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San Bernardino County
Land Use Services Department
Planning Division
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor ¢ San Bernardino, CA 92415

Phone Number: (909) 387-8311 Fax Number: (909) 387-3223
FROM: San Bernardino County Land Use Services Department

385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

TO: Interested Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals
DATE: March 24, 2016
SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report

The County of San Bernardino (County), as the Lead Agency under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), will be coordinating the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Bloomington Industrial Warehouse
Project. The County is requesting identification of environmental issues and information
that you or your organization believes should be considered in the EIR.

Project Title: Western Realco Bloomington Facility
Project Applicant: Western Realco, LLC

Assessor’s Parcel Number(s): 0257-081-07, 0257-091-07, 11, 12, 14, 15, 19, 20, 23,
24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 32, and 33

Project Location: The Project site is located in unincorporated San Bernardino County
within the community of Bloomington, just north of the San Bernardino and Riverside
County line. Nearby cities include Fontana to the west, Rialto to the east, and Jurupa
Valley to the south. The Project site is located approximately 1.5 miles south of Interstate
10 (I-10), immediately west of Cedar Avenue, north of Jurupa Avenue, and east of Linden
Avenue. The Project Site is approximately 34.54 acres in size.
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The Project site is comprised of 17 existing parcels, most of which are privately owned;
however, four (4) parcels are publicly owned by the San Bernardino County: Flood
Control District (SBCFCD) (APN 0257-081-07, 0257-091-12, and 0257-091-24), and one
parcel is owned by the Bloomington Recreation and Parks District (Parks District) (APN
0257-091-15). The SBCFCD parcels represent an approximately 25-foot wide easement
that runs through the center of the Project site from the northern Project boundary,
trending slightly easterly through to the southern Project boundary. The Parks District
parcel is located at 18604 Jurupa Avenue, near the south-central portion of the Project
site along Jurupa Avenue, and is approximately 0.3 acres in size.

Project Description: The proposed Project is comprised of the following elements:

1. General Plan Amendment to change the existing land use designation from
Bloomington/Residential 1-acre minimum lot size-additional agricultural overly
(BL/RS-1AA) and Bloomington/Institutional (BL/IN) to Bloomington/Industrial
(BL/IC) on approximately 34.54 acres;

2. Approval of Tentative Parcel Map 19635 to combine the existing 17 parcels into
one lot on 34.54 acres; and

3. Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to construct a 676,983-square-foot (ft?) industrial
warehouse building and associated facilities and improvements.

The Project Applicant proposes to construct a single 676,983 ft2 distribution building
within an approximately 34.54-acre property, with associated facilities and improvements
such as a guard booth, parking, bicycle racks, landscaping and detention basins. All
existing structures on the Project site would be demolished prior to Project construction.

Two detention basins would be located near the Project’s southern boundary along Cedar
Avenue and Jurupa Avenue. Landscaping would be provided and would represent
approximately 15 percent of the site coverage. There would be a total of 272 automobile
parking stalls constructed for employee parking with access from Cedar Avenue and
Jurupa Avenue. All parking and site paving would be concrete and asphalt, and would
represent approximately 38 percent of the site coverage. Truck access would be from
Cedar Avenue, and the dockyard would include 138 trailer storage stalls, four (4) grade
level ramps, and 110 dock high doors.

The existing SBCFCD parcels are linear parcels that bifurcate the middle of the Project
site. These parcels are intended to support future flood control improvements associated
with a railroad drainage master plan, to accept/convey drainage from the rail use to the
north. This alignment would be abandoned in favor of one which would direct future flows
east along the northern Project boundary and south along Cedar Avenue. The Project
would dedicate the easement to SBCFCD to facilitate future drainage improvements.

Potential Environmental Effects: An EIR will be prepared to evaluate the proposed
Project’'s environmental impacts and analyze project alternatives. The topic areas
anticipated to be analyzed in detail in the EIR are Air Quality, Cultural Resources,
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Land Use and Planning,
Noise, and Traffic.

Public Review Period: March 24, 2016 through April 22, 2016
Responses and Comments: Please send your responses and comments by Friday,

April 22, 2016 to Kevin White, Senior Planner at Kevin.White@lus.sbcounty.gov or at the
following address:

Kevin White, Senior Planner

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department — Planning Division
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

Scoping Meeting: The County will hold a scoping meeting for the project to receive
comments on the scope and content of the EIR. You are welcome to attend the scoping
meeting and present environmental information that you believe should be considered in
the EIR. The scoping meeting is scheduled as follows:

Date: Tuesday April 5, 2016
Time: 6:00 pm
Place: Bloomington Senior Center

18313 Valley Blvd.
Bloomington, CA 92316

Agencies: In accordance with California Code Regulations, Title 14, Section 15082 (b),
the County requests your agency’s view on the scope and content of the environmental
information relevant to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the
proposed project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by the County when
considering any permits that your agency must issue, or other approval for the project.

Document Availability:

Notice of Preparation

This Notice of Preparation can be viewed on the County of San Bernardino website at:
http://cms.sbcounty.gov/lus/Planning/Environmental/Valley.aspx. The documents are
also available during regular business hours at:

* County of San Bernardino Land Use Services Department, Planning Division, 385
North Arrowhead Avenue, San Bernardino, CA 92415; between the hours of 8:00 a.m.
and 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.

* Bloomington Branch Library, 993 West Valley Blvd. Suite 102, Bloomington, CA
92315; (909) 820-0533; Library Hours: Monday — Wednesday 11:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.,
Thursday 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., Saturday 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. This branch is
closed Friday and Sunday.
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Initial Study

An Initial Study is being prepared for this Project and will be available at the locations
listed above beginning on March 24, 2016.

If you require additional information please contact Kevin White, Senior Planner, at
(909) 387-3067.
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SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

This form and the descriptive information in the application package constitute the contents of Initial Study
pursuant to County Guidelines under Ordinance 3040 and Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

PROJECT LABEL:

APNs: 0257-081-07, 0257-091-07, 11, 12, 14, 15, 19, 20,
23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 32, and 33
Applicant: Western Realco, LLC USGS Quad: U.S. Geological Survey

(USGS) 7.5 minute map
Fontana quadrangle

Community: Unincorporated Community of Bloomington T, R, Section: Township 1 South, Range 5
West, Section 27

Location: North of Jurupa Ave, East of Linden Ave, and West | Thomas Bros.: -
of Cedar Ave.
Project No: P201500122 Specific Plan: Not applicable
Staff: Kevin White OLUD: BL/RS-1-AA, BL/IN
Rep('s): Michael Baker International (Michael Baker)
Proposal: General Plan Land Use Amendment, Conditional | Overlays: Additional Agriculture overlay

Use Permit, and Tentative Parcel Map 19635 to
create one (1) lot on 34.54 acres.

PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION:

Lead agency: County of San Bernardino
Land Use Services Department — Planning Division
385 North Arrowhead Avenue
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182

Contact person: Kevin White, Senior Planner

Phone No: (909) 387-3067 Fax No:  (909) 387-3223
E-mail: Kevin.White@Ilus.sbcounty.gov

Project Western Realco Bloomington Facility

Sponsor:

Consultant: Michael Baker International (Michael Baker)

ENVIRONMENTAL/EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS:

The Project site is located in unincorporated San Bernardino County within the community of Bloomington, in
between the cities of Rialto and Fontana, just north of the San Bernardino and Riverside County line. Nearby
cities include Fontana to the west, Rialto to the east and Jurupa Valley to the south. The Project site is located
approximately 1.5 miles south of Interstate 10 (I-10), immediately west of Cedar Avenue, north of Jurupa
Avenue, and east of Linden Avenue. The Project site is approximately 34.5 acres in size. Most of the southern
portion of the Project site is vacant and has a levelled surface, with the exception of three existing structures.
Two of the existing structures are adjacent to Jurupa Avenue; one is a recreation center, and the other is a
residence. The third structure is a residence that is adjacent to Cedar Avenue. The northern portion of the
Project site is a mix of low density residential and commercial/light industrial uses (e.g., scrap metal,
truck/automobile yard).
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The Project site is comprised of 17 existing parcels, most of which are privately owned; however, four (4) of
the parcels are publicly owned by San Bernardino County: Flood Control District (SBCFCD) (APN 0257-081-
07, 0257-091-12, and 0257-091-24), and one parcel is owned by the Bloomington Recreation and Parks
District (Parks District) (APN 0257-091-15). The SBCFCD parcels represent an approximately 25-foot wide
easement that runs through the center of the Project site from the northern Project boundary, trending slightly
easterly through to the southern Project boundary. The Parks District parcel is located at 18604 Jurupa
Avenue, near the south-central portion of the Project site along Jurupa Avenue, and is approximately 0.4 acres
in size, and is the site of an existing recreation center.

Approval of Tentative Parcel Map 19635 is proposed as part of the Project to combine the existing parcels into
one lot. The following APNs are included in the proposed Project site:

0257-081-07 0257-091-24
0257-091-07 0257-091-25
0257-091-11 0257-091-26
0257-091-12 0257-091-28
0257-091-14 0257-091-29
0257-091-15 0257-091-30
0257-091-19 0257-091-32
0257-091-20 0257-091-33
0257-091-23

Southern California Edison owns the parcel located to the southwest of the Project site near the intersection
of Jurupa Ave and Linden Avenue, which is currently occupied by a substation. This parcel is not a part of the
Project site, but is immediately adjacent. Surrounding land uses include a vacant lot, church, and residences
to the north; medium density residences to the south; a parking lot, vacant land, and residences to the east;
and commercial/light industrial uses and residences to the west. Walter Zimmerman Elementary School is
located at 11050 Linden Avenue, to the immediate northwest of the Project site, and Kessler Park is located
on the corner of Jurupa Avenue and Linden Avenue, to the immediate southwest of the Project site.

The existing land use designation for the Project site is Bloomington/Residential 1 Acre Minimum lot size-
additional agricultural overlay (BL/RS-1AA) and Bloomington/Institutional (BL/IN). Approval of a General Plan
Amendment is proposed as part of the Project, which would change the existing land use designation to
Bloomington/Industrial (BL/IC).

AREA EXISTING LAND USE OFFICIAL LAND USE DISTRICT

Western Realco Bloomington Warehouse Bloomington/Single Residential- 1 Acre

SITE . . ; . : Minimum-Additional Agriculture (BL/RS-1-AA), and
Project, Commercial/Residential mix of uses . -
Bloomington/Institutional (BL/IN)
. . . Bloomington/Single Residential- 1 Acre
North Vacant Land, Church and Single Residential Minimum-Additional Agriculture (BL/RS-1-AA)
. . : Bloomington/General Commercial-Sign Control Primary

Seut Single Residential (BL/CG) and Bloomington/Single Residential (BL/RS)

. . . . Bloomington/Single Residential- 1 Acre
East Industrial and Single Residential g g

Minimum-Additional Agriculture (BL/RS-1-AA)

Bloomington/Single Residential- 1 Acre
West Single Residential, SCE Electrical Substation | Minimum-Additional Agriculture (BL/RS-1-AA),
Bloomington/Institutional (BL/IN)
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APPROVALS:

The County of San Bernardino, as Lead Agency, has discretionary authority over the Project. The Project is also
subject to the review and requirements of the County Departments listed below.

County of San Bernardino: Land Use Services — Planning, Code Enforcement; Building and Safety, Public
Health-Environmental Health Services, Special Districts, Public Works, County Fire, and Flood Control District.

In order to implement this Project, the Applicant would need to obtain the following permits/approvals from the
County, including, but not limited to: a General Plan Amendment, Tentative Parcel Map, and Conditional Use
Permit, further described in the Project description below.

Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation agreement.):
State Water Resources Control Board — NPDES General Construction Permit.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The proposed Project is comprised of the following elements:

1. General Plan Amendment to change the existing land use designation from Bloomington/Residential 1-
acre minimum lot size-additional agricultural overly (BL/RS-1AA) and Bloomington/Institutional (BL/IN) to
Bloomington/Industrial (BL/IC) on approximately 34.54 acres;

2. Approval of Tentative Parcel Map 19635 to combine the existing 17 parcels into one lot on 34.54 acres;
and

3. Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to construct a 676,983-square-foot (ft?) industrial warehouse building and
associated facilities and improvements.

The Project Applicant proposes to construct a single 676,983 ft? distribution building within an approximately
34.54-acre property, with associated facilities and improvements such as a guard booth, parking, bicycle racks,
landscaping and detention basins. All existing structures on the Project site would be demolished prior to Project
construction.

Two detention basins would be located near the Project’s southern boundary along Cedar Avenue and Jurupa
Avenue. Landscaping would be provided and would represent approximately 15 percent of the site coverage.
There would be a total of 272 automobile parking stalls constructed for employee parking with access from Cedar
Avenue and Jurupa Avenue. All parking and site paving would be concrete and asphalt, and would represent
approximately 38 percent of the site coverage. Truck access would be from Cedar Avenue, and the dockyard
would include 138 trailer storage stalls, four (4) grade level ramps, and 110 dock high doors.

The existing SBCFCD parcels are linear parcels that bifurcate the middle of the Project site as part of a flood
control easement associated with a railroad drainage master plan to accept/convey drainage from the rail use to
the north. While there are no existing flood control facilities on the Project site, the easement is intended to
facilitate the development of future flood control improvements by setting aside an alignment for this future
facility. In order to accommodate the Project, this alignment would be abandoned in favor of one which would
direct future flows east along the northern Project boundary and south along Cedar Avenue. The Project would
dedicate the easement to SBCFCD to facilitate the future drainage improvements.

Construction is anticipated to occur over a duration of approximately 10 months, commencing in the first half of
2017 and the facility would be operational in 2018.



APN: 0257-081-07, 0257-091-07, et al. Initial Study Page 4 of 64
Western Realco Bloomington Facility
March 2016

This page intentionally left blank.



Al e T
4
t o - |
. - .hr’ ; 3 >
L
< A
0
xl--)
w - ” 7 = dino f‘
D s S
= e 2 \f“tl LT " feali
cirm ) T 1.3, i = iy
—— = _HERS : e = carm®
5 WL—P{I 2 0 = - = s
‘ ‘ | J] oma o i
S | ’ U aA Rml T ‘
@ SANJBERNAl}lNO‘CJ @ P2
' RIVERSIDE COUNTY _lemeees e
5 | = D ) MJ

Iy
{
|

i 3 oy

¥
= L

AW

E
'
o
I

{; A
gu

=5
sallicrix
{}F

g AN i |?ifr4|t v , S U
7 " / F @ i T’L iy
[ - 5 ;&E \ y
i o) - b
oy =il P A
Ooro oo o P .
Fj’i-ﬁ r\ “/\? . \SRE I f I&:S‘ee,:zw ’ l_\
Y B d o
fRa : 7 an \ I ‘ I ’— )/4
> = :
A g : ] it ) el
; , b Pt e Lj;ﬂr“ et
e e\ N
= _‘\ \ lI | 1
oy -

12/24/2015 N M:\Mdata\151073\GIS\MXD\Figure1 RegVic_P8x11.mxd AP
il :

AL 4. RN 2 i W :
WESTERN REALCO LOGISTICS
FOCUSED EIR FOR LOGISTICS PROJECT

—— s Regional Vicinity

I Source: ESRI Relief Map, National Highway Planning Network -
Exhibit 1

Michael Baker

INTERNATIONAL




APN: 0257-081-07, 0257-091-07, et al. Initial Study Page 6 of 64
Western Realco Bloomington Facility
March 2016

This page intentionally left blank.



1/21/2016 JN M:\Mdata\151073\GIS\MXD\Figure2_Local Project Vic_P8x11.mxd

Grace: St:

ALLAT AT A .

