term NO- concentrations and
increased visits to emergency departments and hospital admissions for respiratory issues, especially asthma
(South Coast AQMD 2005, 2022; USEPA 2023b). The SoCAB is designated in attainment (maintenance)
under the National AAQS and attainment under the California AAQS (CARB 2022a).

m  Sulfur Dioxide is a colotless, pungent, irritating gas formed by the combustion of sulfurous fossil fuels.
It enters the atmosphere as a result of burning high-sulfur-content fuel oils and coal and chemical processes
at plants and refineries. Gasoline and natural gas have very low sulfur content and do not release significant
quantities of SO2. When sulfur dioxide forms sulfates (SO4) in the atmosphere, together these pollutants
are referred to as sulfur oxides (SOx). Thus, SO; is both a primary and secondary criteria air pollutant. At
sufficiently high concentrations, SO, may irritate the upper respiratory tract. Current scientific evidence
links short-term exposures to SO, ranging from 5 minutes to 24 hours, with an array of adverse respiratory
effects, including bronchoconstriction and increased asthma symptoms. These effects are particularly
adverse for asthmatics at elevated ventilation rates (e.g., while exercising or playing) at lower concentrations
and when combined with particulates, SO2 may do greater harm by injuring lung tissue. Studies also show
a connection between short-term exposure and increased visits to emergency facilities and hospital
admissions for respiratory illnesses, particulatly in at-risk populations such as children, the elderly, and
asthmatics (South Coast AQMD 2005, 2022; USEPA 2023c). The SoCAB is designated as attainment under
the California and National AAQS (CARB 2022a).

m  Suspended Particulate Matter (PMip and PMz ) consists of finely divided solids or liquids such as soot,
dust, aerosols, fumes, and mists. Two forms of fine particulates are now recognized and regulated. Inhalable
coarse particles, or PMjo, include particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 10 microns or less
(i.e., =0.01 millimeter). Inhalable fine particles, or PM2s, have an aerodynamic diameter of 2.5 microns or
less (i.e., =0.002.5 millimeter). Particulate discharge into the atmosphere results primarily from industrial,
agricultural, construction, and transportation activities. Both PMip and PM.s may adversely affect the
human respiratory system, especially in people who are naturally sensitive or susceptible to breathing
problems. The US Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) scientific review concluded that PMa2 5, which
penetrates deeply into the lungs, is more likely than PMjo to contribute to health effects and at far lower
concentrations. These health effects include premature death in people with heart or lung disease, nonfatal

heart attacks, irregular heartbeat, aggravated asthma, decreased lung function, and increased respiratory
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symptoms (e.g, irritation of the airways, coughing, or difficulty breathing) (South Coast AQMD 2005;
South Coast AQMD 2022). There has been emerging evidence that ultrafine particulates, which are even
smaller particulates with an aerodynamic diameter of <0.1 microns or less (i.e., £0.0001 millimeter) have
human health implications because their toxic components may initiate or facilitate biological processes
that may lead to adverse effects to the heart, lungs, and other organs (South Coast AQMD 2022). However,
the EPA and the California Air Resources Board (CARB) have not adopted AAQS to regulate these
particulates. Diesel particulate matter is classified by CARB as a carcinogen (CARB 1999). Particulate
matter can also cause environmental effects such as visibility impairment,' environmental damage,? and
aesthetic damage® (South Coast AQMD 2005, 2022; USEPA 2023d). The SoCAB is a nonattainment area
for PMys under California and National AAQS and a nonattainment area for PMjo under the California
AAQS (CARB 2022a).4

m  Ozone (0O3) is a key ingredient of “smog” and is a gas that is formed when VOCs and NOx, both by-
products of internal combustion engine exhaust, undergo photochemical reactions in sunlight. O3 is a
secondary criteria air pollutant. O3 concentrations are generally highest during the summer months when
direct sunlight, light winds, and warm temperatures create favorable conditions for its formation. O3 poses
a health threat to those who already suffer from respiratory diseases as well as to healthy people. Breathing
O3 can trigger a variety of health problems, including chest pain, coughing, throat irritation, and congestion.
It can worsen bronchitis, emphysema, and asthma. Ground-level O3 also can reduce lung function and
inflame the linings of the lungs. Repeated exposure may permanently scar lung tissue. O3 also affects
sensitive vegetation and ecosystems, including forests, parks, wildlife refuges, and wilderness areas. In
particular, O3 harms sensitive vegetation during the growing season (South Coast AQMD 2005, 2022;
USEPA 2023¢). The SoCAB is designated extreme nonattainment under the California AAQS (1-hour and
8-hour) and National AAQS (8-hour) (CARB 2022a).

m  Lead (Pb) is a metal found naturally in the environment as well as in manufactured products. Once taken
into the body, lead distributes throughout the body in the blood and accumulates in the bones. Depending
on the level of exposure, lead can adversely affect the nervous system, kidney function, immune system,
reproductive and developmental systems, and the cardiovascular system. Lead exposure also affects the
oxygen-carrying capacity of the blood. The effects of lead most commonly encountered in current
populations are neurological effects in children and cardiovascular effects in adults (e.g,, high blood pressure
and heart disease). Infants and young children are especially sensitive to even low levels of lead, which may
contribute to behavioral problems, learning deficits, and lowered 1Q (South Coast AQMD 2005; South
Coast AQMD 2022b). The major sources of lead emissions have historically been mobile and industrial

I PM,s is the main cause of reduced visibility (haze) in parts of the United States.

2 Particulate matter can be carried over long distances by wind and then settle on ground or water, making lakes and streams acidic;
changing the nutrient balance in coastal waters and large river basins; depleting the nutrients in soil; damaging sensitive forests and
farm crops; and affecting the diversity of ecosystems.

3 Particulate matter can stain and damage stone and other materials, including culturally important objects such as statues and
monuments.

4 CARB approved the South Coast AQMD’s request to redesignate the SOCAB from serious nonattainment for PMjg to attainment
for PMio under the National AAQS on March 25, 2010, because the SOCAB did not violate federal 24-hour PMo standards from
2004 to 2007. The EPA approved the State of California’s request to redesignate the South Coast PMjo nonattainment area to
attainment of the PMjo National AAQS, effective on July 26, 2013.
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sources. As a result of the EPA’s regulatory efforts to remove lead from gasoline, emissions of lead from
the transportation sector dramatically declined by 95 percent between 1980 and 1999, and levels of lead in
the air decreased by 94 percent between 1980 and 1999. Today, the highest levels of lead in air are usually
found near lead smelters. The major sources of lead emissions today are ore and metals processing and
piston-engine aircraft operating on leaded aviation gasoline. However, in 2008 the EPA and CARB adopted
more strict lead standards, and special monitoring sites immediately downwind of lead sources recorded
very localized violations of the new state and federal standards.> As a result of these violations, the Los
Angeles County portion of the SOCAB is designated as nonattainment under the National AAQS for lead
(South Coast AQMD 2012; CARB 2022a). However, lead concentrations in this nonattainment area have
been below the level of the federal standard since December 2011 (South Coast AQMD 2012). CARB’s
State Implementation Plan (SIP) revision was submitted to the EPA for approval. Because emissions of
lead are found only in projects that are permitted by South Coast AQMD, lead is not a pollutant of concern
for the Proposed Project.

Table 5.3-1, Criteria Air Pollutant Health Effects Summary, summarizes the potential health effects associated with
the criteria air pollutants.

Table 5.3-1 Criteria Air Pollutant Health Effects Summary
Pollutant Health Effects Examples of Sources

Carbon Monoxide (CO) Chest pain in heart patients Any source that burns fuel such as cars, trucks,
Headaches, nausea construction and farming equipment, and residential
Reduced mental alertness, light-headedness. heaters and stoves
Death at very high levels

Ozone (03) Cough, chest tightness Atmospheric reaction of organic gases with nitrogen
Difficulty taking a deep breath oxides in sunlight
Worsened asthma symptoms
Lung inflammation

Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2) Increased response to allergens Same as carbon monoxide sources

Aggravation of respiratory illness

Particulate Matter (PM1o
and PMzs)

Hospitalizations for worsened heart diseases
Emergency room visits for asthma
Premature death

Cars and trucks (particularly diesels)
Fireplaces and woodstoves

Windblown dust from overlays, agriculture, and
construction

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)

Aggravation of respiratory disease (e.g., asthma
and emphysema)

Reduced lung function

Combustion of sulfur-containing fossil fuels, smelting
of sulfur-bearing metal ores, and industrial processes

Lead (Pb)

Behavioral and learning disabilities in children
Nervous system impairment

Contaminated soil

Source: CARB 2023a.

5 Source-oriented monitors record concentrations of lead at lead-related industrial facilities in the SoOCAB, which include Exide

Technologies in the City of Commerce; Quemetco, Inc., in the City of Industry; Trojan Battery Company in Santa Fe Springs; and
Exide Technologies in Vernon. Monitoring conducted between 2004 through 2007 showed that the Trojan Battery Company and
Exide Technologies exceed the federal standards (South Coast AQMD 2012).
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Toxic Air Contaminants

CARB has identified other air pollutants as TACs, which are pollutants that may cause serious, long-term effects.
People exposed to TACs at sufficient concentrations and durations may have an increased chance of getting
cancer or experiencing other serious health effects. These health effects can include damage to the immune
system as well as neurological, reproductive (e.g., reduced fertility), developmental, respiratory, and other health
problems (USEPA 2023f). By the last update to the TAC list in December 1999, CARB had designated
244 compounds as TACs (CARB 1999). Additionally, CARB has implemented control measures for a number
of compounds that pose high risks and show potential for effective control. There are no air quality standards
for TACs. Instead, TAC impacts are evaluated by calculating the health risks associated with a given exposure.
The majority of the estimated health risks from TACs can be attributed to relatively few compounds, the most
relevant to the Proposed Project being particulate matter from diesel-fueled engines.

Diesel Particulate Matter

In 1998, CARB identified DPM as a TAC. Previously, the individual chemical compounds in diesel exhaust
were considered TACs. Almost all diesel exhaust particles are 10 microns or less in diameter. Because of their
extremely small size, these particles can be inhaled and eventually trapped in the bronchial and alveolar regions
of the lungs. Long-term (chronic) inhalation of DPM is likely a lung cancer risk. Short-term (i.e., acute)

exposure can cause irritation and inflammatory systems and may exacerbate existing allergies and asthma
systems (USEPA 2002).

53.1.2 REGULATORY BACKGROUND

Ambient air quality standards have been adopted at the state and federal levels for criteria air pollutants. In
addition, both the state and federal government regulate the release of TACs. The ORSC is in the SoOCAB and
is subject to the rules and regulations imposed by the South Coast AQMD as well as the California AAQS
adopted by CARB and National AAQS adopted by the EPA. Federal, state, and regional laws, regulations, plans,
or guidelines that are potentially applicable to the Proposed Project are summarized in this section.

Federal and State
Ambient Air Quality Standards

The Clean Air Act was passed in 1963 by the US Congress and has been amended several times. The 1970
Clean Air Act amendments strengthened previous legislation and laid the foundation for the regulatory scheme
of the 1970s and 1980s. In 1977, Congress again added several provisions, including nonattainment
requirements for areas not meeting National AAQS and the Prevention of Significant Deterioration program.
The 1990 amendments represent the latest in a series of federal efforts to regulate the protection of air quality
in the United States. The Clean Air Act allows states to adopt more stringent standards or to include other
pollution species. The California Clean Air Act, signed into law in 1988, requires all areas of the state to achieve
and maintain the California AAQS by the eatliest practical date. The California AAQS tend to be more
restrictive than the National AAQS.
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These National and California AAQS are the levels of air quality considered to provide a margin of safety in
the protection of the public health and welfare. They are designed to protect “sensitive receptors” most
susceptible to further respiratory distress, such as asthmatics, the eldetly, very young children, people already
weakened by other disease or illness, and persons engaged in strenuous work or exercise. Healthy adults can
tolerate occasional exposure to air pollutant concentrations considerably above these minimum standards
before adverse effects are observed.

Both California and the federal government have established health-based AAQS for seven air pollutants. As
shown in Table 5.3-2, Ambient Air Quality Standards for Criteria Pollutants, these pollutants are O3, NOz, CO, SOa,
PMio, PM25, and Pb. In addition, the state has set standards for sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, vinyl chloride, and
visibility-reducing particles. These standards are designed to protect the health and welfare of the populace
with a reasonable margin of safety.

Table 5.3-2 Ambient Air Quality Standards for Criteria Pollutants
California Federal Primary
Pollutant Averaging Time Standard’ Standard? Major Pollutant Sources
Ozone (03)? 1 hour 0.09 ppm * Motor vehicles, paints, coatings, and solvents.
8 hours 0.070 ppm 0.070 ppm
Carbon Monoxide 1 hour 20 ppm 35 ppm Internal combustion engines, primarily gasoline-powered
(CO) motor vehicles.
8 hours 9.0 ppm 9 ppm
Nitrogen Dioxide Annual Arithmetic 0.030 ppm 0.053 ppm Motor vehicles, petroleum-refining operations, industrial
(NO2) Mean sources, aircraft, ships, and railroads.
1 hour 0.18 ppm 0.100 ppm
Sulfur Dioxide Annual Arithmetic * 0.030 ppm Fuel combustion, chemical plants, sulfur recovery plants,
(802)° Mean and metal processing.
1 hour 0.25 ppm 0.075 ppm
24 hours 0.04 ppm 0.14 ppm
Respirable Coarse | Annual Arithmetic 20 pg/m3 * Dust and fume-producing construction, industrial, and
Particulate Mean agricultural operations, combustion, atmospheric
Matter photochemical reactions, and natural activities (e.g., wind-
(PM10) 24 hours 50 pg/m3 150 pg/m? raised dust and ocean sprays).
Respirable Fine Annual Arithmetic 12 ug/md 12 ug/md Dust and fume-producing construction, industrial, and
Particulate Mean agricultural operations, combustion, atmospheric
Matter photochemical reactions, and natural activities (e.g., wind-
(PM2s)* 24 hours ) 35ug/m® | raised dust and ocean sprays).
Lead (Pb) 30-Day Average 1.5 ug/m3 * Present source: lead smelters, battery manufacturing &
recycling facilities. Past source: combustion of leaded
Calendar Quarter * 1.5 ug/md gasoline.
Rolling 3-Month * 0.15 yg/m?
Average
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Table 5.3-2 Ambient Air Quality Standards for Criteria Pollutants

California Federal Primary
Pollutant Averaging Time Standard’ Standard? Major Pollutant Sources
Sulfates (SO4) 24 hours 25 pg/m? * Industrial processes.
Visibility Reducing 8 hours ExCo * Visibility-reducing particles consist of suspended
Particles =0.23/km particulate matter, which is a complex mixture of tiny
visibility of particles that consists of dry solid fragments, solid cores
10= miles with liquid coatings, and small droplets of liquid. These
particles vary greatly in shape, size and chemical
composition, and can be made up of many different
materials such as metals, soot, soil, dust, and salt.
Hydrogen Sulfide 1 hour 0.03 ppm * Hydrogen sulfide (H2S) is a colorless gas with the odor of
rotten eggs. It is formed during bacterial decomposition of
sulfur-containing organic substances. Also, it can be
present in sewer gas and some natural gas and can be
emitted as the result of geothermal energy exploitation.
Vinyl Chloride 24 hours 0.01 ppm * Vinyl chloride (chloroethene), a chlorinated hydrocarbon,
is a colorless gas with a mild, sweet odor. Most viny!
chloride is used to make polyvinyl chloride (PVC) plastic
and vinyl products. Vinyl chloride has been detected near
landfills, sewage plants, and hazardous waste sites, due
to microbial breakdown of chlorinated solvents.

Source: CARB 2016.

N

~

o

23

otes: ppm: parts per million; ug/m3: micrograms per cubic meter

Standard has not been established for this pollutant/duration by this entity.

California standards for O3, CO (except 8-hour Lake Tahoe), SO2 (1 and 24 hour), NO2, and particulate matter (PM10, PM2.5, 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.

National standards (other than O3, PM, and those based on annual arithmetic mean) are not to be exceeded more than once a year. The O3 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 pg/m3 is equal to or less than one.
For PM2.5, 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.

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

On December 14, 2012, the national annual PM2.5 primary standard was lowered from 15 ug/m3 to 12.0 ug/m3. The existing national 24-hour PM2.5 standards
(primary and secondary) were retained at 35 ug/m3, as was the annual secondary standard of 15 ug/m3. The existing 24-hour PM10 standards (primary and
secondary) of 150 pg/m3 also were retained. The form of the annual primary and secondary standards is the annual mean, averaged over 3 years.

On June 2, 2010, a new 1-hour SO2 standard was established and the existing 24-hour and annual primary standards were revoked. The 1-hour national standard is
in units of parts per billion (ppb). California standards are in units of parts per million (ppm). To directly compare the 1-hour national standard to the California
standard the units can be converted to ppm. In this case, the national standard of 75 ppb is identical to 0.075 ppm.

California has also adopted a host of other regulations that reduce criteria pollutant emissions.

Assembly Bill (AB) 1493: Pavley Fuel Efficiency Standards. Pavley I is a clean-car standard that
reduces greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from new passenger vehicles (light-duty auto to medium-duty
vehicles) from 2009 through 2016. In January 2012, CARB approved the Advanced Clean Cars program
(formerly known as Pavley 1I) for model years 2017 through 2025.

Heavy-Duty (Tractor-Trailer) GHG Regulation. The tractors and trailers subject to this regulation must
cither use EPA SmartWay-certified tractors and trailers or retrofit their existing fleet with SmartWay-

verified technologies. The regulation applies primarily to owners of 53-foot or longer box-type trailers,

Page 5.3-8 PlaceWorks



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

9. Environmental Analysis
AIR QUALITY

including both dry-van and refrigerated-van trailers, and owners of the heavy-duty tractors that pull them
on California highways. These owners are responsible for replacing or retrofitting their affected vehicles
with compliant aerodynamic technologies and low rolling resistance tires. Sleeper cab tractors model year
2011 and later must be SmartWay certified. All other tractors must use SmartWay-verified low-rolling-
resistance tires. There are also requirements for trailers to have low-rolling-resistance tires and aerodynamic
devices.

m  California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 20: Appliance Energy Efficiency Standards. The 2006
Appliance Efficiency Regulations (20 CCR sections 1601-1608) were adopted by the California Energy
Commission on October 11, 2006, and approved by the California Office of Administrative Law on
December 14, 2006. The regulations include standards for both federally regulated appliances and non—
federally regulated appliances.

m 24 CCR, Part 6: Building and Energy Efficiency Standards. Energy conservation standards for new
residential and nonresidential buildings adopted by the California Energy Resources Conservation and
Development Commission (now the California Energy Commission) in June 1977.

m 24 CCR, Part 11: Green Building Standards Code. Establishes planning and design standards for
sustainable site development, energy efficiency (in excess of the California Energy Code requitements),
water conservation, material conservation, and internal air contaminants.¢

Tanner Air Toxics Act and Air Toxics Hot Spot Information and Assessment Act

Public exposure to TACs is a significant environmental health issue in California. In 1983, the California
legislature enacted a program to identify the health effects of TACs and reduce exposure to them. The
California Health and Safety Code defines a TAC as “an air pollutant which may cause or contribute to an
increase in mortality or in serious illness, or which may pose a present or potential hazard to human health”
(17 CCR sec. 93000). A substance that is listed as a hazardous air pollutant pursuant to Section 112(b) of the
federal Clean Air Act (42 US Code sec. 7412|b]) is a TAC. Under state law, the California Environmental
Protection Agency (CalEPA), acting through CARB, is authorized to identify a substance as a TAC if it is an
air pollutant that may cause or contribute to an increase in mortality or serious illness, or may pose a present or
potential hazard to human health.

California regulates TACs primarily through AB 1807 (Tanner Air Toxics Act) and AB 2588 (Air Toxics “Hot
Spot” Information and Assessment Act of 1987). The Tanner Air Toxics Act set up a formal procedure for
CARB to designate substances as TACs. Once a TAC is identified, CARB adopts an “airborne toxics control
measure” for sources that emit that TAC. If there is a safe threshold for a substance (i.e., a point below which
there is no toxic effect), the control measure must reduce exposure to below that threshold. If there is no safe
threshold, the measure must incorporate “toxics best available control technology” to minimize emissions. To
date, CARB has established formal control measures for 11 TACs that are identified as having no safe threshold.

¢ The green building standards became mandatory in the 2010 edition of the code.
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Under AB 2588, TAC emissions from individual facilities are quantified and prioritized by the air quality
management district or air pollution control district. High-priority facilities are required to perform a health
risk assessment, and if specific thresholds are exceeded, ate required to communicate the results to the public
through notices and public meetings.

CARB has promulgated the following specific rules to limit TAC emissions:

m 13 CCR Chapter 10 Section 2485: Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit Diesel-Fueled
Commercial Motor Vehicle Idling. Generally restricts on-road diesel-powered commercial motor
vehicles with a gross vehicle weight rating of greater than 10,000 pounds from idling more than five

minutes.

= 13 CCR Chapter 10 Section 2480: Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit School Bus Idling and
Idling at Schools. Generally restricts a school bus or transit bus from idling for more than five minutes
when within 100 feet of a school.

m 13 CCR Section 2477 and Article 8: Airborne Toxic Control Measure for In-Use Diesel-Fueled
Transport Refrigeration Units (TRU) and TRU Generator Sets and Facilities Where TRUs
Operate. Regulations established to control emissions associated with diesel-powered TRUs.

Regional
Air Quality Management Planning

The South Coast AQMD is the agency responsible for improving air quality in the SOCAB and ensuring that
the National and California AAQS are attained and maintained. South Coast AQMD is responsible for
preparing the air quality management plan (AQMP) for the SoCAB in coordination with the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG). The AQMP is a regional strategy plan to achieve air quality
standards by examining emissions, looking at regional growth projections, and the impact of existing and
proposed control measures to provide healthful air in the long-term. Since 1979, a number of AQMPs have
been prepared.

The Clean Air Act requires CARB to develop a SIP that describes how an area will attain national AAQS. The
AQMP provides the framework for air quality basins to achieve attainment of the state and federal ambient air
quality standards through the SIP. Areas are classified as attainment or nonattainment areas for a particular
pollutant depending on whether they meet the AAQSs. Severity classifications for ozone nonattainment range
in magnitude from marginal, moderate, and serious to severe and extreme.

»  Unclassified. A pollutant is designated unclassified if the data are incomplete and do not support a
designation of attainment or nonattainment.

»  Attainment. A pollutant is in attainment if the AAQS for that pollutant was not violated at any site in the

area during a three-year period.
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m  Nonattainment. A pollutant is in nonattainment if there was at least one violation of an AAQS for that
pollutant in the area.

»  Nonattainment/Transitional. A subcategory of the nonattainment designation. An area is designated
nonattainment/ transitional to signify that the area is close to attaining the AAQS for that pollutant.

2022 AQMP

South Coast AQMD adopted the 2022 AQMP on December 2, 2022, as an update to the 2017 AQMP. On
October 1, 2015, the EPA strengthened the National AAQS for ground-level ozone, lowering the primary and
secondary ozone standard levels to 70 parts per billion (ppb) (2015 Ozone National AAQS.). The SoCAB is
currently classified as an “extreme” nonattainment for the 2015 Ozone National AAQS. Meeting the 2015
federal ozone standard requires reducing NOx emissions, the key pollutant that creates ozone, by 67 percent
more than is required by adopted rules and regulations in 2037. The only way to achieve the required NOx
reductions is through extensive use of zero emission (ZE) technologies across all stationary and mobile sources.
South Coast AQMD’s primary authority is over stationary sources which account for approximately 20 percent
of NOx emissions. The overwhelming majority of NOx emissions are from heavy-duty trucks, ships and other
State and federally regulated mobile sources that are mostly beyond the South Coast AQMD’s control. The
region will not meet the standard absent significant federal action. In addition to federal action, the 2022 AQMP
requires substantial reliance on future deployment of advanced technologies to meet the standard. The control
strategy for the 2022 AQMP includes aggressive new regulations and the development of incentive programs
to support early deployment of advanced technologies. The two key areas for incentive programs are (1)
promoting widespread deployment of available ZE and low-NOx technologies and (2) developing new ZE and
ultra-low NOx technologies for use in cases where the technology is not currently available. South Coast
AQMD is prioritizing distribution of incentive funding in Environmental Justice areas and seeking
opportunities to focus benefits on the most disadvantaged communities (South Coast AQMD 2022).

South Coast AQMD PM> 5 Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan

In 1997, the EPA adopted the 24-hour fine PMa s standard of 65 ug/m3. In 20006, this standard was lowered to
a more health-protective level of 35 ug/m3. The SoCAB is designated nonattainment for both the 65 ug/m?3
and 35 ng/m3 24-hour PM, s standards (24-hour PMy s standatds). In 2020, monitored data demonstrated that
the SoCAB attained both 24-hour PMas standards. The South Coast AQMD has developed the “2021
Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan” for the 1997 and 2006 24-hour PM2 s Standards for the SoCAB
PM: 5 Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan, demonstrating that the SOCAB has met the requirements
to be redesignated to attainment for the 24-hour PM, 5 standards (South Coast AQMD 2021c).

AB 617, Community Air Protection Program

AB 617 (C. Gartcia, Chapter 136, Statutes of 2017) requires local air districts to monitor and implement air
pollution control strategies that reduce localized air pollution in communities that bear the greatest burdens. In
response to AB 617, CARB has established the Community Air Protection Program.

Air districts are required to host workshops to help identify disadvantaged communities that are
disproportionately affected by poor air quality. Once the criteria for identifying the highest priority locations
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have been identified and the communities have been selected, new community monitoring systems would be
installed to track and monitor community-specific air pollution goals. In 2018 CARB prepared an air monitoring
plan, the Community Air Protection Blueprint (Blueprint) that evaluates the availability and effectiveness of air
monitoring technologies and existing community air monitoring networks. Under AB 617, the Blueprint is
required to be updated every five years.

Under AB 617, CARB is also required to prepare a statewide strategy to reduce TACs and criteria pollutants in
impacted communities; provide a statewide clearinghouse for best available retrofit control technology; adopt
new rules requiring the latest best available retrofit control technology for all criteria pollutants for which an
area has not achieved attainment of California AAQS; and provide uniform, statewide reporting of emissions
inventories. Air districts are required to adopt a community emissions reduction program to achieve reductions
for the communities impacted by air pollution that CARB identifies.

Lead Implementation Plan

In 2008, the EPA designated the Los Angeles County portion of the SOCAB as a nonattainment area under the
federal lead (Pb) classification because of the addition of source-specific monitoring under the new federal
regulation. This designation was based on two source-specific monitors in the City of Vernon and the City of
Industry that exceeded the new standard in the 2007 to 2009 period. The remainder of the SOCAB outside the
Los Angeles County nonattainment area remains in attainment of the new 2008 lead standard. On May 24,
2012, CARB approved the SIP revision for the federal lead standard, which the EPA revised in 2008. Lead
concentrations in this nonattainment area have been below the level of the federal standard since December
2011. The SIP revision was submitted to the EPA for approval.

South Coast AQMD Rules and Regulations

All projects within the SOCAB are subject to South Coast AQMD rules and regulations in effect at the time of

activity.

m  Rule 401, Visible Emissions. This rule is intended to prevent the discharge of pollutant emissions from
an emissions source that results in visible emissions. Specifically, the rule prohibits the discharge of any air
contaminant into the atmosphere by a person from any single source of emission for a period or periods
aggregating more than three minutes in any one hour that is as dark as or darker than designated No. 1 on
the Ringelmann Chart, as published by the US Bureau of Mines.

m  Rule 402, Nuisance. This rule is intended to prevent the discharge of pollutant emissions from an
emissions source that results in a public nuisance. Specifically, this rule prohibits any person from
discharging quantities of air contaminants or other material from any source such that it would result in an
injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any considerable number of persons or to the public.
Additionally, the discharge of air contaminants would also be prohibited where it would endanger the
comfort, repose, health, or safety of any number of persons or the public, or that cause, or have a natural
tendency to cause, injury or damage to business or property. This rule does not apply to odors emanating
from agricultural operations necessary for the growing of crops or the raising of fowl or animals.
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= Rule 403, Fugitive Dust. This rule is intended to reduce the amount of particulate matter entrained in
the ambient air as a result of anthropogenic (human-made) fugitive dust sources by requiring actions to
prevent, reduce, or mitigate fugitive dust emissions. Rule 403 applies to any activity or human-made
condition capable of generating fugitive dust and requires best available control measures to be applied to
earth-moving and grading activities.

= Rule 445, Wood Burning Devices. In general, the rule prohibits new developments from the installation
of wood-burning devices. This rule is intended to reduce the emission of particulate matter from wood-
burning devices and applies to manufacturers and sellers of wood-burning devices, commercial sellers of
firewood, and property owners and tenants that operate a wood-burning device.

= Rule 1113, Architectural Coatings. This rule serves to limit the VOCs content of architectural coatings
used on projects in the South Coast AQMD. Any person who supplies, sells, offers for sale, or manufactures
any architectural coating for use on projects in the South Coast AQMD must comply with the current VOC
standards set in this rule.

= Rule 1403, Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation Activities. The purpose of this rule is
to specify work practice requirements to limit asbestos emissions from building demolition and renovation
activities, including the removal and associated disturbance of asbestos-containing materials (ACM). The
requirements for demolition and renovation activities include asbestos surveying, notification, ACM
removal procedures and time schedules, ACM handling and clean-up procedures, and storage, disposal, and
landfilling requirements for asbestos-containing waste materials. All operators are required to maintain
records, including waste shipment records, and are required to use appropriate warning labels, signs, and
markings.

5.3.1.3  EXISTING CONDITIONS

The ORSC site and the GPA and Rezone area are in the SOCAB, which includes all of Orange County and the
nondesert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino counties. The SoCAB is in a coastal plain
with connecting broad valleys and low hills, bounded by the Pacific Ocean in the southwest quadrant and high
mountains around the remainder of the perimeter. The region lies in the semipermanent high-pressure zone
of the eastern Pacific. As a result, the climate is mild, tempered by cool sea breezes. This usually mild weather

pattern is interrupted infrequently by periods of extremely hot weather, winter storms, and Santa Ana winds
(South Coast AQMD 2005).

