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SECTION 1.0 — PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
11 PROJECT PURPOSE

The Citrus College 2020-2030 Educational and Facilities Master Plan (Proposed Project) requires
discretionary approval by the Citrus Community College District (District) Board of Trustees and is subject
to environmental review requirements in accordance with California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
All “projects” within the State of California are required to undergo environmental review to determine
any potential environmental impacts associated with project implementation (CEQA Guidelines Section
15021).

CEQA was enacted in 1970 by the California Legislature to disclose to decision-makers and the public the
significant environmental effects of a proposed project and to identify possible ways to avoid or minimize
significant environmental effects of a project by requiring implementation of mitigation measures or
recommending feasible alternatives. CEQA applies to all California agencies at all levels, including local,
regional, and State governments, as well as boards, commissions, and special districts. The District is the
Lead Agency for the Proposed Project and is required to conduct an environmental review to analyze any
potential environmental effects associated with project implementation.

Pursuant to Section 15063(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines, the District is required to undertake the
preparation of an Initial Study to determine whether the proposed action will have a significant effect on
the environment. The purpose of this Initial Study is to: (1) identify potential environmental impacts, (2)
provide the Lead Agency with information to use as the basis for deciding whether to prepare an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or Negative Declaration, (3) enable the Lead Agency to modify the
Project (through mitigation of potential adverse impacts, if any), (4) facilitate assessment of potential
environmental impacts early in the design of the Project, and (5) provide documentation for the potential
finding that the Project will not have a significant effect on the environment or can be mitigated to a level
of insignificance (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15063(c]). This Initial Study is also an informational document
providing an environmental basis for subsequent discretionary actions that could be required from other
Responsible Agencies.

This Initial Study evaluates the potential environmental impacts that may result from development of the
Project.

Consistent with State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15050, 15051, and 15368, the District is the Lead Agency
under CEQA, and it is responsible for adoption or certification of the environmental document and
approval of the Project.

The Citrus College 2020-2030 Educational and Facilities Master Plan (EFMP) supports the college’s
mission, vision, and values, and serves as a long-range roadmap for the future. Developed in concert
with the college’s strategic plan, the 2020-2030 EFMP guides the long-term educational, student
support services technology and facilities needs of the college.

1.2 PROJECT BACKGROUND

The District is a single-college district located in the City of Glendora (City), California. Founded in 1915,
Citrus College is the oldest community college in Los Angeles County and the fifth oldest in California.
Serving nearly 20,000 students annually, Citrus College grants associate degrees in 44 fields of study —

Chambers Group, Inc. 6
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including 28 associate degrees for transfer to four-year institutions — and more than 50 certificates of
achievement, certificates of competency, and skill awards in academic and career/technical areas. Citrus
College serves the cities of Azusa, Bradbury, Claremont, Duarte, Glendora, and Monrovia in eastern Los
Angeles County, and portions of other neighboring communities, including Arcadia, Covina, Irwindale, La
Verne, Pomona, and San Dimas.

The mission of Citrus College is to provide students with quality educational experiences and support
services that lead to the successful completion of degrees, transfer, certificates, career/technical
education, and basic skills proficiency. The college fosters academic and career success through the
development of critical thinking, effective communication, creativity, and cultural awareness in a safe,
accessible, and affordable learning environment. In meeting the needs of a demographically diverse
student population, the District embraces equity and accountability through measurable learning
outcomes, ethical data-driven decisions, and student achievement.

To meet the needs of an ever-increasing student body, the college made significant strides in the previous
decade to expand and improve its infrastructure and facilities. With support from resident voters, in 2004,
the District passed Measure G, a $121-million General Obligation Bond resulting in eight new campus
facilities: the Visual and Performing Arts Building (VPA), Student Services Building (SS), Louis E. Zellers
Center for Innovation, Campus Safety Building, Mathematics/Sciences Building, Central Plant, Technician
Development Center (Cl), and the Field House (FH). Major renovations were also completed, including the
reconstruction of Hayden Hall (HH), the college’s oldest building, and the modernization of the
Administration Building (AD) and the Ross L. Handy Campus Center (CC), a hub for student activity.

On July 21, 2020, by unanimous vote, the Citrus College Board of Trustees asked the County of Los Angeles
to call a bond election for November 3, 2020. Measure Y, the Citrus College Career Education, Repair,
Affordable Higher Education Measure, is a $298-million General Obligation Bond measure, to retain well-
qualified teachers and improve the quality of education at Citrus College by upgrading job training,
science, technology classrooms, and laboratories; meeting earthquake, fire, and clean drinking water
safety; providing resources for students/veterans preparing for university transfer/jobs; and removing
leaky roofs, mold, and lead paint. Voters in the District approved Measure Y during the Nov. 3, 2020,
general election.

1.3 PROJECT LOCATION AND SITE CHARACTERISTICS
1.3.1 Location

Citrus College is located at 1000 W. Foothill Boulevard in Glendora, California, at the foothills of the San
Gabriel Mountains, approximately 25 miles northeast of metropolitan Los Angeles, as shown in Figure 1-
1 Site and Project Vicinity. The college is the oldest community college in Los Angeles County and occupies
a 104-acre campus near regional transportation routes, including the Foothill Freeway (Interstate 210),
which connects to Interstate 5 and State Route 134 and Interstate 605. There is a proposed Center for
Excellence site north of the campus and east of Citrus Avenue, at 1155 W. Foothill Boulevard. This site
currently has a fully operational church on the property.

Chambers Group, Inc. 7
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Figure 1-1. Site and Project Vicinity
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Existing School Operations

The Citrus College campus hours of operation are from 7:00 am to 10:30 pm, Monday through Friday.
Competitive athletic events occur throughout the school year under the same hours of operation, as well
as limited times on some Saturdays. Limited athletic operations on Saturdays occur approximately 15
times per year.

1.3.2 General Plan Designation/Zoning

The Citrus College Campus and the off-campus site are in the western portion of the City of Glendora. The
campus has a land use designation of Civic/Institutional and is zoned R-1, Single Family Residential. The
off-campus site has a land use designation of Medium/High Density and is currently zoned Garden
Apartment.

1.3.3 Surrounding Land Uses and Project Setting

The 104-acre campus is bounded by North Citrus Avenue to the west, W. Foothill Boulevard to the north,
Barranca Avenue to the east, and Azusa Pacific University to the south. The existing land uses surrounding
the campus and the church site are Low-Medium Residential and Medium Density Residential. The City of
Azusa is directly west of North Citrus Avenue and has land use designations of Medium Density Residential
and University District.

Citrus College has 10 parking lots, over 60 buildings, one off-site property (the existing church site), which
also includes one off-site parking facility (Figure 1-2). Much of the history of constructed facilities on the
Citrus College campus originates back to the 1930’s and 1940’s with most of the buildings constructed
during the 1960’s, as indicated in Table 1-1, Citrus College Existing Building Inventory. Major additions
were subsequently completed in the 1990’s and since the year 2000. The campus also has modular and
portable classroom buildings.

Table 1-1. Citrus College Campus Existing Building Inventory

- o Gross Square . Year
Building/Department Name Building Letter Fee(:: Year Built Modernized
Hayden Hall HH 4,615 1934 2018
Earth Science ES 6,944 1954 -
Physical Education Gym. PE 45,076 1954 1963
Diesel Tech. 1 DT-1 7,150 1956 1975
Professional Center PC 37,416 1967 1997
Physical Science PS 28,577 1965 1994
Lecture Hall/Life Science LH/LS 21,003 1963 1993
Owl Bookshop/ Ross L. Handy Campus Center BK/CC 33,688 1963 2020
Information Services IS 11,172 1963 -
Liberal Arts/Business LB 39,435 1964 -
Hayden Library LI 43,380 1961 2000
Administration AD 26,041 1966 2016
North Stadium Restroom R2 1,558 1963 -
South Stadium Restroom R1 1,558 1963 -
Automotive Annex AA 4,600 1975 -
Technology Center TC 23,432 1973 1997
Chambers Group, Inc. 9
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- o Gross Square . Year
Building/Department Name Building Letter Feeqt Year Built Modernized
Education Development Center ED 32,414 1977 2023
Haugh Performing Arts Center PA 66,162 1968 -
Maintenance Oper./Warehouse/Purchasing MO/WA 14,740 1974 -
Diesel Technology 2 DT-2 6,851 1944 -
Portable 1 P1 6,240 1998 -
Portable 3 P3 3,000 2007 -
Adaptive Physical Education AP 9,777 1999 -
Aquatic Center AQ 2,536 1992 -
North Bungalow NB 1,575 1993 -
South Bungalow SB 2,175 1999 -
Integrated Success Center IC 8,194 1992 -
Life Long Learning Center LL 5,760 1998 -
Recording Technology RA 8,930 1998 -
Video Technology VT 19,250 1998 -
Technician Develop./Tech. Eng. TD/TE 31,689 2010 -
Mathematics/Science MA 33,058 2005 -
Reprographics (Print Shop) RG 3,240 2005 -
Louis E. Zellers Center for Innovation Cl 33,058 2005 -
Portable 2 P2 1,440 2007 -
Central Plant CcpP 4,633 2007 -
Student Services SS 54,450 2012 -
Campus Safety CS 2,363 2007 -
Field House FH 8,416 2012 -
Gate House GH 1,525 2012 -
Visual and Performing Arts VA 36,938 2014 -

Center for Excellence Site

The Project site for the proposed Center for Excellence is approximately 1.77 acres and is north of W.
Foothill Boulevard and East of Citrus Avenue. The site is largely developed with a one-story church and an
asphalt parking lot and lawn area. A Los Angeles County Flood Control easement extends along the
western portion of the Proposed Project site.

The Metro Rail Foothill Gold Line is immediately north of this parcel, medium density residential is to the
east and Citrus Avenue is to the west. Medium Density residential is west of Citrus Avenue in the City of
Azusa. Citrus College is south of the Center for Excellence on W. Foothill Boulevard.

Chambers Group, Inc.
21339
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Figure 1-2. Existing Campus and Center for Excellence

Bisiing

Figure 1.2
Existing Campus and
Center for Excellence Site

Name: 21339 PLAN Fig 1.2 Existing Campus and Center of Excellence Site.Mxd CHAMBERS
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Chambers Group, Inc. 11
21339



Citrus College 2020-2030 EFMP Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Glendora, California

14 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Citrus College 2020-2030 EFMP supports the college’s mission, vision, and values, and serves as
a long-range roadmap for the future. Developed in concert with the college’s strategic plan, the
2020-2030 EFMP guides the long-term educational, student support services technology and facilities
needs of the college.

The Proposed Project comprises the adoption and implementation of the Citrus College 2020-2030
Educational and Facilities Master Plan (“Master Plan”). As of 2019 there were 12,429 full time
equivalent students (FTES) enrolled at Citrus College. By 2030 there is anticipated to be 13,321 FTES
at Citrus College, which would result in an increase of 892 FTES.

Pursuant to the Master Plan, site improvements will include connectivity of on-site parking facilities,
refinement of existing and additional drop-off/pick-up zones, improved pedestrian access and
wayfinding. Renovations will address programming needs for flexible and technologically advanced
classrooms and laboratory technology upgrades, improvements to space efficiency and utilization of
space, improvements to existing infrastructure, and sustainability improvements that will contribute to
becoming a Zero Net Energy (ZNE) campus.

The Master Plan also involves construction of new buildings:

= Buildings to replace existing buildings that do not meet the requirements for renovation

= Buildings that will address the needs of Citrus College to meet the demands of its current and
future students, changing population demographics, and the changing labor market as defined in
the educational component of the master plan

=  Buildings that maximize efficiency and implement a comprehensive sustainable building design

= Sustainable strategies that will contribute to becoming a ZNE campus

These new buildings include: 1) Science and Veterans Success Center, 2) Career Technical Education
Building (CTE), 3) Classroom and Information Services Building, 4) Center for Excellence, 5)
Student Union/Dining Hall, 6) Library/Learning Resource Center, and 7) Kinesiology Building.
Additional construction may include solar photovoltaic parking canopies associated with the
construction of the new buildings.

The site plan for the 2020-2030 EFMP planning process is shown in Figure 1-3. This site plan includes new
construction, building renovations and site development projects identified in the educational component
of the EFMP. The proposed sequence of buildings shown on Figure 1-3 is subject to change, as locations
of the buildings may shift slightly. However, the buildings will all remain within the footprint analyzed in
this document.

Chambers Group, Inc. 12
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Figure 1-3. Citrus College 2020-2030 Educational and Facilities Master Plan

Figure 1.3
Citrus College 2020-2030
Educational and Facilities Master Plan

Name: 21339 PLAN Fig 1-3 Citrus College 2020-2030 Educational and Facilites Master Plan.Mxd CHAMBERS
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Outlined below is a list of Minor, Moderate, and Major Renovation/Replacement needs (projects) for
existing campus buildings as provided in the EFMP.

Minor Renovation

The following buildings/facilities were constructed and/or modernized more recently and are thus in need
of only minor renovations to bring them up to current code requirements, to address items identified in
the college’s Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Transition Plan, to address technology and utilities
infrastructure upgrades, to enhance functionality, and to improve efficiency for serving students, staff and
visitors:

VA - Visual Arts

Cl - Center for Innovation
MA - Math/Science

RG - Reprographics

FH - Field House

GH - Gate House

SS - Student Services

CS - Campus Safety

AD- Administration

Moderate Renovation
The buildings/facilities listed below are in need of moderate renovations to address the following items:

= Facilities need to be brought up to current code compliance

= Improvements are needed to address building security

= The quantity and infrastructure of restrooms do not support current building capacities

= Technology improvements are needed to support current needs, adapt to future needs, and to
remain flexible and adaptable to future technological changes

=  Buildings need a more cohesive relationship to their surroundings

= |mprovements are needed for accessibility and to meet current standards

= Moderate renovations are needed to address items in Citrus College’s ADA Transition Plan

= Moderate enhancements are needed to address functionality and to meet programmatic needs

NRR/SRR - North and South Stadium Restrooms

RA - Recording Arts

VT - Video Technology

TD/TE - Technician Development/Technology Engineering
Athletic Facilities

CP - Central Plant

Chambers Group, Inc. 14
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Major Renovation / Replacement

The buildings/facilities listed below are in need of major renovations or replacement to address the
following items:

= |mprovements are needed to address building security

=  Building construction makes it difficult and costly to renovate for better space utilization and to
achieve energy efficiency

= Evidence of substantial structural slab cracking with areas of exposed rebar

= Restrooms are not to current code compliance

= Requires ADA upgrades

= Roofing needs replacement

= Existing facilities are qualified with a high Facilities Condition Index

= Classrooms have outdated lighting and internal environment is void of natural light

= Lab equipment and stations do not meet accessibility quantities and requirements

= Air handling units have reached the end of their useful life and are past due for replacement

= Current physical conditions of facilities inhibit the ability for technological implementation and
flexibility

= Better efficiency of space utilization to adapt to programmatic needs

PE - Physical Education Gym

DT1 - Diesel Technology 1

DT2 - Diesel Technology 2

PC - Professional Center

PS - Physical Science

LH - Lecture Hall

LS - Life Science

LB - Liberal Arts/Business

AA - Automotive Annex

TC - Technology Center

PA - Performing Arts

LI — Library

BK - Bookstore

CC (lower level) - Dining Room and Kitchen
IS - Information Systems

MO & WA - Maintenance & Warehouse

Major Capital Projects / Proposed New Building Construction

The following is an overview of the EFMP’S major capital projects / proposed new building construction:
1) Science and Veterans Success Center, 2) Career Technical Education Building (CTE), 3) Classroom
and Information Services Building, 4) Center for Excellence, 5) Student Union/Dining Hall, 6)
Library/Learning Resource Center, and 7) Kinesiology Building. Additional construction may include
solar photovoltaic parking canopies associated with the construction of the new buildings and other
Campus-wide improvements.

Chambers Group, Inc. 15
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Science and Veterans Success Center

A new 65,000 sq. ft. Science and Veterans Success Center will provide multiple upgrades for all
science and related disciplinary programs and is shown in Figure 1-3. Classrooms, labs, and
interactive teaching and learning spaces will be expanded to meet present and future needs of growing
programs. Located near the existing Educational Development Center, this building cluster will
increase Citrus College’s ability to remain competitive, enhance student enrollment, and attract
new students. The Veterans Success Center will occupy a portion of this construction along with
photovoltaic arrays and outdoor spaces that complement the building uses.

The buildings to be replaced in conjunction with this recommendation are Life Science (LS), Lecture Hall
(LH), and Physical Science (PS) building. After construction, Physical Science (PS), Lecture Hall (LH), Life
Science (LS), and Earth Science (ES) will move into this building. The existing buildings will be obsolete
and will be removed following the completion of the Science and Veterans Success Center building or
used as temporary swing space for subsequent construction.

The buildings to be removed in conjunction with the construction of this building are Liberal Arts (LB),
Information Systems (IS), North Bungalow (NB), South Bungalow (SB) and Integrated Success Center (IC).

Career Technical Education Building (CTE)

A new 81,000 sq. ft. CTE building will be constructed adjacent to the existing Technician Development
(TD) and Technology Engineering (TE) buildings, as shown in Figure 1-3. The new CTE building replaces
similar outdated structures, allowing for the sharing of instructional support spaces while also providing
specialty spaces to support new and existing CTE programs. Data collected from the educational
component of the 2020-2030 EFMP significant growth in the CTE programs. Classroom and lab spaces
will be expanded and designed to accommodate future programmatic needs and educational
technologies.

The buildings to be removed in conjunction with the construction of this building are Professional Center
(PC), Technology Center (TC), Automotive Annex (AA), Diesel Technology 1 (DT1), Diesel Technology 2
(DT2), Automotive Spray Booth (ASB) and Portable 3 (P3).

Classroom and Information Services Building

A new 55,000 sq. ft. Classroom and Information Services building will function as an interdisciplinary
facility that will provide flexibility for advanced teaching methods. The building will be designed to
accommodate technological learning environments that meet expanded classroom needs including high-
flexible space to accommodate future programmatic needs and educational technologies for interactive
teaching and learning facilities. The Information Services department will occupy a portion of this
construction.

The buildings to be removed in conjunction with the construction of this building are Lifelong Learning
(LL) and Portable 1 (P1).

Center for Excellence - Conference Center

The recommendation for the off-site facility is to build a modern, technology-enhanced
conference center, the Center for Excellence, which would be available for Citrus College and the
community. The prime location of this facility renders a great opportunity for college use as well as a
venue for broader organizational use. Additionally, the facility’s proximity to the Metro Gold Line
station makes it ideally

Chambers Group, Inc.
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accessible to the greater community. The Project site for the proposed Center for Excellence is
approximately 1.77 acres and is north of W. Foothill Boulevard and east of Citrus Avenue. The new two-
story Center for Excellence will be approximately 20,000 sq. ft. The existing 10,000 sq. ft. church will be
demolished, and the existing parking lot be removed and reconfigured. The site plan for the Center for
Excellence is shown in Figure 1-4.

The Citrus College Center for Excellence multi-purpose space will be used for community meetings,
educational advancement, and to facilitate collegial and regional employment opportunities. In addition,
the Center for Excellence will provide space for extended education seminars, workshops, workplace
resources, training sessions, community meetings, event space, career advancement, continuing
education, short-term vocational, non-credit courses, English as a Second Language, and Adult High
School.

Student Union / Dining Hall Building

A new Student Union / Dining Hall Building will be 15,000 sq. ft. and is proposed to be constructed at the
location of the existing bookstore, as shown in Figure 1-3. The Student Union will absorb the kitchen and
dining hall services from the lower level of the Campus Center and bring those services up to the same
level as the campus quad. This new facility will extend into the central quad and provide options for
indoor and outdoor dining. This facility will serve as a space for student gathering and informal
collaboration and should be accessible to everyone on campus.

The building to be replaced in conjunction with this recommendation is the existing Campus Center
building.
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Figure 1-4. Center for Excellence

Figure 1.4

Center for Excellence

Name: 21339 PLAN Fig 1-4 Center for Excellence.Mxd
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Library / Learning Resource Center

The new 56,000 sq. ft. Library / Learning Resource Center redefines a traditional library by providing less
space for physical books and more space for technological resources as shown in Figure 1-3. The new
Library building will improve efficiency and utilization of space, provide technologically advanced
resources, and enhance learning environments conducive to all methods of learning. These newly
designed educational spaces will incorporate technology, accommodate flexible and collaborative
learning spaces for small and large groups and include areas for individual study.

The existing library building will be replaced with this new Library / Learning Resource Center and existing
on grade parking area will be repurposed as well.

Kinesiology Building

A new 65,000 sq. ft. Kinesiology building will be adjacent to the existing gym facility and physical education
buildings as shown in Figure 1-3. The new Kinesiology building will enhance the college’s existing athletic
programs and provide an opportunity to grow competitive sports teams as well as academic programs. It
is recommended that the new facility include universally accessible gym facilities and equipment, in
addition to classrooms and offices for instructional use.

The buildings to be replaced in conjunction with this recommendation are Adaptive Physical Education
(AP), Aquatic Center (AQ), and Physical Education Gymnasium (PE). The Tennis Complex (TN), Adaptive
Physical Education (AP), and Aquatic Center (AQ) are in the footprint of the new building and will be
removed.

Minor Capital Projects

The following is an overview of the 2020-2030 EFMP’S Minor Capital Projects, or proposed site
improvements. There are several opportunities to reinforce the campus image and provide a
cohesive and welcoming experience for all students, faculty, staff, and visitors. A number of site
improvement projects are recommended to enrich the campus identity and enhance the overall
campus community environment. These recommendations are listed below and shown in Figure 1-5.

