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Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 2 a 3
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit K
Amold Schwarzenegger Sean Walsh
Governor Director
December 8, 2006 RECENED
pc 1o 2008
. DRAENT
Candida Neal COMMUNITY DEVELOPHER
City of Upland
460 North Euclid Avenue
Upland, CA 91786

Subject: Upland Basin Expansion Project, Phase 2
SCH#: 2006111010

Dear Candida Neal:

The enclosed comment (s) on your Mitigated Negative Declaration was (were) received by the State
Clearinghouse after the end of the state review period, which closed on December 1, 2006. We are
forwarding these comments to you because they provide information or raise issues that should be
addressed in your final environmental document.

The California Environmental Quality Act does not require Lead Agencies to respond to late comments.
However, we encourage you to incorporate these additional comments into your final environmental
docurnent and to consider them prior to taking final action on the proposed project.

Please contact the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions concerning the
environmental review process. If you have a question regarding the above-named project, please refer to
the ten-digit State Clearinghouse number (2006111010) when contacting this office.

~_ Sincerely, W

Terry Roberts -
Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

TEL (516
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1. Ms. Nadell Gayou

- Resources Agency Project Coordinator \V
Environmental Review Section, DPLA RECEIVED

901 P Street
Sacramento, California

2. Ms. Candida Neal
City of Upland
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STATE CLEARING HOUSE

460 North Euclid Avenue
Upland, California 91786

SCH #2006111010, Notice of

Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal of

Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Upland Basin
Expansion Project, Phase 2, November 2, 2006, San Bernardino County

The Division of Safety of Dams has reviewed the Initial Study for Upland Basin
Expansion Project, Phase 2, October 20, 2008,

Based on the information provided, we find that the proposed expansion of Upland

Basin with a dam height up to
1,220 acre-feet woul

20 feet, and an ultimate basin storage capacity of

be under State jurisdiction for safety. Sections 6002 and 6003 of

the California Water Code define that dams 25 feet or higher having a reservoir storage
capacity of more than 15 acre-feet, and dams higher than 6 feet having a storage

capacity of 50 acre-feet or more; are under State

jurisdiction. Jurisdictional height of a

dam is the vertical distance measured from the lowest point at the downstream toe of
the dam to its maximum storage elevation.

A construction application, together with plans and specifications, must be filed with the
Division of Safety of Dams. All dam safety related issues must be resolved prior to the
approval of the application and the work must be performed under the supervision of a

civil engineer registered in Cal
Chief, is responsible for applic
(916) 227-4660.

ifornia. John Vrymoed, Design Engineering Branch
ation approval process and can be reached at

If you have any questions, please contact Office Engineer Chuck Wong at
(816) 227-4601 or Regional Engineer Mutaz Mihyar at (916) 227-4600.

Original Signed by
Fred Sage for

David A, Gutierrez, Chief
Division of Safety of Dams
(916) 227-9800
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA &5?* "%;
Governor’'s Office of Planning and Research % .ﬂ §
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit Kl
Arnold Schwarzenegger Sean Walsh
Governor Director
December 4, 2006 _
RECEIVED
-1 | 2006
Candida Neal DEC - '
City of Upland - ANRAE N
4&)),130111}1) }gﬁclid Avenue COMMUNITY NEVE! APVENT
Upland, CA 91786

Subject: Upland Basin Expansion Project, Phase 2
SCH#: 2006111010

Dear Candida Neal:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Mitigated Negative Declaration to selected state
agencies for review. The review period closed on December 1, 2006, and no state agencies submitted
comments by that date. This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse
review requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality

Act.

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review process. If you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

Sincerely, .

Terry Roberts

Director, State Clearinghouse

1400 TENTH S




Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2006111010
Project Title  Upland Basin Expansion Project, Phase 2

Lead Agency Upland, City of

TN

Type MN Mitigated Negative Declaration

D

The project includes construction of the remaining basin improvements consisting of a jurisdiction
berm (20-foot maximum height), an emergency spiliway and low fiow outlet to the San Antonio
Channel, drainage systems and disposal of unacceptable materials. These improvements will
increase the basin volume to 1,220 acre-feet (ultimate basin capagcity). In addition, the project will
remediate gypsum materials deposited at the site.

Description

Lead Agency Contact
Name Candida Neal
Agency City of Upland

Phone (909) 931-4112 Fax
email
Address 460 North Euclid Avenue
City Upland State CA  Zip 91786

Project Location
County San Bernardino
City Upland
Region
Cross Streets  Arrow Route and Monte Vista Avenue
Parcel No. 1007-391-18

Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:
Highways 66
Airports Cable Airport
Railways Metrolink
Waterways
Schools
Land Use Stormwater Retention Facility
Z: ML (Light Industrial)
GP: C-I/S (Commercial/industrial-Mixed Use)

Aesthetic/Visual; Air Quality; Cumulative Effects: Drainage/Absorption; Geologic/Seismic; Noise:

Project Issues
Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Water Quality; Water Supply

Reviewing Resources Agency; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 8; Department of Parks and
Agencies Recreation; Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities Commission: Department of Health
Services; Department of Fish and Game, Region 6; Department of Water Resources: California
Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 8; Department of Toxic Substances Control; State Water Resources

Control Board, Ciean Water Program

Date Received 11/01/2006 Start of Review 11/02/2006 End of Review 12/01/2006

' provided by lead agence

Noie  Bianks in aete fieide result from ineufficient informati
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Notice of Determination
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To.__ Office of Planning and Research From: (Public Agency) CITY OF LiPI AND

1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 460 N. EUCLID AVENUE
Sacramento, CA 95814 (Address)

UPLAND, CA 91786

— County Clerk
County of SAN BERNARDINO

385 N. ARROWHEAD AVENUE, 2"° FLOOR

SAN BERNARDINO CA 92415-0130

d3aLsod ® a3iid 31vd

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resources Code.