Meteorology

Temperature and Precipitation

The annual average temperature varies little throughout the SoCAB, ranging from the low to middle 60s,
measured in degrees Fahrenheit (°F). With a more pronounced oceanic influence, coastal areas show less
variability in annual minimum and maximum temperatures than inland areas. The climatological station nearest
to the ORSC site with temperature data is the Fontana Kaiser Monitoring Station (ID 043120). The average
low is reported at 41.5 °F in January, and the average high is 96.2 °F in August (WRCC 2023).
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In contrast to a very steady pattern of temperature, rainfall is seasonally and annually highly variable. Almost
all rain falls from November through April. Summer rainfall is normally restricted to widely scattered
thundershowers near the coast, with slightly heavier shower activity in the east and over the mountains. Rainfall
averages 18.81 inches per year in the vicinity of the area (WRCC 2023).

Humidity

Although the SoOCAB has a semiarid climate, the air near the Earth’s surface is typically moist because of a
shallow marine layer. This “ocean effect” is dominant except for infrequent periods when dry, continental air
is brought into the SOCAB by offshore winds. Periods of heavy fog are frequent because of the air basin’s
location along the coast. Low clouds, often referred to as high fog, are a characteristic climatic feature. Annual
average humidity is 70 percent at the coast and 57 percent in the eastern portions of the SOCAB (South Coast
AQMD 1993).

Wind

Wind patterns across the southern coastal region are characterized by westerly or southwesterly onshore winds
during the day and easterly or northeasterly breezes at night. Wind speed is somewhat greater during the dry
summer months than during the rainy winter season.

Between periods of wind, periods of air stagnation may occur in the morning and evening hours. Air stagnation
is one of the critical determinants of air quality conditions on any given day. During the winter and fall months,
surface high-pressure systems over the SOCAB combined with other meteorological conditions can result in
very strong, downslope Santa Ana winds. These winds normally continue a few days before predominant
meteorological conditions ate reestablished.

The mountain ranges to the east inhibit the eastward transport and diffusion of pollutants. Air quality in the
SoCAB generally ranges from fair to poor and is similar to air quality in most of coastal Southern California.

The entire region expetiences heavy concentrations of air pollutants during prolonged periods of stable
atmospheric conditions (South Coast AQMD 2005).

Inversions

In conjunction with the two characteristic wind patterns that affect the rate and orientation of horizontal
pollutant transport, two distinct types of temperature inversions control the vertical depth through which
pollutants are mixed. These inversions are the matine/subsidence inversion and the radiation inversion. The
height of the base of the inversion at any given time is known as the “mixing height”” The combination of
winds and inversions are critical determinants in leading to the highly degraded air quality in summer and the
generally good air quality in the winter in the Air Basin (South Coast AQMD 2005).

SoCAB Nonattainment Areas

The attainment status for the SOCAB is shown in Table 5.3-3, Attainment Status of Criteria Air Pollutants in the
South Coast Air Basin.
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Table 5.3-3 Attainment Status of Criteria Air Pollutants in the South Coast Air Basin

Pollutant State Federal
Ozone - 1-hour Extreme Nonattainment No Federal Standard
Ozone - 8-hour Extreme Nonattainment Extreme Nonattainment
PMio Serious Nonattainment Attainment
PMzs Nonattainment Nonattainment!
co Attainment Attainment
NO2 Attainment Attainment/Maintenance
SOz Attainment Attainment
Lead Attainment Nonattainment (Los Angeles County only)?
All others Attainment/Unclassified Attainment/Unclassified

Source: CARB 2023a.

T The SoCAB is pending a resignation request from nonattainment to attainment for the 24-hour federal PM2s standards. The 2021 PM2s Redesignation Request and
Maintenance Plan demonstrates that the SOCAB meets the requirements of the CAA to allow US EPA to redesignate the SoCAB to attainment for the 65 pg/m3 and
35 pg/m? 24-hour PM25s standards. CARB has reviewed and adopted submit the 2021 PM.5 Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan to the US EPA as a
revision to the California State Implementation Plan (SIP) (CARB 2021).

In 2010, the Los Angeles portion of the SoCAB was designated nonattainment for lead under the new 2008 federal AAQS as a result of large industrial emitters.
Remaining areas for lead in the SOCAB are unclassified. However, lead concentrations in this nonattainment area have been below the level of the federal standard
since December 2011 (South Coast AQMD 2012). CARB's SIP revision was submitted to the EPA for approval.

~

Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study V

The Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study (MATES) is a monitoring and evaluation study on existing ambient
concentrations of TACs and the potential health risks from air toxics in the SOCAB. In April 2021, South Coast
AQMD released the latest update to the MATES study, MATES V. The first MATES analysis, MATES I, began
in 1986 but was limited because of the technology available at the time. Conducted in 1998, MATES II was the
tirst MATES iteration to include a comprehensive monitoring program, an air toxics emissions inventory, and
a modeling component. MATES 111 was conducted in 2004 to 2006, with MATES 1V following in 2012 to
2013.

MATES V uses measurements taken during May 2018 and April 2019, with a comprehensive modeling analysis
and emissions inventory based on 2018 data. The previous MATES studies quantified the cancer risks based
on the inhalation pathway only. MATES V includes information on the chronic noncancer risks from inhalation
and non-inhalation pathways for the first time. Cancer risks and chronic noncancer risks from MATES II
through IV measurements have been reexamined using current Office of Environmental Health Hazards
Assessment and CalEPA risk assessment methodologies and modern statistical methods to examine the trends
over time.

The MATES V study showed that multiple-pathway cancer risk in the SOCAB decreased to 454 in a million
from 997 in a million in the MATES IV study. Overall, air toxics cancer risk in the SOCAB decreased by 54
percent since 2012 when MATES IV was conducted. MATES V showed the highest risk locations near the Los
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Angeles International Airport and the Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles. DPM continues to be the major
contributor to air toxics cancer risk (approximately 72 percent of the total cancer risk). As a result, goods
movement and transportation corridors that accommodate high volumes of diesel-fueled heavy-duty vehicles
have the highest cancer risk. Transportation sources account for 88 percent of carcinogenic air toxics emissions,
and the remainder is from stationary sources, which include large industrial operations such as refineries and
power plants as well as smaller businesses such as gas stations and chrome-plating facilities. (South Coast

AQMD 2021a).

Figure 5.3-1, South Coast AQMD MATES 1 Cancer Risk in the Proposed Project Area, identifies that the maximum
cancer risk in the plan area is 600 per million, which is higher than 93 percent of the South Coast AQMD
population (South Coast AQMD 2023c). The primary factor contributing to this risk is DPM, accounting for
approximately 71.3 percent of the contributing pollutants (South Coast AQMD 2023c).

Existing Ambient Air Quality

Existing levels of ambient air quality and historical trends and projections in the vicinity of the ORSC site are
best documented by measurements made by South Coast AQMD. The ORSC site is in Source Receptor Area
(SRA) 33.7 The air quality monitoring stations closest to the project are the 1350 San Bernardino Road
Monitoring Station (Os, NO2, and PMio) and the Ontario-Route 60 Monitoring Station (PMzs). Data from
these stations are summarized in Table 5.3-4, Ambient Air Quality Summary. The data show that the area regularly
exceeds the state and federal O3 standards and the state PMjo and federal PM» s standards. The NO; standard
has not been exceeded in the last five years in the project vicinity.

Table 5.3-4 Ambient Air Quality Monitoring Summary

Number of Days Thresholds Were Exceeded
and Maximum Levels

Pollutant/Standard' 2020 [ 2021 [ 2022
Ozone (03)!
State 1-Hour > 0.09 ppm (days exceed threshold) 82 42 45
State 8-hour > 0.07 ppm (days exceed threshold) 118 81 69
Federal 8-Hour > 0.070 ppm (days exceed threshold) 116 78 67
Max. 1-Hour Conc. (ppm) 0.158 0.124 0.155
Max. 8-Hour Conc. (ppm) 0.124 0.100 0.100
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO>)!
State 1-Hour > 0.18 ppm (days exceed threshold) 0 0 0
Max. 1-Hour Conc. (ppm) 55.4 64.6 53.3
Coarse Particulates (PM1o)'
State 24-Hour > 50 pg/m? (days exceed threshold) NA NA NA
Federal 24-Hour > 150 g/m3 (days exceed threshold) 1 0 0
Max. 24-Hour Conc. (g/m3) 174.8 124.3 144.9

7 Locations of the SRAs and monitoring stations are shown here: http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/
default-document-library/map-of-monitoring-areas.pdf.
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Table 5.3-4 Ambient Air Quality Monitoring Summary

Number of Days Thresholds Were Exceeded
and Maximum Levels
Pollutant/Standard! 2020 | 2021 [ 2022
Fine Particulates (PM2.s)?
Federal 24-Hour > 35 ug/m?3 (days exceed threshold) 14 14 1
Max. 24-Hour Conc. (g/m3) 65.6 105.8 41.8

Source: CARB 2023b.

Notes: ppm = parts per million; ppb = parts per billion; pug/m?® = micrograms per cubic meter; * = Data not available
1 Data from the 1350 San Bernardino Road Monitoring Sation

2 Data from the Ontario-Route 60 Near Road.

Existing Emissions

The ORSC site currently generates criteria air pollutant emissions from atrea sources (e.g, consumer cleaning
products, landscaping equipment, and VOC emissions from paints), energy consumption (e.g,, natural gas used
for cooking, heating), and mobile sources (employee and vendor vehicle trips) from existing businesses onsite.

Sensitive Receptors

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to air pollution (i.e., TACs) than others due to the types of
population groups or activities involved. Sensitive population groups include children, the eldetly, the acutely
ill, and the chronically ill, especially those with cardiorespiratory diseases.

Residential areas are also considered 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 pollutants. Other
sensitive receptors include retirement facilities, hospitals, and schools. Recreational land uses are considered
moderately sensitive to air pollution. Although exposure periods are generally short, exercise places a high
demand on respiratory functions, which can be impaired by air pollution. In addition, noticeable air pollution can
detract from the enjoyment of recreation. Industrial, commercial, retail, and office areas are considered the
least sensitive to air pollution. Exposure periods are relatively short and intermittent because the majority of
workers tend to stay indoors most of the time. In addition, the workforce is generally the healthiest segment
of the population.

The nearest receptors to the project site are at the single-family housing approximately 80 feet north of the
ORSC site along East Riverside Drive, single family housing approximately 60 feet south of the ORSC site
along Chino Avenue, and single-family housing approximately 200 feet east of the ORSC site along the

Cucamonga Channel.

5.3.2 Thresholds of Significance

According to Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, a project would normally have a significant effect on the
environment if the project would:

AQ-1 Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan.
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AQ-2 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.

AQ-3 Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.
AQ-4 Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number
of people.

53.21  SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT THRESHOLDS

South Coast AQMD has established thresholds of significance for air quality for construction activities and
project operation in the SOCAB, as shown in Table 5.3-5, South Coast AQMD Regional Significance Thresholds. The
table lists thresholds that are applicable for all projects uniformly, regardless of size or scope. As discussed
above, there is growing evidence that although ultrafine particulate matter contributes a very small portion of
the overall atmospheric mass concentration, it represents a greater proportion of the health risk from PM.
However, because the EPA and CARB have not adopted AAQS to regulate ultrafine particulate matter, South
Coast AQMD has not developed thresholds for it.

Table 5.3-5 South Coast AQMD Regional Significance Thresholds

Air Pollutant Construction Phase Operational Phase
Reactive Organic Gases (ROG) 75 Ibs./day 55 Ibs./day
Carbon Monoxide (CO) 550 Ibs./day 550 Ibs./day
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) 100 Ibs./day 55 Ibs./day
Sulfur Oxides (SOx) 150 Ibs./day 150 Ibs./day
Particulates (PM1o) 150 Ibs./day 150 Ibs./day

Source: South Coast AQMD 2023a.
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Figure 5.3-1 - South Coast AQMD MATES V Cancer Risk in the Proposed Project Area
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Health Outcomes Associated with the AQMD Regional Significance Thresholds

Projects that exceed the AQMD’s regional significance threshold contribute to the nonattainment designation
of the SOCAB. The attainment designations are based on the AAQS, which are set at levels of exposure that
are determined to not result in adverse health effects. Exposure to fine particulate pollution and ozone causes
myriad health impacts, particulatly to the respiratory and cardiovascular systems:

m  Increases cancer risk (PMazs, TACs)

m  Aggravates respiratory disease (Os, PMzs)

m  Increases bronchitis (O3, PMas)

m  Causes chest discomfort, throat irritation, and increased effort to take a deep breath (O3)
m  Reduces resistance to infections and increases fatigue (O3)

®  Reduces lung growth in children (PMzs)

= Contributes to heart disease and heart attacks (PMas)

= Contributes to premature death (O3, PM2s)

m  Contributes to lower birth weight in newborns (PMzs) (South Coast AQMD 2015a)

Exposure to fine particulates and ozone aggravates asthma attacks and can amplify other lung ailments such as
emphysema and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. Exposure to current levels of PMzs is responsible for
an estimated 4,300 cardiopulmonary-related deaths per year in the SOCAB. In addition, University of Southern
California scientists, in a landmark children’s health study, found that lung growth improved as air pollution
declined for children aged 11 to 15 in five communities in the SOCAB (South Coast AQMD 2015b).

South Coast AQMD is the primary agency responsible for ensuring the health and welfare of sensitive
individuals exposed to elevated concentrations of air pollutants in the SOCAB and has established thresholds
that would be protective of these individuals. To achieve the health-based standards established by the EPA,
South Coast AQMD prepares an AQMP that details regional programs to attain the AAQS. Mass emissions
thresholds shown in Table 5.3-5 are not correlated with concentrations of air pollutants but contribute to the
cumulative air quality impacts in the SOCAB. These thresholds are based on the trigger levels for the federal
New Source Review Program, which was created to ensure projects are consistent with attainment of health-
based federal AAQS. Regional emissions from a single project do not trigger a regional health impact, and it is
speculative to identify how many more individuals in the air basin would be affected by the health effects listed
previously. Projects that do not exceed the South Coast AQMD regional significance thresholds in Table 5.3-5
would not violate regional air quality standards or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality

violation.

If projects exceed the emission levels presented in Table 5.3-5, then those emissions would cumulatively
contribute to the nonattainment status of the air basin and would contribute to elevating health effects
associated with these criteria air pollutants regionally. Known health effects related to ozone include worsening
of bronchitis, asthma, and emphysema and a decrease in lung function. Health effects associated with
particulate matter include premature death of people with heart or lung disease, nonfatal heart attacks, irregular
heartbeat, decreased lung function, and increased respiratory symptoms. Reducing emissions would contribute
to reducing possible health effects related to criteria air pollutants. However, for projects that exceed the
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emissions in Table 5.3-5, it is speculative to determine how exceeding the regional thresholds would affect the
number of days the region is in nonattainment, because mass emissions are not correlated with concentrations
of emissions or how many additional individuals in the air basin would be affected by the health effects cited

previously.

South Coast AQMD has not provided methodology to assess the specific correlation between mass emissions
generated and the effect on health to address the issue raised in Sierra Club v. County of Fresno (Friant Ranch,
L.P) (2018) 6 Cal.5th 502, Case No. §21978. South Coast AQMD currently does not have methodologies that
would provide the City with a consistent, reliable, and meaningful analysis to correlate specific health impacts
that may result from a project’s mass emissions.® Ozone concentrations are dependent on a variety of complex
factors, including the presence of sunlight and precursor pollutants, natural topography, nearby structures that
cause building downwash, atmospheric stability, and wind patterns. Because of the complexities of predicting
ground-level ozone concentrations in relation to the National and California AAQS, and the absence of
modeling tools that could provide statistically valid data and meaningful additional information regarding health
effects from criteria air pollutants generated by individual projects, it is not possible to link specific health risks
to the magnitude of emissions exceeding the significance thresholds. However, if a project in the SoCAB
exceeds the regional significance thresholds, the project could contribute to an increase in health effects in the
basin until the attainment standards are met in the SOCAB.

CO Hotspots

Areas of vehicle congestion have the potential to create pockets of CO called hotspots. These pockets have
the potential to exceed the state one-hour standard of 20 ppm or the eight-hour standard of 9 ppm. Because
CO is produced in greatest quantities from vehicle combustion and does not readily disperse into the
atmosphere, adherence to the AAQS is typically demonstrated through an analysis of localized CO
concentrations. Hotspots are typically produced at intersections, where traffic congestion is highest because
vehicles queue for longer periods and are subject to reduced speeds. With the turnover of older vehicles and
introduction of cleaner fuels, as well as implementation of control technology on industrial facilities, CO
concentrations in the SOCAB and the state have steadily declined.

In 2007, the SoOCAB was designated in attainment for CO under both the California AAQS and National AAQS.
The CO hotspot analysis conducted for attainment by South Coast AQMD did not predict a violation of CO

8 In April 2019, the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District SMAQMD) published an Interim Recommendation
on implementing Sierra Club v. County of Fresno (2018) 6 Cal5th 502 (“Friant Ranch”) in the review and analysis of Proposed Projects
under CEQA in Sacramento County. Consistent with the expert opinions submitted to the court in Friant Ranch by the San
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) and South Coast AQMD, the SMAQMD guidance confirms the absence
of an acceptable or reliable quantitative methodology that would correlate the expected criteria air pollutant emissions of projects
to likely health consequences for people from project-generated criteria air pollutant emissions. The SMAQMD guidance explains
that while it is in the process of developing a methodology to assess these impacts, lead agencies should follow the Friant Court’s
advice to explain in meaningful detail why this analysis is not yet feasible. Since this interim memorandum SMAQMD has provided
methodology to address health impacts. However, a similar analysis is not available for projects within the South Coast AQMD
region.
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standards at the busiest intersections in Los Angeles during the peak morning and afternoon periods.” As
identified in South Coast AQMD’ 2003 AQMP and the 1992 Federal Attainment Plan for Catbon Monoxide,
peak carbon monoxide concentrations in the SOCAB in years before the 2007 redesignation were a result of
unusual meteorological and topographical conditions and not of congestion at a particular intersection. Under
existing and future vehicle emission rates, a project would have to increase traffic volumes at a single intersection
to more than 44,000 vehicles per hour—or 24,000 vehicles per hour where vertical and/or hotizontal air does
not mix—to generate a significant CO impact (BAAQMD 2023).1

Localized Significance Thresholds

South Coast AQMD identifies localized significance thresholds (LST), shown in Table 5.3-6, South Coast AQMD
Localized Significance Thresholds. Emissions of NOa, CO, PMiy, and PM2 s generated at a project site could expose
sensitive receptors to substantial concentrations of criteria air pollutants. Off-site mobile-source emissions are
not included in the LST analysis. A project would generate a significant impact if it generates emissions that,
when added to the local background concentrations, violate the AAQS.

Table 5.3-6 South Coast AQMD Localized Significance Thresholds

Air Pollutant (Relevant AAQS) Concentration
1-Hour CO Standard (CAAQS) 20 ppm
8-Hour CO Standard (CAAQS) 9.0 ppm
1-Hour NO Standard (CAAQS) 0.18 ppm
Annual NO2 Standard (CAAQS) 0.03 ppm
24-Hour PM1o Standard — Construction (South Coast AQMD) 10.4 pg/md
24-Hour PM25 Standard — Construction (South Coast AQMD) 10.4 pg/md
24-Hour PM1o Standard — Operation (South Coast AQMD) 2.5 ug/md
24-Hour PM2;5 Standard — Operation (South Coast AQMD) 2.5 ug/md
Annual Average PM1o Standard (South Coast AQMD) 1.0 pg/m3

Source: South Coast AQMD 2023a.
ppm — parts per million; pg/m3— micrograms per cubic meter

9 The four intersections were: Long Beach Boulevard and Imperial Highway; Wilshire Boulevard and Veteran Avenue; Sunset
Boulevard and Highland Avenue; and La Cienega Boulevard and Century Boulevard. The busiest intersection evaluated (Wilshire
and Veteran) had a daily traffic volume of approximately 100,000 vehicles per day with LOS E in the morning peak hour and LOS
F in the evening peak hour.

10 The CO hotspot analysis refers to the modeling conducted by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District for its CEQA
Guidelines because it is based on newer data and considers the improvement in mobile-source CO emissions. Although
meteorological conditions in the Bay Area differ from those in the Southern California region, the modeling conducted by
BAAQMD demonstrates that the net increase in peak hour traffic volumes at an intersection in a single hour would need to be
substantial. This finding is consistent with the CO hotspot analysis South Coast AQMD prepared as part of its 2003 AQMP to
provide support in seeking CO attainment for the SOCAB. Based on the analysis prepared by South Coast AQMD, no CO
hotspots were predicted for the SOCAB. As noted in the preceding footnote, the analysis included some of Los Angeles’ busiest
intersections, with daily traffic volumes of 100,000 or more peak hour vehicle trips operating at LOS E and F (South Coast AQMD
2003).
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To assist lead agencies, South Coast AQMD developed screening-level LSTs to back-calculate the mass amount
(pounds per day) of emissions generated on-site that would trigger the levels shown in Table 5.3-6 for projects
under five acres. These “screening-level” LST tables are the LSTs for all projects of five acres and less and are
based on emissions over an 8-hour period; however, they can be used as screening criteria for larger projects to
determine whether or not dispersion modeling may be required. Because the ORSC would involve the
disturbance of approximately 199 acres, the localized emissions analysis does not rely on the construction
screening-level LSTs and instead relies on dispersion modeling to identify the potential for localized
exceedances of AAQSs or South Coast AQMD thresholds, consistent with South Coast AQMD guidance.

The construction screening-level LSTs in SRA 33 are shown in Table 5.3-7, South Coast AQMD Construction
Screening-Level Localized Significance Thresholds. For construction, LSTs are based on the maximum screening size

of five acres.

Table 5.3-7 South Coast AQMD Operational Screening-Level Significance Thresholds
Threshold (Ibs./day)
Nitrogen Oxides Carbon Monoxide Coarse Particulates Fine Particulates
Acreage Disturbed (NOx) (CO) (PM1o) (PM2.5)
5 Acres! 270 2,193 16 9

Source: South Coast AQMD 2009.
1 LSTs are based on sensitive receptors within Source Receptor Area 33 for a 5-acre site 25 meters from the nearest sensitive receptor.

The operational screening-level LSTs in SRA 33 are shown in Table 5.3-8, South Coast AOMD Operational
Screening-Level I ocalized Significance Thresholds. For operation, LSTs are based on the maximum screening size of

five acres.
Table 5.3-8 South Coast AQMD Operational Screening-Level Significance Thresholds
Threshold (Ibs./day)
Nitrogen Oxides Carbon Monoxide Coarse Particulates Fine Particulates
Acreage Disturbed (NOx) (CO) (PM+o) (PM2.5)
5 Acres! 270 2,193 4 2

Source: South Coast AQMD 2009.
1 LSTs are based on sensitive receptors within Source Receptor Area 33 for a 5-acre site 25 meters from the nearest sensitive receptor.

Health Risk

Whenever a project would require use of chemical compounds that have been identified in South Coast AQMD
Rule 1401, placed on CARB air toxics list pursuant to AB 1807, or placed on the EPAs National Emissions
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants, a health risk assessment is required by the South Coast AQMD. Table
5.3-9, South Coast AQMD Toxic Air Contaminants Incremental Risk Thresholds, lists the TAC incremental risk
thresholds for construction and operation of a project. The type of land uses that typically generate substantial
quantities of criteria air pollutants and TACs from operations include industrial (stationary sources) and
warehousing (truck idling) land uses (CARB 2005). General retail, commercial, and recreational uses do not use

Page 5.3-24 PlaceWWorks



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

9. Environmental Analysis
AIR QUALITY

substantial quantities of TACs; thus, these thresholds are typically applied to new industrial projects’ operations
only. These thresholds are applied to the ORSC construction due to the scope and nature of the ORSC.
Additionally, the purpose of this environmental evaluation is to identify the significant effects of the Proposed
Project on the environment, not the significant effects of the environment on the Proposed Project (California
Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Onality Management District (2015) 62 Cal.4th 369 (Case No. S213478)).

Table 5.3-9 South Coast AQMD Toxic Air Contaminants Incremental Risk Thresholds

Maximum Incremental Cancer Risk (Project-Level) >10in 1 million
Cancer Burden (in areas = 1 in 1 million) > (0.5 excess cancer cases
Hazard Index (project increment) >1.0

Source: South Coast AQMD 2023a.

5.3.3 Environmental Impacts
53.3.1  METHODOLOGY

The project-level air quality evaluation was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA to
determine if significant air quality impacts are likely to occur in conjunction with future development that
would be accommodated by the ORSC. South Coast AQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook and updates on
its website are intended to provide local governments with guidance for analyzing and mitigating project-
specific air quality impacts. The Handbook provides standards, methodologies, and procedures for conducting
air quality analyses in EIRs and were used in this analysis.

Regional air pollutant emissions are calculated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod),
version 2022.1. CalEEMod compiles an emissions inventory of construction (fugitive dust, off-gas emissions,
on-road emissions, and off-road emissions), area sources, indirect emissions from energy use, mobile sources,
indirect emissions from waste disposal (annual only), and indirect emissions from water/wastewater (annual
only). Following is a summary of the assumptions used for the project-level analysis of the ORSC.

The concurrent TOP and Zone changes that are required concurrent with the ORSC site development are
evaluated programmatically compared to that identified in The Ontario Plan 2050 Supplement EIR (SEIR),
which was certified in 2022 (State Clearinghouse No. 2021070364). Furthermore, no development application
is proposed at this time for projects in the Vineyard Corridor.

Regional Construction Emissions Analysis

As discussed in Section 3.3.3, Construction Phase, and illustrated in Figure 3-14, Phasing Plan, the ORSC would be
constructed over four phases across seven planning areas and includes construction in the Offsite Improvement
Area. Phase 1A would consist of mass grading and demolition activities across the approximately 199-acre
ORSC site and construction of on-site roadways—Ontario Avenue and Streets A and B—and off-site utility
and roadway improvements along Vineyard Avenue, Riverside Drive, and Chino Avenue. Phases 1B through 4

April 2024 Page 5.3-25



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

9. Environmental Analysis
AIR QUALITY

would consist of fine grading, paving, and building construction activities associated with the rest of the ORSC
site, as identified in Table 3-9, Ontario Regional Sports Complex Phasing and Equipment.

Construction HRA

A construction health risk assessment (HRA) was conducted for TACs associated with construction equipment
exhaust for the ORSC. Sources evaluated in the HRA include off-road construction equipment and heavy-duty
diesel trucks along the truck haul route. Modeling is based on the EPAs AERMOD, v. 22112, air dispersion
modeling program and the latest HRA guidance from the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
(OEHHA) to estimate excess lifetime cancer risks and chronic noncancer hazard indices at the nearest
maximum exposed off-site receptors (OEHHA 2015).

DPM emissions were based on the CalEEMod construction model runs using annual exhaust PMio
construction emissions presented in pounds (Ibs.) per day for each development component (e.g, Planning
Area 1 Parking Garage). Average daily emission rates from construction equipment used were determined by
dividing the annual average emissions for each development component for each construction year by the
number of construction days per year for each calendar year of construction for that development component.
The off-site hauling emission rates were adjusted to evaluate localized emissions from the 2 miles of potential
haul routes within 1,000 feet of the ORSC site.

Air dispersion modeling using the Lakes Environmental AERMOD program was conducted to assess the
impact of emitted compounds on sensitive receptors. The model is a steady-state Gaussian plume model and
is an approved model by South Coast AQMD for estimating ground-level impacts from point and fugitive
sources in simple and complex terrain. Meteorological data from the South Coast AQMD for the nearest
representative meteorological station (Upland Monitoring Station) with the five latest available years (2012 to
2016) of records were used to represent local weather conditions and prevailing winds.

An emission rate expressed in grams per second was used for each development component, which were
represented in the model as individual sources. The emission rates were proportioned over the poly-area sources
(i.e., area source) for on-site construction emissions and divided between the volume sources for off-site hauling
emissions. The maximum modeled concentrations at each nearby receptor type were then used to identify the
maximally exposed receptor (MER) for each receptor type. The DPM concentration at each MER for each
construction year was used to calculate total cancer risk at that receptor. The residential MER conservatively
assumes that the risk consists of a pregnant woman in the third trimester that subsequently gives birth to an
infant during the construction period spanning from 2024 to 2027. All other MERs assume a start age which
corresponds to their respective age of entry. For instance, because the Sunrise Children Center, a nearby daycare
facility, allows the admission of infants, a start age of 0 years was used for daycare receptors at that location.
In addition, it was conservatively assumed that all MERs were outdoors 8 hours a day and exposed to all of the
daily construction emissions.

Operational Phase Emissions Analysis

As identified in Chapter 3, Project Description, the City intends to construct the stadium to attract a new Minor
League Baseball team. Attracting a new Minor League Baseball team to the stadium is the most conservative
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analysis for evaluating physical impacts to the environment because attracting a new team means that all trips
and VMT associated with the stadium are new trips and VMT that do not currently occur in the City or San
Bernardino region. The City of Rancho Cucamonga identified the potential for the Quakes to relocate from
LoanMart to the ORSC site. In the event that the Quakes team relocates to Ontario, VMT impacts would be
substantially lessened because trips to LoanMart Field are existing trips and VMT. Therefore, this scenario is

not evaluated below, and the impact analysis provides a conservative analysis of air quality impacts generated
by the ORSC.

m  Transportation. The primary source of mobile criteria air pollutant emissions is tailpipe exhaust emissions
from the combustion of fuel (i.c., gasoline and diesel). For particulate matter, brake and tire wear and
fugitive dust are created by vehicles traveling on roadways. Transportation criteria pollutant emissions
assumed a horizon year of 2027 for the ORSC. Trips generated are based on the trip generation and VMT
provided by Fehr and Peers (see Appendix L1, I"MT Memorandum).

m  Area Sources. Area sources generated from use of consumer products and cleaning supplies are based on
CalEEMod default emission rates and on the assumed building and land use square footages.

m  Energy. The CalEEMod (v. 2022.1) default energy (i.e., electricity and natural gas) rates for nonresidential
land uses other than the Baseball Stadium are based on the CEC’s 2018-2030 Uncalibrated Commercial
Sector Forecast (commercial forecast), which was compiled by the CEC in 2019. Use of the CalEEMod
default energy rates results in conservative estimates compared to the recently adopted 2022 Building
Energy Efficiency Standards because the commercial forecast is based on the energy demand per square
foot of building space, land use subtype, and end use for the year 2019. It is anticipated that new buildings
under the 2022 Standards would generally result in lower electricity use. For the Baseball Stadium, the
building would be designed all electric, and electricity consumption estimates for similar facilities provided
by the City were used to characterize the energy consumption for this analysis, which demonstrates an
approximate consumption rate of 19.4 kilowatt-hours per year per square foot (Appendix D1).