= Drop-Off / Pick-Up Zones transforms the way buildings interface with adjacent parking lots as
entry plazas from the drop-off / pick-up zones and visitor arrival areas at these locations

= High Monument Signage enhances existing high monument signage to emphasize the primary
campus point-of-entry and reinforce branding and college identity

= Low Monument Signage / Marquee updates the existing marquee to better represent Citrus
College with its location at the primary entrance to the college. Repeat a variation of the high
monument sign at multiple locations along the street frontage identifying entrances to buildings
and parking lot locations

= Campus Gateway enhances this area of the campus as a primary drop-off / pick-up area and
threshold to the college

= Promenade improves pedestrian circulation paths with paving, sustainable landscaping, signage,
and lighting

= Central Quad strengthens the campus core and sense of community with a redefined and
reimagined central quad. Activated by student-oriented spaces on each end with major
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pedestrian pathways connecting to all areas of the campus, the central quad becomes the “heart
of the campus”

East Quad enhances the east quad to support a variety of activities including informal study
spaces, career fairs, ceremonies, and special events. Additionally, functions in adjacent buildings
can extend out into the east quad

Veterans Plaza creates a Veterans Plaza as an outdoor extension of the Veterans Success Center
and strengthens the sense of community amongst the Veterans group and with the rest of the
college

Library / Learning Resource Center Plaza creates a Learning Resource Center Plaza to provide a
collaborative outdoor space for students to gather and learn. Adjacent areas to this facility will
enhance the use of outdoor space for studying and social interaction

Tree Grove will provide similar planted tree species along major arterial paths to add identity and
enhance the campus image

Fountain Plaza enhances the central quad and create a link between outdoor space and the new
Student Union/Dining Hall Facility by renovating the existing Owl fountain and bringing it into
compliance with current water usage standards

Proposed Circulation

As seen in Figure 1-6, the proposed circulation plan enhances vehicular and pedestrian circulation by
creating new paths of travel from multiple points of entry to designated drop-off/pick-up zones.

The proposed plan links the two existing student parking lots to the south of the central quad with a new
road running between the softball fields and golf driving range. The new road will allow drivers to navigate
through campus without needing to leave the campus to get to their desired destination. The proposed
road is also the route to the proposed new drop-off/pick-up zones.
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Figure 1-5. Proposed Site Improvements

Figure 1.5
Proposed Site Improvements
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Figure 1-6. Proposed Circulation

Figure 1.6
Proposed Circulation
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Projected Space Needs and Demolition

Table 1-2 compares Citrus College’s existing space, proposed modifications, improvements, and space re-
alignment, in order to project future space needs. The methodology used for these projections was based
upon the estimated overall annual growth rate of 0.49% for Citrus College. The facilities improvements
recommended will minimally increase the total campus gross square feet (GSF) by less than 1%, or
approximately 4,924 GSF. However, the proposed recommendations will increase assignable square feet
(ASF) by 3.5%, or approximately 17,812 ASF by better utilization of space design. The proposed removal
and replacement of older buildings will significantly improve the efficiency and flexibility of the college’s
instructional spaces.

Table 1-2. Projected Space Needs and Demolition

Type of Space?! 2019 Planned Demolition = Planned New Difference Projected 2030
GSF 759,786 (316,904) 321,828 4,924 764,710
ASF 501,306 (218,288) 236,100 17,812 519,118
Notes:

1 GSF = Gross Square Feet; ASF = Assignable Square Feet.
Planned Development Schedule

Build-out of all of the projects will occur in eight development phases (Table 1-3). Phase 1, campus-wide
improvements will begin in Fall of 2022. Phase 2 (Science/Veterans Center) is anticipated to begin in
Winter 2023. Standard construction hours would be 7:00 am to 7:00 pm Monday through Friday. If it is
necessary to occasionally conduct construction activities on Saturdays, construction activities will start at
9:00 am.

Table 1-3. Planned Development Phases

1. 2022-2031 Campus Wide Improvements

2. 2023-2025 Science and Veterans Success Center
3. 2024 -2025 Career Technical Education

4. 2025-2027 Classroom and Information Services

5. 2027-2029 Center for Excellence* and **

6. 2028 -2030 Student Union/ Dining Hall

7. 2029-2031 Library / Learning Resource Center **
8. 2030-2032 Kinesiology **

* The proposed sequencing of buildings is subject to change. Any major change will be reviewed for CEQA
consistency.

** Buildings may be initiated / completed as District funding becomes available.
1.5 REQUIRED PERMITS AND APPROVALS

As required by the CEQA Guidelines, this section provides, to the extent the information is known to the
District, a list of permits and approvals to implement the Proposed Project and a list of agencies that will
review this Draft Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and be used in their decision-
making process.
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The final Initial Study / MND must be approved by the District Board of Trustees (Board) as to its adequacy
in complying with the requirements of CEQA before taking any action on the Proposed Project. The Board
will consider the information contained in the Initial Study / MND in making a decision to approve or deny
the Proposed Project. The analysis in the Initial Study / MND is intended to provide environmental review
for the whole of the Proposed Project, including the project planning, demolition of existing structures,
site clearance, site excavation, and construction of school buildings and ancillary facilities in accordance
with CEQA requirements.

1.5.1 Other Required Permits and Approvals

Other required permits and approvals may be necessary in order to approve and implement the Proposed
Project as the District finds appropriate. Approvals include, but are not limited to, architectural plan and
design, landscaping, lighting, transportation permits and approvals for driveways and routes, grading,
hauling, and public utilities. Potential responsible and trustee agencies may include:

= Division of the State Architect (DSA); Approval of plans and specifications)
= California State Fire Marshal
= (California Geological Survey

1.5.2 Reviewing Agencies

Reviewing Agencies include those agencies that do not have discretionary powers, but that may review
the Draft Initial Study / MND for adequacy and accuracy. Potential Reviewing Agencies include the
following:

State Agencies

= California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

= California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal EPA)
= California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)

= Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC)

= Integrated Waste Management Board (IWMB)

= Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)

Regional Agencies

=  Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
=  South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)
= City of Glendora Planning Department

= City of Azusa Planning Department

= Los Angeles County Fire Department
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SECTION 2.0 — ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION
2.1 ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would potentially be affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact," as indicated by the checklists on the following pages.
For each of the potentially affected factors, mitigation measures are recommended that would reduce the
impacts to less than significant levels.

[] Aesthetics []  Agriculture and Forestry Resources [  Air Quality

X] Biological Resources X1 cultural Resources [1 Energy

XI  Geology /Soils [[1 Greenhouse Gas Emissions XI  Hazards & Hazardous Materials

[l Hydrology /Water Quality [ ] Land Use / Planning [] Mineral Resources

[ Noise [] Population / Housing []  Public Services

] Recreation [l Transportation [l Tribal Cultural Resources

[1 utilities /Service Systems [1 wildfire XI  Mandatory Findings of Significance
2.2 DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

1. | find that the project could not have a significant effect on the environment, and a []

NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
2. | find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the |X|

environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the
project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

3. | find the Proposed Project may have a significant effect on the environment, and an []
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
4, | find that the Proposed Project may have a “potentially significant impact” or |:|

“potentially significant unless mitigated impact” on the environment, but at least one
effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier
analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

5. | find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the |:|
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration pursuant to applicable standards,
and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or Negative
Declaration, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the
Proposed Project, nothing further is required.

Signature Date
Name Title
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SECTION 3.0 — EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites. A “No Impact” answer is adequately
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to
projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact”
answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards
(e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including offsite as well as onsite,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts.

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with
mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if substantial
evidence exists that an effect may be significant. If one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries
are marked when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

4. “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a
“Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures and briefly
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from earlier
analyses may be cross-referenced).

5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an
effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D).
In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the
scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards,
and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier
analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or
outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the
statement is substantiated.

7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.
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8. The explanation of each issue should identify:
a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.

*Note: Instructions may be omitted from final document.
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SECTION 4.0 — CHECKLIST OF ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

4.1 AESTHETICS
Less than
AESTHETICS. Potentially Significant Less Than No
1. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Significant With Significant Impact
Section 21099, would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
(a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ] (] ] |Z|
(b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic ] ] ] |Z|
buildings within a state scenic highway?
(c) 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 ] ] |Z| ]
vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area,
would the project conflict with applicable zoning and
other regulations governing scenic quality?
(d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare

which would adversely affect day or nighttime views ] ] |Z| ]
in the area?

4.1.1 Impact Analysis

a)

b)

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. No scenic vistas are identified in the City within the General Plan (City 2008). The campus
is generally flat but has a gentle slope to the south. Views of the San Gabriel Mountains are to the
north of the Campus. The area surrounding the campus is mixed with residential and Azusa Pacific
University immediately adjacent to Citrus College. The Center for Excellence site would require
demolition of the existing church facility and establish a modern two-story Center for Excellence and
a new reconfigured parking lot. This new facility would be one story higher than the existing church
site but would be consistent in height with nearby multifamily housing.

The major capital projects identified in the 2020-2030 EFMP would be similar in scale and heights to
the existing campus facilities maintaining the campus profile. Consequently, views of the campus
from adjacent and nearby properties would be similar as with existing conditions. Build-out of the
2020-2030 EFMP would not adversely affect any scenic views from properties adjacent to the
campus or within the immediate vicinity of the campus. Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP, and
Center for Excellence would result in no impacts to scenic vistas.

Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. The major capital projects and renovations identified in the 2020-2030 EFMP would be
similar in scale and heights to the existing campus facilities maintaining the campus profile.
Consequently, views of the campus from adjacent and nearby properties would be similar to existing
conditions. The Citrus College campus is not within a designated scenic highway (Caltrans 2022), and
the nearest eligible highway Route 39, is located approximately 1.1 miles west of the Project site.
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d)

There are no rock outcroppings or historic buildings on the campus. The proposed structures
associated with the Project would not be visible from any designated State scenic Highway. Project
development would not result in impacts to scenic resources within a designated State scenic
highway. Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP, and Center for Excellence would result in no impacts to
scenic resources within a State scenic highway.

Would the project, 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 a publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project
conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project is in an urbanized area and is not considered to
be a visually prominent site. The Center for Excellence site would remove the existing single-story
church and establish a new two-story Center for Excellence and reconfigured parking lot. This new
facility would be one story higher than the existing church site but would be consistent in height with
nearby multifamily housing. The Proposed Project is located in an urbanized area and would not
conflict with any zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality.

The Proposed Project represents the planned build-out of the Citrus College campus as identified in
the 2020-2030 EFMP. Although the proposed new buildings associated with the major capital projects
identified in the 2020-2030 EFMP have not yet been designed, the new buildings would be similar
in scale and height of the existing buildings, ranging from one to three stories. The Proposed
Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual quality or character of the campus or
surrounding area. New campus buildings and landscaping would be designed to complement the
existing campus and visual impacts would be less than significant.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project site and its surroundings are fully developed.
Other existing sources of light are present within and adjacent to the Proposed Project. Sources of
illumination include the existing campus buildings lighting in the Proposed Project site, street lighting,
interior buildings lighting of the adjacent homes, streetlamps, lighting in parking lots, security lighting,
and vebhicle lights. The new Center for Excellence would include demolition of the existing church and
introduce new lighting as part of the facility. Lighting would be adequate to provide safety and security
for the facility and associated parking lot, while also meeting the goal of maintaining a Zero Net Energy
facility. Light fixtures are to be Design Light Consortium (DLC)-compliant, photometrically limiting the
amount of light emitted into the sky and focus light on the ground.

The 2020-2030 EFMP would require demolition of existing facilities and would introduce new facilities
and lighting as part of the full build-out of the Project. Lighting impacts associated with the planned
facilities and renovations would be less than significant.
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4.2

AGRICULTURE & FORESTRY RESOURCES

AGRICULTURE & FOREST RESOURCES.

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

(a)

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?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?

(c)

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))?

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?

(e)

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
the conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

42.1

Impact Analysis

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance

(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. The area surrounding the Project is classified as Urban and Built-Up land, with existing
buildings onsite (California Department of Conservation [DOC] 2022a). No farmland or agricultural
activities exist on or near the Project site. Conversion of the existing church facility to the Center for
Excellence would not impact any agricultural lands and reconstruct a building onsite. Additionally, the
site is not identified as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance. No
impacts to farmland or agricultural resources would occur.
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b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact. The Project site is zoned as Single-Family Residential, while the Center for Excellence site
is zoned as Garden Apartment and (City 2022a). The campus and Center for Excellence site are not
under a Williamson Act contract. No impacts to land zoned for agricultural use or subject to a
Williamson Act contract would occur.

c) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in

Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?
No Impact. The Project site is zoned single-family residential, while the Center for Excellence is zoned
Garden Apartment, and the surrounding area is composed of urban built-up land. The Project site and
Center for Excellence are not zoned as forestland or timberland, and there is no timberland
production at the Project site. The Project site is not zoned as forestland or timberland, and there is
no timberland production at the Project site. No impacts would occur.

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

No Impact. As discussed in threshold (c), the Project site and Center for Excellence are not zoned as
forestland. While there is ornamental landscaping onsite, no designated forested lands exist on or
near the Project site. Therefore, no impacts to forestland would occur.

e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or

nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or the conversion of forest land
to non-forest use?
No Impact. The existing land uses surrounding the Project site is composed of low-medium residential,
medium density residential, and University District. Neither the Project site, nor the Center for
Excellence site are currently utilized for agricultural, or forestry uses. The Project site is not classified
in any Farmland category designated by the State of California. No impact to farmlands or timberlands
would occur.

4.3 AIR QUALITY

AIR QUALITY.
Where available, the significance criteria . I.‘ess' 'fhan
. A R R Potentially Significant Less Than
established by the applicable air quality © g . g No
3. o . R Significant With Significant
management district or air pollution control e L. Impact
- . . Impact Mitigation Impact
district may be relied upon to make the following Incoroorated
determinations. Would the project: P
(a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan? O O I O
(b) 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 O O IZI O
ambient air quality standard?
(c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? D D |Z| D
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AIR QUALITY.
. s o Less than
Where available, the significance criteria . L.
R A R R Potentially Significant Less Than
established by the applicable air quality . . . No
3. o R . Significant With Significant
management district or air pollution control e . Impact
L . . Impact Mitigation Impact
district may be relied upon to make the following
N, X Incorporated
determinations. Would the project:
(d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to
odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of ] ] |Z| ]
people?
4.3.1 Environmental Setting

An Air Quality, Energy, and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Report was provided that analyzed the Proposed
Project and its potential impacts (Appendix A). The Project site is located within Los Angeles County, which
is part of the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB or Air Basin) that includes the non-desert portions of Riverside,
San Bernardino, and Los Angeles Counties and all of Orange County. The Air Basin is located on a coastal
plain with connecting broad valleys and low hills to the east. Regionally, the Air Basin is bounded by the
Pacific Ocean to the southwest and high mountains to the east forming the inland perimeter.

Atmospheric Setting

The climate of the southeastern portion of Los Angeles County is characterized by hot dry summers, mild
moist winters with infrequent rainfall, moderate afternoon breezes, and generally fair weather. The
general region lies in the semi-permanent high-pressure zone of the eastern Pacific. As a result, the
climate is mild, tempered by cool sea breezes. Occasional periods of strong Santa Ana winds and winter
storms interrupt the otherwise mild weather pattern.

Although the Air Basin has a semi-arid climate, the air near the surface is typically moist because of the
presence of a shallow marine layer. Except for infrequent periods when dry air is brought into the Air
Basin by offshore winds, the ocean effect is dominant. Periods of heavy fog are frequent and low stratus
clouds, often referred to as “high fog” are a characteristic climate feature.

Winds are an important parameter in characterizing the air quality environment of a project site because
they determine the regional pattern of air pollution transport and control the rate of dispersion near a
source. Daytime winds in Los Angeles County are usually light breezes from off the coast as air moves
regionally onshore from the cool Pacific Ocean to the warm Mojave Desert interior of Southern California.
These winds are usually the strongest in the dry summer months. Nighttime winds in Los Angeles County
are a result mainly from the drainage of cool air off of the mountains to the east and they occur more
often during the winter months and are usually lighter than the daytime winds. Between the periods of
dominant airflow, periods of air stagnation may occur, both in the morning and evening hours. Whether
such a period of stagnation occurs is one of the critical determinants of air quality conditions on any given
day.

During the winter and fall months, surface high-pressure systems north of the Air Basin combined with
other meteorological conditions, can result in very strong winds, called “Santa Ana Winds”, from the
northeast. These winds normally have durations of a few days before predominant meteorological
conditions are reestablished. The highest wind speed typically occurs during the afternoon due to daytime
thermal convection caused by surface heating. This convection brings about a downward transfer of
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momentum from stronger winds aloft. It is not uncommon to have sustained winds of 60 miles per hour
with higher gusts during a Santa Ana Wind event.

Regulatory Setting

The Proposed Project site lies within the SCAB, which is managed by the SCAQMD. National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) have been established
for the following criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (Os), sulfur dioxide (SO,), nitrogen
dioxide (NO3), inhalable particulate matter (PMyo), fine particulate matter (PMzs), and lead. The CAAQS
also set standards for sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, and visibility.

Areas are classified under the Federal Clean Air Act as either “attainment” or “nonattainment” areas for
each criteria pollutant, based on whether the NAAQS have been achieved or not. Attainment relative to
the state standards is determined by the California Air Resources Board (CARB). The SCAB has been
designated by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) as a nonattainment area for
O3 and suspended particulates (PM2s). Currently, the SCAB is in attainment with the ambient air quality
standards for CO, SO,, PMjo and NO,. The SCAB is designated as partial nonattainment for lead, based on
two source-specific monitors in Vernon and in the City of Industry that are both near battery recycling
facilities.

The USEPA has designated the SCAB as extreme nonattainment for the 8-hour average ozone standard.
The 1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS was strengthened from 0.08 ppm to 0.075 ppm, effective May 27, 2008.
The 1997 8-hour ozone standard was revoked in implementation rules for the 2008 ozone NAAQS,
effective April 6, 2015. On October 1, 2015, the USEPA again strengthened the 8-hour ozone NAAQS to
0.070 ppm, effective December 28, 2015, retaining the same form as the previous 1997 and 2008
standards. The 2008 ozone NAAQS is a primary focus of the 2016 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP).

Additionally, the USEPA has designated the SCAB as nonattainment for PM,s. In 1997, the USEPA
established standards for PM; s (particles less than 2.5 micrometers), which were not implemented until
March 2002. PM;s is a subset of the PM3o emissions whose standards were developed to complement the
PMio standards that cover a full range of inhalable particle matter. For the PMyo health standards, the
annual PMyo standard was revoked by the USEPA on October 17, 2006, and the 24-hour average PMio
nonattainment status was re-designated to attainment (maintenance) on July 26, 2013.

The 2012 AQMP provides measures to reduce PM; s emissions to within the Federal standard by 2015. On
January 25, 2013, the CARB approved the 2012 AQMP that was prepared per the Federal Clean Air Act
requirements to show attainment of the PM,s standard by the revised date of 2014. The 2012 AQMP
builds upon the approaches taken in the 2007 AQMP utilized to reduce PM, s emissions in the SCAB. On
December 14, 2012, the USEPA revised the primary annual PM,s NAAQS from 15 pg/m? to 12 pg/m?3. The
2016 AQMP includes implementation strategies to meet the revised PM; s standard.

The SCAB has been designated by CARB as a nonattainment area for O3, NO,, PMjo, PM5s, and lead.
Currently, the SCAB is in attainment with the state ambient air quality standards for CO, SO,, and sulfates
and is unclassified for visibility-reducing particles and hydrogen sulfide. The 2007, 2012, and 2016 AQMPs
provide measures to meet the state standards for O3, NO2, PM1o, and PM;s.

Table 4-1 presents the designations and classifications applicable to the Proposed Project area.
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Table 4-1. South Coast Air Basin Attainment Status

Criteria Pollutant Standard Averaging Time Designation? Attainment Date”
1979 1-Hour . 2/6/2023
- c)
1-Hour Ozone NAAQS (0.12 ppm) Nonattainment (Extreme) (revised deadline)
1-Hour
AA N i N/A
CAAQS (0.09 ppm) onattainment /
NAAQS 1(%9588:;(::;" Nonattainment (Extreme) 6/15/2024
8-Hour Ozone? 2068 8 Hour
NAAQS (0.075 ppm) Nonattainment (Extreme) 8/3/2038
NAAQS 2015 8-Hour Pending — Expect Pending (beyond
(0.070 ppm) Nonattainment (Extreme) 2032)
CAAQS 8-Hour (0.070 ppm) Nonattainment Beyond 2032
NAAQS 1-Hour (35 ppm) Attainment (Maintenance) 6/11/.2007
o 8-Hour (9 ppm) (attained)
1-Hour (20 ppm) . 6/11/2007
CAAQS Att t
Q 8-Hour (9 ppm) ainmen (attained)
NAAQS 2010 1-Hour (0.10 ppm) Unclassifiable/ Attainment N/A (attained)
. . 9/22/1998
NO,? NAAQS 1971 Annual (0.053 ppm) Attainment (Maintenance) (attained)
1-Hour (0.18 ppm) .
CAAQS Annual (0.030 ppm) Attainment
NAAQS 2010 1-Hour (75 ppb)  Desienations Pending (expect /o)
5o, PP Unclassifiable/ Attainment)
2
1971 24-Hour (0.14 ppm) . . 3/19/1979
NAAQS 1971 Annual (0.03 ppm) Unclassifiable/ Attainment (attained)
1987 24-hour . . 7/26/2013
8)
NAAQS (150 pg/m?) Attainment (Maintenance) (attained)
PMuo 24-hour (50 pg/m?3)
CAAQS N ttai t N/A
Q Annual (20 pg/m?) onattainmen /
2006 24-Hour
NAAQS Nonattainment (Serious 12/31/2019
(35 pg/m’) ( ) /3
NAAQS 1997 Annual Attainment (final 8/24/2016
PM2.5h (15.0 ug/md) determination pending) (attained 2013)
2012 Annual .
NAAQS (12.0 pg/m?) Nonattainment (Moderate) 12/31/2025
CAAQS Annual (12.0 ug/m?) Nonattainment N/A
. Nonattainment (Partial)
. 2008 3-Months Roll
Lead NAAQS onths hotling (Attainment determination 12/31/2015

(0.15 pg/m?)

requested)

Source: SCAQMD, February 2016

Notes:

a) U.S. EPA often only declares Nonattainment areas; everywhere else is listed as Unclassifiable/Attainment or Unclassifiable

b) A design value below the NAAQS for data through the full year or smog season prior to the attainment date is typically required for
attainment demonstration

c) The 1979 1-hour ozone standard (0.12 ppm) was revoked, effective June 15, 2005; however, the Basin has not attained this standard and
therefore has some continuing obligations with respect to the revoked standard

d) The 2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS (0.075 ppm) was revised to 0.070 ppm. Effective 12/28/15 with classifications and implementation goals to
be finalized by 10/1/17; the 1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS (0.08 ppm) was revoked in the 2008 ozone implementation rule, effective 4/6/15;
there are continuing obligations under the revoked 1997 and revised 2008 ozone until they are attained.

e) New NO2 1-hour standard, effective August 2, 2010; attainment designations January 20, 2012; annual NO2 standard retained
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f) The 1971 annual and 24-hour SO; standards were revoked, effective August 23, 2010; however, these 1971 standards will remain in effect
until one year after USEPA promulgates area designations for the 2010 SO2 1-hour standard. Area designations are still pending, with Basin
expected to be designated Unclassifiable /Attainment.

g) Annual PMyo standard was revoked, effective December 18, 2006; 24-hour PM1o NAAQS deadline was 12/31/2006; SCAQMD request for
attainment redesignation and PMio maintenance plan was approved by USEPA on June 26, 2013, effective July 26, 2013.

h) The attainment deadline for the 2006 24-Hour PM2s NAAQS was 12/31/15 for the former “moderate” classification; USEPA approved

reclassification to “serious”, effective 2/12/16 with an attainment deadline of 12/31/19; the 2012 (proposal year) annual PM2.s NAAQS was

revised on 1/15/13, effective 3/18/13, from 15 to 12 ug/m3; new annual designations were final 1/15/15, effective 4/15/15; on July 25,

2016 USEPA finalized a determination that the Basin attained the 1997 annual (15.0 pg/m?) and 24-hour PM. s (65 pug/m?) NAAQS, effective

August 24, 2016

Partial Nonattainment designation — Los Angeles County portion of Basin only for near-source monitors. Expect to remain in attainment

based on current monitoring data; attainment re-designation request pending.