_—urupa~Ave

Gregory+St

Ll Mindana
T

= WERIE) St

l:.-b\-—r— B
N

e AS 1St s £ Sa———
w

augl)

\

Michael Baker

INTERNATIONAL

= SantasAna¥

S’antavAna‘vA‘.‘e_—

ECa ot B
7 B

ey ankton'Dras

g 5 »

1 11h¥StS

21 0th*=St

thi Stases

)th s St

SthiSts

S othsStS

s St & St

Jurupa'Ave

-
ers|Ct

1

SaFarm

Source: San Bernardino County, ESRI

ElfRivinotRd

WESTERN REA
FOCUSED EIR FOR LOGISTICS PROJECT

Local Vicinit
Exhibit 2




APN: 0257-081-07, 0257-091-07, et al. Initial Study Page 8 of 64
Western Realco Bloomington Facility
March 2016

This page intentionally left blank.



12/24/2015 JN M:\Mdata\151073\GIS\MXD\Figure3_Proposed Site Plan_P8x11.mxd

s
;f'
2
g
>
o
:’ur O
>
o L1
%) <C
i
(D]
©
g
o =
-

324'-1"

40' Drive Aisle

o ) Wide Truc] \\
g :
Proposed Industrial Building :
676,983 s.f. (Ground) 5
50
g E;l 40' Drive Aisle

40' Drive Aisle

40'/53'-63

160'-0"

30

449'-0"

Cedar Ave

30

160'-0"

40'

180'-0"

Site Plan Summary

Gross Site Area (To Original Property Lines) (35.43 Acres) 1,543,291 s.f.
Gross Site Area (To Ultmate Right of Way)  (34.54 Acres) 1,504,407 s.f.
Total Building Area (Ground Floor) 676,983 s.f.
Site Coverage to Ultimate R.O.W. (.45 Max F.A.R) 45.00%
Parking Required (IC Zoning) 271 Spaces

Office (19,000 s.f. / 1/250) 76 Spaces

WH (40,000 s.£. / 1/1,000) 40 Spaces

WH (617,983 s.£. / 1/4,000) 155 Spaces
Parking Provided 272 Spaces
Dock Yard 110 Dock High Doors
4 Grade Level Doors

138 Trailer Storage Stalls

Landscape Provided (15% Required) 17%

Key Notes

[1]  Approx. Extent of Future Offce Area - Typ. (X" Designates
Future 2nd Floor Arca)
Shaded Area Represents Landscaping - Typ.

Service Yard Rolling Security Gate Compatible with Note #10
Conerete Sidewalk - Natural Color with Medium Broom Finish
T Grade Level Exit Door Connected to Accessible Path of Travel

Property Line per Civil Drawings
Typical Parking Stall: 919" (or 917w/ 2 Overhang)
Potential Demising Wall

Dock Door Designated as Future Trash Compactor Location
Exterior Conerete Stairs and Painted Metal Railings - Typ
Exterior Ramp Up to Ground Level Service Door - Typ. Proposed Opening in Existing Raised Median to allow Left
Turn out of Site for Northbound Cedar Avenue

Recreation Center Parcel - Relocation T.B.D.

Dock-High Loading Door - Typ
Fire Dept. Access Door, Typical, per Building Plans and Ext
Elevations.

Handicapped Parking with Accessible Path to Entry - Typ.

Potential Future Guard Booth
Bike Rack to Meet Code Requirement

Security Fencing as Shown and Visual Screening as Required
by Planning Department

5]
0]
im

General Notes

1. Site Plan Shall Meet All Engineering and NPDES Requirements.
2. All Lighting Shall Conform with the Municipal Standards
3. All Signage Shall Conform with the Municipal Standards

Project Directory

DEVELOPER/APPLICANT: ARCHITECT: LANDSCAPE: CIVIL:

WESTERN REALCO, LLC BASTIEN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.  EMERALD DESIGN THIENES ENGINEERING
500 Newport Center Drive, Suite 630 15661 Red Hill Avenue, Suite 150 305 N. Harbor Blvd., Suite 222 14349 Firestone Blv
Newport Beach, Califoria 92660 Tustin, Califoria 92780 Fullerton, CA 92832 La Mirada, CA 90638
Telephone: 949 720 3787 Telephone: 714.617.8600 Telephone: 714 680 0417 Telephone: 714 521 4811
Contact: Jeremy Mape, Gary Edwards ~ Contact: Mike MeAndrew Contact: Charles Lamb Contact: Brian Thienes

Property Line (Current) Solid Hatch Represents Landscape Area
— — — — — — — TopofSlope (Detension Basin)

Shade Represents On-Site Hardscape Materials
Potential Interior Wall Location

30

139'-8"

North

(Conerete or Ashpalt Paving)
Fencing
- Parking Overhang (24)

Diagonal Hatch Represents Painted Stripes

=
(I
77

Dark Shade Represents Enhanced Hardscape Materials
per Keynote 3
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SITE PLAN

0 60 120 180 240

Scale: 1"=60'-0"

Michael Baker

INTERNATIONAL
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Project Site Plan

Source: Technical Noise Report, Western Realco 2015

Figure 3
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EVALUATION FORMAT

This initial study is prepared in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 21000, et seq. and the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations
Section 15000, et seq.). Specifically, the preparation of an Initial Study is guided by Section 15063 of the State
CEQA Guidelines. This format of the study is presented as follows. The project is evaluated based upon its effect
on seventeen (17) major categories of environmental factors. Each factor is reviewed by responding to a series
of questions regarding the impact of the project on each element of the overall factor. The Initial Study Checklist
provides a formatted analysis that provides a determination of the effect of the project on the factor and its
elements. The effect of the project is categorized into one of the following four categories of possible
determinations:

Potentially Less than Significant

Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated Less than Significant No Impact

Substantiation is then provided to justify each determination. One of the four following conclusions is then
provided as a summary of the analysis for each of the major environmental factors.

1. No Impact: No impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are required.

2. Less than Significant Impact: No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation
measures are required.

3. Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: Possible significant adverse impacts have been
identified or anticipated and the following mitigation measures are required as a condition of project approval to
reduce these impacts to a level below significant. The required mitigation measures are: (List of mitigation
measures)

4. Potentially Significant Impact: Significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated. An
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required to evaluate these impacts, which are (List of the impacts requiring
analysis within the EIR).

At the end of the analysis the required mitigation measures are restated and categorized as being either self-
monitoring or as requiring a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact
that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

OX KOO

Y

Aesthetics

Agriculture and Forestry Resources Air Quality

]
Biological Resources X Cultural Resources [l Geology/ Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions [X| Hazards & Hazardous Materials [ Hydrology / Water Quality
Land Use/ Planning [] Mineral Resources X Noise
Population / Housing [0 Public Services: [l Recreation
. - o Mandatory Findings of
Transportation / Traffic [] Utilities / Service Systems X Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation, the following finding is made:

]

The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION shall be prepared.

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there shall 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 shall be prepared.

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required.

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.

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequztely 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.

V. 2/22/1c

Signature: prepared by Kevin White, Senior Planner Date
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AESTHETICS

Less than

Significant Less than No
with Mitigation  Significant  Impact
Incorporated

Potentially
Issues Significant
Impact

Would the project:

d)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? [] [] X []

Substantially damage scenic resources, including but not [] [] [] X
limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings
within a state scenic highway?

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality ] ] X ]
of the site and its surroundings?

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

SUBSTANTIATION:

(Check [X] if project is located within the view-shed of any Scenic Route listed
in the General Plan):

a)

b)

Less than Significant Impact. Cedar Avenue has been designated as a County Scenic Route from
Bloomington Avenue to the Riverside County line, as described in the Bloomington Community Plan
(San Bernardino County 2007a). A portion of this road segment is adjacent to the Project site. The
basis for this designation is not identified in the Community Plan, however, based on criteria in the
County’s General Plan (San Bernardino County 2007b), the designation is most likely related to views
of the Rubidoux/Jurupa Hills south of the Project site:

o Offers a distant vista that provides relieve from less attractive views of nearby features (such as
view of mountain backdrops from urban areas (Open Space Policy 5.1).

The warehouse would be approximately 60 feet in height, and taller than the surrounding buildings.
Within Community Industrial (IC) zones the maximum building height is 75 feet (County of San
Bernardino, Land Use Element Table LU-1 2007). With the implementation of the proposed zone
change from Bloomington/Residential 1 Acre Minimum lot size-additional agricultural overlay (BL/RS-
1AA) and Bloomington/Institutional (BL/IN) to Bloomington/Industrial (BL/IC), the Project would be
consistent with the allowed building height. Along Cedar Avenue, the future warehouse building would
be set back over 100 feet from the existing right-of-way. As the Project would also include the
dedication of 22 feet of additional right-of-way for Cedar Avenue, the Project would still provide over
75 feet of setback along this corridor. As a result, the Project would not block views of the hill/mountain
backdrops viewed from Cedar Avenue, and the Project would not have a substantial adverse effect
on a scenic vista. Impacts would be less than significant.

No Impact. Potential scenic resources associated with the Project site include mature trees and
historic age structures (see Cultural Resources). There are no rock outcroppings associated with the
site. The California Scenic Highway Program was created by the Legislature in 1963 to preserve and
protect scenic highway corridors from changes and development that would diminish the aesthetic
value of lands adjacent to highways. No facilities within the Community Plan area are eligible for
designation as a scenic route under the California Scenic Highway Program (San Bernardino County
2007a). Therefore, the Project does not have the potential to substantially damage scenic resources,
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d)

such as trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings associated with a state scenic highway. There
would be no impacts related to a state scenic highway.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is generally level with portions developed and other
areas previously graded/disturbed. The southern half of the Project site is predominantly characterized
by previously graded, but undeveloped land; interspersed with three disparate structures: a small
recreation center, and two residences; and power lines. Views of the undeveloped areas are
expansive, owing to the lack of topography, vegetation or other visual features. Developed properties
are generally fenced with chain link fencing, and feature ornamental trees. The recreation center is
characterized by residential architecture, block and iron fencing, paved parking areas, and minimal
landscaping along the Jurupa Avenue frontage.

The northern half of the site is a mix of low density residential and commercial/light industrial uses
(e.g., scrap metal, truck/automobile yard, junk yard) on large parcels and is more fully developed
compared to the southern half of the Project site.

Southern California Edison operates a substation southwest near the intersection of Jurupa Ave and
Linden Avenue, and is a dominant visual feature adjacent to the Project site. The existing SBCFD
easement is composed of a graded and gated access road bifurcating the Project site in a north-south
direction. Adjacent roads are paved and striped but do not feature curbs, sidewalks or medians,
contribution to a rural aesthetic.

Surrounding land uses include a vacant lot, church, and residences to the north; medium density
residences to the south; a parking lot, vacant land, and residences to the east; and commercial/light
industrial uses and residences to the west. South of the Project site, the Rubidoux hills can be
appreciated.

The Project would replace the undeveloped, and disparate land uses with a single-unified
development centered on a warehouse facility. The dominant visual features would include the
building and associated features such as parking, landscaping, and detention basins. In addition, the
Project would provide right-of-way and develop half width street improvements along the Project’s
frontage of Cedar Avenue and Jurupa Avenue, including curbs, sidewalks, and medians in some
locations. The resulting aesthetic would be more organized, unified and urban, compared to the
existing conditions. While the Project will markedly change the visual quality of the Project site, it would
not degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site or surroundings. Impacts would be less
than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. The existing Project site lighting sources are emitted from single family
residential and small scale commercial uses. One of the primary concerns of the Bloomington
Community is the lack of adequate street lights (Bloomington Community Plan, Circulation and
Infrastructure 2007). There are no light sensitive uses immediately adjacent to the Project site,
however, there are residences across the street from the Project to the east, west, and south. The
Project would involve lighting throughout the site that would be implemented in accordance with
County design standards. San Bernardino County Ordinance No. 3900 regulates glare, outdoor
lighting, and night sky protection. The Ordinance provides that Commercial or industrial lighting shall
be fully shielded in such a manner as to preclude light pollution or light trespass on any of the following:
an abutting residential land use district; a residential lot; or public right-of-way. The Project would
provide shielded lighting sufficient for security and safety, without nuisance to the adjacent properties.
Any lighting from the site would not interfere with on-coming traffic on adjacent roadways such as
Linden Ave, Cedar Ave, and Jurupa Ave. A professionally prepared outdoor lighting plan would be
submitted to and subject to the County Planning Division’s approval to confirm compliance with County
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standards. Lighting direction and intensity would be developed to minimize impacts to roadways,
adjacent neighbors, and minimize light pollution. Impacts would be less than significant.
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AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Less than

Significant Less than No
with Mitigation  Significant  Impact
Incorporated

Potentially
Issues Significant
Impact

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 Dept.
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:

b)

d)

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of [] [] [] X
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 [] [] X []
Williamson Act contract?

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest [] [] X []
land (as defined in Public Resources Code section

12220(qg)), 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 [] [] [] X
to non-forest use?

Involve other changes in the existing environment which, [] [] X []
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of

Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest

land to non-forest use?

SUBSTANTIATION: (Check [] if project is located in the Important Farmlands Overlay):

a)

No Impact. Approximately 70% of the Project site is designated as Other Land, and 30% is designated
as Urban and Built-up Land, based on the California Department of Conservation (DOC) farmland
classifications (DOC 2016). Other Land is usually unsuitable for agriculture, or may support some
agricultural use, but is surrounded by development, while Urban and Built-up Land is generally
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b)

d)

developed. Therefore, the Project site is not designated as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance. No impacts would occur.

Less than Significant Impact. Most of the Project site is designated for Bloomington/Residential-1
Acre minimum lot size-additional agricultural overlay (BL/RS-1AA) which allows for agricultural use. A
small portion of the site is designated for Bloomington/Institutional (BL/IN). Current agricultural use is
limited to approximately 7 acres of fenced grazing area used for llamas and goats. No Williamson Act
contracts exist on any of the parcels that comprise the Project site. The Project would include a
change in land use designation to Bloomington/Industrial (BL/IC) which would remove the Additional
Agricultural Overlay. . Impacts would be less than significant because the existing zoning assumes
the property to be developed with residences, and makes no requirement that any land is set aside
for agricultural purposes. The Additional Agriculture Overlay is intended to create, preserve, and
improve areas for small-scale and medium-scale agricultural uses utilizing productive agricultural
lands for raising, some processing, and the sale of plant crops, animals, or their primary products. It
is an overlay where agricultural uses exist compatibly with a variety of rural residential lifestyles. The
development standards within this overlay are designed to allow properties to keep higher densities
of animals on the property than would typically be allowed in a residential neighborhood. The Overlay
is not intended to protect vital agricultural uses which are those properties within the County’s
Agricultural Preserve Overlay. Impacts would be less than significant.

No Impact. The Project site does not contain forest or timberland. Additionally, the Project site is not
zoned as forest land. The Project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g)). No impacts would occur.