CUP-02-13:MODIFICATION NO. 1, EAR-1414:MODIFICATION NO. 1 (Ref,; SP-02-23)
Project Title

State Clearinghouse Number L.ead Agency Area Code/Telephone/Extension
(If submitted to Clearinghouse) (Contact Person)

Approx. 38.9 acres on south side of Arrow Route and east side of Monte Vista Ave.. Upland, San Bernardino County
Project Location (include County)

Project Description:

A basin used for flood control and ground water recharge purposes, including construction of the remaining basin
improvements consisting of a jurisdictional berm (20 ft. max height), emergency spillway and low flow outlet to the San
Antonio Channel, drainage systems, and disposal of unacceptable materials that will increase the basin volume to 1,220
acre-feet (ultimate basin capacity). In addition, the project will remediate gypsum materials deposited at the site.

This is to advise that the CITY OF UPLAND has approved the above described project on
BdLead Agency [_JResponsible Agency :
NOV. 29. 2006 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described project.

LA LA A WA

(Date)

-

The project [[_Jwill PJwill not] have a significant effect on the environment.

2. [JAn Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provision of CEQA.
XA Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA

3. Mitigation measures [Kwere [ ]were not] made a condition of the approval of the project.

4. A statement of Overriding Considerations [[Jwas [Xlwas not] adopted for this project.

This is to certify that the final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval is available to
the General Public at:

e NOVEMBER 30, 2008 SENICR PLANMER
Signature (Public Agency) Date Title

Date received for filing at OPR:

RACEGA AFFENDICE S ENVIRONMENTALWPPENDI D-NGTiCE OF DETERMINATION'UpIand Basir Revsicrs 3 12006 ooc REV.. 5/02



APPENDIX G
Negative Declaration

TN

CITY OF UPLAND

DATE: NOVEMBER 30, 2006

NOTICE. Pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA-Public
Resources Code, Section 21100 et seq.), the City of Upland has determined that the project
referenced hereinafter will not have a significant effect on the environment.

REVISIONS TO THE EXISTING UPLAND BASIN, CUP-02-13:MODIFICATION NO. 1, EAR-
1414:MODIFICATION NO. 1 (Ref.: SP-02-23) '
PROJECT TITLE/ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REF. NO.:

Atin: City Of Upland, 460 North Euclid Avenue, Upland, CA 91786
APPLICANT NAME/ADDRESS:

Approximately 38.9 acres on the south side of Arrow Route and on the east side of Monte Vista
Avenue, Upland (ML - Light Industrial Zone)
PROJECT LOCATION/AREA: San Bernardino County.

A basin used for flood control and ground water recharge purposes, including construction of the
remaining basin improvements consisting of a jurisdictional berm (20 ft. max height), emergency
spillway and low flow outlet to the San Antonio Channel, drainage systems, and disposal of
unacceptable materials that will increase the basin volume to 1,220 acre-feet (ultimate basin
capacity). In addition, the project will remediate gypsum materials deposited at the site.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

A copy of the Initial Study, documenting reasons to support the finding that said project will not have
a significant effect and containing any mitigating measures proposed to be included in the project to
avoid potentially significant effects, is available for public review at the Community Development
Dept., City of Upland, 460 N. Euclid Ave., Upland, CA 91786.

An Environmental Impact Report is not proposed to be required for this project.

APPEALS. Any person or agency aggrieved by this decision may appeal to the Upland City Council
in compliance with all provisions for filing of such appeals. Any such appeal must filed within
fourteen (14) days after the issuance of this decision, or it shall be dismissed by the City Council.

o
~

&
F

Name oo o John Atwater (909) 9314132
Resgonsible Gfficial Title: Senior Plannar Telephone Number

esnann 1y i REV.. 11/6%2
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APPENDIX |

California Department Of Fish And Game
CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION
De Minimis Impact Finding

1.

2.

Name and Address of Project Applicant:
CITY OF UPLAND
460 NORTH EUCLID AVENUE
UPLAND, CA 91786

Project Description and Location (San Bernardino County):
CUP-02-13:MODIFICATION NO. 1, EAR-1414:MODIFICATION NO.1
(Ref.: SP-02-23)
South side of Arrow Route, east side of Monte Vista Avenue
A basin used for flood control and ground water recharge purposes

(Findings of Exemption attach as necessary):

A.

An initial study has been conducted by the City of Upland evaluating the potential
for adverse environmental impact; and

There is no evidence before the City of Upland that the proposed project will
have any potential for adverse effect on wildlife resources or the habitat upon
which the wildlife depends.

The City of Upland, as lead agency, has on the basis of substantial evidence,
rebutted the presumption of adverse effect contained in Title 14 of the California
Code of Regulations Section 753.5.

For further information, refer to the November 29, 2006, Planning Commission
Meeting Minutes, available in the City of Upland Community Development
Department, 460 North Euclid Avenue, Upland, CA 91786.

Certification:

| hereby certify that the public agency has made the above finding and that the

project will not individually or cumulatively have an adverse effect on wildlife resources,
as defined in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.