4.3.2 Impact Analysis

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the SCAQMD AQMP. The following section discusses the Proposed Project’s
consistency with the SCAQMD AQMP.

SCAQMD Air Quality Management Plan

CEQA requires a discussion of any inconsistencies between a proposed project and applicable General
Plans and regional plans (CEQA Guidelines Section 15125). The regional plan that applies to the
Proposed Project includes the SCAQMD AQMP. Therefore, this section discusses any potential
inconsistencies of the Proposed Project with the AQMP.

The purpose of this discussion is to set forth the issues regarding consistency with the assumptions
and objectives of the AQMP and discuss whether the Proposed Project would interfere with the
region’s ability to comply with Federal and State air quality standards. If the decision-makers
determine that the Proposed Project is inconsistent, the lead agency may consider project
modifications or inclusion of mitigation to eliminate the inconsistency.

The SCAQMD CEQA Handbook states that "New or amended GP Elements (including land use zoning
and density amendments), Specific Plans, and significant projects must be analyzed for consistency
with the AQMP." Strict consistency with all aspects of the plan is usually not required. A proposed
project should be considered consistent with the AQMP if it furthers one or more policies and does
not obstruct other policies. The SCAQMD CEQA Handbook identifies two key indicators of consistency:

(1) Whether the project will result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air
quality violations or cause or contribute to new violations, or delay timely attainment of
air quality standards or the interim emission reductions specified in the AQMP.

(2) Whether the project will exceed the assumptions in the AQMP or increments based on
the year of project build-out and phase.

Both criteria are evaluated below.

Criterion 1 - Increase in the Frequency or Severity of Violations?

Based on the air quality modeling analysis contained in this report, short-term regional construction
air emissions would not result in significant impacts based on SCAQMD regional thresholds of
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b)

significance. The ongoing operation of the Proposed Project would generate air pollutant emissions
that are inconsequential on a regional basis and would not result in significant impacts based on
SCAQMD thresholds of significance. The analysis for long-term local air quality impacts showed that
local pollutant concentrations would not exceed the air quality standards. Therefore, a less than
significant long-term impact would occur, and no mitigation would be required.

Therefore, based on the information provided above, the Proposed Project would be consistent with
the first criterion.

Criterion 2 - Exceed Assumptions in the AQMP?

Consistency with the AQMP assumptions is determined by performing an analysis of the Proposed
Project with the assumptions in the AQMP. The emphasis of this criterion is to ensure that the
analyses conducted for the Proposed Project are based on the same forecasts as the AQMP. The
AQMP is developed through use of the planning forecasts provided in the Connect SoCal and 2019
Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP). The Connect SoCal is a major planning
document for the regional transportation and land use network within Southern California. The
Connect SoCal is a long-range plan that is required by Federal and State requirements placed on SCAG
and is updated every four years. The 2019 FTIP provides long-range planning for future transportation
improvement projects that are constructed with State and/or Federal funds within Southern
California. Local governments are required to use these plans as the basis of their plans for the
purpose of consistency with applicable regional plans under CEQA. For this Project, the City of
Glendora Land Use Plan defines the assumptions that are represented in AQMP.

The campus currently has a land use designation of Civic/Institution and is zoned R-1, Single Family
Residential. The existing church site has a land use designation of Medium/High Density and is
currently zoned Garden Apartment. Educational uses are allowed in both land use designations. It
should also be noted that the Project site is located in proximity to existing transit stops that promote
alternative transportation methods. As such, the Proposed Project is not anticipated to exceed the
AQMP assumptions for the project site and is found to be consistent with the AQMP for the second
criterion.

Based on the above, the Proposed Project will not result in an inconsistency with the SCAQMD AQMP.
Therefore, a less than significant impact will occur in relation to implementation of the AQMP.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would not 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.

The SCAQMD has published a report on how to address cumulative impacts from air pollution: White
Paper on Potential Control Strategies to Address Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution
(http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Environmental-Justice/cumulative-impacts-
working-group/cumulative-impacts-white-paper.pdf). In this report the SCAQMD clearly states (Page
D-3):

Chambers Group, Inc. 36
21339


http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Environmental-Justice/cumulative-impacts-working-group/cumulative-impacts-white-paper.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Environmental-Justice/cumulative-impacts-working-group/cumulative-impacts-white-paper.pdf

Citrus College 2020-2030 EFMP Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Glendora, California

“..the AQMD uses the same significance thresholds for project specific and cumulative
impacts for all environmental topics analyzed in an Environmental Assessment or
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The only case where the significance thresholds for
project specific and cumulative impacts differ is the Hazard Index (HI) significance
threshold for TAC emissions. The project specific (project increment) significance
threshold is HI > 1.0 while the cumulative (facility- wide) is HI > 3.0. It should be noted
that the Hl is only one of three TAC emission significance thresholds considered (when
applicable) in a CEQA analysis. The other two are the maximum individual cancer risk
(MICR) and the cancer burden, both of which use the same significance thresholds
(MICR of 10 in 1 million and cancer burden of 0.5) for project specific and cumulative
impacts. Projects that exceed the project-specific significance thresholds are
considered by the SCAQMD to be cumulatively considerable. This is the reason project-
specific and cumulative significance thresholds are the same. Conversely, projects that
do not exceed the project-specific thresholds are generally not considered to be
cumulatively significant.”

Therefore, this analysis assumes that individual projects that do not generate operational or
construction emissions that exceed the SCAQMD’s recommended daily thresholds for project- specific
impacts would also not cause a cumulatively considerable increase in emissions for those pollutants
for which the Air Basin is in nonattainment, and, therefore, would not be considered to have a
significant, adverse air quality impact. Alternatively, individual project-related construction and
operational emissions that exceed SCAQMD thresholds for project-specific impacts would be
considered cumulatively considerable. The following section calculates the potential air emissions
associated with the construction and operations of the Proposed Project and compares the emissions
to the SCAQMD standards.

Construction Emissions

Build-out of all of the projects will occur in eight development phases. Phase 1, campus-wide
improvements will begin in Fall of 2022 and all construction would be completed by 2032. In order to
provide a worst-case analysis, all eight phases of construction activities were modeled in CalEEMod
as occurring in one phase. The phases of construction activities that have been analyzed include: 1)
Demolition; 2) Site Preparation; 3) Grading, 4) Building Construction, 5) Application of Architectural
Coatings; and 6) Paving. The construction emissions have been analyzed for both regional and local
air quality impacts.

Construction-Related Regional Impacts

The CalEEMod model has been utilized to calculate the construction-related regional emissions from
the Proposed Project and the input parameters utilized in this analysis have been detailed in Section
8.1 of Appendix A. The worst-case summer or winter daily construction-related criteria pollutant
emissions from the Proposed Project for each phase of construction activities are shown below in
Table 4-2 and the CalEEMod daily printouts are shown in Appendix A. Since it is possible that building
construction, paving, and architectural coating activities may occur concurrently towards the end of
the building construction phase, Table 4-2 also shows the combined regional criteria pollutant
emissions from building construction, paving and architectural coating phases of construction.
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Table 4-2. Construction-Related Regional Criteria Pollutant Emissions

Pollutant Emissions (pounds/day)

Activity NOXx co | so, PM3o
Demolition?
Onsite? 2.64 25.72 20.59 0.04 5.30 1.77
Offsite3 0.28 8.44 2.47 0.03 1.07 0.33
Total 291 34.16 23.07 0.07 6.37 2.10
Site Preparation'?
Onsite 3.17 33.08 19.70 0.04 9.28 5.42
Offsite 0.07 0.05 0.71 <0.01 0.20 0.05
Total 3.24 33.13 20.41 0.04 9.48 5.48
Grading!?
Onsite 3.62 38.84 29.04 0.06 5.22 2.93
Offsite 0.07 0.06 0.79 <0.01 0.23 0.06
Total 1.78 18.96 15.55 0.03 3.84 2.13
Building Construction Year 2023
Onsite 1.57 14.38 16.24 0.03 0.70 0.66
Offsite 0.88 4.10 9.53 0.04 3.13 0.87
Total 2.45 18.48 25.78 0.06 3.83 1.52
Combined Building Construction and Architectural Coatings (Year 2024)
Onsite 29.32 14.66 17.98 0.03 0.67 0.64
Offsite 0.97 4.14 10.45 0.04 3.64 1.00
Total 30.29 18.80 28.43 0.07 4.31 1.64
Paving
Onsite 1.36 9.52 14.63 0.02 0.47 0.43
Offsite 0.05 0.03 0.51 <0.01 0.17 0.05
Total 1.41 9.56 15.13 0.02 0.64 0.48
Maximum Daily Construction Emissions 30.29 38.90 29.83 0.07 9.48 5.48
SCAQMD Thresholds 75 100 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Threshold? No No No No No No
Notes:

! Demolition, Site Preparation and Grading based on adherence to fugitive dust suppression requirements from SCAQMD Rule 403.
2 Onsite emissions from equipment not operated on public roads.

3 Offsite emissions from vehicles operating on public roads.

Source: CalEEMod Version 2020.4.0.

Table 4-2 shows that none of the analyzed criteria pollutants would exceed the regional emissions
thresholds during either demolition, site preparation, grading, combined building construction and
architectural coatings or paving phases. Therefore, a less than significant regional air quality impact
would occur from construction of the Proposed Project.

Construction-Related Local Impacts

Construction-related air emissions may have the potential to exceed the State and Federal air quality
standards in the Project vicinity, even though these pollutant emissions may not be significant enough
to create a regional impact to the Air Basin.
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The local air quality emissions from construction were analyzed through utilizing the methodology
described in Localized Significance Threshold Methodology (LST Methodology), prepared by SCAQMD,
revised October 2009. The LST Methodology found the primary criteria pollutant emissions of concern
are NOx, CO, PMyo, and PM3s. In order to determine if any of these pollutants require a detailed
analysis of the local air quality impacts, each phase of construction was screened using the SCAQMD’s
Mass Rate LST Look-up Tables. The Look-up Tables were developed by the SCAQMD in order to readily
determine if the daily onsite emissions of CO, NOx, PM1o, and PM, s from the Proposed Project could
result in a significant impact to the local air quality. Table 4-3 shows the onsite emissions from the
CalEEMod model for the different construction phases and the calculated localized emissions
thresholds. Since it is possible that building construction and architectural coating activities may occur
concurrently towards the end of the building construction phase, Table 4-3 also shows the combined
local criteria pollutant emissions from building construction and architectural coating phases of
construction.

Table 4-3. Construction-Related Local Criteria Pollutant Emissions

Pollutant Emissions (pounds/day)

Construction Phase NOx co PMyo PM_s
Demolition? 25.72 20.59 5.30 1.77
Site Preparation? 33.08 19.70 9.28 5.42
Grading?® 38.84 29.04 5.22 2.93
Building Construction (Year 2023) 14.38 16.24 0.70 0.66

Combined Building Construction and Architectural

Coatings (Year 2024) 14.66 17.98 0.67 0.64
Paving 9.52 14.63 0.47 0.43
Maximum Daily Construction Emissions 38.84 29.04 9.28 5.42
SCAQMD Local Construction Thresholds? 203 1,733 14 8

Exceeds Threshold? No No No No

Notes:

! Demolition, Site Preparation and Grading phases based on adherence to fugitive dust suppression requirements from SCAQMD Rule
403.

2The nearest offsite sensitive receptors are homes located as near as 15 feet east of the Center for Excellence site. According to SCAQMD
methodology, all receptors closer than 25 meters are based on the 25-meter threshold.

Source: Calculated from SCAQMD’s Mass Rate Look-up Tables for 5 acres in Air Monitoring Area 9, East San Gabriel Valley.

The data provided in Table 4-3 shows that none of the analyzed criteria pollutants would exceed the
local emissions thresholds during either demolition, site preparation, grading, combined building
construction and architectural coatings or paving phases. Therefore, a less than significant local air
quality impact would occur from construction of the Proposed Project.

Operational Emissions

The on-going operation of the Proposed Project would result in a long-term increase in air quality
emissions. This increase would be due to emissions from the Project-generated vehicle trips,
emissions from onsite area sources and emissions from energy usage created from the on-going use
of the Proposed Project. The following section provides an analysis of potential long-term air quality
impacts due to regional air quality and local air quality impacts with the on-going operations of the
Proposed Project.
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Operations-Related Regional Criteria Pollutant Analysis

The operations-related regional criteria air quality impacts created by the Proposed Project have been
analyzed through use of the CalEEMod model and the input parameters utilized in this analysis are
available in Appendix A. The worst-case summer or winter volatile organic compound (VOC), NOx, CO,
SO, PM1o, and PM3 s daily emissions created from the Proposed Project’s long-term operations have
been calculated and are summarized below in Table 4-4 and the CalEEMod daily emissions printouts
are shown in Appendix A.

Table 4-4. Operational Regional Criteria Pollutant Emissions

Pollutant Emissions (pounds/day)

Activity NOXx co SO, PMy,

7.28 <0.01 0.02 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
Area Sources?!

0.26 2.32 1.95 0.01 0.18 0.18
Energy Usage?

0.39 0.35 3.42 <0.01 0.88 0.24
Mobile Sources?

7.93 2.67 5.38 0.02 1.06 0.41
Total Emissions
SCAQMD Operational Thresholds 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Threshold? No No No No No No

Notes:

! Area sources consist of emissions from consumer products, architectural coatings, and landscaping equipment.
2 Energy usage consist of emissions from natural gas usage.

3 Mobile sources consist of emissions from vehicles and road dust.

Source: Calculated from CalEEMod Version 2020.4.0.

The data provided in Table 4-4 shows that none of the analyzed criteria pollutants would exceed the
regional emissions thresholds. Therefore, a less than significant regional air quality impact would
occur from operation of the Proposed Project.

Operations-Related Local Air Quality Impacts

Project-related air emissions may have the potential to exceed the State and Federal air quality
standards in the Project vicinity, even though these pollutant emissions may not be significant enough
to create a regional impact to the Air Basin. The Proposed Project has been analyzed for the potential
local CO emission impacts from the project-generated vehicular trips and from the potential local air
quality impacts from on-site operations. The following analyzes the vehicular CO emissions and local
impacts from on-site operations.

Local CO Hotspot Impacts from Project-Generated Vehicular Trips

CO is the pollutant of major concern along roadways because the most notable source of CO is motor
vehicles. For this reason, CO concentrations are usually indicative of the local air quality generated by
a roadway network and are used as an indicator of potential local air quality impacts. Local air quality
impacts can be assessed by comparing future without and with project CO levels to the State and
Federal CO standards of 20 ppm over one hour or 9 ppm over 8 hours.
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At the time of the 1993 Handbook, the Air Basin was designated nonattainment under the CAAQS and
NAAQS for CO. With the turnover of older vehicles, introduction of cleaner fuels, and implementation
of control technology on industrial facilities, CO concentrations in the Air Basin and in the State have
steadily declined. In 2007, the Air Basin was designated in attainment for CO under both the CAAQS
and NAAQS. SCAQMD conducted a CO hot spot analysis for attainment at the busiest intersections in
Los Angeles during the peak morning and afternoon periods and did not predict a violation of CO
standards. Since the nearby intersections to the Proposed Project are much smaller with less traffic
than what was analyzed by the SCAQMD, no local CO Hotspot are anticipated to be created from the
Proposed Project and no CO Hotspot modeling was performed. Therefore, a less than significant long-
term air quality impact is anticipated to local air quality with the on-going use of the Proposed Project.

Local Criteria Pollutant Impacts from Onsite Operations

Project-related air emissions from onsite sources such as architectural coatings, landscaping
equipment, and onsite usage of natural gas appliances may have the potential to create emissions
areas that exceed the State and Federal air quality standards in the Project vicinity, even though these
pollutant emissions may not be significant enough to create a regional impact to the Air Basin.

The local air quality emissions from onsite operations were analyzed using the SCAQMD’s Mass Rate
LST Look-up Tables and the methodology described in LST Methodology. The Look-up Tables were
developed by the SCAQMD in order to readily determine if the daily emissions of CO, NOx, PMyo, and
PM s from the Proposed Project could result in a significant impact to the local air quality. Table 4-5
shows the onsite emissions from the CalEEMod model that includes area sources and energy usage
and the calculated emissions thresholds.

Table 4-5. Operations-Related Local Criteria Pollutant Emissions

Pollutant Emissions (pounds/day)

Onsite Emission Source (o0] PMjo PM; s
Area Sources <0.01 0.02 <0.01 <0.01
Energy Usage 2.32 1.95 0.18 0.18
Mobile Sources? 0.04 0.43 0.11 0.03
Total Emissions 2.36 2.39 0.29 0.21
SCAQMD Local Operational Thresholds? 203 1,733 4 2
Exceeds Threshold? No No No No
Notes:

! Mobile sources are based on 1/8 of the gross vehicular emissions, which is the estimated portion of vehicle emissions occurring within a
quarter mile of the project site.

2 The nearest offsite sensitive receptors are homes located as near as 15 feet east of the Center for Excellence site. According to SCAQMD
methodology, all receptors closer than 25 meters are based on the 25-meter threshold.

Source: Calculated from SCAQMD’s Mass Rate Look-up Tables for 5 acres in Air Monitoring Area 9, East San Gabriel Valley.

The data provided in Table 4-5 shows that the on-going operations of the Proposed Project would not
exceed the local NOx, CO, PMi, and PM,s thresholds of significance. Therefore, the on-going
operations of the Proposed Project would create a less than significant operations-related impact to
local air quality due to onsite emissions and no mitigation would be required. Therefore, the Proposed
Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant.
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c) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would not expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. The local concentrations of criteria pollutant emissions
produced in the nearby vicinity of the Proposed Project, which may expose sensitive receptors to
substantial concentrations have been calculated above in Section 4.3.2 (b) for both construction and
operations, which are discussed separately below. The discussion below also includes an analysis of
the potential impacts from local criteria pollutant and toxic air contaminant emissions. The nearest
sensitive receptors to the Project site are homes located as near as 15 feet east of the Center for
Excellence site. There are also homes as near as 15 feet from the south side, 80 feet from the east
side, and 90 feet from the north and west sides of the existing Citrus College site.

Construction-Related Sensitive Receptor Impacts

Construction activities may expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations of
localized criteria pollutant concentrations and from toxic air contaminant emissions created from
onsite construction equipment, which are described below.

Local Criteria Pollutant Impacts from Construction

The local air quality impacts from construction of the Proposed Project have been analyzed in Section
10.3 of Appendix A and found that the construction of the Proposed Project would not exceed the
local NOx, CO, PMio and PM;s thresholds of significance discussed in Section 9.2 of Appendix A.
Therefore, construction of the Proposed Project would create a less than significant construction-
related impact to local air quality and no mitigation would be required.

Toxic Air Contaminants Impacts from Construction

Construction activities associated with the Proposed Project are anticipated to generate toxic air
contaminants (TACs) emissions from diesel particulate matter (DPM) associated with the operation of
trucks and off-road equipment . ACM is tested and contained as a requirement of Federal law and
SCAQMD.

Diesel Particulate Matter Emissions

The greatest potential for toxic air contaminant emissions would be related to DPM emissions
associated with heavy equipment operations during construction of the Proposed Project. According
to SCAQMD methodology, health effects from carcinogenic air toxics are usually described in terms
of “individual cancer risk.” “Individual Cancer Risk” is the likelihood that a person exposed to
concentrations of toxic air contaminants over a 70-year lifetime will contract cancer, based on the use
of standard risk-assessment methodology. It should be noted that the most current cancer risk
assessment methodology recommends analyzing a 30-year exposure period for the nearby sensitive
receptors (California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment 2015).

Given the relatively limited number of heavy-duty construction equipment, the varying distances that
construction equipment would operate to the nearby sensitive receptors, and the short-term
construction schedule, the Proposed Project would not result in a long-term (i.e., 30 or 70 years)
substantial source of toxic air contaminant emissions and corresponding individual cancer risk. In
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addition, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 13, Article 4.8, Chapter 9, Section 2449 regulates
emissions from off-road diesel equipment in California. This regulation limits idling of equipment to
no more than five minutes, requires equipment operators to label each piece of equipment and
provide annual reports to CARB of their fleet’s usage and emissions. This regulation also requires
systematic upgrading of the emission Tier level of each fleet, and currently no commercial operator is
allowed to purchase Tier 0 or Tier 1 equipment and by January 2023 no commercial operator is
allowed to purchase Tier 2 equipment. In addition to the purchase restrictions, equipment operators
need to meet fleet average emissions targets that become more stringent each year between years
2014 and 2023. As of January 2019, 25 percent or more of all contractors’ equipment fleets must be
Tier 2 or higher. Therefore, no significant short-term toxic air contaminant impacts from DPM
emissions would occur during construction of the Proposed Project.