No Impact. The Project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use. The Project site is partially developed, it is not, and has not historically, been utilized as
forest land. No impact would occur.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is partially developed with farming activities, which
primarily include animal raising activities. The removal of this land is not considered significant
because the land is not utilized for the cultivation of crops. Lands utilized for animal raising are not of
regional or statewide significance because the qualities of the soil are not required to meet any specific
requirements. The Project site is not designated as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance, as the Project does not have the soil quality, and moisture supply needed
to produce economically sustained high yields of crops. A less than significant impact would occur.
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1. AIR QUALITY
. Less than
| gpte_r;_t |a||); Significant Less than No
salles | 'gn! |tcan with Mitigation ~ Significant  Impact
mpac Incorporated
Where available, the significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality management or air pollution control
district might be relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air X [] [] []
quality plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to = ] ] ]
an existing or projected air quality violation?
c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any X [] [] []
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant X [] [] []
concentrations?
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of X [] [] []
people?
SUBSTANTIATION: (Dlsguss cgnformlty with the South Coast Air Quality Management Plan, if
applicable):
a) Potentially Significant Impact. The SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (SCAQMD 1993, 2015),
as supplemented in March 2015, sets forth quantitative emission significance thresholds below which
a Project would not have a significant impact on ambient air quality (SCAQMD 2015). Based on
preliminary analysis, the Project has the potential to exceed AQMD thresholds, and thus potentially
conflict with regional air quality plan. Therefore, impacts are potentially be significant, and this topic
will be further evaluated in an environmental impact report (EIR).
b) Potentially Significant Impact. Development of the Project would result in air pollutant emissions as

a result of fugitive dust and construction equipment emissions. Based on specific evaluation of
construction related emission, daily construction emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD
significance thresholds for VOCs, NOx, CO, SOx, PM10, or PM2.5 during construction in any of the
construction years. Furthermore, construction-generated emissions would be temporary and would
not represent a long-term source of criteria air pollutant emissions. In addition, the Project would be
required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 403 to control dust emissions generated during the demolition
and other grading activities. Standard construction practices that would be employed to reduce fugitive
dust emissions include watering the active sites. Construction of the Project would not exceed the
SCAQMD threshold for VOCs, NOx, CO, SOx, PM10, or PM2.5 during construction in any of the
construction years. Therefore, Project construction would not violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation.
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d)

Project operation would result in employee vehicle trips, and truck trips that would result in vehicle
related air pollutant emissions. On-site equipment and energy use would also result in air pollutant
emissions. Based on preliminary analysis, the Project has the potential to exceed AQMD thresholds
and result in significant air quality impacts. This topic will further be evaluated in an EIR.

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in b) above, activities as a result of Project operation
would have the potential to exceed SCAQMD thresholds. The Project’s potential to produce
cumulatively considerable air pollutants will be further evaluated in an EIR.

Potentially Significant Impact. Sensitive receptors nearby the Project site include residences,
elementary schools, and a church. Based on preliminary air quality analysis, it was determined that
construction activities associated with the proposed Project would result in temporary sources of
fugitive dust and construction vehicle emissions. Long-term operation of the Project would result in
daily vehicular trips that would generate local emissions that could expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. Impacts to sensitive receptors will be further evaluated. A health
risk assessment of the emissions associated with toxic air contaminants (TACSs), primarily diesel
particulate matter from heavy-duty trucks will be performed to estimate the maximum cancer risks and
chronic (long-term) hazard indices due to non-cancer health effects associated with diesel particulate
matter. This topic will be further evaluated in an EIR.

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project’s potential to create objectionable odors will be further
evaluated in an EIR.
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V.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less than

Significant Less than No
with Mitigation  Significant  Impact
Incorporated

Potentially
Issues Significant
Impact

Would the project:

b)

d)

f)

Have substantial adverse effects, either directly or through [] X [] []
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a

candidate, sensitive or special status species in local or

regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California

Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife

Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or ] ] [] X
other sensitive natural community identified in local or

regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the California

Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife

Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected ] ] ] X
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,

etc...) through direct removal, filing, hydrological

interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native ] X L] L]
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?

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

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat  [] L] L] X
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan,

or other approved local, regional or state habitat

conservation plan?

(Check if project is located in the Biological Resources Overlay or contains

SUBSTANTIATION: habitat for any species listed in the California Natural Diversity Database [ ]):

Category N/A

A biological investigation including a literature review and site visit was conducted for the Project site
and the results summarized in a Technical Report (Dudek 2015a). The vegetative communities
identified on the site are classified as followed: non-native grassland 6.5 acres, agricultural 7.0 acres,
and developed/disturbed 21.3 acres. No special-status plant species were observed within the Project
site. Due to high disturbance and lack of suitable habitat throughout the entire Project vicinity, there
is no potential for special-status plant species to occur on site.
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No special-status wildlife species were observed on site. However, there is some potential for
burrowing owl, a California Species of Special Concern, to occur on-site due to the high amount of
open space within and surrounding the Project site, as well as historical occurrences within one mile.
The open fields have the potential to contain suitable burrows for burrowing and the ground surface
is suitable nesting habitat for killdeer, a common bird. The site also contains forage habitat for raptors,
and nesting and forage habitat for Cooper’s hawk. The trees within the site and surrounding residential
areas could potentially be used by migratory and non-migratory birds for breeding. In addition,
numerous bird species could use nesting boxes found on the Project site.

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. No special-status plant species were
observed within the Project site. Due to high disturbance and lack of suitable habitat throughout the
entire Project vicinity, there is no potential for special-status plant species to occur on site. Therefore,
there are no anticipated occurrences of direct or indirect impacts to special-status plants as a result
of the Project and no mitigation measures are required in this regard (Dudek 2015a).

Project development would include the conversion of potential forage and nesting habitat for
burrowing owl and Cooper’s hawk, including non-native grassland (6.5 acres) and agriculture
(7 acres), and trees. Neither the non-native grassland, nor trees are considered sensitive habitat.
Short-term impacts as a result of noise and dust are limited. Due to the limited habitat on site, and the
ability of foraging birds to freely move to other available habitat impacts to foraging special status birds
would be less than significant.

Project construction could result in direct impacts to nesting individuals including the loss of nests,
eggs, and fledglings if tree removal, vegetation clearing and ground-disturbing activities occur during
the nesting season (generally between February 1 and June 30). This impact is potentially significant
because substantial direct impacts to individuals of designated special-status species, if present,
could occur during a critical period of these species’ life cycles and may result in reduced reproductive
success. Potential impacts could occur to Cooper’s hawk and burrowing owl. Implementation of the
following mitigation measures would reduce impacts to special status species to less than significant:

MM-BIO-1 If construction activities are to take place during the avian nesting season breeding
season (February 15 through August 31 for most bird species, and January 1 through
August 31 for raptors), a pre-construction survey for nesting bird species, including
raptors, shall be conducted within 7 days prior to vegetation removal. The survey will
identify any active nesting by special-status birds on the Project site or within 500 feet
of construction activities. If active nests of special-status birds are present in the impact
area or within 500 feet of the edge of construction area, a qualified biologist shall
prescribe avoidance measures including, but not limited to, establishing a construction
buffer. The type of species, nesting stage, surround topography, existing conditions,
and type of construction activity will determine the appropriate avoidance measures.
Avoidance measures shall remain in place until the nest is no longer active as
determined by a qualified biologist.

MM-BIO-2 A qualified biologist in accordance with the latest California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (CDFW) survey guidelines will conduct a burrowing owl preconstruction survey
within 30 days prior to ground-disturbance or noise producing activities. If burrowing
owls occupy the site, then a mitigation plan shall be prepared, approved by CDFW,
and implemented prior to initiation of ground-disturbance activities that may affect the
burrowing owl on site. The mitigation plan will include methods for avoidance or
relocation of the owl and details regarding the proposed relocation site.
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b)

d)

f)

No Impact. According to the biological investigation conducted for the Project site, there are no
riparian areas or sensitive vegetation communities within or adjacent to the Project site. Therefore,
the Project would not result in direct or indirect impacts to riparian areas or sensitive vegetation
communities (Dudek 2015a). No impact would occur.

No Impact. According to the biological investigation conducted for the Project site, there are no
wetlands or jurisdictional waters present on the Project site. Therefore, the Project would not result
in direct or indirect impacts to jurisdictional waters. Due to the lack of waters under the jurisdiction of
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and CDFW, no additional coordination or application for permits with
these agencies is required (Dudek 2015a). No impacts would occur.

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. According to the biological
investigation conducted for the Project site, there are no wildlife corridors within the Project site.
Therefore, the Project would not have impacts to wildlife corridors. Project implementation would not
interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory bird species, but the
Project site has the potential to support nesting resident and migratory birds. As discussed in a) above,
impacts to nesting birds will be mitigated to a less than significant with implementation of mitigation
measures BIO-1 and BIO-2.

No Impact. According to the biological investigation conducted for the Project site, there are no
species or habitat regulated by the County’s Native Plant Protection Act within the Project site. There
are no other local policies or ordinances with respect to biological resources that apply to the Project
site (Dudek 2015a). Therefore, the Project is not in conflict with local policies or ordinances. No impact
would occur.

No Impact. The Project site is not within a designated habitat conservation plan area; therefore, the
Project is not in conflict with any habitat conservation plan. No impact would occur.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES
. Less than
| gpte_r;_t |a||); Significant Less than No
salles | 'gn! |tcan with Mitigation  Significant  Impact
mpac Incorporated

Would the project

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a [X [] X []
historical resource as defined in §15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance ofan [_] [] X []
archaeological resource pursuant to 815064.5?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological [ ] ] = ]
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside [ ] [] X []
of formal cemeteries?

e) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a [X [] [] []
Tribal Cultural Resource as defined by Pub. Resources
Code, §21074?

SUBSTANTIATION: (Check if the project is located in the Cultural [_] or Paleontologic [_] Resources

overlays or cite results of cultural resource review):
a) Potentially Significant Impact. A Cultural Resources Study was conducted by for the Project site to

determine the cultural resources present on the Project site and provide management
recommendations (Dudek 2015b). The cultural investigation included a records search at the South
Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC), archival research, and a pedestrian survey of the Project
site. The records and archival research identified the following sites within Project boundary:

e A prehistoric isolate (P-36-060213)
e Eight historic-era buildings
e The location of a previously existing the Pacific Electric Railway Line, Riverside-Rialto segment

Development of the Project would involve demolition of existing structures and grading of the Project
site.

During the pedestrian survey, no evidence of the previously recorded isolate were found. However,
adverse impacts to this resources are already mitigated by the documentation at the time of recording.
Similarly no evidence of the former railway line were found. However, the location of the previously
extant railway line is recommended not eligible for listing in the California Register of Historic Places
(CRHP), as it is not a unique cultural resource under CEQA, and does not warrant further
consideration.

Eight historic-era buildings were found to be present, but could not be sufficiently evaluated as a result
of limited access. Lacking an evaluation of these structures significance, it is unknown as to whether
they would be eligible for listing in the CRHP. Until they are further evaluated, they will be considered
potentially significant.
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b)

d)

The Project would demolish these historic-era structures, and thereby has the potential to directly
impact significant historic resources. Therefore, Project impacts to historic resources are potentially
significant, and this issue will be further evaluated in an EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in a) above, the records search identified a prehistoric
isolate (P-36-060213), that could not be relocated during the pedestrian survey, but was mitigated at
the time of recordation. In addition, Dudek initiated Native American coordination for this Project on
October 19, 2015, as part of the process of identifying cultural resources within or near the Project
site. The Native American Heritage Commission provided a response on November 5, 2015 indicating
that the Sacred Land File search failed to indicate the presence of Native American cultural resources
in the immediate Project area. Therefore, impacts to archeological resources would be less than
significant.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project area has been previously disturbed, and is not located
within an area of the County known or suspected fossil occurrence/sensitivity and has been previously
disturbed and partially developed. Therefore, the area is considered to have a low potential for
paleontological resources. Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. Based on the Cultural Resources Assessment, the Project site has a
low potential to contain human remains. Additionally, PRC section 5097.98 and CEQA Guidelines
section 15064.5(e): sets forth standards and steps to be employed following the accidental discovery
of human remains. Impacts would be less than significant.

Potentially Significant Impact. The County is in the process of consulting with Tribes that have
requested consultation under Assembly Bill 52. The County will provide information about the Project
to Tribes that have requested it, and invite Tribes to indicate whether there are Tribal Resources
associated with the Project site. Since, no information is currently available to determine if there are
existing Tribal Cultural Resources associated with the Project site, this topic will be further evaluated
in an EIR. Impacts would be potentially significant.
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VL. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
. Less than
| gpte_r;_t |a||); Significant Less than No
salles | 'gn! |tcan with Mitigation ~ Significant  Impact
mpac Incorporated
Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on ] ] X L]
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map Issued by the State Geologist for the area or based
on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.
ii. Strong seismic ground shaking? [] [] X []
iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? [] [] X []
iv. Landslides? [] [] X []
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? [] [] X []
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that ] ] X ]
would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on or off site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 181-B of [] [] X []
the California Building Code (2001) creating substantial risks
to life or property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of ] ] X ]
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?
SUBSTANTIATION: (Check [] if project is located in the Geologic Hazards Overlay District):
a) i) Less than Significant Impact. A review of State and County hazard maps indicates that no

portion of Project site would be located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone (DOC 20186,
San Bernardino County 2010). Therefore, the Project would not result in substantial adverse
effects to people or structures, including the risk of loss, injury, or death as the site is not related
to an earthquake fault. Impacts would be less than significant.

ii) Less than Significant Impact. A review of State and County hazard maps indicates that the
Project would not be located in an area associated with strong seismic ground shaking (DOC 20186,
San Bernardino County 2010). Nonetheless, southern California is known to be earthquake prone,
and the Project is likely to be subjected to some degree of earthquake related shaking. The
warehouse building would be designed and built consistent with the current California Building
codes which account for seismic ground shaking. Therefore, the Project site would not cause
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b)

d)

substantial adverse effects to people or structures, including the risk of loss, injury, or death due
to strong seismic ground shaking. Impacts would be less than significant.

iif) Less than Significant Impact. A review of State and County hazard maps indicates that the
Project would not be located in an area subject to liquefaction or ground-failure (DOC 2016, San
Bernardino County 2010). In addition, the Project design and construction would conform to
California Building codes which consider California’s seismic conditions. Therefore, the Project
would not expose people or structures to liquefaction-related hazards, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death. Impacts would be less than significant.

iv) Less than Significant Impact. The Project site and vicinity is generally level and there are no
proximate hills or slopes close enough to subject the Project site to a landslide. A review of State
and County hazard maps indicates that the Project would not be located in an area subject to
landslides (DOC 2016, San Bernardino County 2010). Therefore, the Project would not expose
people or structures, including the risk of loss, injury, or death from landslides. Impacts would be
less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. Construction activities would include grading and other earthmoving
activities that have the potential to result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsail, if not managed
properly. The site is generally level, thereby minimizing the amount of grading and earthwork needed
to prepare the site for development. The Project-specific Water Quality Management Plan indicates
that all slopes would be vegetated and maintained to prevent erosion and transport of sediments.
Additionally, infiltration basins may be for providing control of channel forming (erosion) and high
frequency (generally less than the 2-year) flood events. Lastly, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan would be prepared and implemented to control erosion during Project construction. Therefore
impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is generally level and, as previously discussed in a)
above, is not with located within a seismic hazard zone subject to landslide, or liquefaction. The soils
at the Project site are Tujunga loamy sand, and Tujunga gravelly loamy sand, which are generally
stable and not prone to being unstable, expansive, or result in lateral spreading or collapse. In
addition, the building would be designed and constructed consistent with the California Building Code
and consideration of site specific soil conditions. Therefore, the Project e would not substantially alter
the soil to become unstable to have the potential to result in onsite or offsite landslides, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. The soils at the Project site are Tujunga loamy sand, and partially on
Tujunga gravelly loamy sand, which are not considered expansive soils. Therefore, the Project would
not result in any impacts related to expansive soils. Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. Most of the Bloomington Community has been developed with septic
tanks and leach field systems (San Bernardino County 2007a). The soils at the Project site support
the use of septic systems associated with the existing development Based on the previous and
continuing conditions the Project’s planned use of septic would be supported. Impacts would be less
than significant.
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VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
. Less than
Ppte_n t Y Significant Less than No
Issues ISlgnlflfant with Mitigation  Significant  Impact
mpac Incorporated
Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or X [] [] []
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment?
b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an X ] ] ]
agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions
of greenhouse gases?
SUBSTANTIATION:
a) Potentially Significant Impact. Construction and operation activities associated with the Project

would produce greenhouse emissions. A Project-specific greenhouse gas analysis will be conducted
to further determine the degree of Project impacts related to greenhouse gasses and the results will
be summarized in an EIR. Impacts would be potentially significant.

b) Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in a) above, Project activities would result in
greenhouse gas emissions. A Project-specific greenhouse gas analysis will be conducted, and
evaluate the Project’s consistency with the County’s Climate Action Plan for achieving greenhouse
gas goals, and the results will be summarized in an EIR. Impacts would be potentially significant.
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VIII.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant

No
Impact

Would the project:

b)

d)

f)

9)

h)

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

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?