PR,

Name '~ John Atwater

Title: Senior Planner
lLead Agency: City of Upland
Date: NMovember 30, 2006

Ll EERLRSINEEAD NYIRONMERN TAL APPLNOL LOLRT 8 024 ik FEE BEXEMPTICN piang Bain Fov, 1ors 213008 coe REV . 115G
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CITY OF CLAREMONT Community Development Department
City Hall ‘ Building ¢ (809) 399-5471
207 Harvard Avenus Planning  {809) 399-5470
P.O. Box 880 Engineering » (909) 389-5465
Claremont, CA 91711-0880 Community Improvement = (209) 399-5467
FAX (909) 399-5327 Economic Development » (909) 399-5341

November 29, 2006

Candida Neal, AICP

City of Upland

P.O. Box 460

Upland, CA 91785-0460

Dear Ms. Neal:

Upland Basin Expansion Project, Phase 2
EAR No.1414 Modification No.1 and CUP No. 02-13 Modification #1

Thank you for calling me to clarify that excess materials from the Basin Expanston Project
are not currently proposed to be transported to a site north of 168" Street. | now
understand that the excess materials from the Basin Expansion Project will most likely be
transported to deposit sites west of Monte Vista Avenue near the Basin Expansion Project
site. This clarification adequately addresses the concern Claremont had with the proposed

_project. Claremont has no objection to the use of Monte Vista Avenue as a haul route if
materials are not transported north into Claremont.

If, at a future date, the project changes to include the transport of excess materials through
Claremont by way of Monte Vista Avenue or another haul route, Claremont understands
that project will be subject to separate approval and additional environmental review.
Claremont requests to be noticed of any change in the project, and afforded the
opportunity to review and comment on the environmental documentation.

Please call me at 909 399-5485 if you have further questions about this matter.

Sincerely,

TR VN

Belle Newman
Principal Planner

Attachment

c: Jeffrey C. Parker, City Manager
Anthony Witt, Director of Community Development
|.isa Prasse, City Pianner
Craig Bradshaw, City Engineer

BN/UPLANDALTR 112906



CITY OF CLAREMONT Community Development Depar‘tmerg't

City Hall Building ¢ (909) 399-5471
207 Harvard Avenue Planning » (909) 399-5470
20. Box 880 RECEIVEL _ Engineering » (909) 399-5465

laremont, CA 91711-0880 Community Improvement e (909) 399-5467
FAX (909) 399-5327 Economic Development e (909) 399-5341

NOY @ & 7006
November 28, 2006 ot e T
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Jeff Bloom

City of Upland

P.O. Box 460

Upland, CA 91785-0460

Dear Mr. Bloom:

Upland Basin Expansion Project, Phase 2
EAR No.1414 Modification No.1 and CUP No. 02-13 Modification #1

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the environmental assessment for Phase 2
of the Upland Basin Expansion Project. The City of Claremont does have concerns
regarding the proposed haul routes described in the Initial Study dated October 20, 2006.
The use of Monte Vista Avenue as a haul route to a proposed fill site north of 16" Street
will impact Claremont in terms of increased traffic, pavement deterioration, noise, and dust.
Claremont requests that Benson Avenue be used instead of Monte Vista Avenue as the
haul route to the proposed fill site north of 16™ Street.

Claremont first made this request prior to approval of Phase 1 of the Upland Basin
Improvements. In a conversation with Rosalie Staudenmayer in May 2003, Claremont was
told that large amounts of the excess materials were going to be deposited in a site west of
Monte Vista Avenue and south of Arrow Route, and that no determination had been made
regarding the use of the pit north of 16" Street for the excess materials, and that excess
materials could be taken to other export sites not yet identified. Ms. Staudenmayer said
that before excess material could be place in the pit north of 16™ Street, it would require
separate project approval and environmental review. This conversation was summarized
in a letter to Upland dated May 20, 2003. A copy of the letter is attached.

The current environmental analysis for Phase 2 of the Basin Improvements Project does
not provide the additional environmental analysis that we were promised would be done
before considering the site north of 16™ Street as an export site. The analysis also does
not adequately consider the request made by Claremont in 2003 that Benson Avenue be
used as the haul route, and provides no explanation of why Monte Vista Avenue, and not
Benson Avenue, is used for the haul route to the area north of 16™ Street. The current
analysis merely references the analysis done in 2003, and states the impacts are within
the scope of and were adequately addressed in the adopted environmental analysis.
Claremont disagrees with that conclusion.




Jeff Bloom
November 28, 2006
Page 2 of 2

The traffic on Monte Vista Avenue has increased significantly since 2003 because of the
completion of the 210 Freeway. Particularly impacted have been the intersections at
Monte Vista Avenue/Foothill Boulevard and Monte Vista Avenue/Base Line Road. Recent
environmental analyses completed for other Upland projects show these intersections
operating at LOS E/F. Use of Monte Vista Avenue by haul vehicles from the proposed
project will worsen the existing problems, particularly at the intersection at Monte Vista

Avenue and Base Line Road.

The proposed use of Monte Vista Avenue as the haul route to the site north of 16" Street
will also add to the congestion at the freeway on- and off-ramps on Base Line Road.
There are currently traffic safety concerns due to congestion, and sight distance in the
area of the Foothill Freeway bridge and Monte Vista Avenue. If the haul trucks used
Benson Avenue, the trucks would avoid this area of Monte Vista Avenue and the freeway
on- and off-ramps that are operating at a poor level of service.