Asbestos Emissions

It is possible that the existing onsite structures to be demolished contains asbestos. According to
SCAQMD Rule 1403 requirements, prior to the start of demolition activities, the existing structures
located onsite shall be thoroughly surveyed for the presence of asbestos by a person that is certified
by California Occupational Safety and Health Administration for asbestos surveys. Rule 1403 requires
that the SCAQMD be notified a minimum of 10 days before any demolition activities begin with
specific details of all asbestos to be removed, start and completion dates of demolition, work practices
and engineering controls to be used to contain the asbestos emissions, estimates on the amount of
asbestos to be removed, the name of the waste disposal site where the asbestos will be taken, and
names and addresses of all contractors and transporters that will be involved in the asbestos removal
process. Therefore, through adherence to the asbestos removal requirements, detailed in SCAQMD
Rule 1403, a less than significant asbestos impact would occur during construction of the Proposed
Project.

As such, construction of the Proposed Project would result in a less than significant exposure of
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

Operations-Related Sensitive Receptor Impacts

The on-going operations of the Proposed Project may expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations of local CO emission impacts from the Project-generated vehicular trips and
from the potential local air quality impacts from onsite operations. The following analyzes Local

criteria pollutant impacts from onsite operations, and toxic air contaminant impacts.

Local Criteria Pollutant Impacts from Onsite Operations

The local air quality impacts from the operation of the Proposed Project would occur from onsite
sources such as architectural coatings, landscaping equipment, and onsite usage of natural gas
appliances. The analysis provided in Section 9.3 of Appendix A found that the operation of the
Proposed Project would not exceed the local NOx, CO, PMip and PM,s thresholds of significance
discussed in Section 9.2 of Appendix A. Therefore, the on-going operations of the Proposed Project
would create a less than significant operations-related impact to local air quality due to on-site
emissions and no mitigation would be required.

Operations-Related Toxic Air Contaminant Impacts
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d)

Particulate matter (PM) from diesel exhaust is the predominant TAC in most areas and according to
The California Almanac of Emissions and Air Quality 2013 Edition, prepared by CARB, about 80 percent
of the outdoor TAC cancer risk is from diesel exhaust. Some chemicals in diesel exhaust, such as
benzene and formaldehyde, have been listed as carcinogens by State Proposition 65 and the Federal
Hazardous Air Pollutants program. Due to the nominal number of diesel truck trips generated by the
Proposed Project, a less than significant TAC impact would occur during the on-going operations of
the Proposed Project and no mitigation would be required. Therefore, operation of the Proposed
Project would result in a less than significant exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would not result in other emissions, such as those
leading to odors that would adversely affect a substantial number of people. The local concentrations
of criteria pollutant emissions, and TAC emissions that may adversely impact a substantial number of
people have been analyzed in Section 10.4 of Appendix A for both construction and operations, which
found that these types of emissions would create less than significant impacts. As such, the following
analysis is limited to odors that would have the potential to adversely affect a substantial number of
people.

Individual responses to odors are highly variable and can result in a variety of effects. Generally, the
impact of an odor results from a variety of factors such as frequency, duration, offensiveness, location,
and sensory perception. The frequency is a measure of how often an individual is exposed to an odor
in the ambient environment. The intensity refers to an individual’s or group’s perception of the odor
strength or concentration. The duration of an odor refers to the elapsed time over which an odor is
experienced. The offensiveness of the odor is the subjective rating of the pleasantness or
unpleasantness of an odor. The location accounts for the type of area in which a potentially affected
person lives, works, or visits; the type of activity in which he or she is engaged; and the sensitivity of
the impacted receptor.

Sensory perception has four major components: detectability, intensity, character, and hedonic tone.
The detection (or threshold) of an odor is based on a panel of responses to the odor. There are two
types of thresholds: the odor detection threshold and the recognition threshold. The detection
threshold is the lowest concentration of an odor that will elicit a response in a percentage of the
people that live and work in the immediate vicinity of the project site and is typically presented as the
mean (or 50 percent of the population). The recognition threshold is the minimum concentration that
is recognized as having a characteristic odor quality, this is typically represented by recognition by 50
percent of the population. The intensity refers to the perceived strength of the odor. The odor
character is what the substance smells like. The hedonic tone is a judgment of the pleasantness or
unpleasantness of the odor. The hedonic tone varies in subjective experience, frequency, odor
character, odor intensity, and duration. Potential odor impacts have been analyzed separately for
construction and operations below.

Construction-Related Odor Impacts

Potential sources that may emit odors during construction activities include the application of
coatings such as asphalt pavement, paints, and solvents and from emissions from diesel equipment.
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4.4

Standard construction requirements that limit the time of day when construction may occur as well
as SCAQMD Rule 1108 that limits VOC content in asphalt and Rule 1113 that limits the VOC content
in paints and solvents would minimize odor impacts from construction. As such, the objectionable
odors that may be produced during the construction process would be temporary and would not likely
be noticeable for extended periods of time beyond the Project site’s boundaries. Through compliance
with the applicable regulations that reduce odors and due to the transitory nature of construction
odors, a less than significant odor impact would occur, and no mitigation would be required.

Operations-Related Odor Impacts

Potential sources that may emit odors during the on-going operations of the Proposed Project would
primarily occur from odor emissions from the trash storage area and from vehicle emissions. Pursuant
to City regulations, permanent trash enclosures that protect trash bins from rain as well as limit air
circulation would be required for the trash storage areas. Perceptible odors may also be emitted from
substances from other on campus activities such as laboratory uses and combustion of fuels.
However, the nominal amount of these substances would not result in a significant odor impact. Due
to the distance of the nearest receptors from the project site and through compliance with City trash
storage regulations, no significant impact related to odors would occur during the on-going operations
of the Proposed Project. Therefore, a less than significant odor impact would occur, and no mitigation
would be required.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.
Would the project:

No
Impact

(a)

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status I:l |Z| I:l |:|
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)

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, ] ] ] X
regulations or by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

(c)

Have a substantial adverse effect on state or
Federally protected wetlands (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through ] ] ] X
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or
other means?

(d)

Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or migratory wildlife ] X ] [l
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

(e)

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree ] |Z| ] ]
preservation policy or ordinance?
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(f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state D D D IZ'
habitat conservation plan?

Glendora Community Services Department Urban Forestry Manual

The City of Glendora Community Services Department Urban Forestry Manual requires trees having a
diameter at breast height (DBH) of 10 inches or more and native oaks with a DBH of 8 inches or more be
preserved unless authorization by a permit submitted to the Glendora Building office. The Urban Forestry
Manual also requires the replacement of all mature trees, including specific requirements for oak
(Quercus spp.) trees. A Tree Report was prepared for the Project (Appendix B). The tree report summarizes
the findings of the 2022 tree inventory (Inventory) for the proposed off-site Center for Excellence portion
of the project and presents a preliminary tree assessment for the Citrus College campus.

44.1 Impact Analysis

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modification,
on any species identified as 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?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. The Project site is a fully developed area. No known
threatened, endangered, or rare species or their habitats, designated species, designated natural
communities, riparian, or wetland habitats exist on the Project site. The Project site is not designated
as a critical habitat for threatened and endangered species. The Project site and its surrounding area
is not mapped within a Significant Ecological Area.

Citrus College Campus

There were three native tree species identified on the Citrus Community College campus. These native
species include California Bay (Umbellularia californica), California Sycamore (Platanus racemosa),
and Coast Live Oak (see Table 3 of Appendix B). Three (3) California Bay Trees were identified within
the Campus Property, and one (1) tree on the border of the property; fourteen (14) native Coast Live
Oak Trees were identified within the campus property, and seventeen (17) trees on the border of the
property; five (5) California Sycamore were identified within the Campus Property, and none were
found on the border of the property. Many other non-native tree species, including non-native Oak
Trees (Quercus spp.), were observed during the assessment including four within the campus property
and two on the border of the property. Mitigation or minimization measures will be required if Project
activities impact or occur in the vicinity (within the drip line) of any protected tree with a DBH of 8
inches or more for oak trees, or 10 inches or more for other tree species. As the full extent or timeline
of construction activities is currently unknown, botanists did not inventory the DBH of all trees present
on site. When construction activities are finalized and the specific footprint of new development is
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better understood, a botanist or certified arborist will need to conduct a full inventory of the trees on
campus to appropriately calculate current DBH measurements and determine mitigation at that time.

Center for Excellence Site

A total of 16 trees are present within the proposed Center for Excellence location (Church Site)
representing 1 native and 5 non-native tree species (See Table 2 of Appendix B. The single native
species on site was Coast Live Oak (Quercus agrifolia) along with non-native species such as Bradford
Pear (Pyrus calleryana 'Bradford'), White Mulberry (Morus alba), Shamel Ash (Fraxinus uhdei), Italian
Stone Pine (Pinus pinea), and Carob (Ceratonia siliqua). Any tree species with a DBH of 10 inches or
more is afforded special protection by the Urban Forestry Manual (City 2018) and must be replaced
according to values in Table 4 of Appendix B. In addition, Oak Trees with a DBH of 8 inches or more
are also afforded special protection and have a more stringent replacement scale due to their slow
growth and high ecological value (Table 5 of Appendix B).

Of the 16 trees observed on site at the proposed Center for Excellence location, there are 10 trees
that have a DBH of 8 inches (Oak Trees) or 10 inches (other species) or more and are thus considered
protected by the City. These 10 trees will require mitigation as part of the Project activities
(emboldened rows in Table 2 of Appendix B). One additional tree (Tree ID 16) was observed in the
southeastern corner of the Church Site with its trunk and drip line growing approximately halfway
within the proposed Center for Excellence site and halfway within the adjacent Autumn Oaks
residential community property. If this tree is deemed unnecessary for removal during Project
activities, avoidance and minimization measures may still be required to protect the tree’s canopy
and root system.

The following avoidance or minimization measures as identified in the Urban Forestry Manual must
be implemented as part of the construction specifications for protected trees that will remain in place
and have their drip line near an active construction work area.

Protective Fencing

Temporary, protective fencing shall be installed around any existing tree that is to be preserved on a
Project site. This fencing must be made of a material that has high visibility, such as fluorescent-
colored, and must be posted at regular intervals around the tree. This fencing shall be placed at a
minimum distance of 15 feet from the trunk of the tree or 5 feet outside the drip line of the tree,
whichever distance is greater. No activity shall take place within this fenced-in area.

Grade Changes

A change of grade around a tree, even well outside of a tree’s root zone, can have serious impact on
the tree due to reduced aeration or poor drainage. Excavation Requirements - Whenever possible,
services such as water lines and utilities shall be routed around the drip line of trees that are being
preserved on a site. If department staff determines that excavation within the drip line of a preserved
tree is unavoidable, then every effort shall be made to tunnel under or through the tree's root system
with a minimal amount of pruning, rather than to trench across the tree's roots. All root pruning shall
be in accordance with the Maintenance Guidelines established for such activity in this manual and the
City’s Tree Preservation Ordinance.
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Construction Mulching

If department staff determines that traffic encroachment within the drip line of a preserved tree is
unavoidable, then a 6-to-12-inch layer of temporary mulch shall be placed over the affected area to
disperse the weight of traffic and equipment. Additional weight dispersal and mobility may require
the placement of large plywood sheets over the mulched area. Construction mulching and plywood
must be removed carefully, so as not to damage the tree, as soon as the required activity within the
drip line of the tree has been completed. Department staff shall recommend that development
specifications include requirements for mitigating such impacts to trees that are to be preserved on a
Project site based upon the type of grade changes that are to be implemented, tree species, drainage
patterns, soil conditions, and future irrigation and maintenance plans. Department staff shall employ
the following mitigation measures whenever feasible:

Raised Grades - If a grade around an existing tree is to be raised with a backfill less than 6 inches
in depth, then department staff should consider vertical mulching as a mitigation measure. If a
grade around an existing tree is to be raised more than 6 inches, then department staff should
consider specifying the construction of a tree well as a mitigation measure.

Lowered Grades - If a grade around an existing tree is to be lowered along the side of its root
zone, then department staff should consider specifying the construction of a terraced dry wall as
a mitigation measure. If a grade around an existing tree is to be lowered along all sides of its root
zone, then department staff should consider specifying the construction of a tree island as a
mitigation measure.

In the event minimization efforts cannot minimize impacts on protected trees, the following
mitigation measure would be incorporated to reduce impacts to a level less than significant.

MM-BIO-1: The City Forester shall consider the impact on existing private trees and shall
recommend project alternatives that encourage the preservation of mature
trees. Trees that are removed from private property when done for the purpose
of accommodating a project subject to discretionary zoning approval shall require
replacement based on the following schedule. Private Trees of any species
removed with a DBH of 10 inches or more must be replaced, according to the
current size scale set forth by the City Forester. Any Oak Trees removed from
private property with a DBH of 8 inches or more would be replaced, according to
the current size scale set forth by the City Forester.

In addition, the existing trees located on the campus and Center for Excellence site could provide
nesting areas for Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) covered species. The MBTA prohibits the killing,
possessing, or trading of migratory birds except in accordance with regulations prescribed by the
Secretary of the Interior. The trustee agency that addresses issues related to the MBTA is the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). Migratory birds protected under this law include all native
birds and certain game birds (e.g., turkeys and pheasants). This act encompasses whole birds, parts
of birds, and bird nests and eggs. The MBTA protects active nests from destruction and all nests of
species protected by the MBTA, whether active or not, cannot be possessed. An active nest under the
MBTA, as described by the Department of the Interior in its 16 April 2003 Migratory Bird Permit
Memorandum, is one having eggs or young. Nest starts, prior to egg laying, are not protected from
destruction.
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b)

c)

d)

Construction of the Center for Excellence would result in the demolition of one building. If demolition
occurs during the nesting season (February to August), disturbances of nests could result in a
significant impact. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-2 would reduce impacts to a level less
than significant. Implementation of the 2020-2030 EFMP would require demolition and construction
of multiple buildings on the campus as described in the Project Description. Prior to demolition and
construction of the various Major Capital Projects, Mitigation Measure BIO-2 would be implemented
to check for the presence of nesting birds. With implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-2, impacts
would be less than significant.

MM-BIO-2: A nesting bird pre-construction survey will be conducted by a Qualified Biologist
and submitted to the District three days prior to demolition and/or vegetation
removal activities during nesting bird season (February 15 through August 31)
within 250 feet of each of the Project sites for passerines and 500 feet for raptors
and/or listed species, where feasible. Should nesting birds be found, an
exclusionary buffer will be established by a Qualified Biologist. The buffer may be
up to 500 feet in diameter depending on the species of nesting bird found. This
buffer will be clearly marked in the field by construction personnel under
guidance of the Qualified Biologist, and construction or clearing will not be
conducted within this zone until the Qualified Biologist determines that the young
have fledged or the nest is no longer active. Nesting bird habitat within the
Project site will be resurveyed during bird breeding season if a lapse in
construction activities lasts longer than seven days. A survey must be completed
for the Center for Excellence and Major Capital Projects listed in the 2020-2030
EFMP.

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies or regulations, or by the California Department
of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. The Citrus College campus is developed and does not contain any riparian habitat or
sensitive natural communities (USFWS 2022). Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP and Center for
Excellence would not impact any riparian habitat or sensitive natural communities. Therefore, no
impacts to riparian habitats or sensitive natural communities would occur.

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

No Impact. The Citrus College campus is developed and does not contain any wetland communities
onsite (USFWS 2022). Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP and Center for Excellence would not impact
any wetland communities. Therefore, no impacts to wetland communities would occur.

Would the project Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish
or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP and Center for
Excellence has the potential to interfere with migratory movement of species that may nest on
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f)

4.5

campus trees or buildings. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-2 would reduce impacts to the
level less than significant.

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

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The Center for Excellence is located adjacent to
an existing public community college campus and will serve the campus. The Glendora Municipal Code
(GMC) includes a tree preservation ordinance (GMC 20.08.130.6) that affects existing trees that have
a DBH of 6 inches or greater. However, trees with those DBH dimensions are located on right-of-way
for the extension of Citrus Avenue, which is on adjacent property the college does not own and is not
a part of this project. The Citrus Community College District, as a State agency, is exempt from
provisions of the GMC. However, the college will make its best effort to relocate the trees on the
Center for Excellence site and those affected by full build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP or replace them
with similar trees in the proposed landscaping area of the project site.

As discussed in threshold 4.4.1 (a), the City of Glendora Urban Forestry Manual requires a permit
issued by the Public Works Office prior to beginning any grading for projects that will remove
protected trees. The Project construction specifications would include the minimization measures
from the Urban Forestry Manual for protected trees, and in the event protected trees would have to
be removed, Mitigation Measure BIO-1 would reduce impacts to a level less than significant.

Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Conservancy Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

No Impact. The Project is not subject to an adopted Habitat Conservation Plans, Natural Conservancy
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan. Therefore,
there are no impacts to a Habitat Conservation Plan or a Natural Community Conservation Plan.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less than
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O

4.5.1

Environmental Setting

A pedestrian survey was completed as part of a Historic Resources Report in June 2022, for the Citrus
College Campus and Center for Excellence site to check for the presence of historic or archaeological
resources. The Historic Resources Report is provided as Appendix C.
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4.5.2 Impact Analysis

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to §15064.57?

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The Historic Resources Report identified two
historic-period cultural resources onsite including: the Citrus College Campus, which is comprised of
19 potentially contributing elements, and the church located at Assessor’s Inventory Number 8625-
022-903. A cultural resource records search was conducted for records maintained by the California
Historical Records Information System at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at
California State University, Fullerton in Fullerton, California, on June 9, 2022 (SCCIC File No.:
23750.9868). The records search encompassed the Project area and a 0.5-mile buffer radius. Results
of the records search indicate that three previous cultural resources studies have been conducted,
but that no previously identified cultural resources have been located within the Project area. In
addition to the records search, general contextual and site-specific research was conducted for the
Project area and the surrounding area. Additional sources consulted include the National Register of
Historic Places, the Office of Historic Preservation Directory of Properties in the Historic Property Data
File, and others (Appendix C). The period of significance for the campus is defined as beginning in
1934, when the earliest extant building was constructed, and 1977, when the most recent extant
building was constructed that is within the threshold for consideration as a historical resource.

The Citrus College Campus historical buildings do not meet any of the California Register of Historical
Resources (CRHR) criterion due to significant modification of buildings onsite, lack of historic
significance for historic or cultural heritage, or likely to provide information important to prehistory
or history. However individually, the Performing arts appears to be eligible for the CRHR for
representing a good example of Brutalism. The building displays many of the character defining
features of Brutalism including bold geometric shapes; sculptural fagade articulation; exposed,
roughly finished cast-in-place or pre-cast concrete construction; window and door openings as voids
in otherwise solid volumes; and raised plazas and base articulation. However, the building also
incorporated elements of Late Moderne Style, including rounded protrusions evoking Streamline
Moderne and the use of globe lighting on the exterior of the building creating a contrast with the
angular and monumental forms of the building. These stylistic callbacks to an earlier design style
amidst the Brutalism and International buildings make the Performing Arts building unique to the
campus and to the region (Appendix C). In order to maintain the characteristics of the Performing
arts building and reduce impacts associated with the 2020-2030 EFMP on the building, Mitigation
Measure CUL-1 is proposed to reduce impacts to a level less than significant.

MM-CUL-1: A qualified architectural historian or historian who meets the Secretary of the
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for architectural history or history
review Project plans involving improvements to the Performing Arts building to
identify potential impacts on character-defining features of the resource and
adherence to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. Should potential impacts
be identified, additional studies may be required.

The church located on the planned site for the Center for Excellence does not meet any of the CRHR
criterion for the following reasons: little information is provided about the site and it is unlikely to be
associated with any significant historical events, no associations with persons of historical significance,
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b)

4.6

does not represent a characteristic or style of an important person or having high artistic value, and
is unlikely to provide information important to prehistory or history.

With the incorporation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1, impacts to historic resources would be less than
significant.

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.57?

No Impact. As discussed in Section 4.5.2 (a), no historic or archeologic resources were identified onsite
from the cultural resources records search. The work area associated with the 2020-2030 EFMP would
be located within previously disturbed areas of the Campus, and inadvertent discoveries are
unlikely to occur. Additionally, the CTE site has also been previously disturbed, was constructed in
1963 and has been in use since. Therefore, with the low chance for inadvertent discovery, no impacts
would occur.

Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
Less than Significant Impact. The Citrus College Campus is already developed and located in an area
surrounded by development. Thus, the disturbance of human remains is not expected in conjunction
with project grading and excavation activities. While no formal cemeteries, other places of human
internment, or burial ground sites are known to occur within the immediate Project site area, human
remains could always possibly be encountered during construction. Should human remains be
encountered unexpectedly during grading or construction activities, State Health and Safety Code
Section 7050.5 requires that no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made
the necessary findings as to origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section
5097.98. No further excavation or disturbance of the Project site or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent remains shall occur until the County Coroner has determined, within
two working days of notification of the discovery, if the remains are human. In the event human
remains are discovered, a less than significant impact would occur.
ENERGY

Less than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

ENERGY
Would the project:

No
Impact

Result in potentially significant environmental
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary |:| I:l |Z| |:|
consumption of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

(b)

Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan
for renewable energy or energy efficiency? O O lZI O
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4.6.1 Impact Analysis

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would impact energy resources during
construction and operation. Energy resources that would be potentially impacted include electricity,
natural gas, and petroleum-based fuel supplies and distribution systems. This analysis includes a
discussion of the potential energy impacts of the Proposed Project, with particular emphasis on
avoiding or reducing inefficient, wasteful, and unnecessary consumption of energy. A general
definition of each of these energy resources are provided below.