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

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?

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

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands
are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

[

X

[

[
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SUBSTANTIATION:

a)

b)

Less than Significant Impact. The Project would result in the onsite use of common types of
hazardous materials, such as cleaning and degreasing solvents, fertilizers, pesticides, and other
materials used in the regular maintenance of the warehouse and property. Thus, the Project would
result in an increase in the use of products and other materials routinely used in building maintenance
and landscaping. The future use would be required to comply with existing hazardous materials
regulations, and verification of compliance would monitored by state (e.g., Occupational Safety and
Health Administration in the workplace or Department of Toxic Substances Control for hazardous
waste) and local agencies (e.g., the County Fire Department) .Compliance with existing safety
standards related to the handling, use, and storage of hazardous materials, and compliance with the
safety procedures mandated by applicable federal, state, and local laws and regulations (i.e., the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, California Hazardous Waste Control Law, and principles
prescribed by the California Department of Health Services, Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, and National Institute of Health) would be required.

These potentially hazardous materials, however, would not be of a type or occur in sufficient quantities
to pose a significant hazard to the public and safety or the environment. These products are labeled
to inform users of potential risks and to instruct them in appropriate handling procedures. Businesses
are required by law to ensure employee safety by identifying hazardous materials in the workplace,
providing safety information to workers that handle hazardous materials and adequately training
workers. For these reasons, hazardous materials used during Project operation would not pose any
substantial public health or safety hazards related to hazardous materials. Therefore, Project
implementation would result in less than significant impacts.

Potentially Significant Impact. A Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (Phase | ESA) was
prepared to evaluate the Project site for Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) (HMC 2014).
The following conditions were identified:

¢ Records indicate that 8 underground storage tanks (USTs) were removed at 1134/38 Cedar
Avenue without record of sampling or closure report

e Staining on the ground surface, moderate quantities of hazardous materials and poor
housekeeping associated with truck repair at 11134 Cedar Avenue

e A prior fire at 11188 Cedar Avenue where a large quantity of 55 gallon drums were formerly
stored

In addition, the Phase | ESA, indicated that all structures on the site were constructed prior to 1980
and have the potential to contain asbestos.

If contaminants are present, Project development would have the potential to expose and release
hazardous materials. Subsurface sampling and testing is recommended in order to properly assess
the extent and concentration of pollutants that could be present on the Project site. In addition,
structures should be evaluated for asbestos prior to disturbance, and asbestos abatement conducted
prior to demolition, if present.

At this point, it is inconclusive if the Project would 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. Based on the Phase | ESA, the Project site has RECs
which require further investigation, and this topic will be further evaluated in an EIR. Impacts would
be potentially significant.
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c)

d)

f)

9)

h)

Potentially Significant Impact. There are two schools near the Project site: Walter Zimmerman
Elementary School is less than 100 feet to the northwest, and Crestmore Elementary School
approximately 750 feet to the east. Both schools are part of the Colton Joint Unified School District.
As discussed in b) above, the Project site may contain hazardous materials that could be exposed
during demolition and construction. Therefore, this topic will be further evaluated in an EIR. Impacts
are potentially significant.

No Impact. The Project site is not included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5 (EnviroStor 2016). Therefore, the Project would not have any
impacts related to sites on this list. There would be no impact.

No Impact. The closest public use airport is more than 5 miles from the Project site. Therefore, there
are no airports within 2 miles of the site, and the Project would not conflict within an airport land use
plan. No impact would occur.

No Impact. The nearest airstrip is at Kaiser Hospital approximately 2.4 miles northwest of the Project
site. Therefore, there are no private airstrips within two miles of the site, and the Project would not
result in a safety hazard for people residing in the Project area. No impact would occur.

No Impact. According to the Bloomington Community Plan 2007, resident’'s primary concerns
regarding safety in their community revolve around fire protection and the need for improved
evacuation routes. Specific evacuation routes are designated by authorities during an emergency in
order to respond to the specific needs of the situation and circumstances surrounding the disaster.
Within the Community Plan area, the following roadways have been designated as potential
evacuation routes: Valley Boulevard, Slover Avenue and I-10. The Project site is located about 1.5
miles south of these routes. The Project would have no direct impacts to these routes. Project traffic
may use these routes, especially 1-10, however, this use would not impair implementation of, or
physically interfere with, an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. No
impact would occur.

No Impact. The Project site would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands because the Project is not contiguous to wildlands. No impact
would occur.
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IX.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant

No
Impact

Would the project:

b)

d)

f)

9)

h)

)

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirement?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of
pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level, which would
not support existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner that would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or offsite?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding
on- or offsite?

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

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood

Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structure which
would impede or redirect flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of
the failure of a levee or dam?

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
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SUBSTANTIATION: (Check [] if project is located in the Flood Hazard Overlay District):
a) Less than Significant Impact. While roughly half of the Project site is in active commercial use, such

as junk yard, truck repair, etc., most of the area is unpaved and pervious. Impervious features are
predominantly buildings, and compose approximately 1.5 acres or 4% of Project site. The Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment prepared for the Project site identified poor housekeeping associated
with one of the properties involved in truck repair (HMC 2014).

Project-related impacts to water quality could occur under the following periods of activity:
¢ During demolition of existing features, when risk of pollutant exposure if present;

e During the earthwork and construction phase, when the potential for erosion, siltation, and
sedimentation would be the greatest;

¢ Following construction, before the establishment of ground cover, when the erosion potential
may remain relatively high; and

e After Project completion, when impacts related to sedimentation would decrease markedly,
but those associated with Project operation, primarily urban runoff, would potentially increase.

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

Under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has
established regulations under the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program
to control direct storm water discharges from construction activities disturbing one acre or more of
land. In California, the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) administers the NPDES
permitting program and is responsible for developing NPDES permitting requirements. The NPDES
program regulates industrial pollutant discharges, which include construction activities. The SWRCB
works in coordination with the Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCB) to preserve, protect,
enhance, and restore water quality. The County is within the jurisdiction of the Santa Ana RWQCB
(SARWQCB).

Short-term Construction

Projects that would disturb one or more acres of soil, are required to obtain coverage under the
General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity Construction
General Permit. Since the Project would disturb one or more acres, coverage under the Construction
General Permit, preparation and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
would be required. The SWPPP would include a site map(s), which shows the construction site
perimeter, existing and proposed buildings, lots, roadways, storm water collection and discharge
points, general topography both before and after construction, and drainage patterns across the
Project site. The SWPPP would identify the Best Management Practices (BMPs) that would be used
to protect storm water runoff and the placement of those BMPs. The SWPPP would also identify a
visual monitoring program; a chemical monitoring program for “non-visible” pollutants to be
implemented if there is a failure of BMPs. Thus, the Project’s demolition and construction activities
would be subject to compliance with NPDES requirements designed to prevent erosion and transport
of pollutants during Project construction. Compliance with the NPDES requirements would result in
less than significant construction-related Project impacts.

Long-Term Operations

The Municipal Storm Water Permitting Program regulates storm water discharges from municipal
separate storm sewer (drain) systems (MS4s), including the County of San Bernardino. Storm water
and non-storm water enter and are conveyed through the MS4s and are discharged to surface water
bodies in the region. These discharges are regulated under waste discharge requirements contained
in orders issued by the SARWQCB. Consistent with regional and Project requirements, a Project



APN: 0257-081-07, 0257-091-07, et al. Initial Study Page 39 of 64
Western Realco Bloomington Facility
March 2016

b)

d)

specific Water Quality Management Plan has been prepared, and identifies structural and
non-structural BMPs to be implemented in conjunction with the Project (Thienes Engineering 2015).
According to the WQMP, the Project will collect and divert stormwater from impervious surfaces to
infiltration basins which will both filter and meter the stormwater discharge. A small portion of
stormwater from the Project driveway would drain directly to Cedar Avenue. In addition, the WQMP
identifies the Low Impact Design measures to be incorporated into the Project design. Implementation
of these measures would reduce development impacts on water quality and protect downstream
hydraulic conditions, and reduce Project-related storm water pollutants.

Project compliance with regulatory requirements would result in less than significant impacts to water
quality.

Less than Significant Impact. Water for the Project would be provided by the West Valley Water
District. Although the District has indicated that there is ample potable water available to serve the
Project, given the Project size, it is subject to the preparation of a Water Supply Assessment (WSA)
to confirm the available of water (West Valley Water District 2014). Thus, the Project applicant is
coordinating with the Water District regarding the completion of a WSA. The resulting WSA must
demonstrate the availability of sufficient water in order for the Project to be approved. Therefore, with
compliance with State WSA requirements, impacts to groundwater supply as a result of Project
consumption would be less than significant. According to the WQMP, the Project would collect
stormwater from impervious areas and direct it to infiltration basins to both filter and recharge
stormwater (Thienes Engineering 2015). Therefore, the Project would not interfere with groundwater
recharge. Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project would convert predominantly impervious area to paved
areas, rooftop, drainage areas, and landscaping, result in approximately 90% impervious areas. As
discussed in a) above, the Project would collect stormwater from impervious areas and direct it to
infiltration basins to recharge stormwater, while a small portion of stormwater from the Project
driveway would drain directly to Cedar Avenue. The storm water will be detained in an infiltration basin
and mimic the time of concentration compared to existing conditions and no erosion or siltation on or
offsite are expected. The Project would not alter the drainage pattern of a stream or river. Impacts
would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in c) above, any potential alteration to the existing
drainage pattern will be avoided through post-development drainage which will mimic pre-
development conditions. Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in c¢) above, the Project runoff would mimic pre-
development conditions in terms of rate/concentration of runoff. In addition, as discussed in a)
stormwater would be filtered prior to discharge. Therefore, the Project would not to any increase in
the volume of or quality of water compared to the existing conditions, and would not alter or exceed
the capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff.

In addition, the Project would relocate an existing SBFCD flood control easement associated with a
railroad drainage master plan, to accept/convey drainage from the rail use to the north. While there
are no existing flood control facilities on the Project site, the easement is intended to facilitate the
development of future flood control improvements by setting aside an alignment for this future facility.
To accommodate the Project, this alignment would be abandoned in favor of one which would direct
future flows east along the northern Project boundary and south along Cedar Avenue. The Project
would dedicate the easement to SBCFCD to facilitate future SBFCD drainage improvements.
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f)

9)

h)

)

Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in a) above, Project compliance with regulatory
requirements would protect water quality from Project construction and operations. Given that a SWPPP
will be implemented to control erosion and other pollutants during construction, and operation related
stormwater runoff water will be treated on-site, the Project would not substantially degrade water quality.

Similar to most of the Bloomington area, development on the Project site uses septic systems to handle
wastewater. The Project would similarly use a septic system. Because the site is currently
underdeveloped, the Project would likely increase the amount of wastewater compared to existing
condition. The on-site septic system would be designed, constructed and maintained, consistent with
County, and State Water Resources Control Board, standards and requirements, designed to protect
water quality.

Impacts would be less than significant.

No Impact. The Project would not involve the development or placement of any housing. Therefore,
no housing would be developed and or placed within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map.
No impact would occur.

No Impact. The Project is located in Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Zone X, an area
of minimal flood hazard (FEMA2016). Based on FEMA's flood hazard rating, the Project would not be
placed within a 100-year flood hazard area, and thus would not place structures in an area that would
impede or redirect flood flows. No impact would occur.

No Impact. As indicated in h) above, the Project is not within an area subject to flooding. In addition,
there are no levees within the Project vicinity, and the site is not within a dam inundation area.
Therefore, the Project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam. No impact would
occur.

No Impact. The Project is located in the valley most portion of the unincorporated San Bernardino
County. The site would not be subject to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow because it is
located inland in an area that is distant from a large body of water, coastal, and mountainous areas.
No impact would occur
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X. LAND USE AND PLANNING
. Less than
| gpte_r;_t |a||); Significant Less than No
salles | 'gn! |tcan with Mitigation ~ Significant  Impact
mpac Incorporated
Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community? [] [] [] X

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or = ] ] ]
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan,
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or ] ] ] =
natural community conservation plan?

SUBSTANTIATION:

a) No Impact. The Project would not physically divide an established community because it would use
existing public and privately owned parcels that are already inaccessible for pedestrian or vehicular
through traffic and combine them to create a single development Project. The Project would add no
additional barriers than those that already exist. Therefore, no impact would occur.

b) Potentially Significant Impact. The existing land use designation for the Project site is
Bloomington/Residential 1 Acre Minimum lot size-additional agricultural overlay (BL/RS-1AA) and
Bloomington/Institutional (BL/IN). This designation provides for single family housing on lots from
200,000 square feet to one acre, with agricultural and animal raising activities permitted. According to
the Community Plan, the primary land use concern is that the rural character of this area be preserved
through the Agricultural Overlay, rural standards for development, and limitations on adjacent land
use (San Bernardino County 2007). As the Project would develop a single warehouse development
on an approximately 35 acre site, it would be inconsistent with the residential designation and lot
sizing, and would not promote the rural character of the area. The Project would require a General
Plan Amendment to Bloomington/Industrial (BL/IC), in order to resolve this inconsistency. Further
analysis will be conducted in the EIR.

c) No Impact. There are no habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plans

associated with the Project site (San Bernardino County 2007a). No impact would occur.
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XI. MINERAL RESOURCES

Ppte_n t Y ;ie;r?iftizzzt Less than No
Issues ISlgnlflfant with Mitigation  Significant  Impact
mpac Incorporated
Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource [] [] [] X
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the
state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral ] ] ] X
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan or other land use plan?
SUBSTANTIATION: (Check [] if project is located within the Mineral Resource Zone Overlay):
a) No Impact. The Project site is not located within a Mineral Resources (MR) overlay zone (San
Bernardino County 2007b), and is not a known source of any mineral resources. Therefore, the
b) Project would not forecast to result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would

be of value to the region and the residents of the state. No impact would occur.
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Xll.  NOISE
Potentiall Lees iz
| Si nifican% Significant Less than No
salles | 9 t with Mitigation  Significant  Impact
mpac Incorporated
Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in X [] [] []
excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ] ] X ]
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in = ] [] []
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise X ] ] ]
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where [] [] [] X

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

SUBSTANTIATION:

(Check if the project is located in the Noise Hazard Overlay District [_] or is

LD):

subject to severe noise levels according to the General Plan Noise Element

The Project site is not located in Noise Hazard (NH) Overlay District and is not subject to severe noise

levels according to the County General Plan Noise Element.

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project would create a temporary increase in noise during

development activities including:

e Use of equipment during demolition of structures

e Use of equipment during site clearing (trees, vegetation, debris)

e Use of earthmoving equipment during grading and site preparation

e Use of construction and paving equipment during building construction and installation of paved

and landscape areas

¢ Construction related traffic including employee trips, and truck trips associated with equipment and

materials delivery, and removal of demolition debris

The Project would also result in long-term changes in ambient noise associated with typical office and
warehousing activities. Noise would be generated by truck and passenger vehicle trips to and from the
site on adjacent roadways; trucks backing up, starting up, and idling; fork lifts; and mechanical systems
(heating, ventilation, and air conditioning) noise. Long-term operational noises also include Project-

generated traffic and resulting traffic noise on adjacent roads.
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b)

d)

The Project would be required to comply with established County standards for noise (e.g. County
General Plan Noise Element). Projectimpacts would be considered significant if projected noise would
exceed the County standards. The projected noise levels, and compliance with County standards will
be further evaluated in an EIR. Impacts would be potentially significant.