5.3.3.2  IMPACT ANALYSIS

The applicable thresholds are identified in brackets after the impact statement.

Impact 5.3-1:  The ORSC would conflict with the South Coast AQMD’s Air Quality Management Plan.
[Threshold AQ-1]

South Coast AQMD is directly responsible for reducing emissions from area, stationary, and mobile sources in
the SOCAB to achieve the National and California AAQS and has responded to this requirement by preparing
an AQMP. The South Coast AQMD Governing Board adopted the 2022 AQMP, which is a regional and
multiagency effort (South Coast AQMD, CARB, SCAG, and EPA).

A consistency determination with the AQMP plays an important role in local agency project review by linking
local planning and individual projects to the AQMP. It fulfills the CEQA goal of informing decision makers of
the environmental efforts of the project under consideration early enough to ensure that air quality concerns

April 2024 Page 5.3-27



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

9. Environmental Analysis
AIR QUALITY

are fully addressed. It also provides the local agency with ongoing information as to whether they are
contributing to the clean air goals in the AQMP.

The two principal criteria for conformance with an AQMP are:
1. Whether the project would exceed the assumptions in the AQMP.

2. Whether the project would result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations,
cause or contribute to new violations, or delay timeline attainment of air quality standards.

SCAG is South Coast AQMD’s partner in the preparation of the AQMP, providing the latest economic and
demographic forecasts and developing transportation measures. Regional population, housing, and
employment projects developed by SCAG are based, in part, on general plan land use designations. These
projections form the foundation for the emissions inventory of the AQMP.

Criterion 1: Consistency with Regional Growth Assumptions

Section 15206(b)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines states that a project is of statewide, regional, or area-wide
significance if the project would constitute a proposed residential development of more than 500 dwelling
units; a proposed shopping center or business establishment employing more than 1,000 persons or
encompassing more than 250,000 squate feet of floot space; a proposed hotel/motel development of more
than 500 rooms; or a proposed industrial, manufacturing, processing plant, or industrial park planned to house
more than 1,000 persons, occupying more than 50 acres of land, or encompassing more than 650,000 square
feet of floor area.

As shown in Table 3-1, Ontario Regional Sports Complex Amenities Summary, the ORSC would involve the
development and operation of a variety of land uses on the approximately 199-acre site. As shown therein, the
ORSC would cumulatively consist of approximately 540,750 square feet of commercial building space, 272,000
square feet of parking structure space, and 450,000 square feet of stadium building space. As such, the ORSC
is a project of statewide, regional, or area-wide significance and could substantially affect the forecast growth
assumptions for the region or city. However, implementation of the ORSC would not involve any residential
development and would not have a direct impact on local resident growth assumptions for the city. In addition,
approximately 111 acres of the 199-acre site would be used for city park uses, consisting of parking, open park
space, multipurpose soccer/football fields, and multiuse baseball/softball fields that would not substantially
influence the employment growth forecasts for the city. Therefore, the ORSC is not anticipated to substantially
affect demographic projections beyond what is accounted for in the current 2022 AQMP. Therefore, the ORSC
would be potentially consistent with the AQMP under the first criterion.

Criterion 2: Consistency with Regional Air Quality Standards

The SoCAB is designated nonattainment for O3 and PMas under the California and National AAQS,!!
nonattainment for PMio under the California AAQS, and nonattainment for lead (Los Angeles County only)

11" The SoCAB is pending a resignation request from nonattainment to attainment for the 24-hour federal PM2 5 standards. The 2021
PM_ 5 Redesignation Request and Maintenance Plan demonstrates that the South Coast meets the requirements of the CAA to
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under the National AAQS (CARB 2023a). Long-term emissions generated by the ORSC would include criteria
air pollutants that exceed the South Coast AQMD regional significance thresholds (see Impact 5.3-3).
Consequently, buildout of the ORSC could contribute to an increase in frequency or severity of air quality
violations or delay attainment of the AAQS and would be potentially inconsistent with the AQMP under the
second criterion.

Summary

The ORSC is not anticipated to result in resident or employment growth which outpaces the demographic
growth forecasts that underpin the 2022 AQMP; however, the ORSC would result in exceedances of South
Coast AQMD regional significance thresholds and could contribute to existing or projected AAQS violations.
Therefore, overall, the ORSC would be considered potentially inconsistent with the AQMP.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Potentially significant.

Impact 5.3-2:  Construction activities associated with the ORSC would generate short-term emissions that
exceed South Coast AQMD’s significance thresholds and would cumulatively contribute to
the nonattainment designations of the SOCAB. [Thresholds AQ-2]

Construction activities produce combustion emissions from various sources, such as on-site heavy-duty
construction vehicles, vehicles hauling materials to and from the site, and motor vehicles transporting the
construction crew.

Construction of the ORSC, including the sewer alignment in the Offsite Improvement Area, would generate
criteria air pollutants associated with construction equipment exhaust and fugitive dust from demolition,
manure off-hauling, site preparation, rough grading, fine grading, utilities trenching, building construction,
paving, architectural coating, and finishing and landscaping as well as off-site improvements and sewer
construction. Air pollutant emissions from construction activities on-site would vary daily as construction
activity levels change. A conservative estimate of maximum daily construction emissions associated with the
ORSC are provided in Table 5.3-10, Ontario Regional Sports Complex Maximum Daily Regional Construction Emissions.
As shown in this table, construction of the ORSC would result in an exceedance of the regional significance
thresholds for NOx and VOC due to the quantity of off-road construction equipment anticipated to be
operating concurrently in years 2024 and 2025 and the use of architectural coatings in year 2025, respectively.
This impact would be potentially significant.

allow the EPA to redesignate the SoCAB to attainment for the 65 pg/m3 and 35 ug/m3 24-hour PM; 5 standards. CARB will
submit the 2021 PM2s Redesignation Request to the EPA as a revision to the California SIP (CARB 2021).
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Table 5.3-10 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Maximum Daily Regional Construction Emissions

Pollutants (Ibs./day)*?2

Construction Year voc | Nox [ co S0 | PMw [  PM;s
ORSC Construction
Year 2024 Construction 9 169 244 1 23 7
Year 2025 Construction 82 224 406 1 19 7
Year 2026 Construction 42 72 139 <1 9 3
Year 2027 Construction 18 28 42 <1 2 1
Impact Analysis
Maximum Daily Construction Emissions 82 224 406 1 23 7
South Coast AQMD Regional Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Significant? Yes Yes No No No No

Source: CalEEMod Version 2022.1. Highest winter or summer emissions are reported. (See Appendix D1)

" Includes implementation of fugitive dust control measures required by South Coast AQMD under Rule 403, including watering disturbed areas a minimum of two
times per day, reducing speed limit to 15 miles per hour on unpaved surfaces, and street sweeping with Rule 1186-compliant sweepers.

2 Based on the preliminary information provided by the City. Where specific information regarding ORSC-related construction activities was not available, construction
assumptions were based on CalEEMod defaults, which are based on construction surveys conducted by South Coast AQMD of construction equipment.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Potentially significant.

Impact 5.3-3:  Operational activities associated with the ORSC would generate long-term emissions that
exceed South Coast AQMD’s significance thresholds that cumulatively contribute to the
nonattainment designations of the SoCAB. [Thresholds AQ-2]

Operational Phase

The ORSC would generate criteria air pollutant emissions from on-road mobile sources, refrigerant use, area
sources (e.g., landscaping equipment, architectural coating) and energy (i.e., natural gas used for heating and
cooking). The ORSC would also result in periodic increases in daily VMT during events at the Minor League
Baseball stadium, multipurpose fields, baseball/softball fields, and indoor athletic facility (volleyball and
basketball games).

Table 5.3-11, Ontario Regional Sports Complex Regional Operation Emissions: Worst Case Saturday with Events, and Table
5.3-12, Ontario Regional Sports Complex Regional Operation Ewmissions: Average Weekday, provide a conservative
estimate of the maximum and average daily operations emissions associated with the ORSC site. As shown in
these tables, implementation of the ORSC would exceed the South Coast AQMD regional significance
thresholds for VOC, CO, and PMjy and cumulatively contribute to the nonattainment designations of the
SoCAB. This impact would be potentially significant.
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Table 5.3-11 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Regional Operation Emissions: Worst Case Saturday

with Events
Maximum Daily Emissions (Ibs./day)
Source voC | NO, | co [ sO: | PMw [ PMqs
ORSC

Mobile 86 43 735 1 156 40
Area 33 <1 54 <1 <1 <1
Energy <1 3 3 <1 <1 <1
Total 119 46 792 2 156 40
South Coast AQMD Regional Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Threshold? Yes No Yes No Yes No

Source: CalEEMod Version 2022.1. Highest winter or summer emissions are reported. (see Appendix D1)
Notes: Ibs. = Pounds.

Table 5.3-12 Ontario Regional Sports Complex Regional Operation Emissions: Average Weekday

Maximum Daily Emissions (Ibs./day)
Source vocC | NO, | co [ sO: | PMw [ PMqs
ORSC
Mobile 59 31 535 1 115 30
Area 33 0 54 <1 <1 <1
Energy <1 3 3 <1 <1 <1
Total 92 34 592 1 116 30
South Coast AQMD Regional Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Threshold? Yes No Yes No No No

Source: CalEEMod Version 2022.1. Highest winter or summer emissions are reported. (see Appendix D1)
Notes: Ibs. = Pounds.

Overlapping Construction and Operational Emissions

Full implementation of the ORSC could take longer than the anticipated construction schedule, depending on
funding for park improvements. Thus, its implementation could result in the simultaneous operation and
construction of land uses. At the request of South Coast AQMD, Table 5.3-13, ORSC Overlapping Construction
and Operational Phase Emissions, shows the potential maximum daily emissions from overlap of construction and
operation-related (buildout) activities. The table shows the potential maximum daily emissions from an overlap
of the worst-case maximum daily emissions from construction activities and the worst-case maximum daily
emissions under full buildout conditions of the ORSC. It should be noted that the combined construction and
operational emissions shown in Table 5.3-13 are highly unlikely to occur because the maximum daily emissions
from construction are drawn from construction years 2024 and 2025 when most ORSC components are under
construction, up to 2 years before full operation is anticipated in 2027. Construction and operational impacts
are evaluated based on their separate thresholds provided by South Coast AQMD.
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Table 5.3-13 ORSC Overlapping Construction and Operational Phase Emissions
Maximum Daily Emissions (Ibs/Da
Source VoC NOx co S0: PM1o PM;5
Construction Phase 82 224 406 1 23 7
ORSC Operational Phase 119 46 792 2 156 40
Total Combined Maximum Daily 201 270 1,198 3 179 47

Source: CalEEMod Version 2022.1. Highest winter or summer emissions are reported. (see Appendix D1)
Note: Ibs = Pounds.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Potentially significant.

Impact 5.3-4:  Construction of the ORSC could expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant

concentrations of toxic air contaminants. [Threshold AQ-3]

This impact analysis describes changes in localized impacts from short-term construction. The ORSC could
expose nearby receptors to elevated pollutant concentrations during construction activities if it would cause or
contribute significantly to elevated levels. Unlike the mass emissions shown in the regional emissions analysis
in Table 5.3-10, which are described in pounds per day, localized concentrations refer to an amount of pollutant
in a volume of air (ppm or pg/m?) and can be correlated to potential health effects.

Construction-Phase Localized Significance Thresholds

Screening-level LSTs (pounds per day) are the amount of project-related mass emissions at which localized
concentrations (ppm or pg/m3) could exceed the AAQS for criteria air pollutants for which the SOCAB is
designated nonattainment. They are based on the acreage disturbed and distance to the nearest sensitive
receptor. Screening-level LSTs are based on the ORSC site size and distance to the nearest sensitive receptor.
Thresholds are based on the California AAQS, which are the most stringent, established to provide a margin
of safety in the protection of the public’s health and welfare. They are designed to protect sensitive receptors
most susceptible to further respiratory distress, such as asthmatics, the eldetly, very young children, people
already weakened by other illness, and persons engaged in strenuous work or exercise. Table 5.3-14, ORSC
Maxcimum Daily On-Site Localized Construction Emissions, shows the maximum daily construction emissions
(pounds per day) generated during on-site construction activities compared with the South Coast AQMD’s
screening-level LSTs. As shown in this table, construction activities associated with the ORSC would generate
emissions that do not exceed the South Coast AQMD construction-phase LSTs, and this impact would be less
than significant.
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Table 5.3-14 ORSC Maximum Daily On-Site Localized Construction Emissions
Pollutants
(pounds per day)":2
Construction NOx cO PM1o PM25

Maximum Daily Emissions 216 352 14 5

5.00-Acre LST3 270 2,193 16 9

Exceeds LST? No No No No

Sources: CalEEMod Version 2022.1, and South Coast AQMD 2009 and 2011. Highest winter or summer emissions are reported. (see Appendix D1)

" In accordance with South Coast AQVID methodology, only on-site stationary sources and mobile equipment occurring on the ORSC site are included in the analysis.
Based on information provided or verified by the City. Where specific information regarding ORSC-related construction activities or processes was not available,
construction assumptions were based on CalEEMod defaults, which are based on construction surveys conducted by the South Coast AQMD. Includes
implementation of fugitive dust control measures required by South Coast AQMD under Rule 403, including watering disturbed areas a minimum of two times per day
and reducing speed limit to 15 miles per hour on unpaved surfaces.

LSTs are based on sensitive receptors within 82 feet (25 meters) in SRA 33.

~

w

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Less than significant.

ORSC Construction-Phase Health Risk Significance Thresholds

The ORSC would elevate concentrations of TACs (i.e., DPM) in the vicinity of sensitive land uses during
temporary construction activities that would use offroad equipment operating on-site, and at different levels
depending on the type of activity. A site-specific construction HRA of T'ACs was prepared to quantify potential
health risk emissions during construction (see Appendix D2). The pollutant concentration results of the
analysis are shown on Figures 5.3-2a through 5.3-2d, ORSC Construction Year 2024—2027 Pollutant Concentrations,
and health risk results are shown in Table 5.3-15, ORSC Construction Health Risk Summary. As shown, the ORSC
would exceed the South Coast AQMD health risk threshold of 10 cancer cases per one million people for the
residential and daycare MERs.

Table 5.3-15 ORSC Construction Health Risk Summary

Cancer Risk
Receptor (per million) Chronic Hazards
Residential MER 12 0.03
Park MER 1 0.02
Daycare MER 13 0.02
Worker MER <1 0.01
Preschool MER 1 0.01
South Coast AQMD Threshold 10 1.0
Exceeds Threshold? Yes No

Source: Appendix D2, Health Risk Assessment.
Notes: MER = Maximally Exposed Receptor.
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The results of the HRA are based on the maximum receptor concentration over the entire construction

exposure duration for receptors.

= Cancer risk for the residential MER from construction activities would be an estimated 12 in a million, and
the daycare MER would be an estimated 13, exceeding the 10 in a million significance threshold.

m  For noncatcinogenic effects, the chronic hazard index identified for each toxicological endpoint totaled
less than one for all the sensitive receptors. Therefore, chronic noncarcinogenic hazards are less than
significant.

Because cancer risks for the residential and daycare MERs would exceed South Coast AQMD significance
threshold, construction activities associated with the ORSC would be potentially significant. Therefore, the
ORSC would expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations during construction, and this
impact would be potentially significant.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Potentially significant.

Impact 5.3-5:  Operation of the ORSC would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations. [Threshold AQ-3]

The ORSC could expose sensitive receptors to elevated pollutant concentrations during operation-phase
activities if it would cause or contribute significantly to elevated pollutant levels. Unlike the mass emissions
shown in the regional emissions analysis in Tables 5.3-11 and 5.3-12, which is described in pounds per day,
localized concentrations refer to an amount of pollutant in a volume of air (ppm or pg/m?) and can be
correlated to potential health effects.

Stationary Sources

The ORSC could result in the installation and operation of stationary sources, such as generators, boilers, or
tire pumps. The quantity, type, size, location, fuel type, maximum daily operating hours, and annual average
operating hours for potential stationary source equipment are unknown at this time; thus, no emissions
associated with stationary sources have been included in this analysis. Should the ORSC need to install and
operate stationary source equipment, the South Coast AQMD must be contacted for issuance of a permit
under applicable District Rules and/or the Portable Equipment Registration Program, depending on the
stationary source equipment that is needed. Therefore, it is speculative to include stationary source equipment
with unknown parameters, and further analysis would be required by the South Coast AQMD through
permitting to ensure that the equipment does not result in any significant criteria air pollutant or health risk

impacts.
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Figure 5.3-2a - ORSC Construction Year 2024 Pollutant Concentrations
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Figure 5.3-2b - ORSC Construction Year 2025 Pollutant Concentrations
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Figure 5.3-2c - ORSC Construction Year 2026 Pollutant Concentrations
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Figure 5.3-2d - ORSC Construction Year 2027 Pollutant Concentrations
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Operational Phase LSTs

The ORSC is not the type of land use that has the potential to generate substantial on-site criteria air pollutant
emissions. Table 5.3-16, ORSC Localized On-Site Operational Enissions, show localized maximum daily operational
emissions. As shown in the table, on-site project-related operational emissions would not exceed the operational
screening-level LSTs. Thus, operation of the ORSC would not exceed the South Coast AQMD’s operational
LSTs, and this impact would be less than significant.

Table 5.3-16 ORSC Localized On-Site Operational Emissions

Onsite Pollutants (Ibs/day)
Source NOx cO PMio PM25
Area Sources <1 54 <1 <1
Energy Sources 3 3 <1 <1
Total 4 57 <1 <1
South Coast AQMD Screening-Level LST! 270 2,193 4 2
Exceeds Screening-Level LST? No No No No

Sources: CalEEMod Version 2022.1; South Coast AQMD 2009.
Notes: In accordance with South Coast AQMD methodology, only on-site stationary sources and mobile equipment on the ORSC site are included in the analysis.
! Operational LSTs are based on a 5-acre site and sensitive receptors within 82 meters (25 feet) in SRA 33.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Less than significant.

Carbon Monoxide Hotspots

Areas of vehicle congestion have the potential to create pockets of CO called hotspots. These pockets have
the potential to exceed the State one-hour standard of 20 ppm or the eight-hour standard of 9.0 ppm. Because
CO is produced in greatest quantities from vehicle combustion and does not readily disperse in the atmosphere,
adherence to AAQS is typically demonstrated through an analysis of localized CO concentrations. Hot spots
are typically produced at intersections, where traffic congestion is highest because vehicles queue for longer
periods and are subject to reduced speeds. The SOCAB has been designated in attainment of both the National
and California AAQS for CO. Under existing and future vehicle emission rates, a project would have to increase
traffic volumes at a single intersection to more than 44,000 vehicles per hour—or 24,000 vehicles per hour
where vertical and/or horizontal mixing is substantially limited—to generate a significant CO impact
(BAAQMD 2023). Overall, the ORSC could generate up to 2,734 peak hour trips (midday peak hour) on a
Saturday with concurrent events and a sell-out stadium event, consistent with the worst-case scenario analyzed
under Section 5.3-3 (Fehr and Peers 2024). The annual average daily vehicle trip volumes surrounding the ORSC
site include Chino Avenue (east of Grove Avenue) with 6,420 daily trips and Riverside Drive (east of Vineyard
Avenue) with 19,978 daily trips (Ontario 2024). Assuming that all 2,734 peak hour trips generated by the ORSC
would be along Riverside Drive, and assuming that all 19,978 daily trips along Riverside occur during the same
peak hour, the combined 22,712 daily trips would not exceed BAAQMD’s recommended screening criteria of
greater than 44,000 vehicles per hour or 24,000 vehicles per hour where vertical and/or horizontal mixing is
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substantially limited. Therefore, implementation of the ORSC would not have the potential to substantially
increase CO hotspots at intersections in the vicinity of the ORSC site. Impacts would be less than significant.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Less than significant.

Impact 5.3-6: The ORSC would not result in other emissions that would adversely affect a substantial
number of people. [Threshold AQ-4]

The threshold for odor is if a project creates an odor nuisance pursuant to South Coast AQMD Rule 402,

Nuisance, which states:

A person shall not discharge from any source whatsoever such quantities of air contaminants or
other material which cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any considerable number
of persons or to the public, or which endanger the comfort, repose, health or safety of any such
persons or the public, or which cause, or have a natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to
business or property. The provisions of this rule shall not apply to odors emanating from

agricultural operations necessary for the growing of crops or the raising of fowl or animals.

Construction

During construction activities, construction equipment exhaust and application of asphalt and architectural
coatings would generate odors. In addition, manure would be hauled offsite during grading activities. Any
construction-related odor emissions would be temporary and intermittent. Additionally, noxious odors would
be confined to the immediate vicinity of the construction equipment. By the time such emissions reached any
sensitive receptor sites, they would be diluted to well below any level of air quality concern. Furthermore, short-
term construction-related odors are expected to cease upon the drying or hardening of odor-producing
materials. Therefore, impacts associated with construction-generated odors are considered less than significant.

Operation

The type of facilities that are considered to have objectionable odors include wastewater treatment plants,
compost facilities, landfills, solid waste transfer stations, fiberglass manufacturing facilities, paint/coating
operations (e.g, auto body shops), dairy farms, petroleum refineries, asphalt batch plants, chemical
manufacturing, and food manufacturing facilities. The ORSC includes recreational, retail, and hospitality land
uses and would not include these types of land uses and the ORSC would replace the existing dairy farm and
agricultural fields, which would involve the removal of an estimated 122,437 cubic yards of animal manure
across Planning Areas 1 through 5. The removal of manure on-site would result in the reduction in related
odors during project operation. Additionally, the ORSC would be required to comply with South Coast AQMD
Rule 402. The ORSC would not generate potentially significant odor impacts affecting a substantial number of
people.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: 1ess than significant.

Page 5.3-44 PlaceWWorks



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

9. Environmental Analysis
AIR QUALITY

5.3.3.3 PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF OFF-SITE GENERAL PLAN
AMENDMENT AND REZONE

The Proposed Project would require compliance with SB 330 and SB 160, resulting in no net loss of residential
units in the city. As described in Section 3.3.4, The Ontario Plan and Zone Changes, of the Project Description, the
Proposed Project would require concurrent rezoning of land along Vineyard Avenue from Low Density
Residential (LDR) to Medium Density Residential (MDR) development to offset the loss of land designated
for residential uses on the 199-acre ORSC site.

m  Consistency with AQMP. Consistency with the South Coast AQMD’s AQMP is determined by assessing
whether a project would exceed the growth assumptions of the AQMP, which are based on the local
jurisdiction’s general plan demographic projections, or generate emissions that could cause an exceedance
or contribute to an existing exceedance of applicable ambient air quality standards. As documented in
Section 5.17, Transportation, the transportation model was adjusted to reflect the compensatory SB 330 and
SB 166 map proposed amendments. However, the vehicle miles traveled outside the ORSC site does not
differ between the future baseline and future with-project conditions. Additionally, the GPA and Rezone
component of the Proposed Project is solely to offset the loss of residential units onsite to ensure no net
loss of housing in TOP. As such, the redesignation and rezoning of these parcels would not result in a
significant increase in air quality emissions because these parcels are already designated and zoned as
residential use in TOP and the increase in residential density is solely to offset the displacement of the
residential land use designation on the 199-acre ORSC site. The off-site GPA and Rezone would be
considered consistent with the underlying growth assumptions of the South Coast AQMD’s AQMP. This
impact would be less than significant.

m  Regional Emissions. The offsite GPA and Rezone would allow additional residential development
beyond what currently exists along Vineyard Avenue; however, site-specific information related to the
construction of the new homes which may be allowed are unknown. Nonetheless, individual projects
facilitated by the GPA and Rezone would be required to go through their own environmental review, and
incorporation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1 into individual projects would reduce construction-related
emissions. Moreover, as documented in Section 5.17, Transportation, the transportation model was adjusted
to reflect the compensatory SB 330 and SB 166 map proposed amendments. However, the vehicle miles
traveled outside the 199-acre ORSC site does not differ between the future baseline and future with-project
conditions. The redesignation and rezoning of these parcels would not result in a significant increase in air
quality emissions during operation because these parcels are already designated and zoned as residential use
in TOP and the increase in residential density is solely to offset the displacement of the residential land use
designation on the ORSC site. Furthermore, in general, increasing residential density is expected to result
in a more efficient, compact land use with less energy use per unit and fewer vehicle trips per unit than low
density residential uses. Table 5.6-9, Residential Energy Use and Vebicle Trip Generation Rates, in Section 5.0,
Energy, illustrates the energy consumption and vehicle trip generation rates anticipated for varying densities
of residential development types. The energy consumption rates for the various residential land uses are
drawn from CalEEMod default values, which reflect per-unit consumption rates from the CEC’s 2019
Residential Appliance Saturation Survey, and the trip generation rates are drawn from the latest Institute
of Transportation Engineers’ (ITE) Trip Generation Manual (11t Edition). As shown in Table 5.6-9, the
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GPA and Rezone is expected to result in generally more efficient per-unit energy consumption and vehicle
trip generation, and subsequent transportation emissions which typically constitute the largest emission
source for residential land uses. Therefore, the off-site GPA and Rezone would not result in an exceedance
of South Coast AQMD’s significance thresholds or cumulatively contribute to a nonattainment designation
of the SoCAB.

m  Sensitive Receptors. The GPA and Rezone along vineyard corridor would increase residential densities
along the Vineyard Avenue corridor but would not result in greater impacts than identified in the Certified
EIR for TOP 2050. Individual projects facilitated by the GPA and Rezone would be required to go through
their own environmental review, and incorporation of TOP 2050 SEIR Mitigation Measure AQ-1 into
individual projects would reduce construction-related emissions that contribute to health risks at nearby
receptors, such as diesel exhaust. Therefore, the off-site GPA and Rezone would not result in significant

impacts associated with exposing sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

m  Odors. The GPA and Rezone along vineyard corridor would increase residential densities along the
Vineyard Avenue corridor but would not result in greater impacts than identified in the Certified EIR for
TOP 2050. Additionally, all components of the Proposed Project would be required to comply with South
Coast AQMD Rule 402. Therefore, the GPA and Rezone would not generate potentially significant odor
impacts affecting a substantial number of people.

5.3.4 Cumulative Impacts

In accordance with the South Coast AQMD methodology, any project that produces a significant project-level
regional air quality impact in an area that is in nonattainment contributes to the cumulative impact. Cumulative
projects in the local area include new development and general growth in the vicinity of the Proposed Project.
The greatest source of emissions in the SOCAB is mobile sources. Due to the extent of the area potentially
impacted by cumulative project emissions (i.e., the SoOCAB), the South Coast AQMD considers a project
cumulatively significant when project-related emissions exceed the South Coast AQMD regional emissions
thresholds shown in Table 5.3-5.

Construction

The SoCAB is designated nonattainment for O3, PMz s, and lead (Los Angeles County only) under the California
and National AAQS and nonattainment for NO2 and PMi under the California AAQS.'2 Construction of
cumulative projects would further degrade the regional and local air quality. Air quality would be temporarily
impacted during construction activities. As discussed in Impacts 5.3-2 and 5.3-4, construction activities
associated with the development of the ORSC would exceed the South Coast AQMD regional significance
thresholds for VOC and NOx and localized health risk significance thresholds for cancer risk. Development
of the GPA and Rezone at a future date would result in additional construction emissions but construction

12 CARB approved the South Coast AQMD’s request to redesignate the SOCAB from serious nonattainment for PMj to attainment
for PMio under the national AAQS on March 25, 2010, because the SOCAB has not violated federal 24-hour PM standards
during the petiod from 2004 to 2007. In June 2013, the EPA approved the State of California's request to redesignate the South
Coast PM1o nonattainment area to attainment of the PM;o National AAQS, effective on July 26, 2013.
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activities would not overlap with construction of the ORSC. Therefore, the emissions for the ORSC are the
worst-case daily emissions of the Proposed Project. As discussed in Section 5.3.7, implementation of mitigation
would contribute to reducing emissions, and construction-related emissions and cancer risks related to the
ORSC would not exceed the South Coast AQMD significance thresholds after mitigation. Therefore, the
Proposed Project would not result in significant cumulative construction-related impacts.

Operation

For operational air quality emissions, any project that does not exceed or can be mitigated to less than the daily
regional and/or cancer risk threshold values is not considered a substantial source of air pollution by the South
Coast AQMD and does not add significantly to a cumulative impact. As discussed in Impact 5.3-3,
implementation of the overall ORSC would result in emissions that exceed the South Coast AQMD regional
significance thresholds for VOC, CO, and PMjo. Emissions associated with future development in the GPA
and Rezone would contribute to operational air quality impacts in the SOCAB. However, as discussed in Impact
5.3-5, emissions of criteria air pollutants and TACs would not result in localized impacts that exceed the South
Coast AQMD localized significance thresholds. Despite mitigation, operation-phase emissions would still
exceed the VOC, CO, and PMj regional significance thresholds and cumulatively contribute to the
nonattainment designations for O3 and PMyo. Therefore, the Proposed Project would result in a cumulatively
considerable long-term operational impact.

5.3.5 Level of Significance Before Mitigation

Upon implementation of regulatory requirements and standard conditions of approval, two impacts would be
less than significant: Impacts 5.3-5 and 5.3-6.

Without mitigation, these impacts would be potentially significant:

= Impact 5.3-1 The ORSC would conflict with the South Coast AQMD’s Air Quality
Management Plan.

m  Impact 5.3-2 Construction activities associated with the ORSC would generate short-term
emissions that exceed South Coast AQMD’s significance thresholds and would
cumulatively contribute to the nonattainment designations of the SoCAB.

= Impact5.3-3 Operational activities associated with the ORSC would generate long-term
emissions that exceed South Coast AQMD’s significance thresholds and
cumulatively contribute to the nonattainment designations of the SoCAB.

m  Impact 5.3-4 Construction of the ORSC could expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations of toxic air contaminants.
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5.3.6 Mitigation Measures

Impact 5.3-1

No mitigation measures are applicable for inconsistency with the South Coast AQMD AQMP. However,
Mitigation Measures AQ-1 through AQ-2 would reduce construction and operational emissions to the extent
feasible.