Electricity, a consumptive utility, is a man-made resource. The production of electricity requires the
consumption or conversion of energy resources, including water, wind, oil, gas, coal, solar,
geothermal, and/or nuclear resources, into energy. The delivery of electricity involves a number of
system components, including substations and transformers that lower transmission line power
(voltage) to a level appropriate for on-site distribution and use. The electricity generated is distributed
through a network of transmission and distribution lines commonly called a power grid. Conveyance
of electricity through transmission lines is typically responsive to market demands. In 2020, Los
Angeles County consumed 65,650 Gigawatt-hours of electricity per year (California Energy
Commission [CEC] 2020a).

Natural gas is a combustible mixture of simple hydrocarbon compounds (primarily methane) that is
used as a fuel source. Natural gas consumed in California is obtained from naturally occurring
reservoirs, mainly located outside the State, and delivered through high-pressure transmission
pipelines. The natural gas transportation system is a nationwide network and, therefore, resource
availability is typically not an issue. Natural gas satisfies almost one-third of the State’s total energy
requirements and is used in electricity generation, space heating, cooking, water heating, industrial
processes, and as a transportation fuel. Natural gas is measured in terms of cubic feet. In 2020, Los
Angeles County consumed 2,936.69 Million Therms of natural gas (CEC 2020b).

Petroleum-based fuels currently account for a majority of the California’s transportation energy
sources and primarily consist of diesel and gasoline types of fuels. However, the State has been
working on developing strategies to reduce petroleum use. Over the last decade California has
implemented several policies, rules, and regulations to improve vehicle efficiency, increase the
development and use of alternative fuels, reduce air pollutants and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
from the transportation sector, and reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT). Accordingly, petroleum-
based fuel consumption in California has declined. In 2017, 3,659 million gallons of gasoline and 300
million gallons of diesel was sold in Los Angeles County.

The following section calculates the potential energy consumption associated with the construction
and operations of the Proposed Project and provides a determination if any energy utilized by the
Proposed Project is wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources. In
addition, the calculations used in the analysis are included in Appendix A.
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Construction Energy

Build-out of all of the projects will occur in eight development phases. Phase 1, campus-wide
improvements will begin in Fall of 2022 and all construction would be completed by 2032. In order to
provide a worst-case analysis, all eight phases of construction activities were modeled in CalEEMod
as occurring in one phase. The phases of construction activities that have been analyzed include: 1)
Demolition; 2) Site Preparation; 3) Grading, 4) Building Construction, 5) Application of Architectural
Coatings; and 6) Paving. The Proposed Project would consume energy resources during construction
in three (3) general forms:

1. Petroleum-based fuels used to power off-road construction vehicles and equipment on the
project site, construction worker travel to and from the project site, as well as delivery and
haul truck trips (e.g., hauling of material to disposal facilities);

2. Electricity associated with the conveyance of water that would be used during project
construction for dust control (supply and conveyance) and electricity to power any necessary
lighting during construction, electronic equipment, or other construction activities
necessitating electrical power; and

3. Energy used in the production of construction materials, such as asphalt, steel, concrete,
pipes, and manufactured or processed materials such as lumber and glass.

Construction-Related Electricity

During construction, the Proposed Project would consume electricity to construct the proposed
buildings and infrastructure. Electricity would be supplied to the Project site by Southern California
Edison and would be obtained from the existing electrical lines on the Project site. The use of
electricity from existing power lines rather than temporary diesel or gasoline powered generators
would minimize impacts on fuel consumption. Electricity consumed during Project construction would
vary throughout the construction period based on the construction activities being performed.
Various construction activities include electricity associated with the conveyance of water that would
be used during project construction for dust control (supply and conveyance) and electricity to power
any necessary lighting during construction, electronic equipment, or other construction activities
necessitating electrical power. Such electricity demand would be temporary, nominal, and would
cease upon the completion of construction. Overall, construction activities associated with the
Proposed Project would require limited electricity consumption that would not be expected to have
an adverse impact on available electricity supplies and infrastructure. Therefore, the use of electricity
during Project construction would not be wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary.

Since there is currently power provided to the Project site, it is anticipated that no improvements
would be required to Southern California Edison distribution lines and equipment with development
of the Proposed Project. Compliance with code guidelines and requirements would ensure that the
Proposed Project fulfills its responsibilities relative to infrastructure installation, coordinates any
electrical infrastructure removals or relocations, and limits any impacts associated with construction
of the Project. Construction of the Project’s electrical infrastructure is not anticipated to adversely
affect the electrical infrastructure serving the surrounding uses or utility system capacity.

Construction-Related Natural Gas
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Construction of the Proposed Project typically would not involve the consumption of natural gas.
Natural gas would not be supplied to support construction activities, thus there would be no demand
generated by construction. Since there is currently natural gas service to of the Project site,
construction of the Proposed Project would be limited to installation of new natural gas connections
within the project site. Development of the Proposed Project would likely not require extensive
infrastructure improvements to serve the Project site. Construction-related energy usage impacts
associated with the installation of natural gas connections are expected to be confined to trenching
in order to place the lines below surface. In addition, prior to ground disturbance, the Proposed
Project would notify and coordinate with SoCalGas to identify the locations and depth of all existing
gas lines and avoid disruption of gas service. Therefore, construction-related impacts to natural gas
supply and infrastructure would be less than significant.

Construction-Related Petroleum Fuel Use

Petroleum-based fuel usage represents the highest amount of transportation energy potentially
consumed during construction, which would be utilized by both off-road equipment operating on the
Project site and on-road automobiles transporting workers to and from the Project site and on-road
trucks transporting equipment and supplies to the Project site.

The off-road construction equipment fuel usage was calculated through use of the off-road
equipment assumptions and fuel use assumptions in Appendix A, which found that construction of
the Proposed Project would consume 60,560 gallons of gasoline and 121,330 gallons of diesel fuel.
This equates to 0.002 percent of the gasoline and 0.04 percent of the diesel used annually in Los
Angeles County. As such, the construction-related petroleum use would be nominal, when compared
to current county-wide petroleum usage rates.

Construction activities associated with the Proposed Project would be required to adhere to all State
and SCAQMD regulations for off-road equipment and on-road trucks, which provide minimum fuel
efficiency standards. As such, construction activities for the Proposed Project would not result in the
wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption of energy resources. Impacts regarding
transportation energy would be less than significant. Development of the project would not result in
the need to manufacture construction materials or create new building material facilities specifically
to supply the Proposed Project. It is difficult to measure the energy used in the production of
construction materials such as asphalt, steel, and concrete; it is reasonable to assume that the
production of building materials such as concrete, steel, etc., would employ all reasonable energy
conservation practices in the interest of minimizing the cost of doing business.

Operational Energy

The on-going operation of the Proposed Project would require the use of energy resources for
multiple purposes including, but not limited to, heating/ventilating/air-conditioning (HVAC),
refrigeration, lighting, appliances, and electronics. Energy would also be consumed during operations
related to water usage, solid waste disposal, landscape equipment, and vehicle trips.

Operations-Related Electricity

Operation of the Proposed Project would result in consumption of electricity at the Project site. The
Proposed Project would consume 3,118,510 kilowatt-hours per year of electricity (Appendix A). This
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equates to 0.005 percent of the electricity consumed annually in Los Angeles County. It should be
noted that this provides for a worst-case electrical use consumption rate, since the Project Description
details that all development on the campus will be designed to transform the campus to a ZNE
campus. As such, the operations-related electricity use would be nominal, when compared to current
electricity usage rates in the County.

It should be noted that in addition to designing all structures to be ZNE, the Proposed Project would
comply with all Federal, State, and local requirements related to the consumption of electricity, which
includes CCR Title 24, Part 6 Building Energy Efficiency Standards and CCR Title 24, Part 11: California
Green Building Standards. The CCR Title 24, Part 6 and Part 11 standards require numerous energy
efficiency measures to be incorporated into the proposed structures, including enhanced insulation,
use of energy efficient lighting and appliances as well as requiring a variety of other energy-efficiency
measures to be incorporated into the proposed structures. Therefore, it is anticipated the Proposed
Project will be designed and built to minimize electricity use and that existing and planned electricity
capacity and electricity supplies would be sufficient to support the Proposed Project’s electricity
demand. Thus, the Project would not result in the wasteful or inefficient use of electricity and no
mitigation measures would be required.

Operations-Related Natural Gas

Operation of the Proposed Project would result in increased consumption of natural gas at the Project
site. As detailed above in Appendix A, the Proposed Project would consume 8,631 MBTU (1,000 British
Thermal Units) per year of natural gas. This equates to 0.003 percent of the natural gas consumed
annually in Los Angeles County. It should be noted that this provides for a worst-case natural gas
consumption rate, since the Project Description details that all development on the campus will be
designed to transform the campus to a ZNE campus. As such, the operations-related natural gas use
would be nominal, when compared to current natural gas usage rates in the County.

It should be noted that in addition to designing all structures to be ZNE, the Proposed Project would
comply with all Federal, State, and local requirements related to the consumption of natural gas,
which includes CCR Title 24, Part 6 Building Energy Efficiency Standards and CCR Title 24, Part 11:
California Green Building Standards. The CCR Title 24, Part 6 and Part 11 standards require numerous
energy efficiency measures to be incorporated into the proposed structures, including enhanced
insulation as well as use of efficient natural gas appliances and HVAC units. Therefore, it is anticipated
the Proposed Project will be designed and built to minimize natural gas use and that existing and
planned natural gas capacity and natural gas supplies would be sufficient to support the Proposed
Project’s natural gas demand. Thus, impacts regarding natural gas supply and infrastructure capacity
would be less than significant and no mitigation measures would be required.

Operations-Related Vehicular Petroleum Fuel Usage

Operation of the Proposed Project would result in increased consumption of petroleum-based fuels
related to vehicular travel to and from the Project site. As detailed in Appendix A, the Proposed Project
would consume 14,953 gallons of gasoline fuel per year from vehicle travel. This equates to 0.0004
percent of the gasoline consumed annually in Los Angeles County. As such, the operations-related
petroleum use would be nominal, when compared to current county-wide petroleum usage rates.
Therefore, it is anticipated the Proposed Project will be designed and built to minimize transportation
energy and it is anticipated that existing and planned capacity and supplies of transportation fuels
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would be sufficient to support the Proposed Project’s demand. Thus, impacts with regard to
transportation energy supply and infrastructure capacity would be less than significant and no
mitigation measures would be required.

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

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct a State or local plan
for renewable energy or energy efficiency. The applicable energy plan for the Proposed Project is the
Glendora Community Plan 2025 — Chapter 8 Conservation Element (Conservation Element), 2006. The
Proposed Project’s consistency with the applicable energy-related policies and programs in the
Conservation Element are shown in Table 4-6.

Table 4-6. Proposed Project Compliance with Applicable General Plan Energy Policies

Policy No.

General Plan Policy

Proposed Project Implementation Actions

Goal CON-5: Reduced demand for energy resources through the use of conservation techniques.

CON-5.1

CON-5.2

CON-5.3

CON-5.4

CON-5.5

Investigate and implement opportunities for
energy conservation at all City-maintained
facilities.

Encourage the incorporation of energy
conservation features in the design of all new
construction and substantial rehabilitation
projects and encourage the installation of
conservation devices in existing developments.

Encourage private energy conservation
programs that minimize high energy demand
and that use alternative energy sources.

Require all new developments to incorporate
energy-efficient lighting, heating, and cooling
systems pursuant to the Uniform Building Code.

Provide education and outreach to residents and
businesses on opportunities to decrease energy
consumption.

Not Applicable. This Program is for the City to
implement. However, it should be noted that all
development on the campus will be designed to
transform the campus to a ZNE campus that will be
met through both energy conservation and onsite
electrical generation through photovoltaic (PV)
panels.

Not Applicable. This Program is for the City to
implement. However, it should be noted that all
development on the campus will be designed to
transform the campus to a ZNE campus that will be
met through both energy conservation and onsite
electrical generation through PV panels.

Not Applicable. This Program is for the City to
implement. However, it should be noted that all
development on the campus will be designed to
transform the campus to a ZNE campus that will be
met through both energy conservation and onsite
electrical generation through PV panels.
Consistent. All new structures will be designed to
meet the most current Title 24 energy efficiency
standards that require installation of energy efficient
lighting, heating, and cooling systems.

Not Applicable. This Program is for the City to
implement; however, the College provides courses
that discuss opportunities to decrease energy
consumption.

Source: City of Glendora, 2006.

As shown in Table 4-6 the Proposed Project would be consistent with all applicable energy-related
policies from the Conservation Element. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not conflict with or
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obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. Impacts would be less than

significant.
4.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Less than
GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Potentially Significant Less Than No
7. Would the project: Significant .V.Vlth. Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
(a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on other ] |Z| ] ]
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? ] X ] ]
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liguefaction? O IZI O O
iv) Landslides? L] L] L] X
(b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil? O I O O
(c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable,
or that would become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site ] |Z| ] ]
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
or collapse?
(d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-
1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating ] X ] ]
substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?
(e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the
use of septic tanks or alternative waste water
disposal systems where sewers are not available for O O O B4
the disposal of waste water?
(f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique geological ] ] ] X
feature?
4.7.1 Regulatory Setting

As a result of California’s Field Act, the California Building Code (CBC; Title 24 of the California Code of
Regulations) contains special provisions for the design and construction of school buildings in California.
The design and construction of the seven buildings identified in the 2020-2030 EFMP will be overseen by
the DSA and the California Geological Survey.

Construction sites disturbing 1 or more acres are required to obtain coverage under the National Pollution
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Construction General Permit (CGP) for Discharges of Storm Water
Associated with Construction Activity. As build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP will disturb more than 1 acre
of land, the Project is subject to the CGP and requires the preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP).
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4,7.2

a) i)

Impact Analysis

Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. The Project involves the construction of seven new
buildings and the modernization and renovation of an existing college campus. However, the
Project does not include any activities that would exacerbate any existing conditions related to
faults, fault rupture, ground shaking or landslides that would directly expose people, or structures,
to the risk of loss, injury, or death due to rupture of a known earthquake fault. Additionally, the
Proposed Project would include seismic retrofit upgrades that would enhance the safety of the
student, staff, and visitors on campus.

The Center for Excellence and a portion of the campus does contain a known earthquake fault,
the Duarte Fault as part of the Sierra Madre fault zone, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map (DOC 2022c). However, the potential for future surface
rupture of active faults onsite is considered very low.

The Project’s new buildings would be constructed in accordance with the CBC and DSA standards.
Citrus College would comply with the California Code of Regulations Title 24 requirements and
the California Geological Survey Checklist for Review of Geologic/Seismic Reports. Compliance
with the CBC, Title 24 and implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would reduce impacts
to a level less than significant.

MM-GEO-1:  Detailed geotechnical investigations shall be performed prior to the design of
each of the Major Capital Projects in the 2020-2030 EFMP and the Center for
Excellence. The geotechnical investigations shall include borings and laboratory
testing to provide supporting data for geotechnical design recommendations.

Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground shaking?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. The Project site does contain a known earthquake
fault, the Duarte Fault as part of the Sierra Madre fault zone, as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map (DOC 2022c). The site is expected to be subject to
moderate to severe ground shaking from a regional seismic event. However, the potential for
future surface rupture of active faults onsite is considered very low.

The Project involves the construction of seven new buildings and the modernization and
renovation of an existing college campus. Additionally, the Proposed Project would include
seismic retrofit upgrades. The new buildings that would replace the demolished buildings would
be constructed in accordance with the CBC and DSA standards. Citrus College would comply with
the California Code of Regulations Title 24 requirements and the California Geological Survey
Checklist for Review of Geologic/Seismic Reports. As the newly constructed and retrofitted
buildings would comply with all of the aforementioned regulations, the Proposed Project would
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c)

d)

improve upon Citrus College’s ability to withstand strong seismic ground shaking. Implementation
of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would further reduce impacts from strong seismic shaking to a level
less than significant.

iii) Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. Liquefaction is the process by which loose to
medium dense granular, saturated soils, become fluid due to ground shaking which can result in
ground failure. A portion of the campus and the Center for Excellence site is located in a
liguefaction zone (DOC 2022c). However, Citrus College would comply with the California Code of
Regulations Title 24 requirements and the California Geological Survey Checklist for Review of
Geologic/Seismic Reports. As the newly constructed and retrofitted buildings would comply with
all of the aforementioned regulations, the Proposed Project would improve upon Citrus College’s
ability to withstand strong seismic-related liquefaction. Implementation of Mitigation Measure
GEO-1 would further reduce impacts from seismic related liquefaction to a level less than
significant.

iv) Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving landslides?

No Impact. Significant slopes are not located on or near the site. The property is primarily flat,
and no known landslides exist on site. Therefore, no impacts from potential landslides exist.

Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. The Project would result in soil disturbance associated
with build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP resulting in the potential for soil erosion during construction
activities. Soil erosion may occur, and small quantities of pollutants may enter the storm drainage
system, potentially degrading water quality. The District or its contractors will prepare a SWPPP, as
part of 4.10.1 (a), to address accidental releases of chemicals and other pollutants; therefore, impacts
from Proposed Project construction activities for each development phase would be less than
significant.

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. As discussed in thresholds a) iii and iv), there is a
potential for liquification onsite and there are no slopes that would support landslides. Potential for
subsidence, lateral spreading, and collapse would be confirmed during the subsequent geotechnical
investigations as part of Mitigation Measure GEO-1. Impacts would be less than significant with
mitigation.
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e)

f)

g)

4.8

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. Expansive soils shrink or swell as the moisture content
decreases or increases. This activity can shift, crack, or break structures built on such soils. As stated
above in section a.(ii), (iii), and (iv) all potential impact from soil quality would be reduced through
compliance with proper design and construction practices. In addition, Mitigation Measure GEO-1 and
GEO-2 would further reduce impacts to level less than significant.

MM-GEO-2:  After the completion of grading, additional testing will be performed in order to
confirm the preliminary expansion index test results remain valid for each site.

Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water?

No Impact. The Proposed Project would not include the installation or use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems. The Proposed Project would connect to the existing sanitary
sewer system for wastewater disposal. Thus, no impact related to alternative wastewater disposal
systems would occur.

Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geological feature?

No Impact. The Citrus College campus is developed and no known paleontological resources are
known to exist onsite, based on the results of the records search, detailed in Appendix C. Further, the
campus and Center for Excellence site were previously graded and located in a built-out urban area.
Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP and Center for Excellence would not result in any impacts to
paleontological resources or geological features.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Less than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.
Would the project:

No
Impact

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

(b)

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

4.8.1 Environmental Setting

An Air Quality, Energy, and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Report was provided that analyzed the Proposed
Project and its potential impacts (Appendix A). The CARB has the primary responsibility for implementing
State policy to address global climate change. However, there are State regulations related to global
climate change that affect a variety of State agencies. CARB, which is a part of Cal EPA, is responsible for
the coordination and administration of both the Federal and State air pollution control programs within
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California. In this capacity, the CARB conducts research, sets CAAQS, compiles emission inventories,
develops suggested control measures, provides oversight of local programs, and prepares the State
Implementation Plan. In addition, the CARB establishes emission standards for motor vehicles sold in
California, consumer products (e.g., hairspray, aerosol paints, and barbeque lighter fluid), and various
types of commercial equipment. It also sets fuel specifications to further reduce vehicular emissions.

In 2008, CARB approved a Climate Change Scoping Plan that proposes a “comprehensive set of actions
designed to reduce overall carbon GHG emissions in California, improve our environment, reduce our
dependence on oil, diversify our energy sources, save energy, create new jobs, and enhance public health”
(CARB 2008). The Climate Change Scoping Plan has a range of GHG reduction actions which include direct
regulations; alternative compliance mechanisms; monetary and non-monetary incentives; voluntary
actions; market-based mechanisms such as a cap-and-trade system. In 2014, CARB approved the First
Update to the Climate Change Scoping Plan (CARB 2014) that identifies additional strategies moving
beyond the 2020 targets to the year 2050. On December 14, 2017, CARB adopted the California’s 2017
Climate Change Scoping Plan, November 2017 (CARB 2017) that provides specific statewide policies and
measures to achieve the 2030 GHG reduction target of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 and the
aspirational 2050 GHG reduction target of 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. In addition, the State
has passed the multiple laws directing CARB to develop actions to reduce GHG emissions, which are listed
in chronological order in Appendix A.

SCAQMD develops rules and regulations, establishes permitting requirements for stationary sources,
inspects emission sources, and enforces such measures through educational programs or fines, when
necessary. SCAQMD is directly responsible for reducing emissions from stationary, mobile, and indirect
sources. The SCAQMD is also responsible for GHG emissions for projects where it is the lead agency.
However, for other projects in the Air Basin where it is not the lead agency, it is limited to providing
resources to other lead agencies in order to assist them in determining GHG emission thresholds and GHG
reduction measures. In order to assist local agencies with direction on GHG emissions, the SCAQMD
organized a Working Group, which is described below.

Since neither CARB nor the Office of Planning and Research has developed GHG emissions threshold, the
SCAQMD formed a Working Group to develop significance thresholds related to GHG emissions. At the
September 28, 2010 Working Group meeting, the SCAQMD released its most current version of the draft
GHG emissions thresholds, which recommends a tiered approach that provides a quantitative annual
threshold of 3,500 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO,e) for residential uses, 1,400 MTCO,e
for commercial uses, 3,000 MTCO,e for mixed uses, and 10,000 MTCO,e for industrial uses.

Local jurisdictions, such as the City, have the authority and responsibility to reduce GHG emissions through
their police power and decision-making authority. Specifically, the City is responsible for the assessment
and mitigation of GHG emissions resulting from its land use decisions. In accordance with CEQA
requirements and the CEQA review process, the City assesses the global climate change potential of new
development projects, requires mitigation of potentially significant global climate change impacts by
conditioning discretionary permits, and monitors and enforces implementation of such mitigation.
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4.8.2 Impact Analysis

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would not generate GHG emissions, either directly
or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment. The Proposed Project is
anticipated to generate GHG emissions from area sources, energy usage, mobile sources, waste
disposal, water usage, and construction equipment. The project’'s GHG emissions have been
calculated with the CalEEMod model based on the construction and operational parameters detailed
above in Section 8.1. A summary of the results is shown below in Table 4-7 and the CalEEMod model
run is provided in Appendix A.