Less than Significant Impact. The heavier pieces of equipment that may be used during construction,
and would have the potential to create ground borne noise or vibration include: dozers, graders, cranes,
loaded trucks, water trucks, and pavers. Continuous vibrations with a peak particle velocity (PPV) of
approximately 0.10 inches/second are considered to cause annoyance (Dudek 2015d). However, ground
borne vibration is typically attenuated over short distances (typically on the order of 25 feet). The closest
sensitive receptors (residence or school) would be approximately 60 feet or more from the nearest
construction area. At this distance and with the anticipated construction equipment, the PPV is estimated
to be 0.024 inches/second or lower, which would be well below 0.10 inches/second at the adjacent
sensitive receptors. Therefore, construction activities are not anticipated to result in continuous vibration
levels that typically annoy people, and the vibration impact would be considered less than significant.
Operational vibration would also be less than significant; as no major equipment that would be capable of
transmitting vibrations beyond the property boundaries is envisioned. In addition, the rubber-tired heavy
and medium trucks and automobiles associated with Project operations would not create vibration levels
higher than already experienced along the adjacent arterial roadways (Dudek 2015c). Impacts would be
less than significant.

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in a) above, the Project would generate long-term noise
associated with typical office and warehousing activities. A potentially significant impact could result if the
increase in ambient noise is substantial, or would result in noise levels that exceed a County standard.
The resulting permanent increase in ambient noise levels resulting from the Project will be further
evaluated in an EIR. Impacts would be potentially significant.

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in a) above, the construction and operation activities
associated with the Project would produce temporary and permanent increases in ambient noise levels in
the vicinity. A potentially significant impact could result in the increase is substantial. The resulting
increase in noise levels will be further evaluated in an EIR. Impacts would be potentially significant.

No Impact. The Project is not within an airport land use plan, and the closest public use airport is Rialto
Municipal Airport over 5 miles north of the Project site. Therefore, the Project would not expose people
to aviation related noise. No impact would occur.
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XIII.

POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less than

Significant Less than No
with Mitigation ~ Significant  Impact
Incorporated

Potentially
Issues Significant
Impact

Would the project:

b)

c)

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either [] [] X []
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and

businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of

roads or other infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, [] [] X []
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the [] [] X []
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

SUBSTANTIATION:

a)

b)

Less than Significant Impact. Population growth in the Unincorporated Community of Bloomington
has continuously been on the rise since the 90’s (San Bernardino County 2007). The Project would
not induce population growth through the introduction of housing because no housing is associated
with the development. In some cases, direct population growth can be created through the introduction
of a new businesses; however, direct population growth associated with the Project is not forecast to
occur because the community has a need for employment and most of the jobs created are forecast
to be occupied by local residents. Additionally, the Project would not involve any infrastructure
improvements that would induce growth. Therefore, the Project would not substantially induce
population growth. Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project would involve the demolition of approximately 14 existing
residences at the site. All property owners are voluntarily selling their property, would be compensated
for their properties, and no evictions are anticipated. It is expected that residents would have the ability
and capital to relocate within or outside the area based on existing housing stock. As a result, the
construction of replacement housing would not be necessary. Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in b) above, the existing residences that would be
demolished are being voluntarily sold, and it is expected that residences would be able to find
replacement housing, within the existing housing stock. Therefore, the Project would not displace a
substantial amount of people that would require replacement housing. Impacts would be less than
significant.
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES
Potentiall Lees iz
| Si nifican% Significant Less than No
salles | 9 t with Mitigation  Significant  Impact
mpac Incorporated

Would the project:

a) 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:
Fire Protection? ] ] X ]
Police Protection? ] ] X ]
Schools? ] ] X ]
Parks? ] ] X ]
Other Public Facilities? ] ] X ]

SUBSTANTIATION:

a) Less than Significant Impact.

Fire Protection

San Bernardino County Fire Department provides fire protection services to the Bloomington
Community. The nearest County Fire station site is located at 10174 Magnolia Street in Bloomington
approximately 1.2 miles to the north. Development of the Project would increase property tax revenues
to provide a source of funding that is sufficient to offset any increases in the anticipated demands for
public services generated by this Project. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are anticipated
and no mitigation measures are required.

Police Protection

San Bernardino County Sheriff’'s Department provides police protection services to the Community of
Bloomington. The nearest San Bernardino County Sheriff's station, is the Fontana Station, at the
corner of Alder Ave and Arrow Route in the City of Fontana, approximately 3.5 miles northwest. The
station was remodeled and expanded in 2003. The station is staffed by one secretary, five clerks, one
motor pool assistant, one Sheriff's Service Specialist, 27 deputy positions, five detectives, seven
sergeants, one lieutenant, and one captain. Sherriff's deputies enjoy a close working relationship with
the surrounding agencies of Fontana Police, Rialto Police, Rancho Cucamonga Police, and Riverside
Sheriff. The Department is also supported by several volunteer groups, including Citizen’s on Patrol,
search and Rescue, Explorers, and Line Reserves. Development of the Project would increase
property tax revenues to provide a source of funding that is sufficient to offset any increases in the
anticipated demands for public services generated by this Project. Therefore, no significant adverse
impacts are anticipated and no mitigation measures are required.
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Schools

School services for students in the area are provided by Colton Joint Unified School District. However,
due to the nature of the Project (commercial development), no students would be directly generated
by the Project.

Assembly Bill 2926 passed in 1986 allows school districts to collect impact fees from developers of
new residential and commercial/industrial building space. Senate Bill 50 and Proposition 1A, both of
which passed in 1998, provided a comprehensive school facilities financing and reform program. The
provisions of SB50 prohibit local agencies from denying either legislative or adjudicative land use
approvals on the basis that school facilities are inadequate, and reinstates the school facility cap for
legislative actions. According to Government Code Section 65996, the payment of development fees
authorized by SB50 are deemed to be full and complete school facilities mitigation.

The Project would be required to pay mandated development fees for commercial/industrial buildings.
Impacts would be less than significant.

Parks or Other Public Facilities

Due to the nature of the Project, no new residents would be generated that would be likely to impact
or create a need for additional local parks or other public facilities. However, it is possible that new
employees may occasional use public parks or facilities between shifts. Such use is likely to be
negligible compared to existing conditions, or additional housing. Therefore, impacts would be less
than significant.
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XV.

RECREATION

Less than

Significant Less than No
with Mitigation ~ Significant  Impact
Incorporated

Potentially
Issues Significant
Impact

Would the project:

b)

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood [] [] X []
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that

substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur

or be accelerated?

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

SUBSTANTIATION:

a)

b)

Less than Significant Impact. The Project is commercial in nature, and would not introduce new
residents to the area. While some of the employees associated with the Project may use local
recreation facilities, such use would be minor, and insufficient to contribute to substantial physical
deterioration of recreation facilities. A small (2,200 sq ft), but active recreation center is currently
located on 0.3 acres of the Project site, and is owned and operated by the Bloomington Parks and
Recreation District. The recreation center offers community classes, such as art, language, music,
culture, and fitness classes Monday through Saturday. The recreation center would be acquired and
demolished in order to accommodate the Project. The County is voluntarily selling this property and
would relocate the classes to other existing facilities nearby.! For instance there are two recreation
centers on Valley Boulevard within the Community of Bloomington where these classes may be
offered. Omnitrans Route 29 travels along Cedar Avenue and Valley Boulevard every hour from
Monday through Saturday, and provides a reliable source of transportation for residents, to and from,
the Project vicinity and the recreation centers. Based on these considerations, impacts associated
with the existing recreation center would not be expected to result in the substantial deterioration of
existing facilities. Impacts would be less than significant.

No Impact. The Project does not include recreational facilities, or require the expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment, because the type of Project
being proposed would not result in an increased demand for recreational facilities. No impact would
occur.

1 Personal communication with Tim Millington, Director, San Bernardino County Special Districts, on January 14, 2016.
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XVI.

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant

No
Impact

Would the project:

b)

d)

f)

Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance
of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of
transportation including mass transit and non-motorized
travel and relevant components of the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways
and greenways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
transit.

Conflict with an applicable congestion management
program, including but not limited to level of service
standards and travel demand measures, or other standards
established by the county congestion management agency
for designated roads or highways.

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results
in substantial safety risks?

Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Result in inadequate emergency access?
Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding

public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

X

0 O

[

0 O

[

X X

[

0 O

SUBSTANTIATION:

a)

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project would contribute traffic to the existing circulation system
including truck trips associated with warehouse operation, as well as employee trips. A potentially
significant impact would result if Project traffic would result in exceedance of a County traffic
performance standard. The Project's impacts on the existing circulation system will be further
evaluated, in an EIR. There are no greenways, bicycle paths, or mass transit facilities associated with
the Project, thus the Project would have no impact on these type of transportation facilities. Impacts

would be potentially significant.
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b)

C)

d)

e)

f)

Potentially Significant Impact. A potentially significant impact would result if the Project would
adversely affect Congestion Management Plan (CMP) facilities. CMP facilities in the Project vicinity
include the following intersections:

e Cedar Avenue/Valley Blvd

e Cedar Avenue/Slover Avenue
e Cedar Avenue/Jurupa Avenue
e 1-10 Freeway and ramps

The Project would potentially contribute traffic to CMP facilities in the vicinity. The Project’s impact on
CMP facilities will be further evaluated in an EIR. Impacts would be potentially significant.

No Impact. The Project would not result in a change in air traffic patterns. No impact would occur.

No Impact. The Project does not involve any unusual conditions, or hazardous design features, such
as sharp curves or dangerous intersections, or incompatible uses. No impact would occur.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project is conveniently located in close proximity to 1-10, and
three regional hospitals, including Kaiser Permanente in Fontana, Arrowhead Regional Medical
Center in Colton, and Loma Linda Medical Center in Fontana. The Project would also improve
adjacent segments of Cedar and Jurupa Avenues. Therefore, the Project would not result in
inadequate emergency access. Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. There are no existing transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities
associated with the Project site or the immediate vicinity. However, the Project would improve adjacent
segments of Cedar and Jurupa Avenues, including the provision of shoulders, curbs, and sidewalks,
thereby improving bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The Project would not conflict with adopted
policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities. Impacts would be less than significant.
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XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
. Less than
| gpte_r;_t |a||); Significant Less than No
salles | 'gn! |tcan with Mitigation ~ Significant  Impact
mpac Incorporated
Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable [] [] X []
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or [] [] X []
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water [] [] X []
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project ] ] X ]
from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or
expanded, entitlements needed?

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

f) Be served by a landfill(s) with sufficient permitted capacity to ] ] X ]
accommaodate the project's solid waste disposal needs?

g9) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations ] L] X L]
related to solid waste?

SUBSTANTIATION:

a) Less than Significant Impact. Similar to most of the Bloomington area, development on the Project
site uses septic systems to handle wastewater. The Project would similarly use a septic system.
Because the site is currently underdeveloped, the Project would likely increase the amount of
wastewater compared to existing condition. The on-site septic system would be designed,
constructed and maintained, consistent with County, and State Water Resources Control Board,
standards and requirements. Impacts would be less than significant.

b) Less than Significant Impact. The Project would include the construction of an on-site septic system

to manage Project wastewater. No other wastewater facilities would be required. Also see a) above.

Because the site is currently underdeveloped, the Project would likely increase the amount of water
use compared to existing condition. Based on a rate of 231,250 gallons per thousand square feet per
year, the estimated annual water use would be 156.6 million gallons per year. Water for the Project
would be provided by the West Valley Water District. Although the District has indicated that there is
ample potable water available to serve the Project, given the Project size, it is subject to the
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d)

f)

9)

preparation of a Water Supply Assessment (WSA) to confirm the available of water (West Valley
Water District 2014). Thus, the Project applicant is coordinating with the Water District regarding the
completion of a WSA. The resulting WSA must demonstrate the availability of sufficient water in order
for the Project to be approved. Therefore, with compliance with State WSA requirements, impacts to
water supply as a result of Project consumption would be less than significant. Development of new
or expanded water facilities are not anticipated. Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in Section IX on Hydrology and Water Quality, storm
water facilities, including infiltration basins would be installed on-site to filter and discharge storm
water to mimic existing hydrologic conditions in terms of flow rate and volume. Therefore, the Project
would not result in the need for off-site drainage improvements. Impacts would be less than
significant.

Less than Significant Impact. As indicated in b) above, water for the Project would be provided by
the West Valley Water District. Although the District has indicated that there is ample potable water
available to serve the Project, given the Project size, it is subject to the preparation of a Water Supply
Assessment (WSA) to confirm the available of water (West Valley Water District 2014). Thus, the
Project applicant is coordinating with the Water District regarding the completion of a WSA, which is
in progress. The resulting WSA must demonstrate the availability of sufficient water in order for the
Project to be approved. Therefore, with compliance with State WSA requirements, impacts to water
supply as a result of Project consumption would be less than significant. No additional entitlements
are anticipated to support the Project. Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. See response a) above. Impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site would continue to be served by the solid waste
facilities and landfills that currently serve San Bernardino County in the area. Nearby landfills include:

¢ Mid-Valley Landfill in Rialto. This landfill is closest to the Project site, has a permitted capacity
of 101,300,000 cubic yards, with an estimated remaining capacity of 67,520,000 cubic yards,
or 67%. The estimated closure date is in 2033.

e San Timoteo Landfill in Redlands. This landfill has a permitted capacity of 20,400,000 cubic
yards, a remaining capacity of 13,605,488 cubic yards, or 67%. The estimated closure date
is in 2043. (California Department of Recycling and Recovery 2016.)

Demolition, site clearing and construction, would generate construction debris. Because the site is
currently underdeveloped, the Project would increase the amount of solid waste used compared to
the existing conditions. Based on a generation rate of 0.006 pounds per square feet per day, it is
estimated that the Project would generate approximately 4,062 pounds per day, and 1,482,593
pounds per year, or 741 tons of solid waste per year.

The County would continue to comply with the existing regulatory framework for reducing solid waste
disposal volumes. The landfill serving the Project site would have the necessary capacity to
accommodate the Project’s waste disposal needs for the foreseeable future. Impacts would be less
than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. In 1989, the Legislature adopted the California Integrated Waste
Management Act of 1989 (AB 939), in order to “reduce, recycle, and re-use solid waste generated in
the state to the maximum extent feasible.” AB 939 established a waste management hierarchy:
Source Reduction; Recycling; Composting; Transformation; and Disposal. The law also required that
each county prepare a new Integrated Waste Management Plan and each city prepare a Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) by July 1, 1991. The SRRE is required to identify how each
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jurisdiction will meet the mandatory state waste diversion goal of 50 percent by the year 2000. The
Act mandated that California’s 450 jurisdictions (i.e., cities, counties, and regional waste management
compacts), implement waste management programs aimed at a 25 percent diversion rate by 1995
and a 50 percent diversion rate by 2000. If the 50 percent goal was not met by the end of 2000, the
jurisdiction was required to submit a petition for a goal extension to Cal Recycle.

Senate Bill (SB) 2202 made a number of changes to the municipal solid waste diversion requirements
under the Integrated Waste Management Act. These changes included a revision to the statutory
requirement for 50 percent diversion of solid waste to clarify that local governments shall continue to
divert 50 percent of all solid waste on and after January 1, 2000.

SB 1016, Wiggins, Chapter 343, Statutes of 2008 introduced a per capita disposal measurement
system that measures the 50 percent diversion requirement using a disposal measurement
equivalent. The bill repealed the board’s two-year process, requiring instead that the board make a
finding whether each jurisdiction was in compliance with the act’s diversion requirements for calendar
year 2006 and to determine compliance for the 2007 calendar year, and after, based on the
jurisdiction’s change in its per capita disposal rate. The board is required to review a jurisdiction’s
compliance with those diversion requirements in accordance with a specified schedule, which is
conditioned upon the board finding that the jurisdiction is in compliance with those requirements or
has implemented its source reduction and recycling element and household hazardous waste
element. The bill requires the board to issue an order of compliance if the board finds that the
jurisdiction has failed to make a good faith effort to implement its source reduction and recycling
element or its household hazardous waste element, pursuant to a specified procedure.