Impact 5.3-2

AQ-1 The City of Ontario shall require the construction contractor to incorporate the following to
reduce air pollutant emissions during construction activities:

m  Use construction equipment rated by the United States Environmental Protection Agency
as having Tier 4 (model year 2008 or newer) Final or stricter emission limits for all off-
road construction equipment. If Tier 4 Final equipment is not available, the applicant shall
provide documentation (e.g,, rental inventory requests), to the City’s satisfaction, or
otherwise demonstrate its unavailability to the City of Ontario prior to the issuance of

any construction permits.

®  During construction, the construction contractor shall maintain a list of all operating
equipment in use on the construction site for verification by the City of Ontario. The
construction equipment list shall state the makes, models, Equipment Identification
Numbers, Engine Family Numbers, and number of construction equipment on-site.

m  Use paints with a VOC content that meets the South Coast Air Quality Management
District Super Compliant architectural coatings standard of 10 grams per liter (g/L) or
less (i.e.,) for coating architectural surfaces.

These identified measures shall be incorporated into all appropriate construction documents
(e.g., construction management plans) submitted to and verified by the City.

Impact 5.3-3

Implementation of Mitigation Measures TRAF-1 and TRAF-2 to reduce vehicle trips and VMT.
Implementation of Mitigation Measures GHG-1 to GHG-4 for building energy and electric vehicle charging.

AQ-2 All landscaping equipment (e.g,, leaf blower) used for property management shall be electric
powered only. The property manager/facility owner shall provide documentation (e.g.,
purchase, rental, and/or services agreement) to the City of Ontario Planning Department to
verify to the City’s satisfaction that all landscaping equipment utilized will be electric powered.

Impact 5.3-4

Implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1.
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5.3.7 Level of Significance After Mitigation
Impact 5.3-1

The ORSC would generate emissions that exceed the South Coast AQMD operational regional significance
thresholds; and thus, would contribute to existing or projected AAQS violations. Therefore, overall, the ORSC
would be considered potentially inconsistent with the AQMP. No mitigation measures are applicable for
inconsistency with the South Coast AQMD AQMP. Mitigation Measure AQ-2 would reduce operational
emissions to the extent feasible; however, operational emissions would continue to exceed the South Coast
AQMD significance thresholds due to vehicle emissions associated with operation of the ORSC. Because the
tuel efficiency and fuel type of vehicles used by future employees and visitors are not under the control of the
ORSC, no feasible mitigation was identified to further reduce mobile-source emissions. Therefore, Impact 5.3-
1 would remain significant and unavoidable.

Impact 5.3-2

Construction of the ORSC would exceed the South Coast AQMD regional significance thresholds. Mitigation
Measure AQ-1 would require all construction contractors to use Tier 4 Final equipment for the entire off-road
construction fleet and “Super-Compliant” architectural coatings that contain no greater than 10 grams of VOC
content per liter (g/L) of product. Maximum daily emissions associated with mitigated construction of the
ORSC are provided in Table 5.3-17, Ontario Regional Sports Complex Mitigated Maxinum Daily Regional Construction
Ewmissions. As shown, Mitigation Measure AQ-1 would reduce VOC and NOx emissions during construction
of the ORSC to below South Coast AQMD significance thresholds. As such, short-term air quality impacts
from construction activities related to the ORSC would not exceed threshold after mitigation, and Impact 5.3-2
would be less than significant with mitigation.

Table 5.3-17 Ontario Regional Sport Complex Mitigated Maximum Daily Regional Construction

Emissions
Pollutants (Ibs./day)" %3
Construction Year voC | NOox | €0 [ 80, [ PMw | PMs
ORSC Construction
Year 2024 Construction 6 74 261 1 22 6
Year 2025 Construction 24 78 431 1 16 4
Year 2026 Construction 12 28 150 <1 8 2
Year 2027 Construction 4 9 51 <1 <1 <1
Impact Analysis
Maximum Daily Construction Emissions 24 78 431 1 22 6
South Coast AQMD Regional Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Significant? No No No No No No
Unmitigated Emissions 82 224 406 1 23 7
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Table 5.3-17 Ontario Regional Sport Complex Mitigated Maximum Daily Regional Construction

Emissions
Pollutants (Ibs./day)" %3
Construction Year VOC NOx co SO, PM1o PM..5
Mitigated Emissions 24 78 431 1 22 6
Percent Reduction 71% 65% -6% 0% 4% 16%

Source: CalEEMod Version 2022.1. Highest winter or summer emissions are reported. (See Appendix D1)

' Includes implementation of fugitive dust control measures required by South Coast AQMD under Rule 403, including watering disturbed areas a minimum of two
times per day, reducing speed limit to 15 miles per hour on unpaved surfaces, and street sweeping with Rule 1186-compliant sweepers.

2 Based on the preliminary information provided by the City. Where specific information regarding ORSC-related construction activities was not available, construction
assumptions were based on CalEEMod defaults, which are based on construction surveys conducted by South Coast AQMD of construction equipment.

3 Includes implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-1 for Tier 4 Final equipment Super Compliant architectural coatings (<10 g/L).

The SoCAB is designated nonattainment for O3 (ozone) and PMa s under the California and National AAQS,
nonattainment for PMjo under the California AAQS,'3 and nonattainment for lead (Los Angeles County only)
under the National AAQS. According to South Coast AQMD methodology, any project that does not exceed
or can be mitigated to less than the daily threshold values would not add significantly to a cumulative impact
(South Coast AQMD 1993). As shown in this table, the maximum daily emissions for VOC, NOx, CO, SOa,
PMio, and PMz;5 from construction-related activities would be less than their respective South Coast AQMD
regional significance threshold values. Therefore, Impact 5.3-2 would be less than significant with mitigation.

Impact 5.3-3

Long-term operation of the ORSC would exceed the South Coast AQMD regional significance thresholds.
Mitigation Measure TRAF-1 would be required to reduce VMT and include transportation demand
management measures such as pedestrian and active transportation improvements. Nonetheless, the vehicle
fuel source, vehicle fuel efficiency, and travel mode for visitors are largely outside of the control of the ORSC.
As such, no additional mitigation would be feasible to reduce vehicle-related emissions. To address VOC and
CO emissions from area sources, Mitigation Measure AQ-2 would be required to ensure that all landscaping
and property maintenance tools and equipment are electric powered and do not use fossil fuels. Additionally,
Mitigation Measures GHG-1 through GHG-4 would reduce building energy use and would expand the use of
electric vehicle charging on-site.

Mitigated emissions during project operation, accounting implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-2, are
shown in Table 5.3-18, Mitigated Ontario Regional Sports Complex Regional Operation Emissions: Worst Case Saturday,
and Table 5.3-19, Mitigated Ontario Regional Sports Complex: Regional Operation Emissions: Average Weekday. Mitigation
Measures would reduce operational emissions to the extent feasible. However, long-term emissions would
continue to exceed the South Coast AQMD’s regional significance thresholds. Therefore, Impact 5.3-3 would
remain significant and unavoidable.

13 Portions of the SOCAB along SR-60 in Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino Counties are proposed as nonattainment for
NO; under the California AAQS.
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Table 5.3-18 Mitigated Ontario Regional Sports Complex Regional Operation Emissions: Worst Case
Saturday
Maximum Daily Emissions (Ibs./day)
Source VOC NOx | co [ s0: | PMu PM2s
ORSC
Mobile 86 43 735 1 156 40
Area! 24 0 0 0 0 0
Energy 0 3 3 0 0 0
Total 110 46 738 2 156 40
South Coast AQMD Regional Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Threshold? Yes No Yes No Yes No
Unmitigated Emissions 119 46 792 2 156 40
Mitigated Emissions 110 46 738 2 156 40
Percent Reduction 8% 0% 7% 0% 0% 0%

Source: CalEEMod Version 2022.1. Highest winter or summer emissions are reported. (see Appendix D1)

Notes: Ibs. = Pounds.
1 Includes implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-2.

Table 5.3-19 Mitigated Ontario Regional Sports Complex Site Regional Operation Emissions: Average
Weekday
Maximum Daily Emissions (Ibs./day)
Source VOC NOx | co [ s0. | PMy PMz5
ORSC
Mobile 59 31 535 1 115 30
Area’ 24 0 0 0 0 0
Energy 0 3 3 0 0 0
Total 83 34 538 1 115 30
South Coast AQMD Regional Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Threshold? Yes No No No No No
Unmitigated Emissions 92 34 592 1 116 30
Mitigated Emissions 83 34 538 1 115 30
Percent Reduction 10% 0% 9% 0% 1% 0%

Source: CalEEMod Version 2022.1. Highest winter or summer emissions are reported. (see Appendix D1)

Notes: Ibs. = Pounds.
' Includes implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-2.

Health Impacts from Regional Air Pollutants

Contributing to the nonattainment status would also contribute to elevating health effects associated with these

criteria air pollutants. Known health effects related to ozone include worsening of bronchitis, asthma, and

emphysema and a decrease in lung function. Health effects associated with particulate matter include premature

death of people with heart or lung disease, nonfatal heart attacks, irregular heartbeat, decreased lung function,

and increased respiratory symptoms. Reducing emissions would further contribute to reducing possible health

effects related to criteria air pollutants.
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It is speculative for this broad-based policy plan to determine how exceeding the regional thresholds would
affect the number of days the region is in nonattainment—since mass emissions are not correlated with
concentrations of emissions—or how many additional individuals in the air basin would be affected by the
health effects cited above.

This Draft EIR quantifies the increase in criteria air pollutants emissions in the Project vicinity. However, at a
programmatic level analysis, it is not feasible to quantify the increase in TACs from stationary sources associated
with the ORSC, such as generators or boilers, or meaningfully correlate how regional criteria air pollutant
emissions above the South Coast AQMD significance thresholds correlate with basin-wide health impacts.

To determine cancer and noncancer health risk, the location, velocity of emissions, meteorology and
topography of the area, and locations of receptors are equally important model parameters as the quantity of
TAC emissions. The white paper in Appendix D1, “We Can Model Regional Emissions, But Are the Results
Meaningful for CEQA?” describes several of the challenges of quantifying local effects—particularly health
risks—for large-scale, regional projects, and these are applicable to both criteria air pollutants and TACs.
Similarly, the two amicus briefs filed by the air districts on the Friant Ranch case (see Appendix D1) describe
two positions regarding CEQA requirements, modeling feasibility, variables, and reliability of results for
determining specific health risks associated with criteria air pollutants. The discussions also include the
distinction between criteria air pollutant emissions and TACs with respect to health risks. Additionally, the
South Coast AQMD?s Significance Thresholds and Monitoring demonstrate the infeasibility based on the
current guidance/methodologies. The following paragraphs summarize major points about the infeasibility of
assessing health risks of criteria air pollutant emissions and TACs associated with implementation of a project.

To achieve and maintain air quality standards, the South Coast AQMD has established numerical emission
indicators of significance for regional and localized air quality impacts for both construction and operational
phases of a local plan or project. The South Coast AQMD has established the thresholds based on “scientific
and factual data that is contained in the federal and state Clean Air Acts” and recommends “that these
thresholds be used by lead agencies in making a determination of significance”(South Coast AQMD 1993).
The numerical emission indicators are based on the recognition that the air basin is a distinct geographic atea
with a critical air pollution problem for which ambient air quality standards have been promulgated to protect
public health. The thresholds represent the maximum emissions from a plan or project that are expected not
to cause or contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable national or state ambient air quality
standard. By analyzing the plan’s emissions against the thresholds, an EIR assesses whether these emissions
directly contribute to any regional or local exceedances of the applicable ambient air quality standards and
exposure levels.

South Coast AQMD currently does not have methodologies that would provide the City with a consistent,
reliable, and meaningful analysis to correlate specific health impacts that may result from a project’s mass

emissions.!# For criteria air pollutants, exceedance of the regional significance thresholds cannot be used to

14 In April 2019, the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District SMAQMD) published an Interim Recommendation
on implementing Sierra Club v. County of Fresno (2018) 6 Cal.5th 502 (“Friant Ranch”) in the review and analysis of Proposed
Projects under CEQA in Sacramento County. Consistent with the expert opinions submitted to the court in Friant Ranch by the
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District and South Coast AQMD, the SMAQMD guidance confirms the absence of an
acceptable or reliable quantitative methodology that would correlate the expected criteria air pollutant emissions of projects to
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correlate a project to quantifiable health impacts unless emissions are sufficiently high to use a regional model.
South Coast AQMD has not provided methodology to assess the specific correlation between mass emissions
generated and their effect on health (see Appendix D1: San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District’s
amicus brief, and South Coast AQMD’s amicus brief).

Ozone concentrations depend on a variety of complex factors, including the presence of sunlight and precursor
pollutants, natural topography, nearby structures that cause building downwash, atmospheric stability, and wind
patterns. Secondary formation of particulate matter (PM) and ozone can occur far from sources as a result of
regional transport due to wind and topography (e.g, low-level jet stream). Photochemical modeling depends
on all emission sources in the entire domain (i.e., modeling grid). Low resolution and spatial averaging produce
“noise” and modeling errors that usually exceed individual source contributions. Because of the complexities
of predicting ground-level ozone concentrations in relation to the National and California AAQS, it is not
possible to link health risks to the magnitude of emissions exceeding the significance thresholds.

Current models used in CEQA air quality analyses are designed to estimate potential construction and operation
emissions for defined projects. The estimated emissions are compared to significance thresholds, which are
keyed to reducing emissions to levels that will not interfere with the region’s ability to attain the health-based
standards. This serves to protect public health in the overall region, but there is currently no CEQA
methodology to determine the impact of mass emissions (e.g;, pounds per day) on future concentration levels
(e.g., parts per million or micrograms pet cubic meter) in specific geographic areas. CEQA thresholds, therefore,
are not specifically tied to potential health outcomes in the region.

The Draft EIR must provide an analysis that is understandable for decision making and public disclosure.
Regional-scale modeling may provide a technical method for this type of analysis, but it does not necessarily
provide a meaningful way to connect the magnitude of a project’s criteria pollutant emissions to health effects
without speculation. However, because cumulative development of the ORSC would exceed the regional
significance thresholds, construction of the ORSC could contribute to an increase in health effects in the basin
until the attainment standards are met in the SOCAB.

Impact 5.3-4
Construction-Phase Health Risk Significance Thresholds

Construction of the ORSC could expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations of TACs
from use of large, offroad construction equipment. Mitigation Measure AQ-1 requires the use of newer, lower-
emitting, Tier 4 Final equipment or better for all off-road construction equipment. Figures 5.3-3a through 5.3-
3d, ORSC Construction Year 2024-2027 Mitigated Pollutant Concentrations, illustrate the mitigated pollutant
concentrations for each construction year. As shown in Table 5.3-20, ORSC Mitigated Construction Health Risk

likely health consequences for people from project-generated criteria air pollutant emissions. The SMAQMD guidance explains
that while it is in the process of developing a methodology to assess these impacts, lead agencies should follow the Friant Coutrt’s
advice to explain in meaningful detail why this analysis is not yet feasible. Since this interim memorandum SMAQMD has provided
methodology to address health impacts. However, a similar analysis is not available for projects in the South Coast AQMD region.
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Summary, the ORSC would not exceed the South Coast AQMD health risk thresholds of 10 cancer cases per
one million people after implementation of mitigation.

Table 5.3-20  ORSC Mitigated Construction Health Risk Summary

Cancer Risk
Receptor (per million) Chronic Hazards
Residential MER 3 0.01
Park MER <1 0.01
Daycare MER 5 0.01
Worker MER <1 <0.01
Preschool MER <1 <0.01
South Coast AQMD Threshold 10 1.0
Exceeds Threshold? No No

Source: Appendix D2, Health Risk Assessment.
Notes: MER = Maximally Exposed Receptor.

The results of the HRA are based on the maximum receptor concentration over the entire construction
exposure duration for receptors.

m  Cancer risk for the residential MER from construction activities would be an estimated 3 in a million and
the daycare MER would be an estimated 5, each of which would be below the 10 in a million significance
threshold.

m  For noncatcinogenic effects, the chronic hazard index identified for each toxicological endpoint totaled

less than one for all receptors. Therefore, chronic noncarcinogenic hazards are less than significant.

Cancer risks for the residential and daycare MERs would be reduced to below the South Coast AQMD
significance threshold after implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1. Therefore, the ORSC would not
expose sensitive receptors to substantial TAC concentrations during construction, and Impact 5.3-4 for
construction health risk would be less than significant with mitigation.
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Figure 5.3-3a - ORSC Construction Year 2024 Mitigated Pollutant Concentrations
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Figure 5.3-3b - ORSC Construction Year 2025 Mitigated Pollutant Concentrations
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5. Environmental Analysis
Figure 5.3-3c - ORSC Construction Year 2026 Mitigated Pollutant Concentrations
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Figure 5.3-3d - ORSC Construction Year 2027 Mitigated Pollutant Concentrations
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5.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

This section of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) evaluates the potential biological resources
impacts associated with implementation of the Ontario Regional Sports Complex (ORSC) at the ORSC site,
the Offsite Improvement Area for the sewer extension along Vineyard Avenue, and associated off-site General
Plan Amendment and Rezone (GPA and Rezone). Cumulative impacts related to biological resources are within
the City boundaties but consider regional habitat loss in the southern California region based on the range of
the protected species. Potential impacts associated with the ORSC and Offsite Improvement Area are evaluated
on a project level and the GPA and Rezone are evaluated on a programmatic level. The analysis in this section
is based on the following reports:

»  Biological Technical Report for the Ontario Regional Sports Complex: Project, ECORP Consulting Inc., March 2024.

n  _Aguatic Resonrces Delineation for the Ontario Regional Sports Complex Project, ECORP Consulting Inc., December
2023.

Complete copies of these studies are included as Appendix E1 and Appendix E2, respectively, to this Draft
EIR.

5.4.1 Environmental Setting
5411 REGULATORY BACKGROUND
Federal Regulation

The Federal Endangered Species Act

The federal ESA protects plants and animals that are listed as endangered or threatened by the US. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Marine Fisheries Service. Section 9 of the ESA prohibits the taking
of endangered wildlife, where taking is defined as “harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture,
collect, or attempt to engage in such conduct” (50 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 17.3). For plants, this
statute governs removing, possessing, maliciously damaging, or destroying any endangered plant on federal land
and removing, cutting, digging up, damaging, or destroying any endangered plant on non-federal land in
knowing violation of state law (16 U.S. Code 1538).

Under Section 7 of the ESA, federal agencies are required to consult with the USFWS if their actions, including
permit approvals or funding, could adversely affect a listed (or proposed) species (including plants) or its critical
habitat. Through consultation and the issuance of a biological opinion, the USFWS may issue an incidental
take statement allowing take of the species that is incidental to an otherwise authorized activity provided the
activity will not jeopardize the continued existence of the species. Section 10 of the ESA provides for issuance
of incidental take permits where no other federal actions are necessary provided a habitat conservation plan is

developed.

April 2024 Page 5.4-1



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

9. Environmental Analysis
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

The MBTA implements international treaties between the U.S. and other nations devised to protect migratory
birds, any of their parts, eggs, and nests from activities including hunting, pursuing, capturing, killing, selling,
and shipping, unless expressly authorized in the regulations or by permit. As authorized by the MBTA, the
USFWS issues permits to qualified applicants for the following types of activities: falconry, raptor propagation,
scientific collecting, special purposes (rehabilitation, education, migratory game bird propagation, and salvage),
take of depredating birds, taxidermy, and waterfowl sale and disposal. The regulations governing migratory bird
permits can be found in 50 CFR Part 13 General Permit Procedures and 50 CFR Part 21 Migratory Bird
Permits.

Federal Clean Water Act

Under Section 404 of the federal CWA, potential Waters of the US,, including wetlands, may be regulated by
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). The limit of USACE jurisdiction for non-tidal watercourses
(without adjacent wetlands) is defined in 33 CFR 328.4(c)(1) as the “ordinary high-water mark” (OHWM).

The OHWM is defined as the line on the shore established by the fluctuations of water and indicated by
physical characteristics such as clear, natural line impressed on the bank, shelving, changes in the character of
soil, destruction of terrestrial vegetation, the presence of litter and debris, or other appropriate means that
consider the characteristics of the surrounding areas. The upstream limits of other waters are defined as the
point where the OHWM is no longer perceptible.

Jurisdictional waters of the U.S. (WOTUS) are delineated in accordance with the “Revised Definition of ‘Waters
of the United States™ rule, published in the Federal Register in 2022 and which became final on January 18,
2023. This rule, set forth by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and USACE, was consistent with
the pre-2015 regulatory definition as all waters that are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be
susceptible to use in interstate commerce, including all waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. This
definition also includes all interstate waters, including interstate wetlands, interstate lakes, rivers, streams
(including all intermittent and ephemeral streams), mudflats, sand flats, sloughs, and prairie potholes, wet
meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds where the use, degradation, or destruction of which could affect
interstate or foreign commerce. Under this rule, WOTUS do not include prior converted cropland.

The definition of WOTUS in accordance with this rule (40 CFR 230.3]s]), is summatized below.

1. All waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible to use in interstate
or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide;

2. All interstate waters including interstate wetlands;

3. All other waters such as intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds, the use,
degradation or destruction of which could affect interstate or foreign commerce including any such
waters: (i) Which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other
purposes; or (ii) From which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign
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commerce; or (iii) Which are used or could be used for industrial purpose by industries in interstate

commerce;
4. All impoundments of waters otherwise defined as waters of the U.S. under the definition;
5. Tributaries of waters identified in paragraphs (s)(1)—(4) of this section;
6. The territorial sea; and

7.  Wetlands adjacent to waters (other than waters that are themselves wetlands) identified in paragraphs
(s)(1) through (6) of this section; waste treatment systems, including treatment ponds or lagoons
designed to meet the requirements of CWA (other than cooling ponds as defined in 40 CFR 423.11(m)
which also meet the criteria of this definition) are not WOTUS.

On May 25, 2023, the U.S. Supreme Court adopted a narrower definition of WOTUS in Sackett v. Environmental
Protection Agency. Under the majority opinion, WOTUS refers to “geographical features that are described in
ordinary parlance as ‘streams, oceans, rivers, and lakes’ and to adjacent wetlands that are ‘indistinguishable’ from
those bodies of water due to a continuous surface connection.” On August 29, 2023, the agencies issued a final
rule to amend the final “Revised Definition of ‘Waters of the United States” rule to conform the definition
of “waters of the United States” to the US. Supreme Court’s May 25, 2023, decision in Sackett v. Environmental
Protection Agency.

Parts of the January 2023 Rule are invalid under the US. Supreme Court’s interpretation of the CWA in the
Sackett decision. Therefore, the agencies have amended key aspects of the regulatory text to conform to the
court’s decision. Key changes under the amendment include:

®  Definition of “adjacent” is now “having a continuous surface connection;”

m  Only tributaries that are relatively permanent, standing or continuously flowing bodies of water (or

tributaries with a continuous surface connection to those) are considered jurisdictional;
m Interstate wetlands are no longer jurisdictional just by virtue of being interstate; and
m  Significant nexus test is eliminated.

Where areas jurisdictional to the USACE are present and will be impacted by a project, the project proponent
must usually apply for permitting with the agency, which generally consists of submittal of a Pre-construction
Notification under Section 404 of the CWA. As of the writing of this report, we do not know the details of
how the individual USACE offices will implement the conforming rule for permitting purposes.

State Regulations

California Endangered Species Act

The California ESA generally parallels the main provisions of the federal ESA but, unlike its federal
counterpart, the California ESA applies the take prohibitions to species proposed for listing (called “candidates”
by the state). Section 2080 of the California Fish and Game Code prohibits the taking, possession, purchase,
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sale, and import or export of endangered, threatened, or candidate species, unless otherwise authorized by
permit or in the regulations. Take is defined in Section 86 of the California Fish and Game Code as “hunt,
pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill.” The California ESA allows for
take incidental to otherwise lawful development projects. State lead agencies are required to consult with
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) to ensure that any action they undertake is not likely to
jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered or threatened species or result in destruction or adverse
modification of essential habitat.

Fully Protected Species

The State of California first began to designate species as “fully protected” prior to the creation of the federal
and California ESAs. Lists of fully protected species were initially developed to provide protection to animals
that were rare or faced possible extinction, and included fish, amphibians, reptiles, birds, and mammals. Most
fully protected species have since been listed as threatened or endangered under the federal and/or California
ESA. Previously, the regulations that implement the Fully Protected Species Statute (California Fish and Game
Code Section 4700) provide that fully protected species may not be taken or possessed at any time. However,
as of July 10, 2023 Senate Bill 147 (SB 147) was signed into law, authorizing CDFW to issue take permits under
the California ESA for fully protected species for qualifying projects through 2033. As stated in section 2081.15
of SB 147, qualifying projects include:

® A maintenance, repair, or improvement project to the State Water Project, including existing infrastructure,
undertaken by the Department of Water Resources;

= A maintenance, repair, or improvement project to critical regional or local water agency infrastructure;

m A transportation project, including any associated habitat connectivity and wildlife crossing project,
undertaken by a state, regional, or local agency, that does not increase highway or street capacity for
automobile or truck travel;

®m A wind project and any appurtenant infrastructure improvement, and any associated electric transmission
project carrying electric power from a facility that is located in the state to a point of junction with any
California based balancing authority; and

m A solar photovoltaic project and any appurtenant infrastructure improvement, and any associated electric
transmission project carrying electric power from a facility that is located in the state to a point of junction
with any California-based balancing authority.

California Fish and Game Code
Nadtve Plant Protection Act

The Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA) of 1977 (California Fish and Game Code Sections 1900—1913) was
created with the intent to “preserve, protect and enhance rare and endangered plants in this State.” The NPPA
is administered by CDFW. The California Fish and Game Commission has the authority to designate native
plants as “endangered” or “rare” and to protect endangered and rare plants from take. The California ESA of
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1984 (California Fish and Game Code Sections 2050-2116) provided further protection for rare and
endangered plant species, but the NPPA remains part of the California Fish and Game Code.

Streambed Alteration Agreement

Pursuant to Section 1602 of the California Fish and Game Code, a Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA)
application must be submitted for “any activity that may substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow or
substantially change the bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream, or lake”. In Title 14 of the California Code
of Regulations (CCR), Section 1.72, the CDFW defines a stream (including creeks and rivers) as “a body of
water that flows at least periodically or intermittently through a bed or channel having banks and supports fish
or other aquatic life. This includes watercourses having a surface or subsurface flow that supports or has
supported riparian vegetation.”

In Chapter 9, Section 2785 of the Fish and Game Code, riparian habitat is defined as “lands which contain
habitat which grows close to, and which depends upon, soil moisture from a nearby freshwater source.”

The CDFWs jurisdiction includes drainages with a definable bed, bank, or channel and areas associated with a
drainage channel that support intermittent, perennial, or subsurface flows; supports fish or other aquatic life;
ot supports riparian or hydrophytic vegetation. It also includes areas that have a hydrologic source.

The CDFW will determine if the proposed actions will result in diversion, obstruction, or change of the natural
tlow, bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream, or lake that supports fish or wildlife. If warranted, the CDFW
will issue an SAA that includes measures to protect affected fish and wildlife resources; this SAA is the final
proposal agreed upon by the CDFW and the applicant.

Migratory Birds

The CDFW enforces the protection of nongame native birds in Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3800 of the
California Fish and Game Code. Section 3513 of the California Fish and Game Code prohibits the possession
or take of birds listed under the MBTA. These sections mandate the protection of California nongame native
birds’ nests and also make it unlawful to take these birds. All raptor species are also protected from “take”
pursuant to California Fish and Game Code Section 3503.5 and are protected at the federal level by the MBTA
of 1918 (USFWS 1918).

Bats and Bat Roosts

Bats in California are currently protected directly and indirectly by the California Fish and Game Code, Sections
86, 1600, 2000, 2014, 3007, and 4150; California Public Resources Code, Division 14, Section 21000 et seq.;
and 14 CCR, including but not limited to Section 251.1, CEQA regulations (Section 15000 et seq.), and Section
15382, Significant Effect on the Environment.

Regulations of particular relevance to the protection of bats and bat roosts include Title 14, Section 251.1 of
the CCR, which prohibits harassment (defined in that section as an intentional act that disrupts an animal’s
normal behavior patterns, including breeding, feeding, or sheltering) of nongame mammals (e.g, bats), and
California Fish and Game Code Section 4150, which prohibits take or possession of all nongame mammals or
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parts thereof. Any activities resulting in bat mortality (e.g:, the destruction of an occupied bat roost that results
in the death of bats), disturbance that causes the loss of a maternity colony of bats (resulting in the death of
young), or various modes of nonlethal pursuit or capture may be considered take as defined in Section 86 of
the California Fish and Game Code. In addition, impacts to bat maternity colonies, which are considered native
wildlife nursery sites, could be considered significant under CEQA.

Porter-Cologne Water Quality Act

13

The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act requires “any person discharging waste, or proposing to
discharge waste, within any region that could affect the waters of the State to file a report of discharge” with
the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) through State Wetland Definition and Procedures for
Discharges of Dredged or Fill Material to Waters of the State (23 CCR Section 3855; SWRCB 2021). Waters
of the State is defined as any surface water or groundwater, including saline waters, within the boundaries of
the State (California Water Code Section 13050[e]). Pollution is defined as an alteration of the quality of the
waters of the state by waste to a degree that unreasonably affects its beneficial uses (California Water Code
Section 13050) and includes filling in waters of the State. Note that 23 CCR Section 3855 applies only to
individual water quality certifications, but the new State Wetland Definition and Procedures extend the
application of Section 3855 to individual waste discharge requirements for discharges of dredged or fill material
to waters of the State and waivers thereof.

A permit for impacts to waters of the State would likely be required under the CWA and/or Porter-Cologne
Water Quality Control Act. To determine whether a project should be regulated pursuant to the Porter-Cologne
Water Quality Control Act, the RWQCB considers whether project activities could impact the quality of waters
of the State.

On September 27, 2023, the EPA published its final 2023 Clean Water Act Section 401 Quarter Quality
Certification Improvement Rule (88 Federal Register 66558.) The final 2023 Rule revises and replaces the 2020
Rule’s regulatory requirements for water quality certification that were adopted by the prior federal
administration. The updates realign the scope of the Section 401 certification process with established practices
while also restoring the roles of states, territories, and authorized tribes as certifying agencies.