If the project is not changed to deleted Monte Vista Avenue as the haul route, an
Environmental Impact Report should be prepared for the reasons discussed above.
Please call City Engineer Craig Bradshaw at 909 399-5465 to discuss this matter further.
Claremont appreciates Upland’s willingness to work with Claremont in minimizing the
traffic impacts on Claremont from projects in Upland.

Sincerely,

=¥ RV

Belle Newman
Principal Planner

Attachment

c. Jeffrey C. Parker, City Manager
Anthony Witt, Director of Community Development
Lisa Prasse, City Planner
Craig Bradshaw, City Engineer

BN/UPLAND/LTR112209



(
: CITY OF CLAREMONT Community Development Department
City Hall Building « (909) 399-5471

207 Harvard Avenue Planning « (909) 399-5470

P.O. Box 880 Engineering « (909) 399-5465

Claremont, CA 91711-0880 Community improvement « (909) 399-5467

FAX (909) 399-5327 Economic Development « (909) 399-5341
May 20, 2003

Rosalie Staudenmayer
Senior Planner

City of Upland

460 N. Euclid Avenue
Upland, CA 91786

Dear Ms. Staudenmayer:

UPLAND BASIN IMPROVEMENTS ~ CUP-02-13 and EAR-1414

Thank you for returning my telephone call on May 1, 2003, regarding the initial study for
the proposed Upland Basin Improvements on the south side of Arrow Route between
Monte Vista Avenue and Central Avenue. This letter summarizes our conversation.

The City of Claremont does not have concerns with the proposed transport of 700,000
cubic yards of excavated materials from the basin site to the property located west of
Monte Vista and south of Arrow Route provided it is done in accordance with approved
Conditional Use Permit No. 96-09 and EAR-1204. We understand that a traffic flagman
will monitor the truck traffic between the two sites.

Claremont does have some concern with the potential transport of excavated materials
to a pit located on the north side of 16™ Street, west of Benson Avenue, if Monte Vista is
used as the haul route. This would impact Claremont in terms of increased traffic,
pavement deterioration, noise, and dust. We ask that you consider alternative haul
routes including using Benson Avenue. | understand that no final determination has
been made regarding the use of the pit north of 16" Street and the excess material may
be taken to other sites, which of yet have not been identified. | also understand that
before the material can be placed in the pit north of 16" Street, it will require separate
project approval and environmental review.

If you are considering alternative sites, | recommend that you contact the Claremont
Colleges to determine if they would be interested in having the material transported to
their pit located east of Monte Vista Avenue and noith of Arrow Route.




Rosalie Staudenmayer
May 20, 2003
Page 2 of 2

If you have any questions regarding the above, please call me at (909) 399-5485. We
very much appreciate Upland’'s willingness to work together on issues that are of

concern to Claremont.

Sincerely,

B J,C~C5\\\(\\L O e

Belle Newman
Principal Planner

c: Anthony Witt, Director of Community Development
Craig Bradshaw, City Engineer

BN/UPLAND/RETBAS/LTRO50503



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
LOS ANGELES DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0. BOX 532711
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90053-2325

RECEIVED
REPLY TO —‘ )
ATTENTION OF: NO v Z 7 ZUUb
COMMUNITY DEVELNPMENT
November 16, 2006
Office of the Chief
Regulatory Branch

City of Upland, Community Development Department
Attention: Candida Neal

460 N. Euclid Avenue

Upland, California 91786-0460

Dear Ms. Neal:

It has come to our attention that you plan to discharge dredge and/or fill materials into
waters of the United States in association with your proposal of the “Upland Basin Expansion
Project, Phase 2”; which includes the capacity expansion of Upland Basin and the construction
of a jurisdictional berm, emergency spillway and low-flow outlet to San Antonio Channel, in
the City of Upland, San Bernardino County, California. These activities may require a U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers permit.

A Corps of Engineers permit is required for the discharge of dredged or fill material into,
including any redeposit of dredged material within, "waters of the United States" and adjacent
wetlands pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act of 1972. Examples include, but are not

limited to,

1. creating fills for residential or commercial development, placing bank protection,
temporary or permanent stockpiling of excavated material, building road crossings, backfilling
for utility line crossings and constructing outfall structures, dams, levees, groins, weirs, or
other structures;

2. mechanized landclearing, grading which involves filling low areas or land leveling,
ditching, channelizing and other excavation activities that would have the effect of destroying

or degrading waters of the United States;

3. allowing runoff or overflow from a contained land or water disposal area to re-enter a
water of the United States;

4. placing pilings when such placement has or would have the effect of a discharge of fill
material.

e




T

]

s

Enclosed you will find a permit application form and a pamphlet that describes our
regulatory program. If you have any questions, please contact Shannon Pankratz at (213)
452-3412. Please refer to this letter and 200602021-SLP in your reply.

Enclosures

Sincerely,

Gerardo Salas
Project Manager
South Coast Section
Regulatory Branch
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November 27, 2006 GEaISERAL MALTG%

Ms. Candida Neal, City Planner
CITY OF UPLAND

Community Development Department
460 N. Euclid Avenue

Upland, CA 91786-0460

Upland Basin Expansion Project, Phase 2- CEQA Mitigated Negative Declaration

Dear Ms. Neal:

Located within the western portion of the Chino Groundwater Basin, the Monte Vista Water District is a party to
the Basin’s 1978 Adjudication. The District provides retail and wholesale water supply to the communities of
Montclair, Chino, Chino Hills and surrounding unincorporated portions of San Bernardino County. Production
from the Chino Basin is utilized to meet a significant portion of our annual water deliveries, estimated at 27,000

acre-feet.