Participation in the County’s recycling programs during Project construction and operation including
CalRecycle’s requirements, would ensure that the Project would not conflict with federal, state, and
local statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Furthermore, the Project would meet or exceed
standards set forth in CALGreen as well as Title 24. Impacts would be less than significant.
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XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
. Less than
| gpte_r;_t |a||); Significant Less than No
salles | 'gn! |tcan with Mitigation ~ Significant  Impact
mpac Incorporated
Would the project:

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

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

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

SUBSTANTIATION:

a) Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in Section IV, Biological Resources, Project
development may affect nesting birds. The Project would not otherwise have significant impacts on
wildlife resources. Mitigation measures would be implemented to protect nesting birds during
construction, so that impacts to wildlife would be less than significant.

As discussed in Sections lll, Air Quality, VII Greenhouse Gasses, and XlI Noise, the Project has the
potential to degrade the quality of the environment through the production of air pollutant emissions,
greenhouse gas emissions, and the generation of noise. These impacts may be potentially significant.
Therefore, the impacts of the Project will respect to these subjects will be more fully evaluated in an
EIR.

As discussed in Section V, Cultural Resources, the Project site contains historic age buildings of
unknown significance. Therefore, the impacts of the Project on historic resources, that may provide
examples of the major periods of California history, will be further evaluated in an EIR.

b) Potentially Significant Impact. The Project would result in several potentially significant Project-level

impacts in the following areas: air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, greenhouse
gasses, hazards and hazardous materials, noise and traffic/circulation. Mitigation measures have
been identified that would reduce impacts to biological resources to less than significant. The balance
of these subjects will be further evaluated in an EIR, along with the cumulative impacts. All other
impacts of the Project were determined either to have no impact, or to be less than significant without
the need for mitigation. With respect to these topics, the Project would not result in any significant
impacts that would substantially combine with impacts of other current or probable future impacts.
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c)

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project would include the development of detention basins that
would meter treat and meter the release of stormwater. According to the Project hydrology report, the
basins would also be designed with a percolation rate of 2.5 inches per hour, so that remaining water
would infiltrate within 48 hours, and avoid any concerns associated with standing water (mosquitos,
odors).

Previous sections of this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration reviewed the Project’s potential
impacts related to air quality, geology/soils, hazards/hazardous materials, and noise, among other
environmental issue areas. As concluded in these previous discussions, the Project would result in
potentially significant impacts to air quality hazards/hazardous materials and noise. Therefore, the
Project may cause significant adverse effects on human beings. These impacts will be further
evaluated in an EIR.
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XIX. MITIGATION MEASURES
(Any mitigation measures, which are not 'self-monitoring’ shall have a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program prepared and adopted at time of project approval)

Biological Resources

Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce impacts to special status species to less than

significant:
MM-BIO-1

MM-BIO-2

If construction activities are to take place during the avian nesting season breeding season
(February 15 through August 31 for most bird species, and January 1 through August 31 for
raptors), a pre-construction survey for nesting bird species, including raptors, shall be conducted
within 7 days prior to vegetation removal. The survey will identify any active nesting by special-
status birds on the Project site or within 500 feet of construction activities. If active nests of special-
status birds are present in the impact area or within 500 feet of the edge of construction area, a
gualified biologist shall prescribe avoidance measures including, but not limited to, establishing a
construction buffer. The type of species, nesting stage, surround topography, existing conditions,
and type of construction activity will determine the appropriate avoidance measures. Avoidance
measures shall remain in place until the nest is no longer active as determined by a qualified
biologist.

A qualified biologist in accordance with the latest California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW) survey guidelines will conduct a burrowing owl preconstruction survey within 30 days
prior to ground-disturbance or noise producing activities. If burrowing owls occupy the site, then
a mitigation plan shall be prepared, approved by CDFW, and implemented prior to initiation of
ground-disturbance activities that may affect the burrowing owl on site. The mitigation plan will
include methods for avoidance or relocation of the owl and details regarding the proposed
relocation site.
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Michael Baker We Make a Difference

INTERNATIONAL

MEMORANDUM

Date: April 18, 2016

Subject: Western Realco Bloomington Facility (Project)
Summary of Oral Comments from Scoping Meeting

The County of San Bernardino (County) held a Project Scoping Meeting on April 13, 2016 from
9:00 am to 11:30 am at 385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, San Bernardino, CA. The meeting gave the
community the opportunity to provide input on the range of environmental issues to be addressed
in the Draft Environmental Impact Report being prepared to address California Environmental
Quality Act requirements for the County’s consideration of the proposed Project. The meeting
was attended by approximately 21 people who self-identified as a resident and/or MAC member.

This document summarizes oral scoping comments provided at the meeting.

Traffic and Circulation
Concerns regarding traffic issues that may arise from the Project, as follows:

» Concern regarding traffic; would like to see a traffic signal or a stop sign installed on
Linden Avenue if a truck entrance/exit is placed on Linden Avenue.

» Concern regarding truck travel on Cedar Avenue. The center median does not allow
trucks to make U-turns and would impede trucks from making left-turns in and out of the
project site on Cedar Avenue

» Trucks are currently using local residential streets to access Cedar Avenue. Concern that
Project traffic will similarly use residential streets.

» Speed limit on Cedar Ave should be evaluated. It is currently too fast of a road for any
type of non-motorized transportation.

» Concern regarding road damage/maintenance.

Noticing and Project Information
» Concern about the time of the day and place the scoping meeting took place, indicating it
should be held at a more accessible time.
» Scoping meeting presentation was requested (e.g. posted on website).
» It was mentioned that some neighbors did not receive a Notice of Preparation/Meeting
Notice.

Air Quality and Hazardous Materials

» Concern about the potential of air quality pollution to sensitive receptors (nearby schools)
due to on-site construction and Project operation.

* Residents received past information from unknown source (possibly private party or
County Health) about potential chromium soil contamination associated with a former
cement site located at Tarragona Drive, El Revino Road and Cedar Avenue. The
chromium was allegedly dispersed by wind and potentially aerially deposited in the area.
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Vandalism
» Concern about the potential for graffiti if a wall is installed on Linden. It was suggested
that a sufficient setback with landscaping is installed from the sidewalk so that the wall is

not as easily susceptible to graffiti. Vines were also suggested as a wall screening
method.

Lighting
» Concern about the potential of lighting pollution. The resident living on the corner of
Stallion Lane and Linden Avenue is concerned that lighting on the Project site will reflect
directly into the bedroom which faces Linden Avenue.

Other
* Access road associated with flood control easement is currently used for horseback riding.
» Concern regarding property values.
» Suggestion that the CEQA process to be clarified as that may address many questions.
» Comment that conditions of approval could be required by the County to address some of
the concerns that the public had regarding lighting, setbacks, traffic, etc.
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LOZEAU DRURY[LPl

BY US MAIL
April 1, 2016
Kevin White
San Bernardino County - Land Use Services Department
(909) 387-3067
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187
RE: Western Realco Bloomington Facility (SCH #2016031085)

Dear Mr. White:
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| am writing on behalf of the Laborers International Union Local Number 783, and its
many members living in San Bernardine County concerning the Notice of Preparation

("NOP”) under the California Environmental Quality Act (‘CEQA”") for the Western

Reaico Bloomington Facility (SCH #2016031085) (“Project.”). Thank you for inviting

comments on the NOP. We request that the County prepare a full environmental
impact report (‘EIR”) for the Project and analyze and propose mitigation for al!
significant impacts created by the Project.

We hereby request that the County of San Bernardino (“County”) send by electronic

mail or U.S. mail to our firm at the address below notice of any and all actions or

hearings related to activities undertaken, authorized, approved, permitted, licensed, or
certified by the County and any of its subdivisions, and/or supported, in whole or in part,

through contracts, grants, subsidies, loans or other forms of assistance from the
County, including, but not limited to the following:

. Notice of any public hearing in connection with the Project as required by
California Planning and Zoning Law pursuant to Government Code Section 65091.
. Any and all notices prepared for the Project pursuant to the California

Environmental Quality Act (‘CEQA”), including, but not limited to:
» Notices of any public hearing held pursuant to CEQA.

* Notices of determination that an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) is

required for a project, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 21080.4.



* Notices of any scoping meeting held pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 21083.9.

» Notices of preparation of an EIR or a negative declaration for a project,
prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.

» Notices of availability of an EIR or a negative declaration for a project,
prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 and Section
15087 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations.

» Notices of approval and/or determination to carry out a project, prepared
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 or any other provision
of law.

* Notices of approval or certification of any EIR or negative declaration,
prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 or any other
provision of law.

* Notices of determination that a project is exempt from CEQA, prepared
pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21152 or any other provision
of law.

» Notice of any Final EIR prepared pursuant to CEQA.

Please note that we are requesting notices of CEQA actions and notices of any public
hearings to be held under any provision of Title 7 of the California Government Code
governing California Planning and Zoning Law. This request is filed pursuant to Public
Resources Code Sections 21092.2 and 21167(f), and Government Code Section
65092, which require local counties to mail such notices to any person who has filed a
written request for them with the clerk of the agency’s governing body.

In addition, we request that the County send to us via email or U.S. Mail a copy of all
County Board of Supervisors or Planning Commission meeting and/or hearing agendas.

Please send notice by electronic mail or U.S. mail to:

Richard Drury

Theresa Rettinghouse
Lozeau Drury LLP

410 12th Street, Suite 250
Oakland, CA 94607
richard@lozeaudrury.com
theresa@iozeaudrury.com

Please call should you have any questions. Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Si:):erely,

Richard Drury



Salas Puente, Ruben D

From: Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians <gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 11:24 PM

To: kevin.white@lus.sbcounty.gov

Subject: western Realco Bloomington facility

Please forward any information regarding this project.

Sincerely,

Andrew Salas, Chairman

Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians - Kizh Nation
PO Box 393

Covina, CA 91723

cell: (626)926-4131

email: gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com

website: www.gabrielenoindians.org


mailto:gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com
mailto:kevin.white@lus.sbcounty.gov
mailto:gabrielenoindians@yahoo.com
www.gabrielenoindians.org

Salas Puente, Ruben D

From: Daniel McCarthy <DMcCarthy@sanmanuel-nsn.gov>
Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2016 12:13 PM

To: 'White, Kevin - LUS'

Subject: Scoping meeting for Western Realco Bloomington Facility
Hi Kevin,

We received the Scoping notice for the proposed Western Realco Bloomington Facility. We will not be able to attend
due to prior commitments. However, we would like to offer for the record our recommendation that a cultural
resources records search be conducted with a one mile search radius and that if the subject parcels have not been
previously developed, that a Phase | cultural resources study be conducted, with a copy forwarded to our office for our
information. If tribal cultural resources are identified during the records search and/or the study, we will opt for
consultation.

Thank you,
Leslie Mouriquand MA, RPA

Daniel McCarthy, MS, RPA

Director

Cultural Resources Management Department
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians

26569 Community Center Drive

Highland, CA 92346

Office: 909 864-8933 x 3248

Cell: 909 838-4175
dmccarthy@sanmanuel-nsn.gov

THISMESSAGE ISINTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL ORENTITY TOWHICH IT
ISADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT ISPRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL AND
EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW. If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
electronic transmission in error, please delete it from your system without copying it and notify the sender by
reply e-mail so that the email address record can be corrected. Thank Y ou
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South Coast

Air Quality Management District
8 21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178

SDREEEEY  (909) 396-2000 ¢« www.agmd.gov
AQMD April 13,2016

kevin.white@lus.sbcounty.gov

Kevin White, Senior Planner

San Bernardino County, Land Us Services Department
385 North Arrowhead Ave., 1% Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the
Western Realco Bloomington Facility

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned
document. The SCAQMD staff’s comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air quality impacts from the
proposed project that should be included in the draft CEQA document. Please send the SCAQMD a copy of the CEQA document
upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the
SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD at the address in our letterhead. In addition, please send
with the Draft EIR all appendices or technical documents related to the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic
versions of all air quality modeling and health risk assessment files. These include original emission calculation spreadsheets
and modeling files (not Adobe PDF files). Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the SCAQMD will be
unable to complete its review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air quality
documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist other public
agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency use this Handbook as
guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the SCAQMD’s Subscription Services
Department by calling (909) 396-3720. More recent guidance developed since this Handbook was published is also available on
SCAQMD’s website here: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-
(1993). SCAQMD staff also recommends that the Lead Agency use the CalEEMod land use emissions software. This software has
recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date state and locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant
emissions from typical land use development. CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air Pollution
Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This model is available free of charge at:
www.caleemod.com.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the project and all air
pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including demolition, if any) and operations
should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the use of
heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty
construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-
related air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g.,
solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from
indirect sources, that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD staff requests that the Lead
Agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to the recommended regional significance thresholds found here:
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa’/handbook/scagmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf. In addition to analyzing
regional air quality impacts, the SCAQMD staff recommends calculating localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to
localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LSTs can be used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a
second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the
proposed project, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a localized analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the
SCAQMD or performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:

http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.

In the event that the proposed project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, it is
recommended that the Lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile source health
risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA
Air Quality Analysis’) can be found at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-
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toxics-analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants
should also be included.

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) can be found in the California Air
Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Perspective, which can be found at the following internet
address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. CARB’s Land Use Handbook is a general reference guide for evaluating and
reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through the land use decision-making process.

Mitigation Measures
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible mitigation measures that

go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize or eliminate these impacts.
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed. Several
resources are available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible mitigation measures for the project, including:
e  Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook
e SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-
measures-and-control-efficiencies.
o CAPCOA’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available here:
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf.
e SCAQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling construction-related emissions
e  Other measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD’s Guidance Document for
Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found at the following internet

address: http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/planning/air-quality-guidance/complete-guidance-document.pdf.

SCAOMD Recommendation for Truck Trip Rates for High Cube Warehouse Projects

SCAQMD recommends the use of truck trip rates from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) for high cube warehouse
projects located in SCAQMD (i.e. 1.68 average daily vehicle trips per 1,000 s.f. and 0.64 average daily truck trips per 1,000

s.f.). Consistent with CEQA Guidelines, the EIR may use a non-default trip rate if there is substantial evidence indicating another rate
is more appropriate for the air quality analysis.

For high cube warehouse projects, the SCAQMD staff has been working on a Warehouse Truck Trip Study to better quantify trip rates
associated with local warehouse and distribution projects, as truck emission represent more than 90 percent of air quality impacts from
these projects. Details regarding this study can be found online here: http://www.aqgmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-
analysis-handbook/high-cube-warehouse

Data Sources

SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public Information Center at (909)
396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available via the SCAQMD’s webpage
(http://www.agmd.gov).

The SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project emissions are accurately evaluated and mitigated
where feasible. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at jcheng@aqgmd.gov or call me at (909) 396-2448.

Sincerely,

Jillian Wong, Ph.D.
Program Supervisor

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

SBC160325-02
Control Number



State of California - Natural Resources Agency EDMUND G. BROWN, Jr., Governor &%
WV DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director [
Inland Deserts Region

3602 Inland Empire Blvd., Suite C-220

Ontario, CA 91764

(909) 484-0459

www.wildlife.ca.gov

April 18, 2016

Kevin White, Planner

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1% Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182 w

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
Western Realco Bloomington Facility Project
State Clearinghouse No. 2016031085

Dear Mr. White:

The Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) for the Western Realco Bloomington Facility Project (project) [State
Clearinghouse No. 2016031085]. The Department is responding to the NOP as a
Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources (California Fish and Game Code Sections
711.7 and 1802, and the California Environmental Quality Act [CEQA] Guidelines
Section 15386), and as a Responsible Agency regarding any discretionary actions
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15381), such as the issuance of a Lake or Streambed
Alteration Agreement (California Fish and Game Code Sections 1600 et seq.) and/or a .
California Endangered Species Act (CESA) Permit for Incidental Take of Endangered,

Threatened, and/or Candidate species (California Fish and Game Code Sections 2080

and 2080.1).