Regional Regulations

San Bernardino County Biotic Resources Overlay

The San Bernardino County Biotic Resources Overlay was established by the Land Use Plan and Land Use
Zoning Districts (Subsection 82.01.020) and the Overlays (Subsection 82.01.0230) of the County of San
Bernardino. The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area is within the Delhi Sands Flower-Loving Fly
(DSFLF) Ontario Recovery Unit.

Page 5.4-6 PlacelWorks



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

9. Environmental Analysis
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Local Regulations

City of Ontario Development Code: Tree Preservation Policy and Protection Measures

Section 6.05.020, Tree Preservation Policy and Protection Measures, of the Ontario Development Code
establishes policies and measures that will further the preservation, protection, and maintenance of established
and healthy heritage trees within the City. A Heritage Tree is one that is designated for preservation as a tree of
historic or cultural significance, or a tree of importance to the community due to any one of the following
factors:

m It is one of the largest or oldest trees of species located within the City and has a trunk diameter of 18
inches or greater when measured at 54 inches above grade;

m ]It has a historical significance due to association with a historic building, site, street, person, or event;

m  Jtis a defining landmark or significant outstanding feature of a neighborhood or district, typical of early
Ontario Landscapes. This includes Camphor Tree (Cinnamonum camphora), Deodar Cedar (Cedrus deodara),
London Planetree (Platanus acerifolia), Cork Oak (Quercus suber), Holly Oak (Quercus ilex), and California
Pepper (Schinus molle);

m It is a Native Tree. This means that it is one of the following California native tree species with a trunk
diameter of more than 8 inches, measured at 54 inches above natural grade: California Sycamore (Platanus
racemose), Torrey Pine (Pinus torreyana), Coast Live Oak (Quercus agrifolia), Engelmann Oak (Quercus
engelmannii), Valley Oak (Quercus lobata), or California Bay (Umbellularia californica).

Healthy Heritage Trees that are approved for removal shall be replaced with new trees with a total trunk
diameter equal to the tree(s) removed, or as deemed appropriate by the Approving Authority based on lot size
and available planting space. Replacement trees are to be in addition to the quantity of trees required for
landscaping. The Approving Authority is responsible for reviewing the landscape plan and approving
appropriate species for tree replacement. No trees were identified within the ORSC or Offsite Improvement
Area as suitable for protection as native trees or heritage trees as defined under the City of Ontario
Development Code’s Tree Preservation Policy and Protection Measures.

Sphere of Influence General Plan Amendment, Final EIR, and Settlement Agreement

In January 1998, the Ontario City Council approved a general plan amendment (GPA) and associated Final EIR
for the sphere of influence (SOI), which is now known as the Ontario Ranch (previously the New Model
Colony). The GPA designated Ontario Ranch for a range of urban and suburban uses, including residential,
commercial, business park, industrial, and open space. Most of Ontario Ranch was then in agricultural use. The
Final EIR for the GPA assessed the impacts on biological resources of the conversion of Ontario Ranch from
agricultural uses to developed urban and suburban uses. Before mitigation, significant impacts were identified
for waterfowl and waterfowl habitat, raptors and raptor habitat, and the DSFLF Ontario Recovery Unit. The
EIR included three mitigation measures for impacts to biological resources:
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Mitigation Measure BR-1 modified the general plan to require the creation of new waterfowl habitat and
specified a mitigation ratio of 2:1 for each acre of such habitat lost. This is off-site mitigation in the Prado
Basin.

Mitigation Measure BR-2 stipulated that the City shall create a Waterfowl and Raptor Conservation Area
(WRCA) and included requirements and definitions for it; mitigation is off-site in the Prado Basin.

Mitigation Measure BR-3 required the City to cooperate with the USFWS in taking specified actions to
mitigate impacts to the DSFLF Recovery Unit.

Subsequent to the 1998 adoption of the SOI GPA and EIR, a lawsuit was filed against the City of Ontario by
the Endangered Habitats League and the Sierra Club, challenging the City’s CEQA compliance and approval

of the SOI GPA. A settlement agreement was reached and agreed to by all parties with revised mitigation

measures for potential impacts in the New Model Colony (referred to as Annexation Area 163 in the agreement)

to the burrowing owl, the DSFLE, raptor foraging and wildlife habitat, loss of open space, actual and potential

habitat and agricultural land, and sensitive (listed and unlisted) species. These measures will be in effect until all
the developable acres in the Ontario Ranch reach full buildout, as determined by the City.

Prior to issuance of grading permits, Ontario shall impose a $4,320 per net acre mitigation fee on proposed
developments in Annexation Area 163 that require discretionary approval or permitting from the City.

Ontario, in consultation with CDFW; will identify, through CEQA review, lands occupied by burrowing
owl and suitable as long-term habitat. The City will require avoidance of those lands to maintain a viable
territory and require long-term maintenance through dedication in fee or grant of easement to the Land
Trust. If the site is not viable long-term habitat, the developer shall pay the mitigation fee and make
provisions for relocation of the owls.

Since habitat that benefits DSFLF can be expected to benefit burrowing owl, up to 25 percent of the
mitigation fee maybe used by the City for DSFLF recovery.

All mitigation fees collected shall be used for the above-described purposes and may be used to purchase
property, conservation easements, or other land with long-term conservation value for the environmental
impacts; enhance/restore lands with such values; maintain and operates these lands; and pay for related
administrative costs (not to exceed 10 percent of the total fees).

Land/easements dedicated, conveyed, or purchased to benefit wildlife, waterfowl, raptors, and/or
burrowing owl must have long-term conservation value for those species and must be managed by the land
trust. The parcels must be in the habitat area designated as part of the settlement agreement. Unacceptable
properties are those that would otherwise be purchased by another entity or group as open space mitigation
for environmental impacts.
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City of Ontario Biological Resources Habitat Mitigation Fee

Since the settlement agreement, the City has established a habitat mitigation fee to cover potential
environmental impacts to the burrowing owl, DSFLE, raptor foraging, loss of open space, and agricultural
lands. Development impact fees for new development in Ontario Ranch were adopted on June 23, 2003, by the
City Council. The Ontario Ranch development impact fees include a habitat mitigation fee of $4,320 per net
acre for proposed residential, commercial, hotel and restaurant, office, and industrial development. Mitigation
fees have been collected by the City and have been deposited into a trust fund to be used for the acquisition,
restoration, rehabilitation, and maintenance of lands deemed to have long-term conservation value. Up to 25
percent of the total mitigation fee may be used for DSFLF recovery at the discretion of the City. In addition,
current City procedure is to require a habitat assessment to determine existing habitat and biological resources
on proposed development sites. If the assessment determines that there is potential habitat for sensitive species,
focused protocol surveys are required. If potential DSFLF habitat is present, two-year (consecutive) protocol
surveys per the USFWS Interim General Survey Guidelines for DSFLF are required.

The land use plan for Ontario Ranch originally provided for establishment of the WRCA—a wetlands and
habitat area near the confluence of the Cucamonga Creek and the Lower Deer Creek Channels. Creation of
the WRCA as part of Ontario Ranch was intended to provide a concentrated area for wetlands that would
receive storm drainage from the west. Funding for the environmental restoration of the existing 85-acre Lower
Cucamonga flood control basin under the WRCA would have been provided through the USACE with
matching funds from the City of Ontario. This conservation area plus acquisition of 145 acres of off-site
mitigation land were intended to provide mitigation for impacts resulting from development of Ontario Ranch.
However, under the conditions of the settlement agreement, the WRCA is no longer proposed.

In 2010, the Ontario City Council approved the selection of the Riverside L.and Conservancy (today known as
River and Land Conservancy) as the administrator of the habitat mitigation fees and to create a habitat program
pursuant to the requirements of the settlement agreement between the City of Ontario, the Endangered
Habitats League, and the Sierra Club. However, due to the economic downturn shortly after 2010, the contract
between the City and the Riverside Land Conservancy was never ratified. It was anticipated that once
development in Ontario Ranch began, the City would ratify the contract.

In 2022, the City went out with a Request for Proposals to select a nonprofit land trust and/or organization
specializing in habitat conservation. On November 21, 2023, a memorandum of agreement (MOA) became
effective between the City of Ontario and the Inland Empire Resource Conservation District IERCD). IERCD
is the nonprofit trust entity to be responsible for the administration of the habitat mitigation fees and creation
of a habitat program pursuant to the requirements of the settlement agreement between the City of Ontario,
the Endangered Habitats League, and the Sierra Club. IERCD is responsible for maintaining interactive
mapping and a current inventory of the burrowing owl occurrences and to select adequate lands for passive
relocation.

This MOA aids in the implementation of a Habitat Mitigation Fee as well as the requirements and mitigation
measures set forth in the Greater Prado Basin Habitat Conservation Program (GPBHCP). The mitigation
measures in the GPBHCP are aimed at reducing potential impacts to sensitive wildlife species, including
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burrowing owl, Delhi Sands flower-loving fly, raptor foraging and wildlife habitat, and other sensitive (listed
and non-listed species), within Ontario Ranch. The Habitat Mitigation Fee is $2,000 per net acre with funds
used for the acquisition, restoration, rehabilitation, and maintenance of lands determined to have long-term
conservation value for the aforementioned species and their habitat.

With respect to burrowing owl and Delhi Sands flower-loving fly, this MOA ensures:

m A mitigation fee will be applied to development projects within Ontario Ranch that will impact burrowing
owls or their habitat;

m  The City of Ontario will identify lands occupied by burrowing owl or Delhi Sands flower-loving fly and
suitable long-term habitat for these species to be avoided and maintained;

m  In the case of burrowing owls being present on proposed development sites that are not viable long-term

habitat, developers can pay the Habitat Mitigation Fee and relocate the owls in consultation with the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife; and

m  Up to 25 percent of the Habitat Mitigation Fee collected for burrowing owls can be used for the recovery
of the Delhi Sands flower-loving fly.

5.4.1.2  EXISTING CONDITIONS

A biological reconnaissance survey was conducted in the 199-acre ORSC site and the 1.5-mile-long alignment
for off-site sewer improvements along Vineyard Avenue is referred to as the Offsite Improvement Area.
Summarized below are the results of the biological reconnaissance survey, including site characteristics, plant
communities present, and wildlife observed.

Property Characteristics

The ORSC site consists of an active dairy farm operation, active and seasonal agricultural lands, and developed
areas (i.e., roads, plant nursery, storage yards, and rural residential homes). Specifically, the active dairy farm is
in the northeast corner of the 199-acre ORSC site; corn fields, man-made waste management basins, and
disturbed lands are in the southeast corner of the ORSC site; corn fields are in the southwest corner; and
seasonal agriculture is in the northwest corner. Active and seasonal agricultural lands are along the offsite
improvement areas along Vineyard Avenue to the south. At the time of the survey, active agriculture included
dairy operations and farming (e.g., corn fields). Rural residential homes were scattered throughout the ORSC
site, primarily east of the active dairy farm (east of Ontario Avenue). The portion of the ORSC site east of
Ontario Avenue contains a plant nursery and various storage yards. Due to the location of the ORSC in
developed and agricultural areas, anthropogenic disturbances are present throughout the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area in the form of compacted or disturbed soils (e.g., signs of previous disking and manure
within cattle areas), fallow fields, active agriculture and dairy farms, trash, and vehicle tracks.

The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area contains scattered tree species such as eucalyptus (Ewucalyptus
sp.) and Peruvian pepper tree (Schinus mole) as well as other ornamental shrubs and trees (e.g., olive tree [Ola

europaea) and hardy ice plant [Delosperma cooperd]). At the time of the survey, five waste management basins in the
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ORSC site were full of water, fed from the nearby active dairy operation. Waste management basins are present
throughout the ORSC site; however, at the time of the survey, only those near the active dairy operation had
water. Signs of past water pooling were evident at other waste management basins (e.g,, cracked soils, mesic
vegetation) at the time of the survey. Debris piles are present throughout the ORSC site. Abandoned buildings
that appear to have been living quarters and buildings utilized for dairy operations are in the northeast portion
of the ORSC site.

General land uses surrounding the ORSC site consist of Whispering Lakes Golf Course and commercial
development to the north, residential development to the east, agriculture and dairy farm operations to the
south, and commercial development and undeveloped land to the west.

Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Types

The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area is in a developed environment that has generally been subjected
to repeated and ongoing disturbance from human activities. No native vegetation communities in the
classifications in the Manual of California 1 egetation were documented within the ORSC site. The land cover
types in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area are classified as Disturbed, Agriculture, Developed, and
Open Water, as shown on Figure 5.4-1, Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Types. These land cover types as
they exist in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area are described below, and the acreages of each are
provided in Table 5.4-1, Land Cover Acreages in the ORSC Site and Offsite Improvement Area.

Table 5.4-1 Land Cover Acreages in the ORSC Site and Offsite Improvement Area

ORSC Site and Offsite Improvement Area Acreages
Acreages within ORSC Site Acreages within Offsite Improvement

Land Cover Type Area
Agriculture 120.13 8.84
Developed 48.60 3.81
Disturbed 25.02 2.55
Open Water 5.26 0.00

Total 199.01 15.20

Grand Total 21421

Source: ECORP 2024

South of the ORSC site, north of Edison Avenue, in the Offsite Improvement Area, one or two individuals of
mulefat (Baccharis salicifolia) and two or three individuals of black willow (Sa/ix gooddingii) were present in a small,
waste management basin. These individuals were clustered together along the southeastern ledge of the basin.
Other plant species in this offsite area included peregrine saltbush (A#rplex suberecta), tree tobacco (Nicotiana
Zlanca), and golden crownbeard (VVerbesina encelivides). Although these individuals of mulefat and black willow are
in the offsite improvement area, due to their small size and sparse nature, they were not large or established
enough to be mapped as a vegetation community.
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m  Agriculture. Areas classified as Agriculture are used for agriculture or farming and are present throughout
the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. These are areas with active or seasonal agriculture or
farming practices and therefore may include fallow fields. In the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area,
these areas contained corn fields, dairy farm operations, farming areas, and fallow fields. Within this
landcover, two locations of individuals of black willow and/or mulefat were observed in the Offsite
Improvement Area, as shown on Figures 5.4-2a through c, Biological Survey Results. As previously mentioned,
one to two individuals of mulefat and two to three individuals of black willow were observed in a small,
waste management basin north of Edison Avenue in the Offsite Improvement Area. Another location with
individuals of black willow was documented outside of the Offsite Improvement Area to the northwest.
This location is north of Eucalyptus Avenue and approximately 175 feet west of the offsite improvement
area. Five individual black willows were observed and appeared to be planted, and an irrigation line was
visible providing a water source from adjacent agricultural practices.

m  Developed. Developed areas within the ORSC site include roadways, housing, commercial buildings, and
associated landscaping.

m  Disturbed. Areas classified as Disturbed were frequently adjacent to Developed or Agriculture areas. No
active agriculture operations were located in the areas classified as Disturbed. Characteristics of these areas
include the presence of nonnative vegetation and compact or disturbed soils. Previous signs of disking or
ground disturbance were evident as well as trash and unauthorized dump sites. Within the ORSC site and
Offsite Improvement Area, Disturbed areas were adjacent to active agriculture.

m  Open Water. Open Water in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area consisted of manufactured
waste management basins. Some of these basins were filled with water from adjacent agricultural or farming
practices. Others showed signs of water being present in the past (i.e., cracked soils). This type of land
cover was documented adjacent to the active dairy operation in five waste management basins in the
northern portion of the ORSC site.

Plants

Plant species observed in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area were generally characteristic of areas
disturbed by anthropogenic factors. Dominant plant species observed within the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area included nonnative species such as cowpen daisy (I/erbesina encelioides), Russian thistle (Salsola
tragus), and wild oat (Avena fatua). A stand of eucalyptus trees was present along the south side of Schaefer
Avenue, and scattered trees were present throughout the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area and
included queen palm (Syagrus romanzoffiana), Mexican fan palm (Washingtonia robusta), olive, and willow species

(Salix sp.).

Within many of the Developed areas, ornamental shrubs and trees were present. The ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area provides low-quality habitat for most native plant species, including common ones, due to
anthropogenic disturbance. A full list of plant species observed on and immediately adjacent to the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area is included in Appendix E1.
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Figure 5.4-1b - Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Types
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Figure 5.4-1c - Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Types
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Figure 5.4-2a - Biological Survey Results
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Figure 5.4-2b - Biological Survey Results
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Figure 5.4-2c - Biological Survey Results
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Wildlife

Despite the disturbed nature of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, numerous wildlife species were
documented during the survey. Wildlife observed during the biological reconnaissance survey included species
such as common side-blotched lizard (Uta stansburiana), burrowing owl, and California ground squirrel
(Otospermophilus beecheyi). Due to the open agricultural fields and presence of open water, numerous waterfowl
were documented at the five waste management basins in the ORSC site, including white-faced ibis (Plegadis
chibi), least sandpiper (Calidris minutilla), and lesser yellowlegs (Tringa flavipes). A full list of wildlife species
observed on and immediately adjacent to the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area is included in Appendix
El.

Areas of potential bat-roosting habitat were identified in the ORSC site in occupied and abandoned building
structures on the dairy farm property as well as in mature trees, including palm trees with intact frond skirts.
Scattered bat guano was observed within one of the abandoned structures; however, the entirety of the interior
of each of the structures could not be inspected due to safety concerns. Other structures east of the dairy farm
property on the ORSC site were on occupied private property and therefore were not inspected for bat habitat
suitability. Additionally, bridges over the Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel, east of the ORSC site, may
provide suitable bat roosting habitat. Access to these structures was not granted at the time of the biological
reconnaissance survey.

Sensitive Resources

The literature review and database searches identified 63 special-status plant species and 49 special-status
wildlife species that have previously been documented on or near the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
Area. A list was generated from the results of the literature review, and the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
Area were evaluated for suitable habitat that could support any of the special-status plant or wildlife species on
the list. Additionally, the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area are in the San Bernardino County Biotic
Resources Overlay for Delhi sands flower loving fly (Rbaphiomidas terminatus abdominalis) and burrowing owl
(Athene cunicularia). Many of the species are presumed absent from the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
Area due to the level of human disturbance in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area and current lack
of suitable habitat, including soils. However, two special-status plant species and 13 special-status wildlife
species identified in the literature review were determined to have potential to occur in the ORSC site and
Offsite Improvement Area. One special-status wildlife species, burrowing owl, was observed on the ORSC site
during the biological survey. Details regarding these findings are described in more detail below.

Sensitive Plants

After review, two special-status plant species identified in the literature review have a potential to occur, and
the remaining 61 are presumed absent due to the heavily disturbed nature of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area and the lack of suitable habitat (including elevation and soils), or because the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area are outside of the known range for the species.

Descriptions of the California Rare Plant Rank (CRPR) designations can be found in Table 2 of Appendix E1.
Plant species with a CRPR ranking of 3 and 4 were eliminated from the analysis because these rankings are
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considered a review list and a watch list, respectively. With these rankings, these species are not likely to be
federally or state listed in the near future, and due to the disturbed nature of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area, these species are not likely to occur. Table 5.4-2, Sensitive Plant Species with Potential to Exist
in the ORSC Site and Offsite Improvement Area, describes sensitive plant species with potential to occur within the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Further descriptions of these species are provided after the table.
The full list of plant species discovered in the literature review and database searches is in Appendix E1.

Table 5.4-2 Sensitive Plant Species with Potential to Occur in the ORSC Site and Offsite Inprovement

Area
Federal/State CNPS
Scientific Name | Common Name Habitat Listing Status | Designation Potential to Occur
Calystegia felix  [lucky morning- | Occurs in meadows and seeps and | None/None 1B.1 Moderate Potential: Marginal
glory alluvial riparian scrub. Historically habitat for this species is present
associated with wetlands and within the ORSC site and Offsite
marshes but possibly in drier Improvement Area. Three recent
habitats as well Recent occurrences and one historic occurrence were
are known from irrigated documented in CNDDB within
landscapes. Sometimes found in approximately 5 miles of the ORSC
alkaline and silty loam soils. site. The nearest occurrence was
Threatened by transmission line documented in 2015 (Sighting OCC
development, housing development, 2) approximately 2 miles west of the
urbanization, and potentially by ORSC site. The most recent
hydrological alterations, weeding, occurrence was in 2017 (Sighting
and herbicide application. OCC 4) approximately 5 miles west
of the ORSC site.
Centromadia smooth tarplant | Occurs in alkaline soils in chenopod | None/None 1B.1 Low Potential: This species is
pungens Ssp. scrub, meadows and seeps, playas, known to occur in disturbed areas.
Laevis riparian woodlands, and valley and Marginal disturbed habitat, primarily
foothill grassland. in the form of fallow agricultural
Threatened by foot traffic, fields and disturbed dirt roads, is
agriculture, road maintenance, present for this species throughout
disking, urbanization, hydrological the ORSC site and Offsite
alterations, and flood control Improvement Area. Three historic
projects. and one recent occurrence were
documented in CNDDB however,
none were within 5 miles of the
ORSC site.

Source: ECORP 2024
Notes: 1B — Plants considered by CNPS to be rare or endangered in California and elsewhere.
CNDDB = California Natural Diversity Database; OCC = occurrence number

Lucky Morning-Glory

Lucky morning-glory (Calystegia felix) has a CRPR of 1B.1. This annual rhizomatous herb blooms from March
to September at elevations from 100 to 705 feet. Lucky morning-glory is typically found in meadows and seeps
that are sometimes alkaline and in riparian scrub that is alluvial. Microhabitats are historically associated with
wetlands and marshes; however, this species can be found in drier habitats. This species is also known to occur
in disturbed areas with water sources. Threats to this species include development, urbanization, hydrological
alterations, weeding, and herbicide application.

Page 5.4-26 PlaceWorks



ONTARIO REGIONAL SPORTS COMPLEX DRAFT EIR
CITY OF ONTARIO

9. Environmental Analysis
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area contain marginally suitable habitat for this species due to the
presence of irrigated landscapes. Three recent and one historic occurrence (OCC) were documented in
CNDDB within approximately 5 miles of the ORSC site. The nearest occurrence was documented in 2015
(sighting OCC 2) approximately 2 miles west of the ORSC site. The most recent occurrence was in 2017
(sighting OCC 4) approximately 5 miles west of the ORSC site. These occurrences were documented growing
in planter beds that were maintained and irrigated for landscaping purposes. Due to the presence of marginally
suitable habitat and recent occurrences within 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, this
species has a moderate potential to occur.

This species was assessed during past biological reconnaissance-level surveys of the ORSC site and presumed
absent due to a lack of suitable habitat; however, not much information is available in the previously prepared
reports to support this determination. For the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area this species was found
to have a moderate potential to occur due to marginally suitable habitat in the form of irrigated landscapes and
recently documented occurrences in the vicinity of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.

Smooth Tarplant

Smooth tarplant (Centromadia pungens ssp. laevis) was determined to have a low potential to occur within the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area due to limited habitat for the species in the Area. A recently
documented observation was discovered in the database search, but not within 5 miles of the ORSC site and
Offsite Improvement Area; a historical documented observation (more than 20 years old) was recorded within
5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area; and suitable habitat strongly associated with the
species occurs onsite, but no records or only historical records were found in the database search, indicating a
low potential for the species in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.

This species was assessed during past biological reconnaissance-level surveys of the ORSC site and presumed
absent due to a lack of suitable habitat; however, not much information is available in the previously prepared
reports to support this determination. For the ORSC site, this species was found to have a low potential to
occur due to marginally suitable habitat in the form of disturbed lands, including roadsides, and historical and
recent occurrences documented in the vicinity of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.

Sensitive Wildlife

The literature search identified 49 special-status wildlife species that had previously been documented on or in
the vicinity of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. A list was generated from the results of the
literature review and the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area were evaluated for suitable habitat that
could support any of the special-status wildlife species on the list. The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
Area’s disturbed nature, proximity to commercial development, and anthropogenic influences likely preclude
many of these species from occurring, Table 5.4-3, Sensitive Wildlife Species with the Potential to Occur in the ORSC
Site and Offsite Improvement Area, outlines each species, its designations, and its potential to occur in the ORSC
site and Offsite Improvement Area (species that are presumed absent from the site are documented in
Appendix E1). A brief natural history and discussion of the special-status wildlife species that were found
present during the biological reconnaissance survey or that are determined to have a moderate potential to
occur in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area is provided below.
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Table 5.4-3

Sensitive Wildlife Species with the Potential to Occur in the ORSC Site and Offsite
Improvement Area

Scientific Name

Common Name

Habitat

Federal/State
Listing Status

Potential to Occur

Bombus
crotchii

Crotch bumble
bee

Found in coastal California east to the
Sierra-Cascade crest and south into
Mexico. Occurs in open grassland and
scrub habitats.

Prefers a diet consisting of certain plant
species including milkweeds, dusty
maidens, lupines, medics, phacelias,
sages, clarkias, poppies, and wild buck
wheats. Nests are often located
underground in abandoned rodent nests
or above ground in tufts of grass, old bird
nests, rock piles, or cavities in dead trees.

None/CAN

Moderate Potential. Activities from the
active dairy farm within the ORSC site and
Offsite Improvement Area - such as plowing,
grazing, fertilizer, and trampling- likely
preclude this species from
nesting/overwintering in the active
agriculture and livestock pens. However, this
species has potential to be present along the
edges of these areas and in areas less
frequently disturbed. Due to the presence of
suitable habitat in disturbed fields and the
presence of suitable nectar sources, there is
potential for this species to occur within the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.
Numerous recent and historic occurrences
were documented in CNDDB; however, only
three were within 5 miles of the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area. A sighting
(OCC 247) was documented in 2019
approximately 3 miles northeast of the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.
Another sighting (OCC 187) was
documented in 1894 approximately 3 miles
northwest of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area. Additionally, another
sighting (OCC 316) was documented in
2020 approximately 3 miles northeast of the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.

Rhaphiomidas
terminatus
abdominalis

Delhi sands
flower-loving
fly

Occur in Delhi sands series soils.
Indicator plant species include telegraph
weed (Heterotheca grandiflora), California
buckwheat (Eriogonum fasciculatum), and
California croton (Croton californica).

None/None

Low Potential. The Delhi sands series is
present throughout the ORSC site and
Offsite Improvement Area; however, many of
these areas are currently active agriculture
operations or highly disturbed. The activities
associated with these operations and other
anthropogenic factors likely reduce the
potential for this species to occur. Numerous
recent and historical occurrences were
documented in CNDDB but only six are
within 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area. All six occurrences were
documented in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area, with the most recent
occurrences documented in 2001 (sightings
OCC 5 and 15), and the oldest occurrences
documented in 1941 (sighting OCC 9).

Aspidoscelis
tigris stejnegeri

coastal
whiptail

Found in a variety of habitats. They prefer
hot, dry open areas that have little cover.
Common habitats include chaparral,
woodland, and riparian.

None/SSC

Low Potential. Marginally suitable habitat is
present within the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area in areas disturbed and
with low growing or little ground cover.
Numerous recent and historical occurrences
were documented in CNDDB, but none were
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Table 5.4-3 Sensitive Wildlife Species with the Potential to Occur in the ORSC Site and Offsite
Improvement Area
Federal/State
Scientific Name | Common Name Habitat Listing Status Potential to Occur

within 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area.

Agelaius tricolored Occurs in freshwater marsh, swamp, and | None/ THR, SSC | Low Potential. Suitable habitat is present in
tricolor blackbird wetland habitats. Largely endemic to the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
(nesting California. Highly colonial species, most Area in corn fields and open waste
colony) numerous in Central Valley & vicinity. management basins. However, the potential
Requires open water, protected nesting of occurrence is likely reduced due to active
substrate, and foraging area with insect agriculture and farming operations.
prep within a few kilometers of the colony. Numerous recent and historical occurrences
Forages in open habitat such as were documented in CNDDB, and all but two
cultivated fields and pastures. were within 5 miles of the ORSC site and
Offsite Improvement Area. Three
occurrences were documented
approximately 2 miles from the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area in 1993
(sighting OCC 993), 2014 (sighting OCC
771), and 2014 (sighting OCC 772).
Sightings OCC 771 and 772 were the most
recent occurrences.
Athene burrowing owl | Open, dry annual or perennial grasslands, None/SSC Present. This species was observed during
cunicularia (burrow & deserts, and scrublands characterized by the biological reconnaissance survey.
some low-growing vegetation. Occurs in coastal Suitable habitat is present within the ORSC
wintering prairie, coastal scrub, Great Basin site and Offsite Improvement Area.
sites) grassland, Great Basin scrub, Mojavean Numerous recent and historical occurrences
desert scrub, Sonoran desert scrub, and were documented in CNDDB, with 38 within
valley & foothill grassland habitats. 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite
Subterranean nester, dependent upon Improvement Area and 1 in the ORSC site
burrowing mammals, most notably, the and Offsite Improvement Area (sighting OCC
California ground squirrel. Also found in 1199 in 2011).
vacant lots and airports.
Buteo Swainson's Occurs in Great Basin grassland, riparian None/THR Low Potential. Marginally suitable habitat is
swainsoni hawk (nesting) | forest, riparian woodland, and valley & present within the ORSC site and Offsite
foothill grassland habitats. Breeds in Improvement Area in the form of tall
grasslands with scattered trees, juniper- eucalyptus trees. The southernmost extent
sage flats, riparian areas, savannahs, & of the nesting range for this species is in the
agricultural or ranch lands with groves or high desert. Three historical occurrences
lines of trees. Nests in solitary bush or were documented in CNDDB; two of these
tree, or in small groves. Requires were approximately 3 miles from the ORSC
adjacent suitable foraging areas such as site and Offsite Improvement Area (sighting
grasslands or alfalfa/grain fields OCC 2549 in 1919 and sighting OCC 2548
supporting rodent populations. in 1920). Due to the limited habitat and
known range of this species, there is low
potential for this species to occur in the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.
Elanus white-tailed Occur in savannas, open woodlands, None/FP Low Potential. Suitable habitat is present in
leucurus kite marshes, desert grasslands, cultivated the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement

fields, and other partially cleared areas.
They will avoid areas that are too heavily
grazed.