The District has reviewed the City of Upland’s Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Upland Basin Expansion
Project, Phase 2. We concur with the analysis provided in Section VIIL. Hydrology and Water Quality (page 15).
This project will benefit the region by providing the means to capture larger volumes of high quality storm water
and increase spreading capacity of imported water in the Upland Basin.

The District would note that we have several wells located immediately adjacent to, and down-gradient to the
Upland Basin. These facilities represent a significant portion of our groundwater supply capabilities. While not
specifically part of the City’s proposed project, the District would object to recycled water recharge in the Upland

Basin.

If you have any questions regarding this correspondence, or require additional information, please feel free to
contact the District. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Monte Vista Water District

Robert O. Tock, P.E.
District Engineer and
Manager of Operations and Maintenance

cc: Mark Kinsey, General Manager

2 o 19N91 A74.0035 o FAX I909) A24.4775
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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

NOTICE: Pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA-Public
Resources Code, Section 2110 et. seq.), the City of Upland has determined that the project
referenced hereinafter will not have a significant effect on the environment.

PROJECT TITLE: UPLAND BASIN EXPANSION PROJECT, PHASE 2, CUP 02-13
Modification No. | and EAR 1414 Modification No. |

PROJECT LOCATION: The project site is located at 700 W. Arrow Route on the south
side of Arrow Route between Monte Vista Avenue and Central Avenue in the City of Upland.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The original project (CUP 02-13) consisted of expansion and
development of the Upland Basin to allow for ultimate retention of 1,050 acre-feet of storm

water.

The Upland Basin Expansion Project Phase 2 (CUP 02-13 Modification No. 1) include
construction of t a jurisdictional berm (20-foot maximum height), emergency spillway and low
flow outlet to the San Antonio Channel, drainage systems, and disposal of unacceptable
materials, including rebar, steel pipe, wire, wood, organics, and plastics. In addition the project
will remediate gypsum materials deposited at the site. These improvements will increase the

basin volume to 1,200.

PROJECT PROPONENT: CITY OF UPLAND, 460 N. Euclid Avenue, Upland, California
91786.

A copy of the Initial Study, documenting reasons to support the findings that said project will not have a
significant effect on the environment, is attached hereto for public review.

An Environmental Impact Report is not required for this project.

APPEALS. Any person or agency aggrieved by this decision may appeal to the Upland City Council in
compliance with all provision for filing of such appeals. Any such appeal must be filed within thirty (30)
days after the issuance of this decision, or it shall be dismissed by the City Council

Candida Neal City Planner (909) 931-4130 October 30, 2006
CONTACT PERSON TITLE TELEPHONE DATE




City of Upland

INITIAL STUDY
FOR
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CITY OF UPLAND |

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

This Initial Study assesses the potential environmental impacts of construction and operation of a insert a succinct
description of the project on an approximately 44.87-acre site. The project will require adoption of a modification to a
conditional use permit. This Initial Study finds that the proposed project could have a significant adverse impact relative
to aesthetics, air quality, hazards, hydrology and water quality, noise and traffic. However, with the imposition of
mitigation measures delineated herein, all potentially significant impacts associated with the project would be reduced to
less than significant levels. Consequently, a Mitigated Negative Declaration will be prepared for the project.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

I. Project title: Upland Basin Expansion Project, Phase 2.
2. Lead agency name and address: City of Upland, 460 N. Euclid Avenue Upland, CA 91786-0460.
3. Contact person and phone number: Attention: Candida Neal, City Planner (909) 931-4130.

4. Project location: The project site is located in the City of Upland, on the southeast corner of Monte
Vista Avenue and Arrow Route. (See Exhibit | - Project Location and Aerial Photo of the Site.)

5. Project sponsor's name and address: City of Upland, 460 N. Euclid Avenue, Upland, CA 91786.
6. General Plan Designation: C-1/S (Commercial/lndustrial- Mixed Use).

7. Zoning Designation: ML (Light Industrial).

8. Assessor Parcel Number: 1007-391-18.

9. Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later phases of the project,
and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation.)

Initial improvements to the Upland Basin storm drain facility (Phase |) were described and
analyzed in the Initial Study for the Upland Basin Improvements dated April 23, 2003 and are
included as an Exhibit to this report. (See Exhibit 2 - Initial Study prepared for the Upland Basin
Improvements, April 23, 2003.) That project included construction of additional storage for
spreading of imported water to recharge the Chino Basin groundwater basin. It also included
construction of a drainage conveyance to deliver runoff to the retention basin as well as offsite
street improvements along Arrow Route. ! (See Exhibit 3 -~ Upland Basin Expansion Project, Phase

2 - Site Grading Map.)