Table 4-7. Project Related Greenhouse Gas Annual Emissions

Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Metric Tons per Year)

Category CO; CH, N,O COe
1 <0.01 <0.01 0.00 <0.01
Area Sources
) 1,013.66 0.06 0.01 1,019.25
Energy Usage
Mobile Sources® 96.89 <0.01 <0.01 98.34
Solid Waste® 6.00 0.35 0.00 14.87
Water and Wastewater® 1.83 0.01 <0.01 2.17
Construction® 54.28 <0.01 <0.01 55.15
Total GHG Emissions 1,172.66 0.43 0.02 1,189.78
SCAQMD Draft Threshold of Significance 3,000

Notes:

! Area sources consist of GHG emissions from consumer products, architectural coatings, hearths, and landscaping equipment.

2 Energy usage consists of GHG emissions from electricity and natural gas usage.

3 Mobile sources consist of GHG emissions from vehicles.

#Waste includes the CO; and CHa4 emissions created from the solid waste placed in landfills.

®Water includes GHG emissions from electricity used for transport of water and processing of wastewater.

6 Construction emissions amortized over 30 years as recommended in the SCAQMD GHG Working Group on November 19, 2009.
Source: CalEEMod Version 2020.4.0.

The data provided in Table 4-7 shows that the Proposed Project would create 1,189.78 MTCO.e per
year. According to the SCAQMD draft threshold of significance detailed in Section 8.5 of Appendix A,
a cumulative global climate change impact would occur if the GHG emissions created from the on-
going operations would exceed 3,000 MTCO,e per year. Therefore, a less than significant generation
of GHG emissions would occur from development of the Proposed Project. Impacts would be less than
significant.
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b) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy
or regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. The SCAQMD initiated
a Working Group to develop a GHG emissions policy and provided detailed methodology for
evaluating significance under CEQA. At the September 28, 2010 Working Group meeting, the SCAQMD
released its most current version of the draft GHG emissions thresholds, which recommends a tiered
approach that provides a quantitative annual threshold of 3,000 MTCO,e for all land use types.
Although the SCAQMD provided substantial evidence supporting the use of the above threshold, the
SCAQMD Board has not yet considered or approved the Working Group’s thresholds. Table 4-7 shows
that the Proposed Project’'s GHG emissions would be well below the SCAQMD draft significance
threshold of 3,000 MTCO.e per year. It should be noted that the calculated GHG emissions provided
above in Table 4-7 provides for a worst-case GHG emissions rate, since the Project Description details
that all development on the campus will be designed to transform the campus to a ZNE campus.
Therefore, the Proposed Project would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of
an agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases.
4.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Less than
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Potentially Significant Less Than No
9. Would the oroiect: Significant With Significant Impact
project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
(a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or ] X ] ]
disposal of hazardous materials?
(b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of O O I O
hazardous materials into the environment?
(c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed O O O B4
school?
(d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, ] ] ] IZI
would it create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment?
(e) For a project located within an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, would
the project result in a safety hazard or excessive O O O IZ'
noise for people residing or working in the project
area?
() Impair implementation of or physically interfere with
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency ] ] |Z| ]
evacuation plan?
(g) Expose people or structures, either directly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death ] ] X ]
involving wildland fires?
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49.1 Impact Analysis

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. Building demolition would occur during each
development phase identified in the 2020-2030 EFMP. Some or all of the buildings proposed for
demolition and renovation may contain asbestos-containing materials (ACM), lead-containing
building materials, loose and peeling lead containing paint, and/or polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB)-
containing building materials. This represents a potentially significant impact. If found in any of the
buildings proposed for demolition, these materials would require removal in accordance with Federal,
State, and local regulatory requirements prior to demolition. Transportation and disposal of the
materials would be conducted in accordance with Federal and State waste disposal and transportation
regulations. Dust from removal of ACM and lead based paint would also be controlled by performing
the work under full containment and the effectiveness of the containment and other dust mitigation
measures would be monitored in accordance with SCAQMD Dust Control measures. This is considered
a potentially significant impact; however, with implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-1,
potential impacts associated with hazardous building materials would be less than significant.

Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP will include grading and excavation, and potentially off-haul of soil
during each development phase. Preparation of a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) in
accordance with American Society for Testing and Materials International and DTSC regulations and
standards will be necessary to identify the presence or likely presence of hazardous substances or
material based on historical or current site use. With implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-2,
the potential impacts associated with potentially hazardous waste soil would be less than significant.

MM-HAZ-1: Prior to the demolition and renovation of the buildings identified in the 2020-
2030 EFMP, including the Center for Excellence, a Hazardous Materials Building
Survey shall be prepared for each building. The Hazardous Materials Building
Survey shall include identification of suspect asbestos containing building
materials, lead-containing building materials, loose & peeling lead containing
paint, mercury light tubes, mercury thermostat switches, and polychlorinated
biphenyl (PCB)-light ballasts, and PCB-containing building materials that may be
impacted during the demolition of the five buildings. If the inspection confirms
the presence of asbestos-contain materials (ACMs) or other hazardous building
materials in any of the building, the hazardous materials shall be removed from
these buildings prior to demolition and be transported in compliance with State
and Federal requirements.

MM-HAZ-2: Prior to the initiation of grading and excavation activities, a Phase | ESA Report
for the subject property shall be prepared in accordance with the American
Society for Testing and Materials Standard Practice for ESAs: Phase | Site
Assessment Process E 1527-13 and the United States Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA) 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 312 Standards and
Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (AAl) — Final Rule adopted November 1,
2006, and amended December 30, 2013.
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b)

c)

d)

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project construction may require the transportation, use,
and disposal of hazardous waste materials. As referred to within Threshold (a), the buildings
designated for demolition were built before the enactment of the Toxic Substances Control Act came
into effect in 1976, and the existing church was built in 1963. As such, these buildings may contain
materials and chemicals that would be considered hazardous.

According to the EnviroStor database on DTSC’s website, the nearest cleanup site is 0.37 mile south
of the Proposed Project site at the intersections of Historic Route 66 and North Calera Avenue. In
addition, the handling of the hazardous waste materials is regulated by the USEPA, DTSC,
Occupational Safety and Health Administration, SCAQMD, and Los Angeles County Fire Department
(LACFD). The Proposed Project will comply with all applicable local, State, and Federal regulations
governing such activities.

During the operation of the Proposed Project, hazardous waste use would be minimal and in small
qguantities. The hazardous waste material will be properly used and stored according to the
manufacturers’ instructions and follow any additional health and safety requirements stipulated by
the District.

The Proposed Project would comply with the Toxic Substances Control Act and existing Federal, State,
and local standards and regulations regarding hazardous waste. Hazardous release impacts during
construction and operation of the Proposed Project would be less than significant. No mitigation or
further study is required.

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

No Impact. No schools other than the existing college building are located within 0.25 mile of the
Citrus College campus. Build-out and operation of the 2020-2030 EFMP and Center for Excellence
would not emit hazardous emissions. Limited quantities of hazardous materials may be used and
stored on the campus, but this does not represent a significant hazardous condition for nearby
schools.

Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment?

No Impact. Citrus College and the Center for Excellence are not included on the DTSC site cleanup list.
Additionally, no sites were identified nearby as being part of the DTSC site cleanup list (DTSC 2022).
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e)

f)

g)

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard or
excessive noise for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. Citrus College campus and the Center for Excellence are not located within 2 miles of a
public airport or public use airport (Google 2022). Therefore, no impacts from safety hazards would
occur.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Citrus College has an Emergency Operations Plan outlining the response
to extraordinary emergency situations associated with natural disasters, technological incidents, and
national security emergencies. Additionally, the City of Glendora’s General Plan also identifies
evacuation routes within the City of Glendora, to be used in the event of a major emergency that
requires evacuation of all or part of the area. Work completed on the Center for Excellence would be
contained onsite, and no offsite impacts would impair evacuation routes or the Emergency Operations
Plan. Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP would be completed in phases and construction staging and
wayfinding during construction would be designed to minimize impacts on emergency operations and
response plans. The Proposed Project will not result in any impacts to an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is located in an urban area, and there is no wildland
susceptible to wildfire on or near the site. The Project site is located 0.85 mile south of the nearest
Very High Fire Hazard Local responsibility area (California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
[Calfire] 2022). Full build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP and Center for Excellence would not expose
people or structures to risk of loss, injury, or death; therefore, a less than significant impact would
occur.

4.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

10.

Less than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.
Would the project:

No
Impact

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

(b)

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge ] ] |Z| H
such that the project may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the basin?

()

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river or through the
addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which
would:
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10.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.
Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Incorporated

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

[ [

X

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

0 0 D

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

iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?

(d)

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

(e)

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

O (o O
O (o O
O 1O X
X | XO O

4.10.1

a)

Impact Analysis

Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

Less than Significant.
Construction

During construction, the Proposed Project could result in short-term adverse impacts to surface water
quality. Grading and construction activities within the site would involve the disturbance of on-site
soils for utility improvements and building pad preparation, thereby increasing the potential for
erosion and off-site transport of sediment in stormwater runoff. The use of heavy equipment,
machinery, and other materials during construction could result in adverse water quality impacts if
spills were to encounter stormwater and polluted runoff were to enter downstream receiving waters.
Peak stormwater runoff could result in short-term sheet erosion within areas of exposed or stockpiled
soils. Additionally, the compaction of soils by heavy equipment may reduce the infiltration capacity
of soils and increase runoff and erosion potential.

Construction activities involving more than 1 acre require adherence to the State NPDES permit for
construction-related activities from the State Water Resources Control Board. The permit would
require the preparation and implementation of a Project-specific SWPPP that indicates which BMPs
are intended to reduce erosion, sedimentation, and nonpermitted discharges of materials during
construction. Examples of BMPs include gravel bag berms, silt fencing, fiber rolls, street sweeping,
and general housekeeping measures to prevent stormwater contact with construction materials. The
District would develop and implement a SWPPP that would demonstrate compliance with the City of
Glendora’s NPDES permit, and associated Stormwater Quality Management Plan, during the phased
construction schedule on a project-by-project basis. Through incorporation of BMPs and compliance
with appropriate water quality standards, construction impacts would be less than significant.
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b)

Operation

The Proposed Project site is located in a highly developed neighborhood within the city, surrounded
by developments ranging from educational facilities, commercial and multifamily housing to single-
family housing. The Citrus College campus and the Center for Excellence sites are relatively flat, with
surface water flows directed toward the existing municipal storm drains serving the area. The
operation of the Proposed Project would introduce sources of potential stormwater pollution that are
typical of a college campus (e.g., cleaning solvents, pesticides for landscaping, and petroleum products
associated with parking areas). The parking areas could also contribute additional sources of
contaminated runoff. Stormwater runoff from precipitation events could potentially carry urban
pollutants into municipal storm drains. The Proposed Project would implement BMPs, such as the
incorporation of landscaping features, and comply with applicable regulations to ensure that water
discharge does not exceed current conditions for the Project Site. As such, with the preparation and
implementation of a SWPPP, and implementation of BMPs, the Proposed Project would not have
substantial water quality impacts. Impacts would be less than significant.

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

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project will be served by the local sanitary sewer and potable
water systems. The Proposed Project will not impact groundwater supplies or interfere with
groundwater recharge. Build-out of the Center for Excellence would incrementally increase the
impervious surfaces, however, the expected volume of infiltration and discharge during operation is
expected to be comparable to the existing infiltration and discharge volume at the site. Further, areas
surrounding the Center for Excellence and associated parking lot will be landscaped and allow for
water infiltration. Build-out of the existing campus would result in new buildings that would maintain
similar levels of pervious surfaces. As such, impacts to groundwater would be less than significant.

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

i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site;

Less than Significant. During construction of both the Center for Excellence and the 2020-2030 EFMP
there is the potential for erosion and/or siltation to occur from demolition and grading activities. The
development of the Center for Excellence site or the existing campus site will not alter the course of
a stream or a river. Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP would not result in any alterations to the existing
City of Glendora storm drain system. However, as mentioned in threshold (a), the Proposed Project
would implement a SWPPP, BMPs, and monitoring for storm water discharges to ensure that
sedimentation of downstream waters remain within regulatory limits. The Proposed Project would
also comply with all applicable regulations from the Federal, State, and local levels, including Section
402 of the Clean Water Act, and the USEPA’s NPDES program. Compliance with the existing
regulations and programs would reduce the impacts of on- and off-site erosion or siltation to less than
significant impact.
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d)

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

Less than Significant. Construction of the Proposed Project would produce surface runoff for dust
control and other activities related to construction. However, the amount of runoff would be
minimal. During operation, as mentioned within threshold (a), the Proposed Project is designed
to maintain the existing and historic patterns and storm water discharge locations along the
perimeter of the Project site. Runoff from the site is designed to be intercepted and captured
within the Project site to the extent feasible. Irrigation systems and other water delivering
features would be selected in accordance with District standards to maintain water efficiency on
the campus and Center for Excellence site in order to reduce discharge. The expected volume of
discharge generated by the operation of the Project site is expected to be comparable to the
existing discharge volume at the site. The Project is not expected to substantially increase the rate
or amount of surface runoff that would result in flooding on or off site, and as such, would result
in less than significant impacts.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would produce runoff during construction
through dust control measures and other construction related activities. However, the amount of
runoff created would be minimal. During Project operation, as mentioned within threshold (a),
the runoff is designed to be intercepted and captured within the Project site to the extent feasible
and minimize polluted runoff from the Project site. In addition, the operation of the Proposed
Project is expected to produce similar runoff volume as the existing operation of the Project site.
Therefore, the impact of the Proposed Project would be less than significant.

iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

Less than Significant. The site is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area, according to the
City of Glendora Community Plan 2025 Safety Element. The Center for Excellence and campus are
located in areas of minimal flood hazard (Federal Emergency Management Agency 2022). The
Proposed Project will comply with all existing requirements regarding hydrology and drainage.

Would the project in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation?

No Impact. The Proposed Project is not located in an area that is prone to flood hazard, and the
campus is located more than 30 miles inland from the Pacific Ocean so no risk of tsunami would occur.
Additionally, there are no lakes nearby that would result in a seiche that would affect the campus or
Center for Excellence. Based on the location of the campus and Center for Excellence, there would be
no risk of release of pollutants due to inundation.

Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan?

No Impact. As mentioned in threshold (a), the Proposed Project would implement a SWPPP, BMPs,
and conduct monitoring for storm water discharges to ensure that sedimentation of downstream
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waters remain within regulatory limits. The Proposed Project would also comply with all applicable
regulations from the Federal, State, and local levels, including Section 402 of the Clean Water Act, and
the USEPA’s NPDES program. In addition, the Proposed Project would not significantly increase water
usage where it would significantly impact existing groundwater usage. Therefore, the Proposed
Project would not impact the implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan.

4,11 LAND USE AND PLANNING
Less than
LAND USE/PLANNING P?te.n.tlally Slgnlflcant L.ess. 'I:han No
11. . Significant With Significant
Would the project: e L. Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
(a) Physically divide an established community? ] ] ] X
(b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a
conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an O O X O
environmental effect?
4111 Impact Analysis
a) Would the project physically divide an established community?

b)

No Impact. The Citrus College campus is largely surrounded by residential land use and the Azusa
Pacific University. Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP would maintain most of the work within the
existing campus site while construction of the Center for Excellence would involve redevelopment of
the church site north of W. Foothill Boulevard. Similar to the build-out of the existing campus, the
reconstruction of the church site would not introduce any components that would physically divide
the established community. Therefore, no impact would occur.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is designated by the City of Glendora General Plan as
“Civic/Institution” and “Garden Apartments”. Under the Proposed Project, the land use of the land
for the main campus would remain the same while the existing church site would be converted to
educational uses. New construction of the main campus would not change the land use of the Project
site and would not conflict with existing plans, policies, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating environmental effects.

Regarding the Center for Excellence site, should the City’s General Plan and Zoning Law not permit
the redevelopment of the church site, the District would require the rendering of the City of
Glendora’s General Plan and Zoning Law inapplicable to the Proposed Project. It should be noted that
the State grants school districts the power to exempt school property from county and city zoning
requirements, provided the school district complies with the terms of Government Code Section
53094, Regulation of Local Agencies by Counties and Cities (California Government Code Section
53090-53097.5). In compliance with Government Code Section 53094, following a two-thirds vote of
the District Board, the District can exempt a school site from such local zoning requirements. Within
10 days of the action, the Board must provide the City with notice of this action. In accordance with
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this process, the Proposed Project would not conflict with any local plans or policies. As such, impacts
would be less than significant.

4.12 MINERAL RESOURCES
Less than
MINERAL RESOURCES Potentially Significant Less Than No
12, Would the proiect: Significant With Significant Impact
project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
(a) | Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the ] ] ] IZI
residents of the state?
(b) | Resultin the loss of availability of a locally-important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local ] ] ] X
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
4.12.1 Impact Analysis
a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value

b)

to the region and the residents of the state?

No Impact. The Citrus College Campus, and Center for Excellence are located within a Zone 2, Mineral
Resource Zone, an area where mineral resources are known to exist or judged that a high likelihood
for their presence exists (DOC 2022b). The Project site, and Center for Excellence are located in a
primarily residential area of the city, which does not support mineral resource extraction.
Implementation of the 2020-2030 EFMP would not cause a loss of availability of known mineral
resource valuable to the region and the State, and no impact would occur.

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

No Impact. The Project site is not within an area designated as a mineral resource on city or county
planning maps. Therefore, the implementation of the 2020-2030 EFMP and the Center for Excellence
would not result in the loss of availability of mineral resources and no impact would occur.

4.13 NOISE
Less than
NOISE Pf)te.n.tlally Slgnlflcant L'ess. 'I:han No
13. Would the oroiect result in: Significant With Significant Impact
proj ’ Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
(a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the
project in excess of standards established in the local ] ] |Z| ]
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?
(b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels? O O I O
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Less than
NOISE P?te.n.tlally Slgmflcant L.ess. 'I:han No
13. Would the proiect result in: Significant With Significant Impact
proj ’ Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

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

4.13.1 Environmental Setting

A Noise Report was prepared for the Proposed Project and is included as Appendix D. Although the
Proposed Project is not under the jurisdiction of the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the Transit Noise
and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA Manual), prepared by the FTA, September 2018, is the only
guidance document from a government agency that defines what constitutes a significant noise impact
from implementing a project. The FTA standards are based on extensive studies by the FTA and other
governmental agencies on the human effects and reaction to noise and a summary of the FTA findings are
provided below in Table 4-8.

Table 4-8. FTA Project Effects on Cumulative Noise Exposure

Existing Noise Allowable Noise Impact Exposure dBA Leq or Ldn
Exposure Allowable Project Noise Exposure Allowable Combined Allowable Noise Exposure
(dBA Leq or Ldn) Before Moderate Impact Total Noise Exposure Increase Before Moderate Impact
45 51 52 +7
50 53 55 +5
55 55 58 +3
60 57 62 +2
65 60 66 +1
70 64 71 +1
75 65 75 0

Source: FTA, 2018.

The FTA Manual also provides guidance on construction noise and recommends developing construction
noise criteria on a project-specific basis that utilizes local noise ordinances if possible. However, local noise
ordinances usually relate to nuisance and hours of allowed activity and sometimes specify limits in terms
of maximum levels but are generally not practical for assessing the noise impacts of a construction project.
Project construction noise criteria should consider the existing noise environment, the absolute noise
levels during construction activities, the duration of the construction, and the adjacent land uses. The FTA
standards are based on extensive studies by the FTA and other governmental agencies on the human
effects and reaction to noise and a summary of the FTA findings for a detailed construction noise
assessment are provided below in Table 4-9.
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Table 4-9. FTA Construction Noise Criteria

Land Use Day (dBA Leqg-hour)) Night (dBA Leqsnouy)  30-day Average (dBA Ldn)
Residential 80 70 75
Commercial 85 85 80
Industrial 90 90 851
Notes:

1 Use a 24-hour Leq (24 hour) instead of Ldn (3o day).
Source: FTA, 2018.

Since the Federal government has preempted the setting of standards for noise levels that can be emitted
by the transportation sources, the City is restricted to regulating the noise generated by the transportation
system through nuisance abatement ordinances and land use planning.

The City of Glendora General Plan and Municipal Code establishes the following applicable policies
related to noise and vibration.

City of Glendora General Plan

The City has adopted the land use compatibility standards based on the State Department of Health
Services for acceptable noise levels for counties and cities. The City’s Land Use Compatibility standards
are presented in Table 4-10.

Table 4-10. City of Glendora Noise and Land Use Compatibility Matrix

Community Noise Exposure (Ldn or CNEL, dBA)

Normally Conditionally = Normally Clearly
Land Use Category Acceptable Acceptable Unacceptable Unacceptable

Residential — Low Density, Single-Family, Duplex,

Mobile Homes 50-60 55-70 70-75 75-85
Residential — Multiple Family 50-65 60-70 70-75 70-85
Transient Lodging — Motel, Hotels 50 - 65 60-70 70 -80 -0-85
Schools, Libraries, Churches, Hospitals, Nursing 50— 70 60— 70 70— 80 30-85
Homes

Auditoriums, Concert Halls, Amphitheaters NA 50-70 NA 65 -85
Sports Arenas, Outdoor Spectator Sports NA 50-75 NA 70-85
Playgrounds, Neighborhood Parks 50-70 NA 67.5-75 72.5-85
Golf Courses, Riding Stables, Water Recreation, 50— 70 NA 70— 80 30-85
Cemeteries

Office B.U|Id|ngs, Business Commercial and 50-70 675-775 75_85 NA
Professional

Industrial, Manufacturing, Utilities, Agriculture 50-75 70-80 75 -85 NA

Notes:

Ldn = day-night average sound level

CNEL = Community Noise Equivalent Levels

dBA = adjusted decibels

NA = Not Applicable

Normally Acceptable — Specified land use is satisfactory, based upon the assumption that any buildings involved are of normal conventional
construction, without any special noise insulation requirements.