Area in the presence of tall trees and open
agricultural fields; however, potential for
occurrence is decreased due to the
presence of heavily disturbed (grazed)
areas. Five recent occurrences were
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Table 5.4-3 Sensitive Wildlife Species with the Potential to Occur in the ORSC Site and Offsite
Improvement Area
Federal/State
Scientific Name | Common Name Habitat Listing Status Potential to Occur
documented in CNDDB; two were within 5
miles of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area. Two species sightings
(OCC 139 and 140) were documented in
2009 approximately 4 miles southwest of the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.
Antrozous pallid bat Occurs in chaparral, coastal scrub, desert None/SSC Low Potential. Marginally suitable roosting
pallidus wash, Great Basin grassland, Great Basin habitat is present in the ORSC site and
scrub, Mojavean desert scrub, riparian Offsite Improvement Area in the form of
woodland, Sonoran desert scrub, upper abandoned buildings. Two historical
montane coniferous forest, and valley & occurrences were documented in CNDDB;
foothill grassland habitats. Most one was within 5 miles of the ORSC site and
commonly found in open, dry habitats with Offsite Improvement Area. Sighting OCC 243
rocky areas for roosting. Roosts must was documented in 1951 approximately 3
protect bats from high temperatures. miles northwest of the ORSC site and Offsite
Frequently roost in live trees and snags Improvement Area. Although suitable habitat
that have holes and cavities or crevices is present, the potential for this species to
formed by exfoliating bark. Roosts have occur is greatly reduced in urban areas.
been documented in a variety of
structures including human- created
structures such as bridges, barns, and
buildings. Very sensitive to disturbance of
roosting sites.
Eumops western Occurs in open areas that have potential None/SSC Low Potential. The abandoned buildings in
perotis mastiff bat roosting areas. Primarily roosts in cliffs the ORSC site are only marginally suitable
californicus and rock crevices. Found in semi-arid to as roosting habitat for this species due to
arid habitats. their height.
Numerous historical occurrences were
documented in CNDDB but only one was
within 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area. Sighting OCC 31 was
documented in 1993 approximately 5 miles
southeast of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area.
Lasiurus western Occurs within riparian woodland habitats, None/SSC Moderate Potential. Suitable roosting
xanthinus yellow bat open grassland habitats, and in canyons. habitat is present in the form of palm trees
As a tree roosting species, they are often (with intact thatch) and other tree species
associated with cottonwoods (Populus (e.g., eucalyptus with dense foliage).
sp.) in riparian habitats but are known to Numerous historic occurrences were
commonly roost between the fronds of an documented in CNDDB but only one was
intact fronds skirt of palm trees. within 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area. Sighting OCC 23 was
documented in 1981 approximately 4 miles
southeast of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area.
Nyctinomops | pocketed free- | Occurs in pinyon-juniper woodlands, None/SSC Low Potential. Marginally suitable roosting
femorosaccus | tailed bat desert scrub, desert succulent shrub, habitat is present in the form of abandoned

desert riparian, desert wash, alkali desert
scrub, Joshua tree, and palm oasis
habitat. Primarily roosts in cliffs and rock
crevices. This species is a colonial

buildings. Four historical occurrences were
documented in CNDDB but none were within
5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area.
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Table 5.4-3 Sensitive Wildlife Species with the Potential to Occur in the ORSC Site and Offsite
Improvement Area
Federal/State
Scientific Name | Common Name Habitat Listing Status Potential to Occur
roosting bat that is also known to roost in
buildings and caves. This species is not
known to roost in bridges.
Nyctinomops | big free-tailed | Occur in rocky arid landscapes including None/SSC Low Potential. Marginally suitable roosting
macrotis bat desert shrub, woodlands, and evergreen habitat is present in the form of abandoned
forests. Primarily roosts on rocky cliffs, buildings and tree species. One historical
but also in caves, buildings, and tree occurrence was documented in CNDDB, but
cavities. it was not within 5 miles of the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area.
Perognathus | Los Angeles | Occurs in low elevational grassland, None/SSC Low Potential. Marginally suitable habitat is
longimembris | pocket mouse | alluvial sage scrub, and coastal sage present in the ORSC site and Offsite
brevinasus scrub. Improvement Area in the form of disturbed
grassy areas with friable soils. One recent
and numerous historical occurrences were
documented in CNDDB but only one was
within 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area. Sighting OCC 36 was
documented in 2001 approximately 5 miles
northeast of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area.

Source: ECORP 2024

Notes: CNDDB = California Natural Diversity Database; OCC = occurrence number
Statuses:

THR = State-listed, Threatened

CAN = Candidate for state listing

SSC = Species of Special Concem

FP = Fully Protected Species

Burrowing Owl

Burrowing owl is a CDFW Species of Special Concern (SSC). Burrowing owls historically occurred throughout
much of California and the western U.S.; however, many former California populations have been extirpated.
Burrowing owls typically inhabit open habitats, primarily grasslands and deserts. Burrowing owls require
burrows for roosting and nesting cover. Although they often nest in abandoned California ground squirrel
burrows, they will also use other small mammal burrows, pipes, culverts, and nest boxes, particularly where
burrows are scarce.

The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area provide suitable burrowing owl habitat and, at the time of the
biological reconnaissance survey, one live burrowing owl was documented at burrow immediately adjacent to
the active dairy farm and within a dirt berm along an access road. The burrow was briefly inspected, and
whitewash, feathers, and a pellet were present. Due to the time of year of the biological reconnaissance survey,
this owl may be a year-round resident, winter resident, migrant, or transient or new colonizer. No evidence of
breeding was observed at the time of the sighting; however, this was not expected due to the time of year (i.e.,
fall and the non-breeding season [generally September 1 through January 31]).
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The low-growing vegetation present throughout the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area and the
presence of friable soils, California ground squirrel burrows, and debris piles offer suitable burrow and refugia
habitat for burrowing owls. Although only one live burrowing owl was observed during the biological survey,
due to the mobile nature of the burrowing owl, it is possible for burrowing owls to move onto or off of the
site throughout the year.

The CNDDB documented 51 occurrences of this species in the vicinity of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area, one of which was recorded in the Area in 2011. Thirty-one of these occurrences were
recently documented (in the last 20 years) within 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. The
most recent occurrences were recorded in 2016 approximately 3 miles southwest and 4 miles northeast of the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Previous biological studies documented burrowing owl habitat in
the ORSC site. However, after focused (protocol-level) surveys were conducted in 2014 and 2015, this species
was determined to be absent due to a lack of observations of live burrowing owls or burrowing owl sign.

Crotch Bumble Bee

The Crotch bumble bee (Bombus crotehii) was petitioned for listing under the California ESA in October 2018,
advanced to candidacy in June 2019, was challenged in courts and the candidacy was temporarily stayed
beginning in February 2021, and candidacy was recently reinstated in September 2022. This species is associated
with open grassland and scrub habitats and occurs primarily in California, including the Mediterranean region,
Pacific Coast, Western Desert, Great Valley, and adjacent foothills through most of southwestern California.
Crotch bumble bees primarily nest underground, and may occupy cavities in a variety of substrates, including
thatched grasses, abandoned rodent burrows or bird nests, brush piles, rock piles, and fallen logs. They have
also been found nesting in man-made structures such as walls, rubble, or abandoned furniture. Bumble bee
nests are annual and conclude with deaths of the queen, workers, and drones at the end of the season with
only the mated gyne (future queen) surviving the winter (overwintering) and emerging the following spring to
start the next year’s colony. Similar to other bumble bee species, Crotch bumble bee is a generalist forager and
reportedly visits a variety of flowering plants, including Asclepias, Chaenactis, Lupinus, Medicago, Phacelia, and
Salvia.

The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area contains marginally suitable habitat for this species. Activities
from the active dairy farm—such as plowing, grazing, fertilizer, and trampling—Ilikely preclude this species
from nesting/overwintering in the active agriculture fields and livestock pens. However, this species has the
potential to be present along the edges of these areas and in areas less frequently disturbed. The scattered small
mammal burrows within and on the edges of agricultural fields and cattle pens could provide marginal nesting
and overwintering habitat. The open areas and disturbed/developed areas with flowering resources (including
active and fallow agricultural fields, cattle pens, and landscaped areas) could provide potential foraging habitat
for this species at certain times of the year. This species was not incidentally observed during the biological
survey conducted in 2023.

Numerous recent and historical occurrences were documented in CNDDB; however, only three were within 5
miles of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. A sighting (OCC 247) was documented in 2019
approximately 3 miles northeast of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Another sighting (OCC 316)
was documented in 2020 approximately 3 miles northeast of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.
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Additionally, a sighting (OCC 187) was documented in 1894 approximately 3 miles northwest of the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area. No additional information regarding habitat type or plant species associated
with these occurrences was provided. Due to the potential presence of potential foraging, nesting, and
overwintering habitat and recent CNDDB records within 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
Area, this species was determined to have moderate potential for occurrence.

Western Yellow Bat

Western yellow bat (Laszurus xanthinus) is a CDFW SSC in the Vespertilionidae family. This species is often
discernable from other bat species due to its distinct yellow fur, larger size, and short ears. Western yellow bat
occurs throughout the southwestern United States and into northwestern Mexico. As a tree-roosting species,
western yellow bat most commonly roosts between the fronds of intact frond skirts of both native and
nonnative palm trees. Western yellow bats have also been documented roosting in trees in riparian woodland
habitats such as cottonwood trees (Popuius sp.). They are suspected to be noncolonial, roosting as individuals in
trees or hanging from the underside of a leaf. Western yellow bats are insectivores and have been documented
foraging in areas with water features and in open grassland and riparian habitats.

Suitable roosting habitat is present in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in the form of mature
palm trees with intact thatch and other mature tree species (see Figures 5.4-2a through c). Suitable foraging
habitat is present in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in open agricultural fields and vegetation
that harbors insect prey populations. This species is also known to occur in urban and suburban environments
when suitable habitat is present. Numerous historical occurrences were documented in CNDDB; however, only
one was within 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. A sighting (OCC 23) was documented
in 1981 approximately 4 miles southeast of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Due to the presence
of suitable roosting and foraging habitat within and adjacent to the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area,
this species has a moderate potential to occur.

According to past biological reports prepared in support of the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan, this species
was determined to have a low potential to occur in the ORSC site due to the presence of ornamental fan palms.
Additionally, this was the only bat species determined to have potential to roost and breed within the ORSC
site.

Wildlife Species with a Low Potential to Occur

Ten species were determined to have a low potential to occur in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area
due to limited or marginal habitat for that species and recently documented observation but not within 5 miles
of the area; a historic documented observation (more than 20 years old) was recorded within 5 miles of the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area; or suitable habitat strongly associated with the species occurs onsite,
but no records or only historical records were found in the database search.

Delhi sands flower-loving fly, white-tailed kite, western mastiff bat, and big free-tailed bat were assessed in
previous biological reports prepated in support of the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan and determined to have
a potential to occur. Tricolored blackbird, Swainson’ hawk, pallid bat, pocketed free-tailed bat, and were also
assessed in these previous biological reports but were presumed absent due to a lack of suitable habitat in the
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ORSC site. Coastal whiptail did not appear in the literature review for these past biological reports, and
therefore its potential to occur was not assessed. A brief description of the results of the previously prepared
reports as they pertain to these species is provided as well as an explanation of why they have a low potential
to occur in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.

®  Delhi sands flower-loving fly. A focused habitat suitability assessment was performed in February 2015
within portions of the ORSC site, and habitat in those portions was determined to be unsuitable due to
site characteristics and disturbances; it was concluded that there was no potential for this species to occur.
However, because portions of the property and Offsite Improvement Area were not surveyed, it was
recommended at the time that a USFWS-permitted DSFLF biologist perform a focused habitat suitability
assessment of these areas. Due to the presence of soils in the Delhi sands soil series and numerous recent
and historical occurrences in CNDDB, this species has a low potential to occur.

m  Coastal whiptail. This species did not appear in the literature review of past biological reports in support
of the ORSC site, and therefore its potential to occur was not assessed. However, due to the presence of
marginally suitable habitat in the form of disturbed areas with low-growing or little ground cover, this
species has a low potential to occur. Numerous recent and historical occurrences are documented in
CNDDB; however, none were within 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.

m  Tricolored blackbird. This species was presumed absent in past biological reports due to a lack of suitable
habitat within the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. However, limited suitable nesting habitat is
present throughout the ORSC site in the form of corn fields and suitable foraging habitat is present in the
form of waste management basins with open water, cultivated fields, and dairy farm feedlots. Additionally,
this species is known to nest in agricultural areas that were formally wetlands and forage in cultivated fields
and feedlots associated with dairy farms.

m  Swainson’s hawk. This species was presumed absent in past biological reports due to a lack of suitable
habitat within the ORSC site. This species has not been documented south of the Transverse Mountain
Ranges in several decades; however, limited suitable nesting habitat is present in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area in the form of tall eucalyptus trees, and suitable foraging habitat is present in the form
of agricultural fields.

m  White-tailed kite. This species was determined to have a potential to forage within portions of the ORSC
site; it was not anticipated that this species would nest within the areas surveyed. However, nesting bird
surveys were recommended. Suitable habitat for this species in the form of tall trees and open agricultural
fields is present throughout the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Additionally, five recent
occurrences were documented in CNDDB, with two being within 5 miles of the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area.

m  Pallid bat and pocketed free-tailed bat. These bat species were presumed absent in past biological
reports due to a lack of suitable roosting and foraging habitat within the ORSC site. However, marginally
suitable roosting habitat was identified during the bat habitat assessment in the ORSC site in the form of
abandoned buildings.
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®  Western mastiff bat and big free-tailed bat. Both of these bat species were determined to have a low
potential to forage within portions of the ORSC site. According to the 2015 biological report in support
of the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan, the potential for these species was lessened due to a lack of
observed flying insects in the survey area. However, special-status bat surveys were recommended. These
species have a low potential to occur in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area due to the presence
of suitable roosting habitat in the form of abandoned buildings or mature trees and suitable foraging
habitat over open water and agricultural fields.

m  Los Angeles pocket mouse. This species was presumed absent in past biological reports due to a lack of
suitable habitat in the ORSC site. However, marginally suitable habitat is present throughout the ORSC
site and Offsite Improvement Area in the form of disturbed grassy areas with friable soils.

Raptors and Migratory Birds

Potential nesting habitat for migratory birds and raptors protected by the MBTA and California Fish and Game
Code was present throughout the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in the form of tall trees, such as
the stand of eucalyptus and landscaped trees, and structures (buildings, barns, etc.). Suitable nesting habitat for
ground-nesting bird species, such as mourning doves, was also present in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area. Evidence of previous nesting in the ORSC site was noted during the biological
reconnaissance survey (old stick nests in barn buildings and old mud nests on residential buildings). Due to the
presence of suitable nesting habitat, nesting native and migratory birds and raptors could use the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area during the nesting bird season (typically February 1 through August 31).

Critical Habitat

The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area is not within any USFWS-designated critical habitat. Designated
critical habitat for Southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus) and least Bell’s vireo (Izreo bellii
pusillus) is approximately 4.5 miles south of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. There is no critical
habitat on or adjacent to the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.

Agquatic Resources

During the biological survey, several manmade waste management basins were identified within the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area. The locations of these basins are shown on Figures 5.4-2a through c. Five were
documented in the northern portion of the ORSC site, in an area that is currently in use as an active dairy farm.
Water was present in these five basins at the time of the biological survey. An additional waste management
basin was documented within the southern portion of the ORSC site, north of Edison Avenue and within the
offsite improvement area. All of these constructed waste management basins were evaluated as being non-
jurisdictional to USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW), as they consist of manmade features constructed for dairy
farming operations under an Engineered Waste Management Plan for the RWQCB. The five basins within the
northern portion of the ORSC site are actively managed and maintained free of vegetation. Aerial imagery
shows that the basin north of Edison Avenue within the offsite improvement area, was maintained until 2020
or 2021, when the dairy farm was converted to a nursery. All basins were constructed in uplands and would
revert to dry land should application of water to the areas cease. The basins are isolated features that do not
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have a continuous surface connection to a navigable water. Three sample points were collected for the one
waste management basin within the offsite improvement area that is not currently maintained, and the basin
did not pass the three-criteria test necessary to be considered a wetland.

Immediately east of the ORSC site is the Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel. The 2015 biological report
prepared for the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan identified the Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel as a
potential jurisdictional aquatic resource. The channel is a constructed feature but conveys flows from
Cucamonga Creek, which is considered a relatively permanent, or intermittent, waterway. This same feature was
identified in the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan EIR as a federally and state jurisdictional waterway. No
additional aquatic resources were identified in the 2015 biological report or the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan
EIR.

Wildlife Movement Corridors

The concept of habitat corridors addresses the linkage between large blocks of habitat that allow the safe
movement of mammals and other wildlife species from one habitat area to another. The definition of a corridor
varies, but corridors may include such areas as greenbelts, refuge systems, channels and flood control,
underpasses, and biogeographic land bridges. In general, a corridor is described as a linear habitat embedded
in a dissimilar matrix that connects two or more large blocks of habitat. Wildlife movement corridors are critical
to the survival of ecological systems for several reasons. Corridors can connect water, food, and cover sources,
spatially linking these three resources with wildlife in different areas. In addition, wildlife movement between
habitat areas provides the potential of genetic exchange between wildlife species populations, thereby
maintaining genetic variability and adaptability to maximize the success of wildlife responses to changing
environmental conditions. This is especially critical for small populations subject to loss of variability from
genetic drift and effects of inbreeding. The nature of corridor usage and wildlife movement patterns vary
greatly among species.

The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area were assessed for its ability to function as a wildlife corridor.
Although the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area contains open areas, it is completely surrounded by
urban development and is isolated from large, contiguous blocks of native habitat. The nearest natural wildlife
corridor and area is the Santa Ana River approximately 6.5 miles south of the center of the ORSC site and
approximately 4.75 miles south of the southern extent of the offsite improvement area. Less than 1 mile north
of the ORSC site is SR-60, and approximately 3 miles to the east is I-15; both are major highways that limit
wildlife movement. Additionally, the lack of consistent vegetative cover in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area, the urban nature of the area, and the high density of nonnative weedy vegetation across
the area likely deter wildlife from using the area for movement opportunities due to lack of suitable cover.
Wildlife commonly found in urban areas (e.g,, coyote [Canis latrans|) could use portions of the ORSC site and
Offsite Improvement Area or areas immediately adjacent to the ORSC site for local travel, such as the
Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel approximately 60 feet to the east, but the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area do not provide wildlife movement corridor or linkage opportunities. Additionally, portions
of the Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel that are nearest to the ORSC site are completely surrounded
with chain-link fencing, reducing the ability of wildlife traveling through the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area from entering this wildlife corridor.
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The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area were also assessed for their ability to function as a native wildlife
nursery site. Suitable nesting habitat for bird species was documented in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area. However, due to the level of disturbance in and adjacent to the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area, nursery site habitat for bird species (e.g., heron rookery) is not anticipated. Suitable bat
roosting habitat was observed within the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, and there is potential for
the structures and trees observed to serve as bat maternity roost sites during the bat maternity season (April 1
through August 31). Maternity roosts are considered protected as native wildlife nursery sites under CEQA.
Past biological reports prepared for the Armstrong Ranch Specific Plan did not identify existing or potential
nursery sites within the ORSC site.

Jurisdictional Waters and Wetlands

The National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) mapped multiple aquatic resources in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area consisting of freshwater ponds and freshwater emergent wetlands. These areas are shown
on Figure 5.4-3, National Wetlands Inventory. Within the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, the freshwater
ponds have five classifications under the NWI: PUSAx (freshwater pond, palustrine, unconsolidated shore,
temporary flooded, excavated); PUSCx (freshwater pond, palustrine, unconsolidated shore, seasonally flooded,
excavated); and PABFx (freshwater pond, palustrine, aquatic bed, semipermanently flooded, excavated). The
freshwater emergent wetlands have two classifications: PEM1Cx (freshwater emergent wetland, palustrine,
emergent, persistent, seasonally flooded, excavated) and PEM1Ax (freshwater emergent wetland, palustrine,
emergent, persistent, temporarily flooded, excavated).

Additionally, the desktop review of the National Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) identified one hydric
soil type on the site: Delhi fine sand. According to the NRCS, Delhi sands are only potentially hydric where
depressional features occur, as shown in Figure 5.4-4, Soils Map.

Biological Reconnaissance Survey

During the biological survey, individuals of mulefat and black willow were identified in the Offsite
Improvement Area as well as man-made waste management basins in the ORSC site; they have the potential to
be jurisdictional to the USACE, RWQCB, and/or CDFW. During the biological reconnaissance survey, five
man-made waste management basins were documented in the active dairy farm at the center of the ORSC site,
as shown on Figure 5.4-1a in the “Water” land cover type. At the time of the biological survey, water was
present in the five waste management basins. Additionally, individuals of mulefat and black willow were
documented north of Edison Avenue/Ontario Ranch Road and along Vineyard Drive (see Figure 5.4-2¢),
which indicates the possible presence of a wetland resource in the area. An expanded discussion of aquatic
resources related to this portion of the Offsite Improvement Area on Vineyard Avenue near Edison
Avenue/Ontario Ranch Road is provided below. Furthermore, to the immediate east of the ORSC site is the
Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel. The channel is developed but conveys flows from Cucamonga
Creek, which is considered a relatively permanent and intermittent waterway.
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Aquatic Resources Delineation Report

The biological resources assessment conducted for the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area identified a
riparian area in a man-made waste management basin in the off-site sewer alignment area (Offsite Improvement
Area) along unimproved Vineyard Avenue near its intersection with Edison Avenue/Ontario Ranch Road (see
Figure 3-10a through c, Sewer Option 2: Aerial of Offsite Improvement Area, in Chapter 3, Project Description). As
discussed above, this area contains riparian vegetation that warrants further evaluation for potential wetland
resources. The area of interest is at APNs 0216-31-409 and 0218-18-101 and within the public right-of-way
between these two parcels, as shown on Figure 5.4-5, Aguatic Resources Delineation Boundary. This 0.46-acre study
area was evaluated in a field survey on November 13, 2023; the methods and results of this survey are detailed
in Appendix E2. The boundaries of aquatic resources were delineated through standard field methods (e.g,,
paired sample set analyses). No aquatic resources were found onsite, so no paired sample locations were
surveyed. Non-paired locations were sampled to document representative upland areas that lacked hydrophytic
vegetation, hydric soils, and/or wetland hydrology.

In order to conclude that the study area contains a wetland, it must meet the following three criteria:

®m A majority of dominant vegetation species are wetland-associated species;
m  Hydrologic conditions exist that result in periods of flooding, ponding, or saturation during the growing
season; and

m  Hydric soils are present.
Study Area Existing Conditions

The study area for the jurisdictional delineation within the Offsite Improvement Area consists of disturbed
land with ruderal plant species present, including peregrine saltbush (A#riplex suberecta), lamb’s quarters
(Chenopodinm album), and golden crownbeard (Verbesina encelivides ssp. Exanriculata). A waste management basin
is in this study area and does not appear to be maintained; however, the waste management basin can be seen
on aerial imagery as far back as 1994 and appears to have been maintained until 2020 or 2021. The waste
management basin was constructed for an adjacent dairy farm operation under an Engineered Waste
Management Plan for the RWQCB under a permit to operate. Aerial imagery shows that the adjacent dairy
farm was converted to a nursery starting in 2020 or 2021.

The bottom of the waste management basin is partially vegetated and dominated by peregrine saltbush and
lamb’s quarters. Pieces of old furniture, uprooted vegetation, dirt fill, and trash are observed along the northern
and western banks of the basin. One to two individuals of mulefat and two to three individuals of black willow
are present along the southeastern banks of the waste management basin. Surrounding land uses are primarily
active agriculture and disturbed land. Cropland occurs immediately west and east of the study area. A paved
road, Edison Avenue/Ontario Ranch Road, is immediately south of the study area. Irrigation pipes run along
the eastern boundary of the study area. The study area likely receives runoff from the adjacent cropland to the
west and east and from the adjacent irrigation pipes to the east.
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Soils

The soil in the study area, as mapped by the NRCS Web Soil Survey, is Db—Delhi fine sand, as shown in Figure
5.4-6, Aquatic Resources Delineation Soils Map. The Delhi series consists of very deep, somewhat excessively
drained soils that formed in wind-modified material weathered from granitic rock sources. Delhi soils are found
on floodplains, alluvial fans, and terraces and have slopes of 0 to 15 percent. Delhi fine sand is considered a
hydric soil.

National Wetlands Inventory

According to NWI, one aquatic freshwater pond classified PUBHx (palustrine, unconsolidated bottom,
permanently flooded, excavated) has been previously mapped in the study area, as shown on Figure 5.4-7,
Aguatic Resources Delineation Wetlands. This feature corresponds to the waste management basin assessed during

the aquatic resources delineation. This waste management basin does not support wetland characteristics or
OHWM indicators based on field data collected on November 13, 2023.

Agquatic Resources

No aquatic resources were identified in the study area. Three sample points were collected in the waste
management basin in the study area, as shown on Figure 5.4-7, Aguatic Resources Delineation Samples. None of
the sample points passed the three criteria necessary to be a wetland (discussed above). Soils were significantly
disturbed throughout the bottom of the waste management basin and included fill material as well as runoff
of soils from adjacent cropland.

5.4.2 Thresholds of Significance

According to Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, a project would normally have a significant effect on the
environment if the project would:

B-1 Have a substantial 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 Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

B-2 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 Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

B-3 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.

B-4 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.
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B-5 Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance.

B-6 Conflict with the provisions of an adopted habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.

5.4.3 Environmental Impacts
54.3.1  IMPACT ANALYSIS

The applicable thresholds are identified in brackets after the impact statement.

Impact 5.4-1:  Development of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area (option 2 sewer alignment)
could impact sensitive plant and wildlife species. [Threshold B-1]

The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area consist of an active dairy farm operation and agricultural lands.
Disturbances were present throughout the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area due to active or past
agriculture practices; these disturbances included trash, compacted soils, fallow fields, active agriculture, trash,
and vehicle tracks.

Sensitive Plant Species

The literature review and database searches identified 63 special-status plant species that have previously been
documented on or near the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Two special-status plant species were
determined to have a moderate or low potential to occut, and the remaining 61 special-status plant species were
determined to be absent due to the heavily disturbed nature of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area
and the lack of suitable habitat (including elevation and soils) or because the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area is outside of the known range for the species. Lucky morning-glory (CRPR 1B.1) has a
moderate potential to occur within the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area due to the presence of
marginally suitable habitat throughout the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in the form of irrigated
landscapes (e.g., agricultural fields). Smooth tarplant (CRPR 1B.1) has a low potential to occur due to the
presence of marginally suitable habitat throughout the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in the form
of disturbed areas, including roadsides. Anthropogenic disturbances, such as activities associated with active
agriculture, likely reduce the suitability of habitat in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Should
these species occur within the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, direct impacts in the form of ground
disturbance, vegetation removal, and mortality and indirect impacts from dust and habitat loss may occur.
Therefore, impacts to special-status plant species would be potentially significant.
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Sensitive Wildlife Species

Of the 49 special-status wildlife species identified in the literature review, 1 was present, 2 have a moderate
potential to occur, and 10 have a low potential to occur in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. The
remaining 36 species are presumed absent due to a lack of suitable habitat, the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area being outside the known range for the species, or because there are no recent or historical
occurrences within five miles of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.

Burrowing Owl

Burrowing owl was observed at the ORSC site during the biological survey. This species is a CDFW SSC and
is protected by the MBTA and California Fish and Game Code. During the survey, one live burrowing owl was
documented in the northern portion of the ORSC site, adjacent to an active dairy farm, as seen on Figures 5.4-
2a through c. Additionally, California ground squirrel burrows and debris piles suitable for use as burrowing
owl burrows and/or refugia were observed in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Suitable foraging
habitat is also present throughout the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in the form of agricultural
tields and disturbed grassy areas. The literature review and database search identified numerous recent and
historic occurrences within five miles of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in CNDDB. Although
only one live owl was observed, due to the mobile nature of this species and the presence of suitable burrowing
and foraging habitat, burrowing owls may be present within the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area
prior to the start of ground-disturbing activities. Direct impacts in the form of ground disturbance, vegetation
removal, habitat loss, and mortality and indirect impacts from construction noise and vibrations may occur to
this species. Therefore, impacts to burrowing owls would be potentially significant.

Crotch Bumble Bee

Crotch bumble bee has a moderate potential to occur within the ORSC site area. This species is a Candidate
for state listing and is therefore afforded all the protections as though it were listed under the California ESA.
It was determined that this species has a moderate potential to occur due to the presence of pockets of suitable
friable soils, suitable burrow habitat, suitable burrows (i.e., California ground squirrel burrows), and nectar
sources within and adjacent to the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Numerous recent and historic
occurrences were documented in the CNDDB; however, only three were within five miles of the ORSC site
and Offsite Improvement Area. If Crotch bumble bee is found to be using or nesting in the ORSC site and
Offsite Improvement Area prior to the start of construction, impacts to Crotch bumble bee may occur in the
form of direct mortality of individuals, direct mortality to an active nesting colony, direct mortality to an
overwintering individual, conversion of foraging habitat, or permanent loss of foraging resources. Due to the
location of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in an already developed area with active and
consistent agricultural management practices (including cattle grazing and likely fertilizer and pesticide
application), potential foraging, nesting, and overwintering habitat is already subject to repeated disturbance or
loss. Therefore, any additional loss resulting from the development of the ORSC site and sewer alignment in
the Offsite Improvement Area would not be substantial.

Because this species is a generalist forager that chooses nest and overwintering locations on an annual basis,
temporary and permanent loss of habitat resulting from the development of the ORSC site and Offsite
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Improvement Area sewer alignment would not be expected to contribute substantially to the overall decline of
this species unless direct impacts were to occur to an active nest or overwintering gyne (future queen). Since
project activities have the potential to interfere with an active nest, impacts to Crotch bumble bee would be
potentially significant.

Bat Species

The literature review identified five bat species with potential to occur within the ORSC site area. Western
yellow bat has a moderate potential to occur, and pallid bat, western mastiff bat, pocketed free-tailed bat, and
big-free tailed bat have a low potential to occur. All are CDFW SSC. Suitable roosting habitat is present in the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in the form of abandoned buildings and tree species (e.g., palm and
eucalyptus species). The presence of water in the man-made waste management basins provides suitable
foraging habitat for bats because they harbor or attract prey for these species such as insects. Additionally,
suitable foraging habitat is present throughout the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in the form of
irrigated agricultural fields, which attract or provide habitat for insect prey. If bats are found to be roosting in
the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, direct impacts can occur in the form of mortality or roost
abandonment. Roost abandonment during the maternity season could result in the mortality of flightless young,
which could be a violation of California Fish and Game Code Section 4150 as well as a significant impact to a
native wildlife nursery site under CEQA. Additionally, activities conducted outside of the maternity season that
cause bats to leave a roost during daytime hours pose a mortality risk to individual bats. Indirect impacts from
project activities may also occur in the form of reduced prey base due to loss or modification of foraging
habitat. This can be substantial because the potential consequences of traveling longer distances to forage
include individual mortality or even failure of a maternity colony, as failure of individuals to gain sufficient
weight may result in the inability to migrate, nurse, or hibernate without starving. Therefore, impacts to these
five bat species under the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area sewer alignment would be potentially
significant.