-

! City of Upland Planning Division. Initial Study for the Upland Basin Improvements Project, April 23, 2003

Upland Basin Expansion. Phase 2
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The current project, Upland Basin Expansion, Phase 2, will includes construction of the remaining
basin improvements consisting of a jurisdictional berm (20-foot maximum height), an emergency
spillway and low flow outlet to the San Antonio Channel, drainage systems and disposal of
unacceptable materials. These improvements will increase the basin volume to 1220 acre-feet
(ultimate basin capacity). In addition, the project will remediate gypsum materials deposited at

the site. 2

The expansion of the basin will include constructing the basin deeper than it exists and constructing
a State of California, Division of Safety of Dams, Jurisdictional Berm (20 foot maximum height).
The berm will be 20 feet in height at the southwest corner of the basin property and will reduce in
height as the berm proceeds east. The site gradually drains from east to west along the southerly
boundary. Consequently, the jurisdictional berm is 20-feet in height at the west end and basically 0-
feet at the east end. The area along the perimeter of the basin and outside of the jurisdictional
zone will be landscaped to reduce aesthetic impacts to less than significant.

In September 2006, URS Corporation completed an updated Geotechnical Investigation of the
Upland Basin Expansion Phase 2 Project (See Exhibit 4 — Geotechnical Investigation of the Upland
Basin Expansion Phase 2 Project). The report considers seismic design parameters, seismic
hazards, slope stability and seismic deformation analysis, recommended embankment section,
earthwork and site grading, lateral earth pressures and resistance to lateral loads, corrosion
potential, and construction considerations. The report specifies required mitigation for
geotechnical issues that have been incorporated in the design and will be implemented during
construction. All provisions of this report will be incorporation into the design and construction of

this project.

10. Existing land uses on the project site: (Briefly describe the project's existing features)

The site is currently used as a storm drain and acquifer recharge basin owned and operated by the
City of Upland. The site was formerly a sand and gravel pit. After mining operations ended, the
site was partially filled with inert construction debris. The site contains a water storage basin
volume of approximately 600 acre-feet and mounds of inert construction debris and earth. (See
Exhibit 5 - Existing Site Conditions Photos.)

11. Surrounding land uses and setting: (Briefly describe the project's surroundings)

The site is located in an area with a combination of public facilities, industrial uses, and residential
and commercial uses. It is bordered to the west by Monte Vista Avenue and to the north by Arrow
Route. Directly west of the site is the San Antonio Creek Channel, a vacant parcel and Monte Vista
Avenue. Beyond Monte Vista Avenue is a proposed mixed use project, the College Park
development. Once built, this project will include apartments, single family homes and a
neighborhood commercial shopping center. The area to the north, across Arrow Route, is a
recharge basin operated by the Chino Basin Water Master. An apartment complex is under
construction on the property east of the project. To the south is a bike trail and the Montclair
Metrolink Station. (See Exhibit 6 ~ Visual Survey of the Views from the Site.)

12. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation agreement.)

The City is required to acquire permits from US Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) for
construction of improvements within the Corps' right-of-way and from the State of California's

? City of Upland Public Works Department, October 10, 2006

Upland Basin Expansion. Phase 2
City of Upland



Division of Dam Safety for construction of a jurisdictional berm. In addition, a portion of the |
project will be funded through the State of California's, State Water Resources Control
Board, Proposition 40, Integrated Watershed Management Program Project Implementation. The
City will acquire a construction traffic control permit from the City of Montclair and permits from
the South Coast Air Quality Management District and from Regional Water Quality Control
Board, Santa Ana Region for construction activities.

Upland Basin Expansion. Phase 2 Page §
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INVIRONMENTAL 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.

[J Aesthetics [1 Hazards & Hazard Materials {1 Recreation

[0 Agricuiture Resources [0 Hydrology/Water Quality [ Transportation/Traffic

[ Air Quality [0 Land Use and Planning [ Utilities/Service Systems
[0 Biological Resources [0 Mineral Resources {0 Mandatory Findings of
[ Cultural Resources [0 Noise Significance

[ Geology/Soils (Liquefaction) [ Population/Housing

01 Public Services

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION
will be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect
x | in this case because the mitigation measures described on the attached pages have been added to the project. A MITIGATED

NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) 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, if the effect is a "potentially significant impact" or
"potentially significant unless mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the

effects that remain to be addressed.

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

Signature: Date:

Printed Name: ~ Candida Neal Title: City Planner

Upland Basin Expansion. Phase 2 Page 6
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

An Environmental Checklist Form (Form) has been used to evaluate the potential environmental impacts associated with <
the proposed project. The Form has been prepared by the Resources Agency of California to assist local governmental
agencies, such as the City of Upland, in complying with the requirements of the Statutes and Guidelines for implementing
the California Environmental Quality Act. In the Form, environmental effects are evaluated as follows:

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

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

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

required.

4. "Negative Declaration: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact” to a "Less Than Significant Impact.”
The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level (mitigation measures from an "Earlier Analyses," as described in #5 below, may be cross-referenced). *

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

following:
(a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

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

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

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential
impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances).

7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted
should be cited in the discussion.

8. The explanation of each issue should identify:
(a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question.

(b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.

Upland Basin Expansion, Phase 2
City of Upland




"NVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

Potentially . L.e ss than . Less than
O Significant with o
Significant e Significant No Impact
Mitigation
Impact . Impact
Incorporation

I. _ AESTHETICS. Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a x
scenic vista?

. a). Less than Signficant with Mitigation. No scenic resources exist on site. However, views of the mountains to
the north are visible from the bike path along the south property line.

Construction of the jurisdiction berm proponed in Phase 2 of the Upland Basin Expansion Project will block views
of the mountains to the north from the bike path and will alter the view from the Montclair Transit Center to the
south. However, affects on views from the south will be limited. The jurisdictional berm will be tallest at the
southwest corner of the site with a height of approximately 20 feet. Traveling west to east along the south
property line the height of the berm decreases. At the southeast corner, the berm is at ground level.