Conditionally Acceptable — New construction or development should be undertaken only after a detailed analysis of the noise reduction
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requirements is made and needed noise insulation features included in the design. Conventional construction, but with closed windows and
fresh air supply systems or air conditioning, will normally suffice.

Normally Unacceptable — New construction or development should be discouraged. If new construction or development does proceed, a
detailed analysis of the noise reduction requirements must be made and needed noise insulation features

Source: City of Glendora General Plan Table N-1.

The City’s Noise Ordinance establishes the following daytime and nighttime noise standards that are
defined in the General Plan and reprinted below in Table 4-11.

Table 4-11. City of Glendora Noise Ordinance Standards

Noise Level (dBA)

Day: 7 AM -7 PM Evening: 7 PM - 10 PM Night: 10 PM -7 AM

Single Family Residential 55 50 45
Multiple Residential (R-3 and R-4) 55 55 50
Commercial 65 65 60
Industrial and Light Manufacturing 70 70 70
Special Zones (MS) 55 50 45

Source: City of Glendora General Plan Table N-2.

The following applicable goals and policies to the Proposed Project are from the Noise Element of the
General Plan.

Goal N-1: Reduced noise impacts from transportation sources.
Policy N-1.1.  Ensure traffic noise mitigation measures are included and implemented in the design of
new development.

Policy N-1.3  Limit construction, delivery, and through truck traffic to designated routes.

Policy N-1.4 Mitigate transportation equipment impacts at construction sites.
Goal N-2: Reduced noise impacts from non-transportation sources.
Policy N-2.2.  Strive to resolve existing and potential conflicts between noise generating uses and

human activities.

Policy N-2.3 Prohibit significant noise generating activities from locating adjacent to residential
neighborhoods and near schools.

Policy N-2.4 Ensure that construction noise does not cause an adverse impact to the residents of the
City by requiring that noise mitigation techniques be incorporated into all construction-
related activities.

Goal N-3: Coordinated land use planning and noise mitigation.
Policy N-3.1.  Ensure Community Noise Equivalent Levels (CNEL) levels for noise sensitive land uses
meet or exceed normally acceptable levels, as defined by State of California standards.

Policy N-3.2  Enforce all noise standards as outlined in the City’s Noise Ordinance.

Policy N-3.3  Enforce limits set by the State of California to control noise levels, particularly those
governing motor vehicles.
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Policy N-3.4  Ensure that all new development is consistent with exterior and interior noise
standards.

Policy N-3.5 Incorporate noise reduction measures into all development proposals, as necessary.

Policy N-3.6  Consider noise impacts associated with the development of non-residential uses in the
vicinity of residential uses.

Policy N-3.7  Require acoustical materials in all new residential and commercial developments where
noise levels exceed the compatibility standards outlined in the Noise Element.

Glendora Municipal Code (GMC)
The GMC establishes the following applicable standards related to noise and vibration.

9.44.040 Ambient noise base level

When “ambient noise level” is referred to in this section, it means the higher of the following:

(1) Actual measured ambient noise level; or

(2) Ambient base level (see chart below)

Table 4-12. City of Glendora Municipal Code Ambient Noise Base Levels

Time
7a.m.to7 p.m. 7 p.m. to 10 p.m. 10 p.m. to 7 a.m.
Single Family Residential 55 dBA 50 dBA 45 dBA
Multifamily Residential 55 dBA 55 dBA 50 dBA
Commercial 65 dBA 65 dBA 60 dBA
Manufacturing 70 dBA 70 dBA 70 dBA
Special Zones (MS) 55 dBA 50 dBA 45 dBA

Source: GMC Section 9.44.040 Ambient noise base level.

Wherever two different zones are contiguous, the lower ambient noise level at the common property
line shall apply.

9.44.100 Machinery, equipment, fans and air conditioning

It is unlawful for any person to operate any machinery, equipment, pump, fan, air conditioning apparatus
or similar mechanical device in any manner so as to create any noise which would cause the noise level at
the property line of any property to exceed the ambient noise level by more than 5 decibels.

9.44.110 Construction of buildings and projects

It is unlawful for any person within a residential zone, or within a radius of 500 feet therefrom, to operate
equipment or perform any outside construction or repair work on buildings, structures or projects or to
operate any pile driver, power shovel, pneumatic hammer, derrick, power hoist or any other construction
type device (between the hours of 9:00 p.m. of one day and 7:00 a.m. of the next day) in such a manner
that a reasonable person of normal sensitiveness residing in the area is caused discomfort or annoyance
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unless beforehand a permit therefor has been duly obtained from the city. No permit shall be required to
perform emergency work as defined in Section 9.44.020(c).

Additionally, noise measurements were completed onsite to establish existing noise levels to support
modeling of the impacts from construction and operation.

Table 4-13. Existing (Ambient) Noise Level Measurements

_ Average (dBALeg)  1-hr Average (dBA Leo/Time) pyerage

Site Description Daytime! Nighttime? Minimum Maximum (dBA CNEL)
Located on a tree on the eastern portion
of the Center for Excellence site,
. 39.2 62.3
1 approximately 40 feet west of east 56.8 48.0 58.7

property line and 150 feet north of 3:37a.m. 8:58 p.m.
Foothill Boulevard centerline.
Located on a tree on the northern
portion of the Citrus College site, 46.0 62.0

2 approximately 125 feet south of Foothill 293 224 3:42 a.m. 7:33 a.m. 61.1
Boulevard centerline.
Located on a water valve on the eastern
portion of Citrus College site, 50.7 68.7

3 approximately 55 feet west of Barranca 66.4 >9.1 2:23 a.m. 7:23 a.m. 67.9
Avenue centerline.

Notes:

! Daytime is defined as 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. in Section 9.44.040 of the Municipal Code.
2 Nighttime define as 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. in Section 9.44.040 of the Municipal Code.
Source: Noise measurements taken between Wednesday, May 25 and Thursday, May 26, 2022.

Table 4-13 shows that the existing daytime (7 a.m. to 7 p.m.) noise levels at all sites currently exceed the
Daytime Ambient Noise Base Level of 55 dBA and the nighttime (10 p.m. to 7 a.m.) noise levels at all sites
currently exceed the Nighttime Ambient Noise Base Level of 45 dBA for residential uses as defined in
Section 9.44.040 of the Municipal Code. Although the noise measurements were not taken at the nearby
homes, they were taken a similar distance away from W. Foothill Boulevard and Barranca Avenue as the
nearby homes, so the measured noise levels provide representative noise levels at the nearby homes.

4.13.2 Impact Analysis

a) Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

Less than Significant. The Proposed Project would not generate a substantial temporary or permanent
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the Proposed Project in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies.
The following section calculates the potential noise emissions associated with the temporary
construction activities and long-term operations of the Proposed Project and compares the noise
levels to the City standards.
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Construction-Related Noise

Build-out of all of the projects will occur in eight development phases. Phase 1, campus-wide
improvements will begin in Fall of 2022 and all construction would be completed by 2032. Noise
impacts from construction activities associated with the Proposed Project would be a function of the
noise generated by construction equipment, equipment location, sensitivity of nearby land uses, and
the timing and duration of the construction activities.

The nearest sensitive receptors to the Proposed Project site are homes located as near as 15 feet east
of the proposed Center for Excellence site. There are also homes as near as 80 feet from the east side,
where the proposed CTE Building will be located, and as near as 90 feet from the north side, where
the proposed Learning Resource Center will be located. All other proposed improvements would be
located near the center of the Citrus College Campus that would not be in close proximity to offsite
sensitive receptors.

Section 9.44.110 of the City of Glendora’s Municipal Code restricts construction activities that create
excessive noise from occurring between the hours of 9 p.m. and 7 a.m. As detailed above in Section
1.3, standard construction hours for the Proposed Project would be 7:00 am to 7:00 pm Monday
through Friday. If it is necessary to occasionally conduct construction activities on Saturdays,
construction activities will start at 9:00 am. As such, all construction activities associated with the
Proposed Project would occur during the allowable hours for construction activities as detailed in
Section 9.4.110 of the Municipal Code.

However, the City construction noise standards do not provide any limits to the noise levels that may
be created from construction activities during allowable hours for construction activities. As such,
even with adherence to the City standards, the resultant construction noise levels may result in a
significant substantial temporary noise increase to the nearby residents. In order to determine if the
proposed construction activities would create a significant substantial temporary noise increase, the
FTA construction noise criteria thresholds detailed above have been utilized, which shows that a
significant construction noise impact would occur if construction noise exceeds 80 dBA at any of the
nearby homes.

Construction noise levels to the nearby sensitive receptors have been calculated through use of the
Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM) and the parameters and assumptions detailed in Section
6.1 of Appendix D. The calculated construction noise results are shown below in Table 4-14 and the
RCNM printouts are provided in Appendix D.

Table 4-14. Construction Noise Levels at the Nearby Receptors

Construction Noise Level (dBA Leq) at:

Homes to East of Homes to North of Homes to East of
Construction Phase Center for Excellence® Learning Resource Center? CTE Building®
Demolition 77 74 72
Site Preparation 77 74 72
Grading 78 75 73
Building Construction 78 75 72
Painting 64 61 59
Paving 72 69 67
Chambers Group, Inc. 78
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Construction Noise Level (dBA Leq) at:

Homes to East of Homes to North of Homes to East of
Construction Phase Center for Excellence® Learning Resource Center? CTE Building?
FTA Construction Noise Threshold* 80 80 80
Exceed Thresholds? No No No

! The distance from the center of the Center for Excellence to homes to east is 150 feet.

2 The distance from the center of the Learning Resource Center to homes to north is 210 feet.
3 The distance from the center of the CTE Building to homes to east is 270 feet.

4 FTA Construction Noise Threshold obtained from Table 4-9 above.

Source: RCNM, Federal Highway Administration, 2006

Table 4-14 shows that the greatest noise impacts would occur during the grading phase of
construction, with a noise level as high as 78 dBA Leq at the homes to the east of the Center for
Excellence, 75 dBA Leq at the homes to north of the Learning Resource Center, and 73 dBA Leq at the
homes to east of the CTE Building. Table 4-14 also shows that none of the construction phases would
exceed the FTA construction noise standards of 80 dBA at the nearby homes. Therefore, through
adherence to allowable construction times provided in Section 9.44.110 of the Municipal Code, the
construction activities for the Proposed Project would not create a substantial temporary increase in
ambient noise levels that are in excess of applicable noise standards. Impacts would be less than
significant.

Operational-Related Noise

Potential noise impacts associated with the operations of the Proposed Project would be from Project-
generated vehicular traffic on the nearby roadways and from onsite activities, which have been
analyzed separately below.

Roadway Vehicular Noise Impacts

Vehicle noise is a combination of the noise produced by the engine, exhaust, and tires. The level of
traffic noise depends on three primary factors (1) the volume of traffic, (2) the speed of traffic, and
(3) the number of trucks in the flow of traffic. The Proposed Project does not propose any uses that
would require a substantial number of truck trips and the Proposed Project would not alter the speed
limit on any existing roadway so the Proposed Project’s potential offsite noise impacts have been
focused on the noise impacts associated with the change of volume of traffic that would occur with
development of the Proposed Project.

General Plan Policy N-1.1 requires that traffic noise mitigation measures are included and
implemented in the design of new development. However, neither General Plan Policy 9.3, nor any
other General Plan policy defines what constitutes a “substantial permanent increase to ambient
noise levels.” As such, this impact analysis has utilized guidance from the FTA for a moderate impact,
which has been detailed above in Table 4-14, that shows that the Proposed Project contribution to
the noise environment can range between 0 and 7 dB, which is dependent on the existing roadway
noise levels.

Due to the low level of vehicular traffic that would be generated from development of the Proposed
Project, no traffic analysis was prepared for the Proposed Project. However, the Air Quality Analysis
(Appendix A) utilized the default trip generation rates in the CalEEMod model for the addition of 162
students, which found that the Proposed Project would generate 186 daily trips on weekdays. The

Chambers Group, Inc. 79
21339



Citrus College 2020-2030 EFMP Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Glendora, California

City of Glendora General Plan details that there will be 13,700 daily vehicular trips on Foothill
Boulevard just east of the Proposed Project site in the year 2025. The Proposed Project would
contribute 1.4 percent of the Average Daily Traffic (ADT) if all Proposed Project traffic were to travel
east of the Proposed Project site on Foothill Boulevard. In order for project-generated vehicular traffic
to increase the noise level on any of the nearby roadways by 3 dB, the roadway traffic would have to
double. As such, the Proposed Project’s roadway noise impacts would be well below a 3 dB increase,
which is the threshold of perception of an increase in noise levels. Therefore, operational roadway
noise impacts would be less than significant.

Onsite Noise Impacts

The operation of the proposed improvements detailed in the EFMP 2020-2030, may create an
increase in noise from rooftop equipment, parking lot activities, and delivery truck activities. It should
be noted that no new sports fields or other source specific noise generating sources are proposed as
part of the EFMP 2020-2030. As such, the onsite noise sources that have been analyzed in this section
have been limited to rooftop equipment, parking lot activities, and delivery truck activities.

Section 9.44.100 of the City of Glendora’s Municipal Code limits noise created on the Proposed Project
site to the ambient noise plus 5 dBA. For the nearby homes, Section 9.44.040 of the Municipal Code
details that the ambient noise level is the higher of either the actual measured noise level or the
provided ambient base level. As detailed in Section 5.2 of Appendix D, all of the noise measurement
sites currently exceed the Daytime Ambient Noise Base Level of 55 dBA and the nighttime (10 p.m. to
7 a.m.) noise levels at all sites currently exceed the Nighttime Ambient Noise Base Level of 45 dBA for
residential uses as defined in Section 9.44.040 of the Municipal Code.

In order to determine the noise impacts from the operation of rooftop mechanical equipment, parking
lots, and delivery trucks, reference noise measurements were taken of each noise source and are
shown in Table 4-15 and the reference noise measurements are provided in Appendix D. The noise
levels from each source were calculated through use of standard geometric spreading of noise from
a point source with a drop-off rate of 6 dB for each doubling of the distance between the source and
receiver.

Table 4-15. Onsite Operational Noise Levels at Nearby Sensitive Receptors

Operational Noise Levels! (dBA Leq) at the Homes Located at:

East of Center for North of Learning East of CTE
e G Excellence Resource Center Building

Rooftop Equipment? 50 37 39
Parking Lot? 34 25 26
Delivery Truck?* 38 43 43
City Noise Standard® (Day/Night) 61.8/53.0 64.3/57.4 71.4/64.1
Exceed Standard (Day/Night)? No/No No/No No/No
Notes:

! The noise levels were calculated through use of standard geometric spreading of noise from a point source with a drop-off rate of 6 dB for
each doubling of the distance between the source and receiver.

2 Rooftop equipment is based on a reference noise measurement of 65.1 dBA at 6 feet.

3 Parking lot is based on a reference noise measurement of 52.1 dBA at 5 feet.

4 Delivery Truck is based on a reference noise measurement of 54.8 dBA at 30 feet.
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5 From Section 9.44.100 8.36.040 of the City’s Municipal Code of ambient noise plus 5 dBA.

b)

c)

Table 4-15 shows that that the Proposed Project’s onsite operational noise from the anticipated noise
sources would not exceed the applicable noise standards for each stationary noise source. Therefore,
operational onsite noise impacts from each campus would be less than significant.

Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels?

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would not expose persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. The following section analyzes the
potential vibration impacts associated with the construction and operations of the Proposed Project.

Construction-Related Vibration Impacts

Vibration impacts from construction activities associated with the Proposed Project would typically
be created from the operation of heavy off-road equipment. The nearest sensitive receptors to the
Proposed Project site are homes located as near as 15 feet east of the proposed Center for Excellence
site.

Since neither the Municipal Code nor the General Plan provides a quantifiable vibration threshold
level for construction activities, Caltrans guidance has been utilized, which defines the threshold of
perception from transient sources at 0.25 inch per second peak particle velocity (PPV).

The primary source of vibration during construction would be from the operation of a bulldozer. From
Appendix D, a large bulldozer would create a vibration level of 0.089 inch per second PPV at 25 feet.
Based on typical propagation rates, the vibration level at the nearest homes (15 feet away) would be
0.16 inch per second PPV, which would be below the 0.25 inch per second PPV threshold detailed
above. Impacts would be less than significant.

Operations-Related Vibration Impacts

The Proposed Project would consist of the development and operation of institutional community
college land uses. The on-going operation of the Proposed Project would not include the operation of
any known vibration sources. Therefore, a less than significant vibration impact is anticipated from
the operation of the Proposed Project.

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

No Impact. The Proposed Project would not expose people residing or working in the Proposed
Project area to excessive noise levels from aircraft. The nearest airport is Brackett Field Airport that is
located approximately 6 miles southeast of the Proposed Project site. The Proposed Project site is
located outside of the 60 dBA CNEL noise contours of Brackett Field Airport. No impacts would occur
from aircraft noise.
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4.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING
Less than
POPULATION AND HOUSING. Potentially Significant Less Than No
14. Would the proiect: Significant With Significant Impact
project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
(a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in
an area, either directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for ] ] |Z| ]
example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
(b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or
housing, necessitating the construction of ] ] ] IZI
replacement housing elsewhere?
4.14.1 Impact Analysis
a) Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for

b)

4.15

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

Less than Significant Impact. While the Project would expand facilities at Citrus College and
accommodate approximately 162 more students onsite, these improvements listed in the 2020-2030
EFMP were approved as part of Bond Measure Y in 2020. The 2020-2030 EFMP was proposed in
response to projected population increases in the Glendora area. The 2020-2030 EFMP and Center
for Excellence would not introduce any unplanned growth in the area, and a less than significant
impact would occur.

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

No Impact. The Project site is an educational facility and is not used for housing. Build-out of the
2020-2030 EFMP and Center for Excellence would not displace existing people or housing resulting

in the need for replacement housing. Therefore, no impacts to housing would occur.
PUBLIC SERVICES

Less than

15.

PUBLIC SERVICES.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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

i)  Fire Protection?

ii) Police Protection?

L]

L]

XX

W
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15.

PUBLIC SERVICES.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

iii) Schools?

Ll

Ll

Ll

iv) Parks?

L]

L]

X

v)  Other public facilities?

[l

[l

[l

4.15.1

a)

iii)

Impact Analysis

i) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts,
in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for
fire protection?

Less than Significant Impact. Citrus College and the City of Glendora receive fire protection
services from the Los Angeles County Fire Department (LACFD). The College is served by Station
97, off E. Sierra Madre Avenue approximately one mile north of the Proposed Project site. The
DSA has jurisdiction over school construction; the proposed buildings and renovated buildings
would be constructed in compliance with current State fire code requirements. Build-out of the
2020-2030 EFMP, and Center for Excellence would result in a nominal increase of 162 students
and would not adversely affect the ability of the LACFD to protect the campus. Additionally, the
Project would not require construction of new or expanded fire stations. Therefore, a less than
significant impact would occur.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Citrus College and the City receive police protection services from
the City of Glendora Police Department. Campus Safety would continue to provide first response
for safety and security needs on the Citrus College Campus. As needed, the College will add
campus safety officers in response to increasing student population on the campus. Build-out of
the 2020-2030 EFMP, and Center for Excellence would not adversely affect the ability of the
Glendora Police Department to protect the campus and offsite facilities and would not require
construction of new or expanded fire stations. As such, a less than significant impact would occur.

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

No Impact. The 2020-2030 EFMP would be responsible for improvements to Citrus College with
no impact to Glendora K-12 schools. As such, no impact would occur.
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iv)

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

Less than Significant Impact. Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP, and Center for Excellence would
not adversely affect nearby public parks. Recreational facilities on campus include a gymnasium,
swimming pool, baseball, softball and soccer fields, tennis courts, football, and track. The 2020-
2030 EFMP would remove a portion of the tennis complex, adaptive physical education, and
aquatic center to implement the new kinesiology building. The new kinesiology building would
support the existing athletic programs, kinesiology academic programs, and include universally
accessible gym facilities and equipment, as well as classrooms and offices for instructional use.
While demolition of existing facilities would be required, existing recreational facilities would
support students, faculty, and staff; therefore, a less than significant impact would occur.

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

No Impact. The 2020-2030 EFMP would be responsible for improvements to Citrus College with
no impact to nearby public facilities. Therefore, no impact would occur.
4.16 RECREATION
Less than
RECREATION. P?te.n.tlally Slgnlflcant L.ess' 'I"han No
16. Would the project: Significant With Significant Impact
project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
(a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical ] ] ] X
deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?
(b) Does the project include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect O O O IZ'
on the environment?
4.16.1 Impact Analysis

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

No Impact. The Proposed Project would update and renovate existing facilities at the Citrus College
campus and support the surrounding population. Build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP, and Center for
Excellence would not adversely affect nearby public parks. Recreational facilities on campus include
gymnasium, swimming pool, baseball, softball and soccer fields, tennis courts, football, and track.
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Users of the campus and new offsite Center for Excellence are unlikely to use nearby recreation
facilities including Slauson Park, located 0.9 mile west of the Project Site (Google 2022). No impact
would occur.

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?
No Impact. Citrus College has existing recreational facilities onsite with demolition proposed for the
tennis complex, adaptive physical education, and aquatic center to support the new kinesiology
building as part of the 2020-2030 EFMP. Full build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP would not require
construction or expansion of recreational facilities. No impact would occur.
4.17 TRANSPORTATION
Less than
TRANSPORTATION. P?te.n.tlally Slgnlflcant L.ess. 'I:han No
17. . Significant With Significant
Would the project: e L. Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
(a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit, ] ] X
roadways, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
(b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines ] |Z|
section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?
(c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric
design feature (e. g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm O O I
equipment)?
(d) Result in inadequate emergency access? |Z|
4.17.1 Impact Analysis
a) Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system,

including transit, roadways, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project activities have no components that will cause
conflict or alter adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternate transportation.
Improvements associated with the Proposed Project would include improvements to pedestrian
facilities, including improvements to pedestrian circulation paths, landscaping, and wayfinding for
pedestrians.