The approximately 35.54-acre project site is located west of Linden Avenue,
approximately 650 feet south of Santa Ana Avenue, approximately 650 feet east of
Cedar Avenue, and approximately 1,300 feet north of Jurupa Avenue; within the
unincorporated community of Bloomington, in southwestern San Bernardino County,
California; latitude 34°03'8.64", longitude -117°23'59.39”. The proposed project consists
of a General Plan Amendment to change the existing land use designation from
residential and institutional uses to industrial uses, a Tentative Parcel Map to combine
the existing 17 parcels into one lot, and a Conditional Use Permit to construct a 676,983
square foot industrial warehouse building and associated facilities and improvements.
Associated facilities include a proposed guard booth, parking, bicycle racks,
landscaping, and detention basins.

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870



Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
Western Realco Bloomington Facility Project

SCH No. 2016031085
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COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Department has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and management of
fish, wildlife, native plants, and the habitat necessary for biologically sustainable
populations of those species (i.e., biological resources); and administers the Natural
Community Conservation Planning Program (NCCP Program). The Department offers
the comments and recommendations presented below to assist the County of San
Bernardino (County; the CEQA lead agency) in adequately identifying and/or mitigating
the project’s significant, or potentially significant, impacts on biological resources. The
comments and recommendations are also offered to enable the Department to
adequately review and comment on the proposed project with respect to impacts on
biological resources. The Department recommends that the forthcoming DEIR address
the following:

Assessment of Biological Resources

Section 15125(c) of the CEQA Guidelines states that knowledge of the regional setting
of a project is critical to the assessment of environmental impacts and that special
emphasis should be placed on environmental resources that are rare or unique to the
region. To enable Department staff to adequately review and comment on the project,
the DEIR should include a complete assessment of the flora and fauna within and
adjacent to the project footprint, with particular emphasis on identifying rare, threatened,
endangered, and other sensitive species and their associated habitats. The Department
recommends that the DEIR specifically include:

1. An assessment of the various habitat types located within the project footprint, and a
map that identifies the location of each habitat type. The Department recommends
that floristic, alliance- and/or association based mapping and assessment be
completed following The Manual of California Vegetation, second edition (Sawyer et
al. 2009). Adjoining habitat areas should also be included in this assessment where
site activities could lead to direct or indirect impacts offsite. Habitat mapping at the
alliance level will help establish baseline vegetation conditions;

2. A general biological inventory of the fish, amphibian, reptile, bird, and mammal
species that are present or have the potential to be present within each habitat type
onsite and within adjacent areas that could be affected by the project. The
Department’s California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) in Sacramento should
be contacted at (916) 322-2493 or bdb@wildlife.ca.gov to obtain current information
on any previously reported sensitive species and habitat, including Significant
Natural Areas identified under Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code, in the vicinity
of the proposed project. The Department recommends that CNDDB Field Survey
Forms be completed and submitted to CNDDB to document survey results. Online
forms can be obtained and submitted at:
http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/submitting data to cnddb.asp
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Please note that the Department’'s CNDDB is not exhaustive in terms of the data it
houses, nor is it an absence database. The Department recommends that it be used
as a starting point in gathering information about the potential presence of species
within the general area of the project site.

3. A complete, recent inventory of rare, threatened, endangered, and other sensitive
species located within the project footprint and within offsite areas with the potential
to be effected, including California Species of Special Concern (CSSC) and
California Fully Protected Species (Fish and Game Code § 3511). Species to be
addressed should include all those which meet the CEQA definition (CEQA
Guidelines § 15380). The inventory should address seasonal variations in use of the
project area and should not be limited to resident species. Focused species-specific
surveys, completed by a qualified biologist and conducted at the appropriate time of
year and time of day when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable,
are required. Acceptable species-specific survey procedures should be developed in
consultation with the Department and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, where
necessary. Note that the Department generally considers biological field
assessments for wildlife to be valid for a one-year period, and assessments for rare
plants may be considered valid for a period of up to three years. Some aspects of
the proposed project may warrant periodic updated surveys for certain sensitive
taxa, particularly if the project is proposed to occur over a protracted time frame, or
in phases, or if surveys are completed during periods of drought.

4. A thorough, recent, floristic-based assessment of special status plants and natural
communities, following the Department's Protfocols for Surveying and Evaluating
Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities (see
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Plants);

5. Information on the regional setting that is critical to an assessment of environmental
impacts, with special emphasis on resources that are rare or unique to the region
(CEQA Guidelines § 15125[c]);

Analysis of Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Impacts to Biological Resources

The DEIR should provide a thorough discussion of the direct, indirect, and cumulative
impacts expected to adversely affect biological resources as a result of the project. To
ensure that project impacts to biological resources are fully analyzed, the following
information should be included in the DEIR:

1. A discussion of potential impacts from lighting, noise, human activity, and wildlife-
human interactions created by zoning of development projects or other project
activities adjacent to natural areas, exotic and/or invasive species, and drainage. The
latter subject should address project-related changes on drainage patterns and water
quality within, upstream, and downstream of the project site, including: volume,
velocity, and frequency of existing and post-project surface flows; polluted runoff; soil
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erosion and/or sedimentation in streams and water bodies; and post-project fate of
runoff from the project site.

. A discussion of potential indirect project impacts on biological resources, including

resources in areas adjacent to the project footprint, such as nearby public lands (e.g.
National Forests, State Parks, etc.), open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian
ecosystems, wildlife corridors, and any designated and/or proposed reserve or
mitigation lands (e.g., preserved lands associated with a Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other conserved lands).

. A cumulative effects analysis developed as described under CEQA Guidelines §

15130. Please include all potential direct and indirect project related impacts to
riparian areas, wetlands, vernal pools, alluvial fan habitats, wildlife corridors or wildlife
movement areas, aquatic habitats, sensitive species and other sensitive habitats,
open lands, open space, and adjacent natural habitats in the cumulative effects
analysis. General and specific plans, as well as past, present, and anticipated future
projects, should be analyzed relative to their impacts on similar plant communities
and wildlife habitats.

Mitigation Measures for Project Impacts to Biological Resources

The DEIR should include appropriate and adequate avoidance, minimization, and/or
mitigation measures for all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts that are expected to
occur as a result of the construction and long-term operation and maintenance of the
project. When proposing measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts, the
Department recommends consideration of the following:

1.

Fully Protected Species: Fully Protected Species (Fish and Game Code § 3511)
have the potential to occur within or adjacent to the project area, including, but not
limited to: white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus). Fully protected species may not be
taken or possessed at any time. Project activities described in the DEIR should be
designed to completely avoid any fully protected species that have the potential to
be present within or adjacent to the project area. The Department also recommends
that the DEIR fully analyze potential adverse impacts to fully protected species due
to habitat modification, loss of foraging habitat, and/or interruption of migratory and
breeding behaviors. The Department recommends that the Lead Agency include in
the analysis how appropriate avoidance, minimization and mitigation measures will
reduce indirect impacts to fully protected species.

Mitigation: The Department considers adverse project-related impacts to sensitive
species and habitats to be significant to both local and regional ecosystems, and the
DEIR should include mitigation measures for adverse project-related impacts to
these resources. Mitigation measures should emphasize avoidance and reduction of
project impacts. For unavoidable impacts, onsite habitat restoration and/or
enhancement should be evaluated and discussed in detail. If onsite mitigation is not
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feasible or would not be biologically viable and therefore not adequately mitigate the
loss of biological functions and values, offsite mitigation through habitat creation
and/or acquisition and preservation in perpetuity should be addressed.

The DEIR should include measures to perpetually protect the targeted habitat values
within mitigation areas from direct and indirect adverse impacts in order to meet
mitigation objectives to offset project-induced qualitative and quantitative losses of
biological values. Specific issues that should be addressed include restrictions on
access, proposed land dedications, long-term monitoring and management
programs, control of illegal dumping, water pollution, increased human intrusion, etc.

3. Nesting Birds and Migratory Bird Treaty Act: Please note that it is the project
proponent’s responsibility to comply with all applicable laws related to nesting birds
and birds of prey. Migratory non-game native bird species are protected by
international treaty under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918, as
amended (16 U.S.C. 703 et seq.). In addition, sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3513 of
the Fish and Game Code (FGC) also afford protective measures as follows: Section
3503 states that it is unlawful to take, possess, or needlessly destroy the nest or
eggs of any bird, except as otherwise provided by FGC or any regulation made
pursuant thereto; Section 3503.5 states that is it unlawful to take, possess, or
destroy any birds in the orders Falconiformes or Strigiformes (birds-of-prey) or to
take, possess, or destroy the nest or eggs of any such bird except as otherwise
provided by FGC or any regulation adopted pursuant thereto; and Section 3513
states that it is unlawful to take or possess any migratory nongame bird as
designated in the MBTA or any part of such migratory nongame bird except as
provided by rules and regulations adopted by the Secretary of the Interior under
provisions of the MBTA.

The Department recommends that the DEIR include the results of avian surveys, as
well as specific avoidance and minimization measures to ensure that impacts to
nesting birds do not occur. Project-specific avoidance and minimization measures
may include, but not be limited to: project phasing and timing, monitoring of project-
related noise (where applicable), sound walls, and buffers, where appropriate. The
DEIR should also include specific avoidance and minimization measures that will be
implemented should a nest be located within the project site. The Department
recommends that pre-construction surveys be required no more than three (3) days
prior to vegetation clearing or ground disturbance activities, as instances of nesting
could be missed if surveys are conducted sooner. Because different species
commence nesting at different times of the year, the Department does not
recommend relying on seasonal restrictions to preclude impacts to nesting birds.
Rather, we recommend that pre-construction surveys be required regardless of the
time of year.

4. Burrowing Owl: The Department is concerned that burrowing owls could potentially
occupy areas very close to and/or within the project site. In the Department’s
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opinion, the potential for owls to occur within the project site and particularly to
forage within the project site is high. The project has the potential to cause the loss
of nesting and/or foraging habitat for burrowing owl.

The Department recommends that the City of Fontana follow the recommendations
and guidelines provided in the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (Department
of Fish and Game, March 2012); available for download from the Department’s
website:

https://www.dfg.ca.gov/wildlife/nongame/survey monitor.html. The Department
expects that the City of Fontana will follow the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl/
Mitigation, which specifies that the steps for project impact evaluations include:

a. A habitat assessment;
b. Surveys; and
c. An impact assessment.

As stated in the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation, the three progressive
steps are effective in evaluating whether a project will result in impacts to burrowing
owls, and the information gained from the steps will inform any subsequent
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures. Habitat assessments are
conducted to evaluate the likelihood that a site supports burrowing owl. Burrowing
owl surveys provide information needed to determine the potential effects of
proposed projects and activities on burrowing owls, and to avoid take in accordance
with FGC sections 86, 3503, and 3503.5. Impact assessments evaluate the extent to
which burrowing owls and their habitat may be impacted, directly or indirectly, on
and within a reasonable distance of a proposed CEQA project activity or non-CEQA
project.

5. Moving out of Harm’s Way: The proposed project is anticipated to result in the
clearing of natural habitats that support native species. To avoid direct mortality, the
Department recommends that the lead agency condition the DEIR to require that a
Department-approved qualified biologist be retained to be onsite prior to and during
all ground- and habitat-disturbing activities to move out of harm’s way special status
species or other wildlife of low or limited mobility that would otherwise be injured or
killed from project-related activities. Movement of wildlife out of harm’s way should
be limited to only those individuals that would otherwise by injured or killed, and
individuals should be moved only as far a necessary to ensure their safety (i.e., the
Department does not recommend relocation to other areas). Furthermore it should
be noted that the temporary relocation of onsite wildlife does not constitute effective
mitigation for the purposes of offsetting project impacts associated with habitat loss.

6. Translocation of Species: The Department generally does not support the use of
relocation, salvage, and/or transplantation as mitigation for impacts to rare,
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threatened, or endangered species as studies have shown that these efforts are
experimental in nature and largely unsuccessful. Translocation

California Endangered Species Act

The Department is responsible for ensuring appropriate conservation of fish and wildlife
resources including threatened, endangered, and/or candidate plant and animal
species, pursuant to the California Endangered Species Act (CESA). The Department
recommends that a CESA ITP be obtained if the project has the potential to result in
“take” (California Fish and Game Code Section 86 defines “take” as “hunt, pursue,
catch, capture, or Kkill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill”) of State-listed
CESA species, either through construction or over the life of the project. CESA ITPs are
issued to conserve, protect, enhance, and restore State-listed CESA species and their
habitats.

The Department encourages early consultation, as significant modification to the
proposed project and avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures may be
necessary to obtain a CESA ITP. Please note that the proposed avoidance,
minimization, and mitigation measures must be sufficient for the Department to
conclude that the project’s impacts are fully mitigated and the measures, when taken in
aggregate, must meet the full mitigation standard. Revisions to the California Fish and
Game Code, effective January 1998, require that the Department issue a separate
CEQA document for the issuance of a CESA ITP unless the Project CEQA document
addresses all Project impacts to listed species and specifies a mitigation monitoring and
reporting program that will meet the requirements of a CESA permit.

Lake and Streambed Alteration Program

Fish and Game Code section 1602 requires an entity to notify the Department prior to

commencing any activity that may do one or more of the following: Substantially divert

or obstruct the natural flow of any river, stream or lake; Substantially change or use any

material from the bed, channel or bank of any river, stream, or lake; or Deposit debris,

waste or other materials that could pass into any river, stream or lake. Please note that
"any river, stream or lake" includes those that are episodic (i.e., those that are dry for ‘
periods of time) as well as those that are perennial (i.e., those that flow year round). ‘
This includes ephemeral streams, desert washes, and watercourses with a subsurface ‘
flow. It may also apply to work undertaken within the flood plain of a body of water.

Upon receipt of a complete notification, the Department determines if the proposed
project activities may substantially adversely affect existing fish and wildlife resources
and whether a Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Agreement is required. An LSA
Agreement includes measures necessary to protect existing fish and wildlife resources.
CDFW may suggest ways to modify your project that would eliminate or reduce harmful
impacts to fish and wildlife resources.
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The Department's issuance of an LSA Agreement is a “project” subject to CEQA (see

Pub. Resources Code 21065). To facilitate issuance of an LSA Agreement, if

necessary, the DEIR should fully identify the potential impacts to the lake, stream, or

riparian resources, and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, and monitoring and

reporting commitments. Early consultation with the Department is recommended, since

modification of the proposed project may be required to avoid or reduce impacts to fish |
and wildlife resources. To obtain a Lake or Streambed Alteration notification package, '
please go to https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/LSA/Forms.

Additional Comments and Recommendations

California is experiencing one of the most severe droughts on record. To ameliorate the
water demands of this project, the Department recommends incorporation of water-wise
concepts in project landscape design plans. In particular the Department recommends
xeriscaping with locally native California species, and installing water-efficient and
targeted irrigation systems (such as drip irrigation). Local water agencies/districts, and
resource conservation districts in your area may be able to provide information on plant
nurseries that carry locally native species, and some facilities display drought-tolerant
locally native species demonstration gardens (for example the Riverside-Corona
Resource Conservation District in Riverside). Information on drought-tolerant
landscaping and water-efficient irrigation systems is available on California's Save our
Water website: http://saveourwater.com/what-you-can-do/tips/landscaping/

Further Coordination

The Department appreciates the opportunity to comment on the NOP of a DEIR for
the Western Realco Bloomington Facility Project (SCH No. 2016031085) and
recommends that the County address the Department’'s comments and concerns in
the forthcoming DEIR. If you should have any questions pertaining to the comments
provided in this letter, or wish to schedule a meeting and/or site visit, please contact
Gabriele Quillman at (909) 980-3818or at gabriele.quillman@uwildlife.ca.gov.

Sincerely,
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From: Melody Segura <msegura@rialtoca.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, April 19, 2016 11:19 AM

To: 'kevin.white@lus.sbcounty.gov'

Cc: Gina Gibson

Subject: RE: Western Realco Bloomington Facility
Importance: High

Dear Mr. White,

Would you please send us the traffic study and the site plan for the Western Realco Bloomington Facility Project located
on the Northwest corner of Cedar Avenue and Jurupa Avenue. Thank you for your assistance.