Views of the Mountains from Monte Vista Avenue will also be affected. At the southwest corner the jurisdictional
berm turns north and follows Monte Vista Avenue approximately 120 feet north to the proponed spillway
connecting to the San Antonio Creek.

Mitigation Measure:

AES-1 Prior to issuance of Certificate of Completeness the City shall install landscaping along the south
property line and along the west property line between the southern boundary of the site and the
intersection with the San Antonio Creek Channel. All landscaping shall be subject to the review and approval
of the City of Upland Design Review Board.

With the inclusion of these mitigation measures this impact is expected to be Less than Significant for the Phase 2
project.

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

I b). Less than Significant. This impact was found to be less than significant in the previously prepared Initial Study.
The impact is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to
applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

c) Substantially degrade the existing X
visual character and quality of the site
and its surroundings?

. ¢). Less than Significant with Mitigation. Construction of the jurisdiction berm proponed in Phase 2 of the Upland
Basin Expansion Project will alter the visual character of the site and its surroundings. Presently, the basin and
related drainage facilities are not visible from the public right-of-way. When complete, the jursidictional berm will
be clearly visible to travelers along Monte Vista Avenue, bike path users and commuters at the Montchair Transit

Center.

Upland Basin Expansion. Phase 2 Page §

City of Upland



Potentially . Lfess than. Less than
S Significant with L .
Significant e Significant No Impact
Mitigation
Impact . Impact
Incorporation (

However, affects on the visual character can be mitigated. The jurisdictional berm will be tallest at the southwest
corner of the site with a height of approximately 20 feet. Traveling west to east along the south property line, the
height of the berm decreases. At the southeast corner of the property, the berm is at ground level.

Traveling north along the Monte Vista street frontage, the jurisdictional berm continues approximately 120 feet
north to the proponed spillway connecting to the San Antonio Creek. The slope of the berm increases along until
the berm connects with the spillway at the San Antonio Creek Channel.

Visual impacts will be mitigated through the design and installation of landscape screening along the south and west
property lines. Along landscape material on the berm itself will be limited to materials that will not compromise
the structure of the berm, the Phase 2 design includes an approximately 50-foot setback area between the base of
the berm and the south property line. The distance from the property line and the base of the berm along Monte
Vista Avenue varies. At the closest point, the base of the berm is approximately 10 feet from Monte Vista Avenue.
These setback areas will permit installation of landscape treatment that will help screen the berm while not
compromising the structural integrity of the berm.

Mitigation Measure:

See Mitigation Measure AES-1 listed in the response to Impact | a).

AES-2 Prior to issuance of Certificate of Completeness the City shall install landscaping along the south and
west facing slopes of the berm. All landscaping shall be subject to the review and approval of the City of
Upland Design Review Board.

N

With the inclusion of this mitigation measures this impact is expected to be Less than Significant for the Phase 2
project.

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

. d). Less than Significant. This impact was found to be less than significant in the previously prepared Initial Study.
The impact is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to
applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique X
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the

Upland Basin Expansion, Phase 2
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Less than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less than
Significant No Impact
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

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

c) Involve other changes in the existing X
environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland to non-
agricultural use?

Il.a), b), . No Impact This impact was found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study. The
impact is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to
applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

I11. AIR QUALITY. Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct X
implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

Il a), Less than Significant Impact. This impact was found to be less than significant in the previously prepared
Initial Study. Although Phase 2 will construct additional facilities, amount of earth movement will be, one of the
primary generators of dust, will be less than considered in the previous Initial Study. Total earth movement and
related construction activities analyzed in that document were 2.5 million cubic yards. The combined total for
both Phase | and Phase 2 will be only 2.3 million cubic yards. Therefore, the impact is within the scope of and
was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to applicable legal standards.

b) Violate any air quality standard or X
contribute to an existing or projected
air quality violation?

Il b), Less than Significant with Mitigation. This impact was found to be less than significant with mitigation in the
previously prepared Initial Study. Although Phase 2 will construct additional facilities, amount of earth movement
will be, one of the primary generators of dust, will be less than considered in the previous Initial Study. Total
earth movement and related construction activities analyzed in that document were 2.5 million cubic yards. The
combined total for both Phase | and Phase 2 will be only 2.3 million cubic yards. Therefore, the impact is within
the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to applicable legal
standards.

The following mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

Mitigation Measure:

e The Construction Contractor shall utilize dust control measures as required by South coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) Rules 402 and 403. Rule 402 requires measures which prevent fugitive dust
from creating an off-site nuisance, while Rule 403 requires the control of fugitive dust so that it does not
remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the project limits.

Upland Basin Expansion. Phase 2 Page 10
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Impact o Impact
Incorporation

Where silt is carried over public roadways, the Construction Contractor shall maintain a regular program of
street sweeping.

The Construction Contractor shall plan/schedule construction activities to minimize as much as possible,
disturbance of existing traffic patterns or detouring large numbers of vehicles.

Earthmoving activities shall be scheduled to minimize the amount of exposed, excavated soils during and after
the end of normal work periods.

Where possible, temporary haul roads shall be covered with soil of lower silt content or soil stabilizers.

The Construction Contractor shall utilize well-tuned construction equipment to minimize the volume of
emissions from equipment and/or vehicles.