Due to the low level of vehicular traffic that would be generated from development of the Proposed
Project, no traffic analysis was prepared for the Proposed Project. However, the Air Quality Analysis
(Appendix A) utilized the default trip generation rates in the CalEEMod model for the addition of 162
students, which found that the Proposed Project would generate 186 daily trips on weekdays. The
City of Glendora General Plan details that there will be 13,700 daily vehicular trips on Foothill
Boulevard just east of the Project site in the year 2025. The Proposed Project would contribute
1.4 percent of the ADT if all Project traffic were to travel east of the Proposed Project site on Foothill
Drive.
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b)

c)

d)

Impacts associated with the Proposed Project would be less than significant on plans, policy, or
ordinances related to public transportation, bicycles, or pedestrian facilities.

Would the project Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?
Less Than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project area is located within 0.5 mile of numerous transit
stops. Although the improvements associated with the 2020-2030 EFMP would not likely reduce
vehicle miles traveled in the Project area since the Plan assumes a small amount of growth in
student population, the proximity to multiple transit stops would result in a less than significant
impact associated with transportation. The enrollment growth is expected to come from local
neighborhoods and is not expected to draw significantly from out-of-town students who would
have a more significant impact on VMT. Furthermore, while the Proposed Project would introduce
student commuters to the area, it does not include development of housing or retail that would
significantly increase vehicle travel to and from the area. Therefore, the Proposed Project would be
consistent with the CEQA Guidelines.

Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.qg., farm equipment)?

Less than Significant Impact. The Citrus College 2020-2030 EFMP does propose the addition of
a new road between the Golf Driving Range and Softball Fields; however, this addition would be
consistent with existing vehicular circulation patterns and connect the eastern and western portions
of the campus. The new road would not introduce a new geometric design feature or
incompatible use. Improvements associated with the Center for Excellence would not modify the
existing driveway and would expand parking facilities at the site. Once operational, the parking uses at
the site would remain the same at the Center for Excellence while providing for more users onsite;
however, no increase in hazards from design or incompatible uses would occur.

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

Less than Significant Impact. Citrus College has an Emergency Operations Plan outlining the response
to an extraordinary emergency situation associated with natural disasters, technological incidents,
and national security emergencies. Additionally, the City of Glendora’s General Plan identifies
evacuation routes within the City in the event of any such emergencies that requires evacuation. The
Citrus College campus would continue to provide adequate emergency access. During construction
phases of the different major capital projects temporary impacts could reduce access to the site and
analysis would be conducted to maintain access for facility users and emergency responders. Project
site plans would be reviewed by the LACFD for adequate fire access. Additionally, the Project would
comply with local fire and police jurisdictions review of all construction and site plans prior to the
State Fire Marshall’s final approval. As such, no impacts to an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan would occur.
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4.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES.
Would the project cause a substantial adverse

change in the significance of a tribal cultural Less than
resource, defined in Public Resources Code section Potentially Significant Less Than No
18. 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural Significant With Significant
. R " . . Impact
landscape that is geographically defined in terms Impact Mitigation Impact
of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred Incorporated
place, or object with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe, and that is:
(a) 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 O O IZI O
Code section 5020.1(k), or
(b) 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 Public Resources Code Section
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in ] ] X [l
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

4.18.1 Impact Analysis

a)

b)

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

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 4.5.2, Citrus College is located in an urbanized
area that has been previously disturbed by past activities. No historic or archeologic resources were
identified onsite from the cultural resource records search, and it is unlikely for construction related
Project activities to result in the discovery of new resources. The Proposed Project would not cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resources that is listed or eligible for
listing. A less than significant impact would occur.

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that
is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is 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 Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance
of the resource to a California Native American tribe?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation. As part of AB 52 consultation outreach, the Torres-
Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians, the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation, Gabrieleno
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Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council, and the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians were sent letters
to notify the tribes of the Proposed Project. To date, the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians — Kizh
Nation is the only tribe that responded requesting formal AB 52 consultation regarding the Project.
This consultation meeting occurred on July 20, 2023. Follow-up information was provided by email
from the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation, along with proposed mitigation measures.
After multiple rounds of email correspondence, consultation was deemed complete on September 6,
2023, with the following agreed upon mitigation measures:

MM TCR-1: Retain a Native American Monitor Prior to Commencement of Ground-Disturbing
Activities

A. The lead agency (Citrus Community College District) shall retain a Native
American Monitor from or approved by the Gabrielefio Band of Mission
Indians — Kizh Nation. The monitor shall be retained prior to the
commencement of “ground-disturbing activity” for the Proposed Project at
all project locations (i.e., both on-site and any off-site locations that are
included in the project description/definition and/or required in connection
with the project, such as public improvement work). “Ground-disturbing
activity” shall include heavy grading, excavation and trenching associated
with Proposed Project building work.

B. A copy of the executed monitoring agreement shall be submitted to the lead
agency prior to the commencement of ground-disturbing activity.

C. The monitor will complete daily monitoring logs that will provide descriptions
of the relevant ground-disturbing activities, the type of construction activities
performed, locations of ground-disturbing activities, soil types, cultural-
related materials, and any other facts, conditions, materials, or discoveries of
significance to the Tribe. Monitor logs will identify and describe any
discovered TCRs, including but not limited to, Native American cultural and
historical artifacts, remains, places of significance, etc., (collectively, tribal
cultural resources, or “TCR”), as well as any discovered Native American
(ancestral) human remains and burial goods. Copies of monitor logs will be
provided to the lead agency by the Tribe.

D. On-site tribal monitoring shall conclude upon the latter of the following (1)
written confirmation to the Kizh from a designated point of contact for the
lead agency that ground-disturbing activities and phases that may involve
ground-disturbing activities on the project site or in connection with the
project are complete; or (2) a determination and written notification by the
Kizh to the project applicant/lead agency that no future, planned
construction activity and/or development/construction phase at the project
site possesses the potential to impact Kizh TCRs.

MM TCR-2: Unanticipated Discovery of Tribal Cultural Resource Objects (Non-Funerary/Non-
Ceremonial)
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MM TCR-3:

A. Upon discovery of any TCRs, all construction activities in the immediate vicinity
of the discovery shall cease (i.e., not less than the surrounding 50 feet) and the
Kizh monitor and/or Kizh archaeologist will be included in the consultation on the
recommended procedure/process to move forward. While adhering to the
Project CPM baseline schedule, the Kizh will recover and retain all discovered
TCRs in the form and/or manner the Tribe deems appropriate, in the Tribe’s sole
discretion, and for any purpose the Tribe deems appropriate, including for
educational, cultural and/or historic purposes.

Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains and Associated Funerary or Ceremonial
Objects

Native American human remains are defined in PRC 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 project 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.

E. Any discovery of human remains/burial goods shall be kept confidential to prevent
further disturbance.

Therefore, a less than significant impact to Tribal Cultural Resources would occur with the
incorporation of the above mitigation measures.

In addition, as discussed in Section 4.5.2, should human remains be encountered unexpectedly during
grading or construction activities, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that no
further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin
and disposition pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98. No further excavation or disturbance of the Project
site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent remains shall occur until the County
Coroner has determined, within two working days of notification of the discovery, if the remains are
human. In the event human remains are discovered, a less than significant impact would occur.
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4.19 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Less than
UTILITIES/SERVICE SYSTEMS. Potentially Significant Less Than No
19. Would the proiect: Significant With Significant Impact
project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

Require or result in the relocation or construction of
new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or I:l I:l |Z| I:l
telecommunications facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the

project and reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry and multiple dry O O IZI O
years?

(c)

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

(d)

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

(e)

Comply with Federal, State, and local management
and reduction statutes and regulations related to ] ] ] X
solid wastes?

4.19.1 Impact Analysis

a)

b)

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

Less than Significant Impact. The 2020-2030 EFMP could require relocation of existing utilities onsite,
however an effort would be made to keep the utilities in place as much as possible. Therefore, a less
than significant impact related to utilities would occur.

Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal dry and multiple dry years?

Less than Significant Impact. Citrus College expects an increase in the student population over the
next 10 years, which would increase water consumption at the campus. Build-out of the 2020-2030
EFMP and Center for Excellence would comply with current building code standards at the time of
construction and use of water efficient facilities would be required as part of the CBC. Additionally,
the City of Glendora Urban Water Management Plan provides a water supply analysis until 2040
including consecutive dry years and accommodates for increases in population (City of Glendora
2021). Based off of the results from the Urban Water Management Plan and the growth predicted in
the 2020-2030 EFMP, a less than significant impact would occur.
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c) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or

may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition
to the provider’s existing commitments?
Less than Significant Impact. Citrus College, with a projected increase in student population on
campus over the next 10 years, may experience an increase in water consumption and wastewater
production at the campus. Nearby wastewater facilities include the San Jose Creek Water Reclamation
Plant and Joint Water Pollution Control Plant, with treatment capacities of 100 million gallons per day
(MGD) and 300 MGD respectively (City of Glendora 2021). With the expected increased student
population to a total of 13,321 in 2030, capacity at both facilities would have sufficient capacity to
support full build-out of the 2020-2030 EFMP and Center for Excellence. Therefore, a less than
significant impact would occur.

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local

infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
No Impact. Construction waste would be transported to a certified landfill with adequate capacity,
most likely either Scholl Canyon Landfill or Puente Hills Landfill. Garbage service is provided by Athens
Services (City of Glendora 2022b). The District will continue to work with the contractor providing
solid waste services to ensure that appropriate recycling containers and waste receptacles are
provided on the site. The Proposed Project will comply with applicable State regulations pertaining to
solid waste disposal.

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

No Impact. The District will comply with Federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to
solid waste disposal.

4.20 WILDFIRE

WILDFIRE Less than
. o Potentially Significant Less Than
If located in or near state responsibility areas or . . L No
20. g . e . Significant With Significant
lands classified as very high fire hazard severity L. Impact
. Impact Mitigation Impact
zones, would the project:
Incorporated

(a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response

plan or emergency evacuation plan? O O IZI O
(b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors,

exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project

occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a O O I O

wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
(c) Require the installation or maintenance of

associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks,

emergency water sources, power lines or other

utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may O O I O

result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the

environment?
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20.

Less than
WILDFIRE. . c
. e Potentially Significant Less Than

If located in or near state responsibility areas or o g . e No

g L g . Significant With Significant
lands classified as very high fire hazard severity e Impact

. Impact Mitigation Impact
zones, would the project:
Incorporated

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

4.20.1 Impact Analysis

a)

b)

Would the project impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Less than Significant Impact. Citrus College has an Emergency Operations Plan outlining the response
to extraordinary emergency situations associated with natural disasters, technological incidents and
national security emergencies. Additionally, the City of Glendora’s General Plan identifies evacuation
routes within the City in the event of any such emergency that requires evacuation. The Citrus College
campus would continue to provide adequate emergency access. During construction phases of the
major capital projects, temporary impacts could reduce access to the site and analysis would be
conducted to maintain access for facility users and emergency responders.

Project site plans would be reviewed by the LACFD for adequate fire access. Additionally, Projects
would comply with the local fire authority and police jurisdiction for review of all construction and
site plans prior to the State Fire Marshall’s final approval. As such, no impacts to an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan would occur.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is located in an urban area, and there is no wildland
susceptible to wildfire on or near the site. The Project site is located 0.85 mile south of the nearest
Very High Fire Hazard Local responsibility area (Calfire 2022). Facilities constructed as part of the
2020-2030 EFMP, and Center for Excellence would be required to comply with the current building
code which would include use of materials to reduce fire risk and susceptibility of the Project to
wildfire events.

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

No Impact. The Project site is in an urbanized area surrounded by development. The build-out of the
2020-2030 EFMP and Center for Excellence would not require the installation of new infrastructure
that may exacerbate fire risk. No impact would occur.
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d) Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability or drainage changes?

Less than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project is located within a developed area with relatively
flat topography. The Angeles National Forest is located approximately 0.91 mile north of the Project
site, with the most recent wildfire occurring in 2015 in the hills approximately 9.5 miles north of
Glendora. (ABC7 2015). No evacuations in City limits occurred. The project would not expose people
or structures to significant risk of post fire downstream flooding, landslides or runoff beyond existing
conditions; therefore the impact would be less than significant.

4.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Less than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

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

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

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

4.21.1 Impact Analysis

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

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. As discussed in Section 4.4, the Proposed Project
site is located within the urbanized area of Glendora with no sensitive natural resources. Due to the
highly urbanized nature of the Proposed Project area, the Proposed Project would not reduce the
habitat of fish and wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, or reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal. However, due to concerns about City related tree protection
ordinances, Mitigation Measure BIO-1 is proposed to reduce impacts to mature trees onsite. The
potential for nesting birds exists during all portions of the 2020-2030 EFMP and Mitigation Measure
BIO-2 would reduce impacts to nesting birds to a level less than significant. Additionally, the
Proposed Project would not significantly impact examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory.
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b)

Project related activities could impact character defining features associated with the Performing Arts
building; however, a review by a qualified historian or architectural historian would be conducted to
reduce impacts on character defining features associated with the building. Implementation of
Mitigation Measure CUL-1 would reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level for historic resources.

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

Less Than Significant. Implementation of the Proposed Project would not have the potential cause
impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable. Where the Proposed Project
would have no impact, specifically with respect to agricultural resources, mineral resources, and
population and housing, it would not contribute to cumulative impacts. In addition, issues specific to
site conditions, such as site geology and soils, do not have cumulative effects. The Proposed Project
is not growth inducing; thus, it would not contribute to the cumulative effects of population growth.
The incremental effects of the Proposed Project that could contribute to cumulative impacts include
air, noise, and traffic impacts associated with vehicle trips generated by the Proposed Project and
construction impacts.

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

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. Effects to human beings are generally associated
with air quality, noise, hazardous materials and traffic. As discussed in the previous environmental
topic areas, the Project would not result in significant impacts to human beings because the Proposed
Project would not cause significant impacts to air quality and noise that could impact humans in the
area. Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 would reduce impacts regarding hazardous materials, asbestos
containing building materials, lead-containing building materials, loose and peeling lead containing
paint, mercury light tubes, mercury thermostat switches, PCB-light ballasts, and PCB-containing
building materials. Implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 would require a Phase | ESA prior to
any ground disturbing activities occurring onsite. Adherence to regulatory codes, ordinances,
regulations, BMPs, and standards listed throughout this document would ensure that construction
and operation would not result in substantial adverse direct or indirect effects on humans. The
impacts to human beings as a result of the Proposed Project would be less than significant.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Purpose of Analysis and Study Objectives

This Air Quality, Energy, and Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Impact Analysis has been completed to
determine the air quality, energy, and GHG emissions impacts associated with the proposed Citrus College
Educational and Facilities Master Plan 2020-2030 project (2020-2030 EFMP or proposed project). The
following is provided in this report:

e Adescription of the proposed project;

e Adescription of the atmospheric setting;

e A description of the criteria pollutants and GHGs;

e Adescription of the air quality regulatory framework;

e A description of the energy conservation regulatory framework;
e A description of the GHG emissions regulatory framework;

e A description of the air quality, energy, and GHG emissions thresholds including the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) significance thresholds;

e An analysis of the conformity of the proposed project with the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP);

e An analysis of the short-term construction related and long-term operational air quality, energy,
and GHG emissions impacts; and

e An analysis of the conformity of the proposed project with all applicable energy and GHG
emissions reduction plans and policies.

1.2 Site Locations and Study Area

The existing Citrus College is located on approximately 104 acres at 1000 W. Foothill Boulevard in the City
of Glendora (City). Citrus College is bounded by Foothill Boulevard and residential uses to the north,
Barranca Avenue and a mix of residential and commercial uses to the east, Azusa Pacific University,
residential and commercial uses to the south, and Citrus Avenue and residential uses to the west.

In addition to the existing Citrus College location, the proposed project includes a 1.77 acre parcel at 1155
Foothill Boulevard that is currently occupied by a church on this property and is referred to as the Center
for Excellence Site. This property is bounded by the Metro Rail Foothill Gold Line to the north, residential
uses to the east, Foothill Boulevard and Citrus College to the south, and Citrus Avenue and residential
uses to the west. The project local study area and surrounding uses is shown in Figure 1.

Sensitive Receptors in Project Vicinity

The nearest sensitive receptors to the project site are homes located as near as 15 feet east of the Center
for Excellence site. There are also homes as near as 15 feet from the south side, 80 feet from the east
side, and 90 feet from the north and west sides of the existing Citrus College site. The nearest K-12 school
is Powell Elementary School, which is located as near as 1,100 feet south of the existing Citrus College
site.
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1.3 Proposed Project Description

The proposed project comprises of the adoption and implementation of the 2020-2030 EFMP. As of 2019
there were 13,159 full time students enrolled at Citrus College. By 2030 there is anticipated to be 13,321
full time students enrolled at Citrus College, which would result in an increase of 162 students.

Pursuant to the 2020-2030 EMP, site improvements will include connectivity of on-site parking facilities,
refinement of existing and additional drop-off/pick-up zones, improved pedestrian access and wayfinding.
Renovations will address programming needs for flexible and technologically advanced classrooms and
laboratory technology upgrades, improvements to space efficiency and utilization of space, improvements
to existing infrastructure, and sustainability improvements that will contribute to becoming a Zero Net
Energy (ZNE) campus.

The proposed project also involves construction of new buildings:

e Buildings to replace existing buildings that do not meet the requirements for renovation.

e Buildings that will address the needs of Citrus College to meet the demands of its current and
future students, changing population demographics, and the changing labor market as defined in
the educational component of the master plan-

e Buildings that maximize efficiency and implement a comprehensive sustainable building design

e Sustainable strategies that will contribute to becoming a ZNE campus

These new buildings include: 1) Conference Center, 2) Student Union/Dining Hall, 3) Career Technical
Education Building, 4) Classroom Building / Veterans Resource Center, 5) STEM/Science Building, 6)
Library/Learning Resources Center, and 7) Kinesiology Building. Additional construction may include solar
photovoltaic parking canopies associated with the construction of the new buildings.

The site plan for the 2020-2030 EFMP planning process, is shown in Figure 2, Citrus College 2020-2030
Educational and Facilities Master Plan. This site plan includes new construction, building renovations and
site development projects identified in the educational component of the EFMP. Outlined below is a list
of Minor, Moderate, and Major Renovation/Replacement needs (projects) for existing campus buildings
as provided in the EFMP.

Minor Renovation

The following buildings/facilities were constructed and/or modernized more recently and are thus in need
of only minor renovations to bring them up to current code requirements, to address items identified in
the college’s Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Transition Plan, to address technology and utilities
infrastructure upgrades, to enhance functionality, and to improve efficiency for serving students, staff and
visitors:

VA - Visual Arts

Cl - Center for Innovation
MA - Math/Science

RG - Reprographics

FH - Field House

GH - Gate House

SS - Student Services
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IC - Integrated Success Center
CS - Campus Safety
AD- Administration

Moderate Renovation

The buildings/facilities listed below are in need of moderate renovations to address the following items:
e Facilities need to be brought up to current code compliance
e Improvements are needed to address building security
e The quantity and infrastructure of restrooms do not support current building capacities

e Technology improvements are needed to support current needs, adapt to future needs, and to
remain flexible and adaptable to future technological changes

e Buildings need a more cohesive relationship to their surroundings
e Improvements are needed for accessibility and to meet current standards
e Moderate renovations are needed to address items in Citrus College’s ADA Transition Plan

e Moderate enhancements are needed to address functionality and to meet programmatic needs

NR/SR - North and South Stadium Restrooms

RA - Recording Arts

VT - Video Technology

TD/TE - Technician Development/Technology Engineering
Athletic Facilities

CP - Central Plant

Major Renovation / Replacement

The buildings/facilities listed below are in need of major renovations or replacement to address the
following items:

e Improvements are needed to address building security

e Building construction makes it difficult and costly to renovate for better space utilization and to
achieve energy efficiency

e Evidence of substantial structural slab cracking with areas of exposed rebar

e Restrooms are not to current code compliance

e Requires ADA upgrades

e Roofing needs replacement

e  Existing facilities are qualified with a high Facilities Condition Index (FCl)

e Classrooms have outdated lighting and internal environment is void of natural light

o Lab equipment and stations do not meet accessibility quantities and requirements

e Air handling units have reached the end of their useful life and are past due for replacement

e Current physical conditions of facilities inhibit the ability for technological implementation and
flexibility
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e Better efficiency of space utilization to adapt to programmatic needs

PE - Physical Education Gym
DT1 - Diesel Technology 1
DT2 - Diesel Technology 2
PC - Professional Center

PS - Physical Science

LH - Lecture Hall

LS - Life Science

LB - Liberal Arts/Business
AA - Automotive Annex

TC - Technology Center

PA - Performing Arts

LI — Library

BK - Bookstore

CC (lower level) - Dining Room and Kitchen
IS - Information Systems

MO & WA - Maintenance & Warehouse

Major Capital Projects / Proposed New Building Construction

The following is an overview of the EFMP’S major capital projects / proposed new building construction:
1) Conference Center, 2) Student Union/Dining Hall, 3) Career Technical Education Building, 4) Classroom
Building / Veterans Resource Center, 5) STEM/Science Building, 6) Library/Learning Resources Center, and
7) Kinesiology Building. Additional construction may include solar photovoltaic parking canopies
associated with the construction of the new buildings.

Center for Excellence - Conference Center

The recommendation for the off-site facility is to build a modern, technology-enhanced conference center
which would be available for Citrus College and the community. The prime location of this facility renders
a great opportunity for college use as well as a venue for broader organizational use. Additionally, the
facility’s proximity to the Metro Gold Line station makes it ideally accessible to the greater community.
The Project site for the proposed conference center is approximately 1.77 acres and is north of Foothill
Boulevard and east of Citrus Avenue. The new two-story conference center will be 40,000 sq. ft. The
existing 10,000 sq. ft. church will be demolished as will the existing parking lot be removed and
reconfigured.

Student Union / Dining Hall

A new Student Union / Dining Hall facility will be 20,000 sq. ft. and is proposed to be constructed at the
location of the existing bookstore. The student union will absorb the kitchen and dining hall services from
the lower level of the Campus Center and bring those services up to the same level as the campus quad.
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This new facility will extend into the central quad and provide options for indoor and outdoor dining. This
facility will serve as a space for student gathering and inform