Delhi Sands Flower-Loving Fly

DSFLF (federally listed Endangered) has a low potential to occur within the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area. Soil of the Delhi sand series is present throughout the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
Area; this soil is necessary for the ecology of the DSFLE. Additionally, foraging resources are present within
and adjacent to the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in the form of flowering plants. However,
suitability of the habitat in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area for this species is greatly reduced due
to ongoing agricultural and farming practices and other anthropogenic factors. If present, direct impacts to
DSFLF could occur in the form of injury or mortality due to vehicle or equipment strikes and loss of habitat.
If present, indirect impacts to this species may occur in the form of increased human activity, noise, dust, and
ground vibrations. Impacts to this species would be potentially significant.

Bird Species

Tricolored blackbird (state-listed Threatened), Swainson’s hawk (state-listed Threatened), and white-tailed kite
(CDFW Fully Protected) have a low potential to occur in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.
Suitable breeding and foraging habitat for tricolored blackbird is present throughout the ORSC site and Offsite
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Improvement Area in the form of agricultural fields (e.g,, corn fields) and open water waste management basins.
Although it is marginally suitable habitat, tricolored blackbird is known to nest and forage in agricultural fields.
Suitable breeding and foraging habitat for Swainson’s hawk and white-tailed kite is present in the form of tall
eucalyptus trees and agricultural fields. The potential for Swainson’s hawk in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area is reduced due to the southernmost extent of its breeding range being in the high desert.
The suitability of habitat for these three species is greatly reduced in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
Area due to anthropogenic factors. If present, direct impacts to these species could occur in the form of injury
or mortality due to vehicle or equipment strikes, nest failure, and loss of habitat. If present, indirect impacts to
these species may occur in the form of increased human activity, noise, dust, nighttime lighting, and ground
vibrations. Impacts to these species would be potentially significant.

Other Species

Two additional species have a low potential to occur within the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area:
coastal whiptail (CDFW SSC) and Los Angeles pocket mouse (CDFW SSC). If present, direct impacts to these
species could occur in the form of injury or mortality due to vehicle or equipment strike, entombment in
burrows that are graded over during construction, and loss of habitat. If present, indirect impacts to these
species could occur in the form of increased human activity, noise, dust, nighttime lighting, and ground
vibrations.

These species have a low probability of occurring in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, and if
present, these species are not expected to occur at high densities due to the highly disturbed nature of the site
and recent mechanical disturbances to the soil affecting habitat or prey base for these species. The potential
loss of the coastal whiptail or Los Angeles pocket mouse individuals in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
Area would not be expected to contribute to the decline in regional populations and would therefore be
considered a less than significant impact. The remaining 36 special-status wildlife species are presumed absent
from the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area or areas adjacent to the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area due to the lack of suitable habitat and ongoing disturbances within and adjacent to the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. No impacts to the 36 presumed absent special-status wildlife species
are anticipated to result from the development of the ORSC and sewer alignment in the Offsite Improvement
Area.

Nesting Bird Habitat

Numerous tree and shrub species, including tall eucalyptus trees and ornamental species, are present within and
immediately adjacent to the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. These can provide nesting habitat for
nesting songbirds and raptors protected by the MBTA and California Fish and Game Code. Furthermore, the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area can provide nesting habitat for ground-nesting bird species such as
mourning dove (Zenaida macroura). 1f construction of the ORSC and Offsite Improvement Area sewer
alignment occurs during the bird breeding season (typically February 1 through August 31), ground-disturbing
construction activities could directly affect birds protected by the MBTA and their nests through the removal
of occupied habitat (e.g;, destruction of nests, mortality of flightless juveniles) in the ORSC site and Offsite
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Improvement Area, and indirectly through increased noise, vibrations, increased lighting/glare, and increased
human activity. Therefore, impacts to nesting birds would be potentially significant.

Lighting and Glare Impacts

The ORSC site is in an urban environment with pre-existing light pollution from adjacent development (e.g,,
Whispering Lakes Golf Course, paved roadways, residential development). Species sensitive to light include
nesting birds and roosting bats. The ORSC would result in an increase in lighting/glare due to stadium lighting;
As identified on Figure 5.1-7a through ¢, ORSC Sports Field and Stadinm Lighting Spill, the only light spill would
occur at the Whispering Lakes Golf Course, across Riverside Drive. However, light pollution is not a novel
addition in the vicinity of the ORSC site, because there is existing street lighting along Riverside Drive.
Furthermore, as explained in Section 5.1, Aesthetics, spill light and glare would not impact sensitive receptors in
the vicinity of the ORSC site. Project lighting is required to conform with the standards of the California
Building Standards Code which stipulate maximum allowable light levels and light trespass requirements in
addition to maximum allowable glare ratings for project buildings and lighting. No significant impacts to
sensitive species from lighting would occur.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Potentially significant.

Impact 5.4-2:  Development of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area sewer alignment would not
result in the loss of sensitive natural communities. [Threshold B-2]

No sensitive natural communities, according to classifications described in The Manual of California 1/ egetation
and by CDFW were identified in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Rather, four land cover types
are in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area: Agriculture, Developed, Disturbed, and Open Water
(described in detail in Section 5.4.1.2). During the biological survey, sparsely distributed individuals of mulefat
and black willows, ranging from one to three individuals each, were documented in the offsite improvement
area for the sewer line in association with the areas mapped as Agriculture land use. Due to their small size and
sparse nature, these individuals were not large or established enough to be mapped as a vegetation community.
Additionally, these individuals are not considered a sensitive natural community because they do not fit the
classifications of a sensitive natural community according to The Manual of California 1 egetation and by CDFW.
As such, no impacts to sensitive natural communities are anticipated as a result of development of the ORSC
and sewer alignment in the Offsite Improvement Area.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: No impact.

Impact 5.4-3:  The ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area sewer alignment would not impact jurisdictional
waters. [Threshold B-3]

Potential aquatic resources were identified within the Offsite Improvement Area. No aquatic resources were
identified on the 199-acre ORSC site.

As described in Section 5.4.1.2, an Aquatic Resources Delineation Report was conducted to evaluate the
potential wetland resources associated with a 0.46-acre study area of the Option 2 Sewer Alignment along
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Vineyard near Edison Avenue/Ontatio Ranch Road in the Offsite Improvement Area. The wetland delineation
study area is characterized as a waste management basin and contains individuals of mulefat and black willows,
which indicate the potential presence of a wetland in the area. Three samples were taken at the wetland
delineation study area and evaluated against the three criteria for wetland determination (presence of wetland-
associated species, hydrologic conditions, and hydric soils). None of the samples met all three criteria needed
to determine a wetland. It was determined that there are no aquatic resources in the wetland delineation study
area.

Additionally, there are no features in the wetland delineation study area that meet the current definition of
Waters of the US. to be regulated by USACE under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Furthermore, there
are no resources present that would qualify as Section 401 resources jurisdictional to the RWQCB. The waste
management basin in the study area is not considered a 1602 regulated feature by CDFW because this feature
does not fall within the definition of “streams, rivers, or lakes”; is not hydrologically connected with any stream,
river, or lake; and would not contribute runoff to any such feature. Section 1602(a) of the Fish and Game Code
outlines waters subject to a requirement that a Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Notification be submitted
to CDFW. This code applies when an entity:

m  Substantially changes or uses any material from the bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream or lake; or

m  Deposits or disposes of debris, waste, or other material containing crumbled, flaked, or ground pavement
where it may pass into any river, stream or lake.

Therefore, the waste management basin in the offsite improvement area is not subject to regulation under
California Fish and Game Code Section 1602 and would not require an LSA Notification.

The Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel, located outside of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
Area, is an aquatic feature that is potentially jurisdictional to the USACE, RWQCB, and/or CDFW. The
Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel is located more than 50 feet from the ORSC site, and no direct
impacts to this potentially regulated feature are anticipated. Although direct impacts are not expected to occur
to the Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel, indirect impacts could occur in the form of runoff and
erosion. Because the ORSC is more than one acte in size, the City and/or future project applicants would be
required to obtain coverage under the General Construction Storm Water Permit from the RWQCB by
preparing a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and implementing Best Management Practices
(BMPs) to reduce water quality effects during construction. Implementation of the BMPs would reduce indirect
impacts to the Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel to a less than significant level.

Therefore, the ORSC and sewer alignment in the Offsite Improvement Area would have less than impacts with
respect to jurisdictional waters.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: No impact.
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Impact 5.4-4:  The ORSC and sewer alignment would affect wildlife movement. [Threshold B-4]

The ORSC site is within and adjacent to areas containing existing disturbances (e.g, paved roads, major
highways, residential and commercial development, and agricultural/farming practices). Despite these
disturbances, the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area have open areas and resources that can provide
limited movement opportunities in the immediate vicinity of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area.
Additionally, the Cucamonga Creek Flood Control Channel borders the ORSC site to the east and may also
provide limited movement opportunities for wildlife. The area of disturbance for the ORSC site does not
include the Cucamonga Creek Channel so implementation of the ORSC would have no impacts on potential
wildlife movement at the channel. The Cucamonga Creek Channel is also concrete-lined and does not provide
native habitat that is conducive to local or regional wildlife movement. Overall, the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area is completely surrounded by urban development and anthropogenic disturbances and
provides no connection between large, contiguous blocks of native habitat in the region. Due to its isolation
and lack of vegetative cover, no wildlife corridors or linkages are present within the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area and no impacts to these resources are expected to occur as a result of development of the
ORSC site and sewer alignment in the Offsite Improvement Area.

Suitable bat roosting habitat was identified within the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area in the form
of abandoned buildings and trees. Should bats be found roosting in these features during the bat maternity
season (April 1 through August 31), these roosts would be considered native wildlife nursery sites and are
protected under CEQA. Direct impacts to occupied bat roosts could include removal or destruction that could
result in direct mortality, indirect impacts from noise, dust, and vibration during ORSC construction could
result in roost abandonment and mortality of flightless young. Impacts to roosting bats are considered
potentially significant.

Level of Significance Before Mitigation: Potentially significant.

Impact 5.4-5:  The ORSC would require compliance with the City’s Biological Resources Habitat Mitigation
Fee. [Thresholds B-5 and B-6]

As a condition of developing the ORSC site, the ORSC would be required to pay the City’s habitat mitigation
fee, which was established to cover potential environmental impacts to burrowing owl, DSFLE, raptor foraging,
loss of open space, and agricultural lands. The ORSC would also comply with City procedures requiring a
habitat assessment to determine potential habitat for sensitive species through focused protocol surveys.

The ORSC site does not contain any tree species protected under Section 6.05.020, Tree Preservation Policy
and Protection Measures, of the Ontario Development Code (see table in Appendix B of Appendix E1 for the
full list of plant species documented in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area). Additionally, the ORSC
site and Offsite Improvement Area are not within the boundaries of a Habitat Conservation Plan or Natural
Communities Conservation Plan.

The ORSC would comply with all applicable regulations and plans that protect biological resources. Impacts

would be less than significant.
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Level of Significance Before Mitigation: 1ess than significant.

54.3.2 PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE OFF-SITE GENERAL PLAN
AMENDMENTS AND REZONE

The Proposed Project would require compliance with SB 330 and SB 166 to ensure no net loss of residential
units in the City. As described in Section 3.3.4, The Ontario Plan and Zone Changes, of the Project Description,
the Proposed Project would require concurrent redesignation and rezoning of land currently designated as Low
Density Residential (LDR) to Medium Density Residential (MDR) to offset the loss of land designated for
residential uses on the 199-acre ORSC site. The land proposed for these land use changes is south of the ORSC
site on Vineyard Avenue.

m  Sensitive Species. The existing setting of Off-Site General Plan Amendment (GPA) and Rezone area is
similar to the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, containing primarily disturbed land used for
agriculture. Many sensitive animal species have the potential to occur in the City as discussed in Section
5.4, Biological Resources, of the TOP 2050 Draft SEIR. In compliance with existing federal and State laws,
development of the Off-Site GPA and Rezone area would be required to determine whether there is
potential habitat on-site for sensitive species. If potential habitat were found on-site, focused surveys for
those sensitive species potentially present would be required. If sensitive species were found, the project
proponent would be required to consult with the CDFW regarding impacts to sensitive species and ensuing
mitigation. Like the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement area of the Proposed Project, development on
the Off-Site GPA and Rezone area would be required to pay a mitigation fee that would be deposited into
a trust fund to be used for the acquisition, restoration, rehabilitation, and maintenance of lands deemed to
have long-term conservation value.

Furthermore, no additional impacts to sensitive species would occur as a result of this land use change
from LDR to MDR. Development of these parcels on Vineyard Corridor for lower density residential use
would have similar impacts to development of higher density residential units since the sites would be
disturbed under both scenarios. Development under the LDR designation was analyzed within the TOP
2050 Draft SEIR. Therefore, the Off-Site GPA and Rezone would not have any new or more substantial
impact on sensitive species. Compliance with the regulations and procedures detailed above would ensure
that impacts to sensitive species are less than significant.

m  Riparian Habitat/Sensitive Natural Communities/Jurisdictional Waters. The Off-Site GPA and
Rezone area includes parcels along Vineyard Avenue south of the ORSC site, some of which border the
Offsite Improvement Area for the proposed sewer alignment. The presence of riparian habitat, sensitive
natural communities, and jurisdictional waters is therefore expected to be similar to that of the which
consisted of primarily disturbed agricultural land cover and some dairy water retention basins and livestock
water ponds. If the GPA and Rezone area contains surface water areas determined to be jurisdictional to
the state and development of the Area would result in impacts to these waters, subsequent development
would require CDFW approval pursuant to the Fish and Game Code (Section 1600 et. seq.) in the form of
Streambed Alteration Agreements. Such impacts would require mitigation, also subject to CDFW approval.
If the waters on-site are determined to be jurisdictional to the USACE, a Section 404 permit under the
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CWA may also be required. The land use changes at the GPA and Rezone area would allow for increased
residential density at these parcels but would not result in any additional impacts to riparian habitat and
sensitive natural communities that would otherwise occur through development of the parcels under their
existing designation. Development of the GPA and Rezone area would be required to comply with existing
federal and State laws protecting sensitive habitat and riparian resources to ensure that impacts to these
resources are mitigated to less than significant.

m  Wildlife Movement. As described in the TOP 2050 SEIR, no regional wildlife corridors have been
identified within the City and like the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, the GPA and Rezone area
is largely disturbed and surrounded by urban development, limiting the potential for wildlife movement
through the Area. However, like the other components of the Proposed Project, the GPA and Rezone area
could contain habitat for nesting birds and roosting bats requiring mitigation to reduce impacts and avoid
take of these species. As discussed above, the proposed density increase under GPA and Rezone would
not increase potential impacts to wildlife corridors since these impacts are dependent on the existing
resources within and around the sites as opposed to the scale of development that would be allowed.
Development of the Area under its existing designation would likely result in the same impacts to wildlife
movement as development under the proposed designation. However, any development of the GPA and
Rezone would be subject to the existing state and federal laws including the MBTA that ensure the
protection of sensitive species.

s HCP/NCCP and Local Ordinances/Policies. Like the ORSC and Offsite Improvement Area portions
of the Proposed Project, the Off-Site GPA and Rezone area is not within the boundaries of an
HCP/NCCP. The Off-Site GPA and Rezone area is within the Ontario Recovery Unit for the DSFLF and
may require focused surveys for DSFLF and consultation with the USFWS regarding mitigation of impacts
on any DSFLF found, pursuant to Section 7 of the FESA. If the GPA and Rezone area contains heritage
trees as defined by Section 6.05.020, Tree Preservation Policy and Protection Measures, of the Ontario
Development Code, development on these sites would also be subject the provisions of this section of the
Development Code. Overall, impacts of the proposed land use change to the GPA and Rezone area would
not create new or more substantial impacts when compared to the development allowed under the existing
designation, since any development would be required to comply with the same local ordinances.

5.4.4 Cumulative Impacts

The area considered for cumulative impacts to biological resources is the CDFW inland deserts region. The
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area development would result in impacts to 2 sensitive plant species, 11
sensitive wildlife species, and nesting bird species protected under State law. The Proposed Project, including
the ORSC and future development of the GPA and Rezone area, would comply with the City’s Habitat
Mitigation Fee policy, which would reduce impacts with respect to the cumulative loss of habitat for sensitive
species. Additionally, mitigation measures would reduce impacts to sensitive species that may be present on the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area to less than significant. Additionally, other projects in the CDFW
inland deserts region, including future development of the GPA and Rezone area, would be required to comply

with existing state regulations protecting biological resources which could include the preparation of biological
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reports and surveys. Therefore, impacts of the Proposed Project would be less than cumulatively considerable
with implementation of mitigation.

5.4.5 Level of Significance Before Mitigation

Upon implementation of regulatory requirements and standard conditions of approval, some impacts would
be less than significant: 5.4-2, 5.4-3, and 5.4-5.

Without mitigation, these impacts would be potentially significant:

m  Impact5.4-1 Development of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area would result in
impacts to 2 sensitive plant species and 11 sensitive wildlife species.

m  Impact5.4-4 Development of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area would disrupt the
wildlife nursery sites of roosting bats.

5.4.6 Mitigation Measures

Impact 5.4-1

The following Mitigation Measures are applicable for activities associated with the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area.

BIO-1 Worker Environmental Awareness Program and Biological Monitor: Prior to the start
of construction of the ORSC site or sewer line within the Offsite Improvement Area, a
Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) shall be developed by the City or the
City’s consultant. A qualified biologist with experience with the sensitive biological resources
in the region shall present the WEAP to all personnel working in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area (either temporarily or permanently) prior to the start of project activities.
The WEAP may be videotaped and used to train newly hired workers or those not present for
the initial WEAP. The WEAP could include but shall not be limited to discussions of the
sensitive biological resources associated with the ORSC, project-specific measures to avoid or
eliminate impacts to these resources, consequences for not complying with project permits
and agreements, and contact information for the lead biologist. Logs of personnel who have
taken the training shall be kept on the site at the construction or project office.

In addition to a WEAP, a qualified biologist (biological monitor) with experience monitoring
for and identifying sensitive biological resources known to occur in the area shall be present
during initial ground-disturbing activities related to the ORSC and Offsite Improvement Area
(including fence installation and vegetation removal activities). As required by project permits,
the qualifications of a biological monitor may need to be submitted to appropriate wildlife
agencies for approval based on the resources the biologist will be monitoring, Biological

monitoring duties shall include, but are not limited to, conducting worker education training,
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BIO-2

BIO-3

verifying compliance with project permits, and ensuring construction activities stay within
designated work areas.

The biological monitor shall have the right to halt all activities in an affected area if a special-
status species is identified in a work area and is in danger of injury or mortality. If work is
halted by the biological monitor, work shall proceed only after the hazards to the individual is
removed and there is no longer a risk to the individual, or the individual has been moved from
harm’s way in accordance with the project’s permits and/or management/translocation plans.
The biological monitor shall take representative photographs of the daily activities and shall
also maintain a daily log that documents general project activities and compliance with the
project’s permit conditions. Non-compliance shall also be documented in the daily log,
including any measures that were implemented to rectify the issue.

Rare Plant Survey: A rare plant survey shall be conducted within suitable habitat during the
appropriate blooming period for the lucky morning-glory (March through September) and
smooth tarplant (April through September). The survey shall be conducted by a botanist or
qualified biologist in accordance with the USFWS Guidelines for Conducting and Reporting
Botanical Inventories for Federally Listed, Proposed, and Candidate Plants; the CDFW
Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations
and Natural Communities; and the CNPS Botanical Survey Guidelines of the CNPS. One
survey shall be conducted during a time of the year that overlaps with all blooming periods
(April through September).

If these species are observed during the rare plant survey, individual plants or populations
shall be marked with GPS for mapping purposes. If any of these special-status plant species
are detected in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area and impacts to these species are
unavoidable and impacts would result in deleterious effects to the regional population of the
species, the City shall consult with CDFW to develop a mitigation plan or additional avoidance
and minimization measures to ensure impacts to these plant species are minimized to the
maximum extent practicable. Examples of measures that may be implemented after
consultation with CDFW include establishing a no-disturbance buffer around locations of
individuals or a population, or additional monitoring requirements during construction of the
ORSC and Offsite Improvement Area.

Burrowing Owl Management Plan: A live burrowing owl was documented in the ORSC
site and Offsite Improvement Area during a biological survey conducted in September 2023,
at which time the individual could have been migrating, arriving for the winter, or late in
leaving its summer breeding grounds. Additionally, suitable burrowing owl habitat is present
throughout the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. In order to offset potential project-
related impacts to burrowing owl and its habitat a Burrowing Owl Management Plan (BOMP)
shall be developed by a qualified Project biologist who has at least three (3) years of experience
working with and/or managing burrowing owls on project sites. The BOMP shall outline
project-specific protection measures that are in accordance with CDFW’s Staff Report on
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Burrowing Owl Mitigation (Statf Report; CDFG 2012). The BOMP shall also identify protection
measures to be implemented should the species be found on the ORSC site or Offsite
Improvement Areas at any time of the year (i.e., migration periods, breeding/summer, and
wintering). The BOMP shall outline specific pre-construction survey methods and timing in
accordance with the Staff Report and shall include instruction on survey requirements should
there be a lapse in construction or project activities. The BOMP shall include project activities
before which pre-construction survey requirements shall be required (such as grading,
vegetation removal, and fence installation). Mitigation methods outlined in the BOMP shall
include, but not be limited to, establishment of no-disturbance buffers around potential or
occupied burrowing owl burrows, additional biological monitoring requirements during
project activities, and passive relocation during the burrowing owl non-breeding season
(September 1 through January 31, annually). Regular reporting timeframes and requirements
for communication with CDEFW shall also be clearly outlined in the BOMP. The BOMP shall
be submitted to CDFW for review and subject to CDFW approval prior to the start of Project
ground-disturbing activities.

Additionally, the City of Ontario shall continue to carry out the requirements of its
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with IERCD (dated November 21, 2023) to mitigate the
loss of suitable burrowing owl habitat resulting from the Project. The MOA outlines the
collection of Habitat Mitigation Fees by the City of Ontario that will be managed by a Land
Trust for the acquisition, restoration, rehabilitation, and maintenance of lands selected by the
Land Trust to have long-term conservation value for burrowing owl.

Preconstruction Surveys for Crotch Bumble Bee: If the Crotch bumble bee is no longer
a Candidate or formally listed species under the California ESA at the time ground-disturbing
activities occur, then no additional protection measures are proposed for the species.

If the Crotch bumble bee is legally protected under the California ESA as a Candidate or
Listed species at the time ground-disturbing activities are scheduled to begin, preconstruction
surveys shall be conducted in accordance with CDFW’s Survey Considerations for California
ESA Candidate Bumble Bee the season immediately prior to project-related ground disturbing
activities (including but not limited to vegetation clearing, fence installation, and grading). A
minimum of three Crotch bumble bee preconstruction surveys shall be conducted at two- to
four-week intervals during the colony active period (April through August) when Crotch
bumble bees are most likely to be detected. Nonlethal, photo voucher surveys shall be
completed by a biologist who holds a Memorandum of Understanding to capture and handle
Crotch bumble bee (if nesting and chilling protocol is to be utilized) or by a CDFW-approved
biologist experienced in identifying native bumble bee species (if surveys are restricted to
visual surveys that will provide high-resolution photo documentation for species verification).
The surveyor shall walk through all areas of suitable habitat focusing on areas with floral
resources. Surveys shall be completed at a minimum of one person-hour of searching per
three acres of suitable habitat during suitable weather conditions (sustained winds less than 8
mph, mostly sunny to full sun, temperatures between 65 and 90°F) at an appropriate time of
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BIO-5

BIO-6

day for detection (at least an hour after sunrise and at least two hours before sunset, though
ideally between 9:00 a.m. and 1:00 p.m.).

If Crotch bumble bees are detected, CDFW shall be notified by the designated biologist as
further coordination may be required to avoid or mitigate certain impacts. At a minimum, two
nesting surveys shall be conducted with focus on detecting active nesting colonies within one
week and 24 hours immediately prior to ground disturbing activities that are scheduled to
occur during the flight season (February through October). If an active Crotch bumble bee
nest is detected, an appropriate no disturbance buffer zone (including foraging resources and
tlight corridors essential for supporting the colony) shall be established around the nest to
reduce the risk of disturbance or accidental take and the designated biologist shall coordinate
with CDFW to determine if an Incidental Take Permit under Section 2081 of the California
ESA will be required. Nest avoidance buffers may be removed at the completion of the flight
season and/or once the qualified biologist deems the nesting colony is no longer active and
CDFW has provided concurrence of that determination. If no nests are found but the species
is present, a full-time qualified biological monitor shall be present during vegetation or ground-
disturbing activities that are scheduled to occur during the queen flight period (February
through March), colony active period (March through September), and/or gyne flight period
(September through October). Because bumble bees move nest sites each year, two
preconstruction nesting surveys shall be required during each subsequent year of construction,
regardless of the previous year’s findings, whenever vegetation and ground-disturbing
activities are scheduled to occur during the flight season if nesting and foraging habitat is still
present or has re-established.

Bat Management Plan: A Bat Management Plan shall be prepared by a qualified bat biologist
no less than one year prior to the commencement of project-related activities (including, but
not limited to, structure removal or demolition, tree removal, grading, and vegetation removal)
that shall include specific avoidance and minimization measures to reduce impacts to roosting
bats.

The project-specific Bat Management Plan may include any of the following as necessary and
appropriate: additional habitat assessments of inaccessible areas that would be directly or
indirectly impacted during Project activities, emergence and/or acoustic surveys for bats
during the maternity season (April 1 through August 31) to assess the potential for bat
maternity roosts in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, and preconstruction
surveys for roosting bats including acoustic monitoring. The Bat Management Plan shall also
include recommendations to minimize impacts to roosting bats, including the implementation
of no-disturbance buffers, tree- and cliff-swallow nest removal protocols, passive exclusion of
bats outside of the maternity and hibernation seasons (if impacts are unavoidable), and/or
species-specific replacement alternative roosting habitat.

Tree Avoidance and Removal Process. If trees are scheduled to be removed (e.g,
relocating/modified (i.e., trimming) that were determined to be suitable for bat roosting, these
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activities shall be scheduled during one of the seasonal periods of bat activity listed below, and
when evening temperatures are not below 45°F and rain is not over 0.5 inch in 24 hours:

September 1 to October 31 (preferred): This is after the maternity season but prior to
winter torpor.

February 15 to March 31: After winter torpor but prior to the start of the maternity

se€ason.

If trees with suitable bat roosting habitat are scheduled for removal or relocation outside
of the maternity season, tree removal during the time periods and weather parameters
described above using the two-step method shall be conducted:

a. Prior to the two-step method, as much as feasible, vegetation and trees within the area
that are not suitable for roosting bats shall be removed first to provide a disturbance
that might reduce the likelihood of bats using the habitat.

b. Two-step tree removal shall occur over two consecutive days under the supervision
of a qualified bat biologist. On Day 1, small branches and small limbs containing no
cavity, crevice or exfoliating bark habitat on habitat trees (or outer fronds in the case
of palm trees), as identified by a qualified bat biologist are removed first, using
chainsaws only (i.e., no dozers, backhoes). The following day (Day 2), the remainder
of the tree is to be felled/removed. (The intention of this method is to disturb the
tree with noise and vibration and branch removal on Day 1. This should cause any
potentially present day-roosting bats to abandon the roost tree after they emerge for
nighttime foraging, Removing the tree quickly the next consecutive day should avoid
reoccupation of the tree by bats).

If tree removal/modification must occur during the maternity season (April 1 to August
31), a qualified bat biologist shall conduct a focused emergence survey(s) of the tree(s)
within 48 hours of scheduled work. If a maternity roost is located, whether solitary or
colonial, that roost shall remain undisturbed until after the maternity season or until a
qualified biological monitor has determined the roost is no longer active.

Delhi Sands Flower-Loving Fly Habitat Suitability Assessment: Prior to the start of
ground-disturbing activities (including vegetation removal and fence installation activities), a
habitat assessment shall be performed within the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area
and adjacent areas by a USFWS-permitted biologist with a 10(a)(1)(A) permit to conduct
surveys for Delhi sands flower-loving fly and with extensive knowledge of the species. The
purpose of the habitat assessment will be to determine the presence of suitable habitat for
the species in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area and adjacent areas as well as
ascertain the potential for the species to occur on or adjacent to the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area. The habitat assessment shall include a site walkover, a check of adjacent
empty lots for comparison of habitat quality to the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area,
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BIO-8

BIO-9

photographs to document the site conditions, and characterizing the type and quality of the
habitats within the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area with respect to Delhi sands
tlower-loving fly.

At the conclusion of the habitat assessment, a brief report of findings as well as
recommendations on whether focused surveys must be conducted shall be prepared by the
USFWS-permitted biologist. The report shall also include any additional project-specific
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measure recommendations for the species. The City
shall follow the recommendations identified in the report of findings.

If Delhi sands flower-loving fly is present in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area
and impacts to the species are unavoidable, then the City must initiate consultation with
USFWS under either Section 7 or 10 of the federal ESA. If suitable habitat is identified in the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, then the City of Ontario will continue to carry out
the requirements of its MOA with IERCD to mitigate for loss of Delhi Sands flower-loving
fly habitat. This MOA outlines the collection of Habitat Mitigation Fees by the City of Ontario
that will be managed by a Land Trust for the acquisition, restoration, rehabilitation, and
maintenance of lands selected by the Land Trust to have long-term conservation value for
species such as Delhi Sands flower-loving fly. Up to 25-percent of the total Mitigation Fee
collected may be used for the recovery of the Delhi Sands flower-loving fly.