Best,

Melody Segura

Intern

City of Rialto/Development Services
909-820-2525 x 2211

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.

The information in this e-mail and any attachments are for the sole use of the intended recipient and may contain privileged and confidential information. If you are
not the intended recipient, any use, disclosure, copying or distribution of this message or attachment is strictly prohibited. If you believe that you have received this
e-mail in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete the e-mail and all of its attachments.
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April 20, 2016

Kevin White

County of San Bernardino

385 North Arrowhead Ave, 1t Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

RE: Western Realco Bloomington Facility Notice of Preparation
Dear Mr. White:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for Draft
Program Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Western Realco Bloomington Facility Notice
of Preparation. The City of Fontana appreciates the County of San Bernardino outreach efforts
as part of the NOP process. We look forward to working with your agency throughout the project.
Once available, please send a copy of the Draft Environmental Impact Report, and associated
technical studies to my attention. My contact information is provided below:

Rina Leung
Assistant Planner
8353 Sierra Avenue
Fontana, CA 92335
(909) 350-6723
jtroyer@fontana.org

Thank you for inviting the City of Fontana to participate in the public review process.

Respectfully,

Rina Leung
Assistant Planner

www.fontana.org
8353 Sierra Avenue Fontana, California 92335-3528 (909) 350-7600
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C OUNTY Environmental & Construction e Flood Control

Operations o Solid Waste Management

Surveyor e Transportation

April 21, 2016

San Bernardino County

Land Use Services Department

Kevin White, Senior Planner File: 10(ENV)-4.01
Kevin.White@Ius.sbcounty.gov

RE: CEQA - NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
WESTERN REALCO BLOOMINGTON FACILITY FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO LAND USE
SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Dear Mr. White:
Thank you for giving the San Bernardino County Department of Public Works the opportunity to comment on the
above-referenced project. We received this request on March 24, 2016 and pursuant to our review, the

following comments are provided:

Permits/Operations Support Division (Melissa Walker, Chief, 909-387-7995):

1. Any work affecting the San Bernardino County Flood Control District (District) parcels would need a Flood
Control Permit since these parcels are for Comprehensive Storm Drain Plan (CSDP) 3-4 which is a
master planned facility.

Flood Control Planning Division {David Lovell, PWE Ill, 909-387-7964):

1. We have reviewed the NOP and the project impacts to the District will include a Flood Control Easement
going through the center of the property. We request that consideration in the NOP be given to the
Facility improvements in CSDP #3. Also, in our cursory review, it appears the District right-of-way is
about 50 ft., and not 25 ft. as indicated in the NOP. We can be more specific as the document is
developed. The CSDP #3 document can be found in the DPW Planning Division.

Water Resources Division (Mary Lou Mermilliod, PWE lll, 909-387-8213):

1. The NOP states that the existing District right-of-way would be abandoned and an alternate easement
would be dedicated to the District to facilitate future drainage improvements. Details of this should be
discussed with the District's Right-of-Way, Section Chief, Tom Williams at (909) 387-8256.

If you have any questions, please contact the individuals who provided the specific comment, as listed above.
~ AN -~
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Sincerely,

NIDHAM ARAM ALRAYES, MSCE, PE, QSD/P
Public Works Engineer 11|
Environmental Management

NAA.PE:sr

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

ROBERT A. LOVINGOOD JANICE RUTHERFORD JAMES RAMOS CURT HAGMAN JosiE GONZALES
Vice Chalrman, First District Second District Chairman, Third District Fourth District Fifth District
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April 22, 2016

Mr. Kevin White, Senior Planner

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department — Planning Division
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor

San Bernardino, California 92415

E-mail: kevin.white@Ius.sbcounty.gov

RE: SCAG Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the Western Realco Bloomington Facility [SCAG NO. IGR8802]

Dear Mr. White,

Thank you for submitting the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
for the Western Realco Bloomington Facility (“proposed project’) to the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG) for review and comment. SCAG is the authorized
regional agency for Inter-Governmental Review (IGR) of programs proposed for federal
financial assistance and direct development activities, pursuant to Presidential Executive
Order 12372. Additionally, SCAG reviews the Environmental Impact Reports of projects
of regional significance for consistency with regional plans pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.

SCAG is also the designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency under state law,
and is responsible for preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) including the
Sustainable Communities Strategy ((SCS) pursuant to Senate Bill (SB) 375. As the
clearinghouse for regionally significant projects per Executive Order 12372, SCAG reviews
the consistency of local plans, projects, and programs with regional plans.” Guidance
provided by these reviews is intended to assist local agencies such as local jurisdictions
and project proponents to take actions that help contribute to the attainment of the regional
goals and policies in the RTP/SCS.

SCAG staff has reviewed the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
for the Western Realco Bloomington Facility in unincorporated San Bernardino County.
The proposed project includes the construction of a 676,983 square foot distribution
building with associated facilities and improvements such as a guard booth, parking,
bicycle racks, landscaping and detention basins on approximately 34.54 acres.

When available, please send environmental documentation to SCAG’s office in Los
Angeles or by email to suni@scag.ca.gov providing, at a minimum, the full public
comment period for review. If you have any questions regarding the attached comments,
please contact the Inter-Governmental Review (IGR) Program, attn.: Lijin Sun, Senior
Regional Planner, at (213) 236-1882 or sunl@scag.ca.gov. Thank you.

Sincerely,

/ ?h—rﬁ M“‘”"ﬁ

Ping Chang
Acting Manager, Compliance and Performance Monitoring

' Lead agencies such as local jurisdictions have the sole discretion in determining a local project’s consistency
with the 2016 RTP/SCS for the purpose of determining consistency for CEQA. Any “consistency” finding by
SCAG pursuant to the IGR process should not be construed as a determination of consistency with the 2016
RTP/SCS for CEQA.

The Regional Council consists of 86 elected officials representing 191 cities, six counties, six County Transportation Commissions, one representative
from the Transportation Carridor Agencies, one Tribal Government representative and one representative for the Air Districts within Southern California.

201593 prinied on recycled paper (%)
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COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
THE WESTERN REALCO BLOOMINGTON FACILITY [SCAG NO. IGR8802]

CONSISTENCY WITH RTP/SCS

SCAG reviews environmental documents for regionally significant projects for their consistency with the
adopted RTP/SCS. For the purpose of determining consistency with CEQA, lead agencies such as local
jurisdictions have the sole discretion in determining a local project's consistency with the RTP/SCS.

2016 RTP/SCS GOALS

The SCAG Regional Council adopted the 2016 RTP/SCS in April 2016. The 2016 RTP/SCS seeks to improve
mobility, promote sustainability, facilitate economic development and preserve the quality of life for the
residents in the region. The long-range visioning plan balances future mobility and housing needs with goals
for the environment, the regional economy, social equity and environmental justice, and public health (see
http://scagrtpscs.net/Pages/FINAL2016RTPSCS.aspx). The goals included in the 2016 RTP/SCS may be
pertinent to the proposed project. These goals are meant to provide guidance for considering the proposed
project within the context of regional goals and policies. Among the relevant goals of the 2016 RTP/SCS are
the following:

SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS GOALS

RTP/SCS G1:  Align the plan investments and policies with improving regional economic development and
competitiveness

RTP/SCS G2:  Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and goods in the region
RTP/SCS G3:  Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and goods in the region
RTP/SCS G4:  Preserve and ensure a sustainable regional transportation system
RTP/SCS G5:  Maximize the productivity of our transportation system

RTP/SCS G6:  Protect the environment and health for our residents by improving air quality and encouraging
active transportation (e.g., bicycling and walking)

RTP/SCS G7:  Actively encourage and create incentives for energy efficiency, where possible
RTP/SCS G8:  Encourage land use and growth patterns that facilitate transit and active transportation

RTP/SCS G9:  Maximize the security of the regional transportation system through improved system monitoring,
rapid recovery planning, and coordination with other security agencies™

*SCAG does nof yet have an agreed-upon security performance measure.

For ease of review, we encourage the use of a side-by-side comparison of SCAG goals with discussions
of the consistency, non-consistency or non-applicability of the goals and supportive analysis in a table
format. Suggested format is as follows:
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Mr. White

SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS GOALS

Goal Analysis

RTP/SCS G1:  Align the plan investments and policies with improving | Consistent: Statement as to why;

regional economic development and competitiveness Not-Consistent: Statement as to why;
Or
Not Applicable: Statement as to why;
DEIR page number reference
Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and | Consistent: Statement as to why;
goods in the region Not-Consistent: Statement as to why;
Or
Not Applicable: Statement as to why;
DEIR page number reference
efc. etc.

RTP/SCS G2:

2016 RTP/SCS STRATEGIES

To achieve the goals of the 2016 RTP/SCS, a wide range of land use and transportation strategies are
included in the 2016 RTP/SCS. Technical appendances of the 2016 RTP/SCS provide additional
supporting  information in  detail. To view the 2016 RTP/SCS, please visit:
http:/scagrtpscs.net/Pages/FINAL2016RTPSCS.aspx. The 2016 RTP/SCS builds upon the progress from
the 2012 RTP/SCS and continues to focus on integrated, coordinated, and balanced planning for land use
and transportation that the SCAG region strives toward a more sustainable region, while the region meets
and exceeds in meeting all of applicable statutory requirements pertinent to the 2016 RTP/SCS. These
strategies within the regional context are provided as guidance for lead agencies such as local jurisdictions
when the proposed project is under consideration.

DEMOGRAPHICS AND GROWTH FORECASTS

Local input plays an important role in developing a reasonable growth forecast for the 2016 RTP/SCS.
SCAG used a bottom-up local review and input process and engaged local jurisdictions in establishing the
base geographic and socioeconomic projections including population, household and employment. At the
time of this letter, the most recently adopted SCAG jurisdictional-level growth forecasts that were developed
in accordance with the bottom-up local review and input process consist of the 2020, 2035, and 2040
population, households and employment forecasts. To view them, please visit
http://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/2016GrowthForecastByJurisdiction.pdf. The growth forecasts for the
region and applicable jurisdictions are below.

i : Adopted Unincorporated San Bernardino County
Adopted SCAG Region Wide Forecasts Earsciets
Year 2020 Year 2035 Year 2040 Year 2020 Year 2035 Year 2040
Population 19,663,000 22,091,000 22,138,800 304,300 340,400 344,100
Households 6,458,000 7,325,000 7,412,300 99,900 110,500 111,300
Employment 8,414,000 9,441,000 9,871,500 69,600 88,300 91,100

MITIGATION MEASURES

SCAG staff recommends that you review the Final Program Environmental Impact Report (Final PEIR) for
the 2016 RTP/SCS for guidance, as appropriate. SCAG'’s Regional Council certified the Final PEIR and
adopted the associated Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding Considerations (FOF/SOC) and
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) on Aprili 7, 2016 (please see:
http://scagrtpscs.net/Pages/FINAL2016PEIR.aspx). The Final PEIR includes a list of project-level
performance standards-based mitigation measures that may be considered for adoption and
implementation by lead, responsible, or trustee agencies in the region, as applicable and feasible. Project-
level mitigation measures are within responsibility, authority, and/or jurisdiction of project-implementing
agency or other public agency serving as lead agency under CEQA in subsequent project- and site- specific
design, CEQA review, and decision-making processes, to meet the performance standards for each of the
CEQA resource categories.
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From: Cruz <cruzsembello@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 8:24 PM
To: White, Kevin - LUS

Subject: April 13 Scoping Meeting

Hello! Kevin,
Thank you for today's "Scoping" meeting this morning. Wanted to reiterate some of my questions/comments.

1. Please consider having evening meeting for those not able to attend today's morning meeting. There are
many concerns in my neighborhood on Stallion Lane.Meeting dates should be available in advance to all. MAC
does not have website or does not publish meetings with agenda in advance so we may attend meetings.
Especially in regards to development.

2. Set Back- to deter Graffiti. This would include landscaping.

3. Lighting-1 know there is ordinance and guidelines in place...however do not want bright lights shining into
homes.

4. Linden Street Exit-Consideration would be appreciated to detour traffic to Santa Ana, Jurupa or
Cedar. Zimmerman Elementary School is across the street with already congestion. Safety issue for
children/parents.

5. Air Quality-l know that is part of EIR...Truck, exhaust emissions are a concern because of surrounding
schools and residents. How many trucks/vehicles will be exiting facility and adding to already existing

problems.

6. Safety-Will there be added law enforcement to area due to added traffic issues.

Again, thank you for your attention. Please feel free to contact me if any questions.

Regards,

Cruz Baca (Sembello)
Owner: 18484 Stallion Lane
Bloomington, CA 92316

Phone: 626 806-9583
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From: ken graham <kengraham0000@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 8:30 AM

To: White, Kevin - LUS

Subject: scoping meeting

Good morning Mr. White, | would like to apologize for talking to the MAC representative and missing the last
statement of the meeting.l did not realize the meeting was ending. my main concerns about this project are,

(1) There is no way for the big rigs to turn left and go north so as aresult they will be turning into residential
area to make three right hand turnsto end up on Jurupa and then turn left on Cedar Ave. to end up going north.
Thisis already a problem since they erected a center island and residents can't turn left exiting residential
streets now. Everyone is forced to use Jurupato turn left in the neighborhood now and the added traffic of the
big rigs using this route also would just clog up the light at Cedar since there is no dedicated left turn lane. We
even have double trailers coming up 14 th street right now.

(2) Thetraffic at shift end and shift start from the sheer number of employees this distribution center would
require using the same roads as children walking to and from school, and also getting rides to school would
definitely create a safety hazard. There

are two elementary schools within a half mile, a high school within one mile, and another juinior high school
within one mile,and a park at the corner of Linden and Jurupa with kids playing and little league baseball being
played all the time.

(3) The nighttime noise of a business of this nature probably can't be muffled

(4) The hazards of chemical spillsif chemical are allowed to be loaded and unloaded at this location. Would
there be any restrictions since thisis aresidential area.

(5) what is the reason for no dirt disturbance for the last 10 - 15 years through code enforcement agency.

(6) Isthisland for sale or is eminent domain going to be used to acquire all or part of said land.

(7) Commercial land just as large is already up for sale even closer to the 10 frwy than this site and it wouldn't
even have to be rezoned.
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within one mile,and a park at the corner of Linden and Jurupa with kids playing and little league baseball being
played all the time.

(3) The nighttime noise of a business of this nature probably can't be muffled

(4) The hazards of chemical spillsif chemical are allowed to be loaded and unloaded at this location. Would
there be any restrictions since thisis aresidential area.

(5) what is the reason for no dirt disturbance for the last 10 - 15 years through code enforcement agency.

(6) Isthisland for sale or is eminent domain going to be used to acquire all or part of said land.

(7) Commercial land just as large is already up for sale even closer to the 10 frwy than this site and it wouldn't
even have to be rezoned.
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SAN BERNARDINO

COUNTY

County of San Bernardino

EIR Public Scoping Meeting
Western Realco Bloomington Facility Project
San Bernardino County Government Center

April 13, 2016 at 9:00 a.m.

This form may be used to submit comments and suggestions in regard to environmental issues
that should be included in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed
Western Realco Bloomington Facility Project.

Name (please print) q? M‘:L)ﬂ( 4 M L

Mailing Address | 7277 SVAUAONS La |
Telephone No. (daytime) B -CA - DB Nw

Fax No.

EB-mail address

Organization/Affiliation TN z m
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The Draft EIR for the proposed Western Realco Bloomington Facility Project should address the
following potentially significant environmental impacts:
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Thank you for your assistance.

Written comments will be accepted until April 22, 2016 and may be directed to Kevin White, Senior
Planner, at the Land Use Services Department, Planning Division, located at 385 North Arrowhead
Avenue, First Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182, Fax (909) 387-3223 or E-mail

Kevin White@lus.sbcounty.gov.

To Mail, Fold and Staple
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