Preconstruction Survey for Nesting Birds: If construction or other project activities are
scheduled to occur during the nesting bird and raptor season (generally February 1 through
August 31), a preconstruction nesting bird and raptor survey shall be conducted by a qualified
avian biologist to ensure that active bird nests will not be disturbed or destroyed. The survey
shall be completed no more than three days prior to initial ground disturbance. The nesting
bird survey shall include the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area and adjacent areas
where Project activities have the potential to affect active nests, either directly or indirectly,
due to construction activity, noise, human activity, or ground disturbance.

If an active nest is identified, a qualified avian biologist shall establish an appropriately sized
nondisturbance buffer around the nest using flagging or staking. Construction activities shall
not occur within any non-disturbance buffer zones until the nest is deemed inactive by the
qualified avian biologist. If initial ground-disturbing activities are scheduled during the nesting
bird season, then a biological monitor shall be present during all vegetation removal activities
to ensure no impacts to nesting birds occur.

Biological Resources Best Management Practices: The construction contractor(s) shall
implement the following construction best management practices during ground disturbing
activities:

m  To prevent encroachment into areas immediately adjacent to the Cucamonga Creek Flood

Control Channel, temporary fencing should be installed along the eastern perimeter of
the ORSC site.
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m  Confine all work activities to a predetermined work area.

m  To prevent inadvertent entrapment of wildlife during the construction phase of the
ORSC, all excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches more than two feet deep shall be
covered at the close of each working day by plywood or similar materials. If the trenches
cannot be closed, one or more escape ramps constructed of earthen fill or wooden planks
shall be installed. Before such holes or trenches are filled, they should be thoroughly
inspected for trapped animals.

m  Wildlife are often attracted to burrow- or den-like structures such as pipes and may enter
stored pipes and become trapped or injured. To prevent wildlife use of these structures,
construction pipes, culverts, or similar structures with a diameter of four inches or greater
shall be capped while stored onsite.

m  Food-related trash items such as wrappers, cans, bottles, and food scraps shall be disposed
of in securely closed containers and removed at least once a week from the construction
site.

m  Use of rodenticides and herbicides on the ORSC site shall be implemented in a manner
that reduces the potential for primary or secondary poisoning of non-target species. This
is necessary to prevent poisoning of non-target species, including special-status species,
and the depletion of prey populations on which they depend. Use of such compounds
shall observe label and other restrictions mandated by the USEPA, California Department
of Food and Agriculture, and other state and federal legislation. If rodent control must be

conducted, zinc phosphide shall be used because it has a proven lower risk to predatory
wildlife.

Impact 5.4-4

Implement Mitigation Measures BIO-5 and BIO-6.

5.4.7 Level of Significance After Mitigation
Impact 5.4-1

Mitigation measures BIO-1 through BIO-9 specity the procedures and practices that would reduce potential
impacts to all sensitive species that have the possibility of occurring in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement
Area. Most Mitigation Measures would require the implementation of focused biological surveys for each of
the identified species or species type (nesting birds and roosting bats) and the preparation of management plans
in coordination with CDFW. Implementation of these mitigation measures would ensure that the ORSC
identifies protected biological resources and minimizes take of such resources to the extent possible, reducing
impacts to less than significant.
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Impact 5.4-4

Mitigation Measures BIO-5 and BIO-6 detail the procedures needed to reduce impacts to roosting bats to less
than significant. Mitigation Measure BIO-5 requires the preparation of a Bat Management Plan no less than
one year prior to the commencement of construction activities. The Bat Management Plan would include the
measures required to minimize impacts to roosting based on the identified habitat in the ORSC site and Offsite
Improvement Area. Additionally, Mitigation Measure BIO-6 outlines the procedures necessary to reduce
impacts to roosting bats with respect to tree removals. These mitigation measures would reduce impacts
associated with roosting bat nursery sites to less than significant.

5.4.8 References

ECORP Consulting Inc. 2023, December. Aquatic Resources Delineation for the Ontario Regional Sports
Complex Project. (Appendix E2)

. 2024, March. Biological Technical Report for the Ontario Regional Sports Complex Project.
(Appendix E1)
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5.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

This section of the Draft EIR evaluates the potential for implementation of the Ontario Regional Sports
Complex (ORSC site) and the Offsite Improvement Area for the sewer extension along Vineyard Avenue
General Plan Amendment and Rezone (GPA and Rezone) to impact cultural resources. This section analyzes
cultural resources in the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, including the prehistoric, ethnographic,
and historical settings in the vicinity of the ORSC site, at a project level. Impacts for the GPA and Rezone ate
analyzed at a programmatic level. Cultural resources include prehistoric and historic sites, structures, districts,
places, and landscapes or any other physical evidence associated with human activity considered important to
a culture, a subculture, or a community for scientific, traditional, religious, or any other reason. The analysis in
this section is based in part on the results of the Native American consultation conducted by the City in
compliance with State Bill 18 (SB 18) and Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52), a Sacred Lands File search, and California
Historical Resources Information System search. Cumulative impacts related to cultural resources are also
considered.

w  California Historical Resources Information System Records Search Results and Architectural Evaluation Update for the
Ontario Regional Sports Complex: Project, Ontario, California, ECORP Consulting Inc., January 5, 2024

W Phase 1I Historical and Architectural Significance Evaluations for Six Properties within the Armstrong Ranch Specific
Plan, 199 Acres Located Southeast of the Intersection of Vineyard Avenne and East Riverside Drive, City of Ontario,
San Bernardino County, Archaeological Associates, September 2016

Complete copies of these studies are in Appendix Fland Appendix F2, respectively.

5.5.1 Environmental Setting
551.1  REGULATORY BACKGROUND
Federal Regulations

National Historic Preservation Act

The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) coordinates public and private efforts to identify,
evaluate, and protect the nation’s historic and archaeological resources. The act authorized the National Register
of Historic Places, which lists districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that are significant in American
history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture.

Section 106 (Protection of Historic Properties) of the NHPA requires federal agencies to take into account the
effects of their undertakings on historic properties. Section 106 Review ensures that historic properties are
considered during federal project planning and implementation. The Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, an independent federal agency, administers the review process with assistance from state historic
preservation offices.
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National Register of Historic Places

The National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) is the nation's official list of buildings, structures, objects,
sites, and districts worthy of preservation because of their significance in American history, architecture,
archeology, engineering, and culture. The NRHP recognizes resources of local, state, and national significance
which have been documented and evaluated according to uniform standards and criteria.

Authorized under the NHPA, the NRHP is part of a national program to coordinate and support public and
private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect historic and archeological resources. The NHRP is administered
by the National Park Service, which is part of the U.S. Department of the Interior.

To be eligible for listing in the NRHP, a resource must meet at least one of the following criteria:
A. s associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history
B. Is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past

C. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or represents the
work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or represents a significant and distinguishable entity
whose components may lack individual distinction

D. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in history or prehistory

Archaeological Resources Protection Act

The Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 regulates the protection of archaeological resources and
sites on federal and Indian lands.

American Indian Religious Freedom Act and Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act

The American Indian Religious Freedom Act recognizes that Native American religious practices, sacred sites,
and sacred objects have not been properly protected under other statutes. It establishes as national policy that
traditional practices and beliefs, sites (including right of access), and the use of sacred objects shall be protected
and preserved. The Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act is a federal law passed in 1990
that mandates museums and federal agencies to return certain Native American cultural items—such as human
remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony:
affiliated Indian tribes.

to lineal descendants or culturally

State Regulations

The California Office of Historic Preservation, a division of the California Department of Parks and
Recreation, is responsible for carrying out the duties described in the Public Resources Code (PRC) and
maintaining the California Historic Resources Inventory and the California Register of Historic Resources
(CRHR). The state-level regulatory framework also includes CEQA, which required the identification and
mitigation of substantial adverse impacts that may affect the significance of eligible historical and archaeological
resources.
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California Environmental Quality Act

CEQA requires a lead agency to analyze whether historic and/or archaeological resources may be adversely
impacted by a proposed project. Under CEQA, a “project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historic resoutce is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment” (PRC
Section 21084.1). Answering this question is a two-part process. First, the determination must be made as to
whether the proposed project involves cultural resources. Second, if cultural resources are present, the
proposed project must be analyzed for a potential “substantial adverse change in the significance” of the

resource.

Historical Resources

According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, for the purposes of CEQA, historical resources are:

m A resource listed in, or formally determined eligible...for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources (PRC 5024.1; Title 14 California Code of Regulations [CCR], Section 4850 et seq.)

m A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in Section 5020.1(k) of the PRC

or identified as significance in a historic resources survey meeting the requirements of Section 5024.1(g)
of the PRC.

®m  Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript that the lead agency determines to
be eligible for national, state, or local landmark listing; generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead
agency to be historically significant (and therefore a historic resource under CEQA if the resource meets
the criteria for listing on the California Register (as defined in PRC Section 5024.1; 14 CCR Section 4852).

Resources nominated to the CRHR must retain enough of their historic character or appearance to convey the
reasons for their significance. Resources whose historic integrity (as defined above) does not meet NRHP
criteria may still be eligible for listing in the CRHR.

According to CEQA, the fact that a resource is not listed in or determined eligible for listing in the CRHR or
is not included in a local register or survey shall not preclude the lead agency from determining that the resource
may be a historical resource (PRC Section 5024.1). Pursuant to CEQA, a project with an effect that may cause
a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource may have a significant effect on the
environment (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5[b]).

Substantial Adverse Change and Indirect Impacts to Historical Resources

CEQA Guidelines specify that a “substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource means
physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such
that the significance of an historical resource would be materially impaired” (State CEQA Guidelines, Section
15064.5). Material impairment occurs when a project alters in an adverse manner or demolishes “those physical
characteristics of an historical resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion” or
eligibility for inclusion in the NRHP, CRHR, or local register. In addition, pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines
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Section 15126.2, the “direct and indirect significant effects of the project on the environment shall be clearly
identified and described, giving due consideration to both the short-term and long-term effects.”

The following guides and requirements are of relevance to this study’s analysis of indirect impacts to historic
resources. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines (Section 15378), study of a project under CEQA requires
consideration of “the whole of an action, which has the potential for resulting in either a direct physical change
in the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment.” State CEQA
Guidelines (Section 15064(d)) further define direct and indirect impacts:

(1) A direct physical change in the environment is a physical change in the environment which is caused by
and immediately related to the project

(2) An indirect physical change in the environment is a physical change in the environment which is not
immediately related to the project, by which is caused indirectly by the project. If a direct physical change
in the environment in turn causes another change in the environment, then the other change is an indirect
physical change in the environment.

(3) Anindirect physical change is to be considered only if that change is a reasonably foreseeable impact which
may be caused by the project.

Archaceological Resources

In terms of archaeological resources, PRC Section 21083.2(g) defines a unique archaeological resource as an
archaeological artifact, object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that without merely adding to
the current body of knowledge, there is a high probability that it meets any of the following criteria:

(1) Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and that there

is a demonstrable public interest in that information.

(2) Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type of the best available
example of its type.

(3) Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or
person.

If it can be demonstrated that a proposed project will cause damage to a unique archaeological resource, the
lead agency may require reasonable efforts be made to permit any or all of these resoutces to be preserved in
place or left in an undisturbed state. To the extent that they cannot be left undisturbed, mitigation measures are
required (PRC Sections 21083.2[a], [b], and [c]). CEQA notes that if an archaeological resource is neither a
unique archaeological resource nor a historical resource, the effects of the project on those resources shall not
be considered to be a significant effect on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5[c|[4]).
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California Public Resources Code

Archaeological, paleontological, and historical sites are protected under a wide variety of state policies and
regulations in the PRC. In addition, cultural and paleontological resources are recognized as nonrenewable
resources and receive protection under the PRC and CEQA.

PRC Sections 5020 to 5029.5 continued the former Historical Landmarks Advisory Committee as the State
Historical Resources Commission. The commission oversees the administration of the California Register of
Historical Resources and is responsible for designating State Historical Landmarks and Historical Points of
Interest.

PRC Sections 5079 to 5079.65 define the functions and duties of the Office of Historic Preservation, which
administers federal- and state-mandated historic preservation programs in California as well as the California
Heritage Fund.

PRC Sections 5097.9 to 5097.991 provide protection to Native American historical and cultural resources and
sacred sites; identify the powers and duties of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC); require
that descendants be notified when Native American human remains are discovered; and provide for treatment
and disposition of human remains and associated grave goods.

Requirements for paleontological resource management are included in PRC Division 5, Chapter 1.7,
Section 5097.5, which states:

A person shall not knowingly and willfully excavate upon, or remove, destroy, injure, or deface, any
historic or prehistoric ruins, burial grounds, archaeological or vertebrate paleontological site,
including fossilized footprints, inscriptions made by human agency, rock art, or any other
archaeological, paleontological or historical feature, situated on public lands, except with the
express permission of the public agency having jurisdiction over the lands.

These statutes prohibit the removal, without permission, of any paleontological site or feature from land under
the jurisdiction of the state or any city, county, district, authority, or public corporation, or any agency thereof.
Consequently, local agencies are required to comply with PRC Section 5097.5 for their own activities, including
construction and maintenance, as well as for permit actions (e.g;, encroachment permits) undertaken by others.
PRC Section 5097.5 also establishes the removal of paleontological resources as a misdemeanor and requires
reasonable mitigation of adverse impacts to paleontological resources from developments on public (i.e., state,
county, city, and district) land.

California Register of Historical Resources

Created in 1992 and implemented in 1998, the CRHR is “an authoritative guide in California to be used by state
and local agencies, private groups, and citizens to identify the state’s historical resources and to indicate what
properties are to be protected, to the extent prudent and feasible, from substantial adverse change” (PRC
Sections 21083.2 and 21084.1). Certain properties, including those listed in or formally determined eligible for
listing in the NRHP and California Historical Landmarks numbered 770 and higher are automatically included
in the CRHR. Other properties recognized under the California Points of Historical Interest program,
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identified as significant in historical resources surveys, or designated by local landmarks programs may be
nominated for inclusion in the CRHR.

Resources eligible for listing include buildings, sites, structures, objects, or historic districts that retain historical
integrity and are historically significant at the local, state, or national level under one or more of the following
four criteria:

1. Itis associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of California’s
history and cultural heritage;

2. Itis associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

3. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, petiod, region, or method of construction, or

represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or
4. It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or history.

Resources nominated to the CRHR must retain enough of their historic character or appearance to convey the
reasons for their significance. Resources whose historic integrity does not meet NRHP criteria may still be
eligible for listing in the CRHR.

California Health and Safety Code

California Health and Safety Code Section 7052 states that it is a felony to disturb Native American cemeteries.
Section 7050.5 requires that construction or excavation be stopped in the vicinity of discovered human remains
until the County Coroner can determine whether the remains are those of a Native American. Section 7050.5(b)
outlines the procedures to follow should human remains be inadvertently discovered in any location other than
a dedicated cemetery. The section also states that the County Coroner, upon recognizing the remains as being
of Native American origin, is responsible to contact the NAHC within 24 hours. The NAHC has vatious
powers and duties to provide for the ultimate disposition of any Native American remains, as does the assigned
Most Likely Descendant.

State Laws Pertaining to Human Remains

Any human remains encountered during ground-disturbing activities are required to be treated in accordance
with California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5(¢) (CEQA), PRC Section 5097.98, and the California
Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. California law protects Native American burials, skeletal remains, and
associated grave goods regardless of their antiquity, and provides for the sensitive treatment and disposition of
those remains. Specifically, Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code states that in the event of
discovery or recognition of any human remains in any location other than a dedicated cemetery, there shall be
no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent
remains until the coroner of the county in which the remains are discovered has determined whether or not
the remains are subject to the coroner’s authority. If the human remains are determined to be of Native
American origin, the county coroner must contact the California NAHC within 24 hours of this identification.
An NAHC representative will then identify a Native American MLD to inspect the site and provide
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recommendations for the proper treatment of the remains and associated grave goods. In addition, CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5 specifies the procedures to be followed in case of the discovery of human remains
on nonfederal land. The disposition of Native American burials falls within the jurisdiction of the NAHC.

California State Assembly Bill 52

AB 52 of 2014 amended PRC Section 5097.94 and added PRC Sections 21073, 21074, 21080.3.1, 21080.3.2,
21082.3, 21083.09, 21084.2, and 21084.3.

Consultation with Native Ameticans

AB 52 formalizes the lead agency-tribal consultation process, requiring the lead agency to initiate consultation
with California Native American groups that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project, including
tribes that may not be federally recognized. Lead agencies are required to begin consultation prior to the release
of a negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or environmental impact report.

Tribal Cultural Resources

Section 4 of AB 52 adds Sections 21074 (a) and (b) to the PRC, which address tribal cultural resources and
cultural landscapes. Section 21074 (a) defines tribal cultural resources as one of the following:

1) Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe that are either of the following:

A. Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical
Resources.

B. Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in subdivision (k) of Section
5020.1.

2) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1. In applying the
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1 for the purposes of this paragraph, the lead
agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.

Section 1 (2)(9) of AB 52 establishes that “a substantial adverse change to a tribal cultural resource has a
significant effect on the environment.” Effects on tribal cultural resources should be considered under CEQA.
Section 6 of AB 52 adds Section 21080.3.2 to the PRC, which states that parties may propose mitigation
measures “capable of avoiding or substantially lessening potential significant impacts to a tribal cultural
resource or alternatives that would avoid significant impacts to a tribal cultural resource.” Further, if a California
Native American tribe requests consultation regarding project alternatives, mitigation measures, or significant
effects to tribal cultural resources, the consultation shall include those topics (PRC Section 21080.3.2[a]). The
environmental document and the mitigation monitoring and reporting program (where applicable) shall include
any mitigation measures that are adopted (PRC Section 21082.3]a]).
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Local Regulations

City of Ontario Historic Preservation Program

The Advance Planning division is responsible for administering the City’s Historic Preservation Program and
the Historic Preservation Ordinance. Planning staff, along with the Historic Preservation Subcommittee and
Historic Preservation Commission, review all historic preservation applications, including proposed alterations
to the exterior of historic buildings and alterations to public improvements, such as street trees, in Ontario’s
historic neighborhoods.

The Historic Preservation Program implements the processing of certificates of appropriateness or waivers
for minor alterations, restoration, and rehabilitation; landmark designations for local, state, and national
registers; historic property evaluations; historic property surveys; and environmental compliance. The program
offers incentives for historic preservation such as the Mills Act Contract (preservation agreements), bronze
plaques, and the city-council-hosted Model Colony awards for historic resources (Ontario 2022).

In April 2001, the City of Ontario became a certified local government (CLG) in the State of California. The
California Office of Historic Preservation requires all CLGs to submit an annual report. The report serves two
major functions: 1) it is a vital means of communicating local historic preservation issues to the Office of
Historic Preservation; and 2) it serves as a tool to monitor local government activities that are required to
maintain CLG status. The annual report demonstrates compliance with the six basic requirements:

®m  Maintain a comprehensive local historic preservation plan that identifies the preservation mission, goals,

and priorities of the local government.
m  Enforce appropriate local legislation for designation and protection of historic properties.

m  Hstablish and maintain an adequate and qualified historic preservation review commission and
noncommissioned staff.

®m  Maintain a system for the survey and inventory of historic properties.
m  Provide for adequate public participation in the local historic preservation program.

m  Review and recommendation of historic properties within the local jurisdiction to the National Register of
Historic Places. (Ontario 2022)

Ontario Development Code

Chapter 4, Permits, Actions and Decisions, and Chapter 7, Historic Preservation, of the Ontario Development
Code address historic preservation. The code identifies procedures for designating local historical landmarks
and districts, historic resource tiering, and architectural conservation areas (Section 4.02.040).
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Local Landmark Designation

A historic resource may be designated a “historic landmark” by the City if it meets the criteria for listing in the
National Register of Historic Places or the California Register of Historic Resources, ot it meets one or motre
of the following criteria:

m  The historic resource exemplifies or reflects special elements of the City’s history.
m  The historic resource is identified with persons or events significant in local, state, or national history.
m  The historic resource is representative of the work of a notable builder, designer, architect, or artist.

m  The historic resource embodies distinguishing architectural characteristics of a style, type, period, or
method of construction.

m  The historic resource is a noteworthy example of the use of indigenous materials or craftsmanship.

m  The historic resource embodies elements that represent a significant structural, engineering, or architectural
achievement or innovation.

m  The historic resource has a unique location, a singular physical characteristic, or is an established and
familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, or the city.

m  The historic resource is one of the few remaining examples in the city, region, state, or nation, possessing
distinguishing characteristics of an architectural or historical type or specimen.

m  The historic resource has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important to the city’s history or
prehistory.

Local Historic District Designation

A neighborhood or area listed as a historic resource may be designated a “Local Historic District” by the City
if the neighborhood meets the criteria for listing in the National Register of Historic Places or the California
Register of Historic Resources, or it meets one or more of the following criteria:

®  The historic resource is a geographically definable area possessing a concentration of historic resources or
a thematically related grouping of structures that contribute to each other and are unified by plan, style, or
physical development, and embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of
construction, or represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic values.

m  The historic resource reflects significant geographical patterns, including those associated with different
eras of settlement and growth, particular transportation modes, or distinctive examples of a park landscape,
site design, or community planning.
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The historic resource is associated with, or the contributing resources are unified by, events that have made
a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of
California or the United States.

The historic resource is, or the contributing resources are, associated with the lives of persons important
to the city, state, or national history.

Historic Resources Tieting System

The Historic Preservation Commission is responsible for the adoption of the Historic Resource Tier

Designation List, which is maintained by the Historic Preservation Subcommittee. A historic resource may be
designated as Tier I, Tier 11, or Tier III under Subsection 4.02.040(G) of the City’s Development Code. Tier I,
1T and III historic resources are judged based upon their determined degree of significance, pursuant to the

criteria in Subsection 4.02.040H (Historic Resource Tiering Criteria).

Tier I. Tier I resources are historic resources that should not be demolished or significantly altered under
any circumstances, regardless of their designation status. Resources within this Tier are determined to be
the City’s most significant historical or cultural resources. Tier I resources meet one or more of the
following:

e A resource listed on the Ontario Register that meets at least one of the criteria within the

Architecture/Form category, and three criteria within the History category, listed in Subsection
4.02.040H (Historic Resource Tiering Criteria).

e A contributing resource within a district that meets at least one of the criteria within the
Architecture/Form Category and three criteria within the History Category Subsection 4.02.040H
(Historic Resource Tiering Criteria).

Tier IL. Tier II resources are historic resources wherein demolition of these properties should be avoided.
Tier II resources shall meet one or more of the following:

e Any historic resource listed or determined eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

e Any historic resource listed or determined eligible for listing in the California Register of Historic
Resources.

e A historic resource listed on the Ontario Register and meets at least two criteria within the
Architecture/Form or History categories, listed in Subsection 4.02.040H (Historic Resource Tiering
Criteria).

e A contributing resource within an eligible historic district wherein the district meets at least two of the
criteria in either the Architecture/Form or History categories as listed in Subsection 4.02.040H
(Historic Resource Tiering Criteria).
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m  Tier III. Tier III consists of historic resources that are Designated Local Historic Landmarks, are
contributing properties within Designated Local Historic Districts, or are eligible historic resources.
Demolition of these resources should be avoided where possible but may be appropriate under certain
circumstances.

Historic Context for the New Model Colony Area

The New Model Colony Historic Context is a guidance document that provides a historical background for
diary properties located within the former San Bernardino County Agricultural Preserve (now called Ontario
Ranch). It also provides a framework for understanding and preserving the history of the area as well as a
foundation for integrating historic preservation into future land use planning. The ORSC site is located within
the area studied in this guidance document.

5.5.1.2  EXISTING CONDITIONS
Prehistory

The archaeological record of southern California is a rich and complex continuum traditionally divided into
time units based on changes in artifact types and styles. Archaeological data and correlations with ethnographic
data have resulted in the determination of the following chronology for prehistoric southern California:

m  Early Man Horizon. This period, predating 6,000 BC, is characterized by the presence of large projectile
points and scrapers, suggesting reliance on hunting rather than gathering.

m  Milling Stone Horizon. This period, from 6,000 BC to 1,000 BC, is characterized by the presence of
hand stones, milling stones, choppers, and scraper planes; tools associated with seed gathering and shellfish
processing with limited hunting activities; and evidence of a major shift in the exploitation of natural
resources.

m  Intermediate Horizon. This period, from 1,000 BC to AD 750, reflects the transitional period between
the Milling Stone and Late Prehistoric Horizons. Little is known of this period, but evidence suggests
interactions with outside groups and a shift in material culture reflecting this contact.

m  Late Prehistoric Period. This petiod, from AD 750 to European contact, is characterized by the presence
of small projectile points; use of the bow and arrow; steatite containers and trade items; asphaltum;
cremations; grave goods; mortars and pestles; and bedrock mortars. (Ontario 2022)

Cultural Traditions

The earliest inhabitants of the Ontario region lived in the area on a seasonal basis approximately 10,000 years
ago. Later, permanent settlements formed along streams and creeks as populations used newer technologies
and food resources. By 2,000 years ago, the Tongva (or Gabrielino), a group of Uto-Aztecan, Takic-speaking
people, used both the coastal and inland areas on a seasonal basis. The Tongva Native Americans were intensive
hunter-gatherers, gathering a variety of wild plants in the desert, mountains, and coastal areas. The Tongva are
believed to have been one of the most populous and wealthy Native American tribes in southern California
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prior to European contact. They lived in villages that ranged from 50 to 200 inhabitants, each village owning in
common the area surrounding the village. Kinship was organized by groups, with each group composed of
several related families (Ontario 2022).

By the 1700s, local Native Americans in southern California had contact with Europeans. One of the eatliest
known records of this contact is based upon Father Garcés’ trip from the Mojave Desert to the coast of
California through the Cajon Pass. In 1771, the Spanish established the Mission San Gabriel Arcangel about 40
miles west of the area later known as the City of Ontario. Following the Spanish custom of naming local Native
American tribes after nearby missions, the Tongva were called Gabrielino. At its peak, the Mission San Gabriel
furnished food and supplies to settlements and other missions throughout California. By the end of the century,
the Gabrielino population significantly declined due to diseases introduced by Europeans. The Gabrielino
people fragmented as individuals succumbed to Spanish control, fled the region, or died; however, in late 20th
century there was a revival of Gabrielino culture (Ontatio 2022).

Historical Setting of Ontario

George and William Chaffey were among the early pioneers in the region. In 1881, they believed that if the
land were properly irrigated it could be converted to profitable agriculture property. They bought approximately
6,000 acres of land in 1882 that was arid and covered by patches of scrub brush. The land would eventually
become the cities of Ontario and Upland. George and William Chaffey derived the name of the City from their
native province of Ontario in Canada. Initially, development was slow due to the lack of water in the region.
The Chaffey brothers developed Ontario by designing a water system that brought water to every parcel. The
brothers helped lay miles of cement pipe and later the San Antonio Water Company drove a tunnel into the
head of the San Antonio canyon to tap the underground flow. The City was referred to as the “Model Colony”
after receiving an award at the World Fair identifying it as a “Model Irrigation Colony,” for its innovation of
water rights and technology that assisted in attracting settlers. The City of Ontario incorporated in 1891 and
was one of the early towns in San Bernardino County. Charles Frankish, an early citizen of Ontario, guided and
encouraged early development in the City. He was successful in attracting the Southern Pacific Railway to locate
a depot in the center of town on Euclid Avenue, making it an important feature of the City. The establishment
of the Southern Pacific Railroad depot transformed Ontario into an agricultural center. Ontario focused
primarily on the citrus industry, but also grew walnuts, peaches, and grapes. There was a large gentry class of
citrus growers who constructed many grand ornamental Victorian houses throughout the City (Ontario 2022).

In 1923, airplane enthusiasts such as Judge Archie Mitchell and Waldo Waterman established Latimer Field and
from that point on, Ontario became an aviation town. Urban growth pushed the fliers progressively east, until
they took up their present location and established the Ontario Municipal Airport in 1929. During World
War 11, the airport was a busy training center for pilots of the Lockheed P-38 “Lightning” twin-boom fighter.
In 1946, the airport was renamed Ontario International Airport and was eventually rededicated to civil aviation
in 1947 and commercial service in 1949. The economy shifted from an agricultural to an industrial and
manufacturing economy. Today, Ontario retains its history through many recognized historic neighborhoods,
buildings, and agricultural districts (Ontario 2022).
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Ontario Ranch

In 1967, the County of San Bernardino designated 14,000 acres of agriculture land in Chino Valley as an
agriculture preserve. The area was protected by the Williamson Act and the Land Conservation Act. It had
been dominated by dairy farms since the early 1900s. By the 1980s, the area had more cows per acre and higher
milk yields than anywhere else in the world (Ontario 2022).

By the 1990s, increased demand for housing and high operation costs pressured farmers in the San Bernardino
Agricultural Preserve to consider relocating their dairies and annexing their land to adjoining cities. Anticipating
the expiration of the Williamson Act contracts, this area was divided and portions were incorporated into the
cities of Ontario, Chino, and Chino Hills. Ontario annexed 8,200 acres of the former San Bernardino
Agriculture Preserve in 1999 and called the area the New Model Colony, and more recently, Ontario Ranch.
LAFCO required the City to prepare a general plan amendment and EIR prior to annexation. Ontatio began
planning for annexation in 1996 and adopted the New Model Colony General Plan Amendment and EIR in
1998 (Ontario 2022).

Records Search

In October 2023, a records search of the California Historical Resources Information System was conducted
at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at the California State University, Fullerton. The
purpose of the records search was to determine the extent and location of previous cultural resources studies,
cultural resources surveys, previously identified prehistoric or historic archaeological site locations, architectural
resources, historic properties, cultural landscapes, or tribal cultural resources within a one-mile radius of the
ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area. Additional sources consulted included the NRHP, the Historic
Property Data File, the listing of California Historical Landmarks, the CRHR, the California Inventory of
Historic Resources, and the California Points of Historical Interest.

The results of the records search indicated that 43 previous cultural resources investigations have been
conducted within one mile of the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area, covering approximately 25 percent
of the total area surrounding the ORSC site and Offsite Improvement Area within the records search radius.
These studies revealed the presence of pre-contact sites, including lithic scatters, and historical sites, including
former farmhouses, electrical transmission structures, single-family residences, wells, cisterns, roads, and sites
associated with residential trash dumping, The previous studies were conducted between 1976 and 2016 and
vary in size from 0.25 acre to 1,122 acres.

Of these studies, six were in the vicinity o