Earthmoving and crushing operations shall be suspended during firs and second stage smog alerts, and during
high winds (i.e., greater than 25 mph)

To assure proper dust control during periods of high wind, exposed surfaces shall be watered a minimum of 3
times per day or treated with a mulch tackifier/soil stabilizer.

All vehicles hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose substances shall be covered, or required to maintain a
minimum freeboard of 2 feet between the top of the load and the top of the truck bed sides.

Parking on untreated lots shall be prohibited.

All unpaved road surfaces shall be treated with a mulch tackifier/soil stabilizer.

All unpaved parking areas and vehicle storage areas shall be chemically treated.

Construction vehicles/equipment shall utilize low-sulfur fuel.

The maximum speed on unpaved haul and access roads shall not exceed 15 mph.

Open storage piles of sand, dirt or other soils shall be treated with a mulch tackifiler/soil stabilizer.

To control soil erosion from storm water, disturbed surfaces shall, wherever possible, utilize vegetative
stabilization.

Travel off designated haul and/or access roads shall be prohibited.

With the inclusion of these mitigation measures this impact is expected to be Less than Significant for the Phase 2
project.

TN

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable
net increase of any criteria pollutant

s

Upland Basin Expansion. Phase 2
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal
or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions with
exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

lll. ¢), d), e). No Impacts. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study. The
impacts are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to
applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would
the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect,
either directly or through habitat
modification, on any species
identified as candidate, sensitive or
special status species in local or
regional plans, policies or regulations,
or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife?

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

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (including but not limited
to marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling
hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d) Interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or

| with established native resident or

Upland Basin Expansion, Phase 2
City of Upland
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Less than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less than
Significant No Impact
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact

migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

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

f) Conflict with the provisions of an X
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Conservancy Conservation
Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?

IV. a), b), ¢), d).e); f). No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial
Study. The impacts are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document
pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

V. CULTURAL AND RESOURCES.
Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in X
the significant of a historical resource
as defined in §15064.57

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to §15064.5?

c¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains including
those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

V. a), b), ¢), d). Less than Significant. These impacts were found to be less than significant in the previously prepared
Initial Study. The impacts are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental
document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial

Study.

V1. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the
project:

a) Expose people or structures to X
potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or

Upland Basin Expansion. Phase 2 Page I3
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Less than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less than
Significant No Impact
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact

death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake
fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or
based on other 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, X
including liquefaction?

iv) Landslides? X

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or X
the loss of topsoil?

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

d) Be located on expansive soil, as X
defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial risks to life or
property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately X
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of
wastewater?

Vl. a),b),c),d), e). No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study. In
support of the Phase 2 project, a geotechnical investigation was prepared by URS Corporation in September 2006
(Exhibit 4 — Geotechnical Investigation of the Upland Basin Expansion Phase 2 Project,). The study confirmed the
conclusions represented in the previously prepared Initial Study. All recommended procedures to address
geotechnical concerns have been included in the description of the project. Therefore, the impacts are
determined to be within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document
pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.
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VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS. Would the project:

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

VIl. a). Less than Significant with Mitigation. This impact was found to be less than significant in the previously
prepared Initial Study. The impact is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental
document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial

Study.

b) Create a significant hazard to the X
public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

VIL. b). Less than Significant with Mitigation. These impacts were found to be less than significant in the previously
prepared Initial Study on Phase | of the Upland Basin Expansion Project.

However, in support of the Upland Basin Expansion Project Phase 2, Geotechnical Investigation of the Upland
Basin Expansion Phase 2 Project, was conducted and is included as Exhibit 4 to this analysis. The study found that |/
gypsum materials exist in the basin. Gypsum contains elevated levels of specific conductance and sulfate that are '
related to Total Dissolved Solids (TDS). According to the Santa Ana Integrated Watershed Management Plan,
Section E., Water Quality, TDS is one of the constituents of concern related to water quality in the basin. The
City consulted with the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region (CRWQCB, SAR) to
properly handle the gypsum. CRWRCB, SAR requirements for final remediation of the gypsum are included in the
contract documents.

Mitigation Measure
HAZ-1 Prior to authorization to proceed the contractor shall provide a program demonstrating how they will
comply with the requirements of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region.
Once reviewed and approved by the City of Public Works Director, said program will be implemented

through the duration of the contract.

As a result, the impact was determined to be Less than Significant with Mitigation for Phase 2 of the Upland Basin
Expansion Project.

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

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

VI. ¢), and d), No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study. The
impacts are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to
applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

e) For a project located within an airport
land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two x
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?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a
. . . X
private airstrip, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the Project

Area?
VIl_e), ). Less than Significant with Mitigation. The project site is located with two nautical miles of Cable Airport, a

privately-owned, general aviation airport in the City of Upland. As a result, compatibility of the project was
reviewed for compliance with the guidelines contained in the CALTRANS California Airport Land Use Planning
Handbook and the Cable Airport Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CACALUP).

The CALTRANS California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, adopted in 2002, requires that individual
projects be reviewed for noise, overflight, safety and airspace protection. 3 The Upland Basin Expansion Project,
Phase 2 was reviewed for consistency with the following:

e Noise. As indicated in the Initial Study prepared for Phase | of the Upland Basin Expansion Project, the site
is | 2 miles from Cable Airport an is not within the project 65 CNEL. (See Exhibit 7 — Noise Contour Map
for Cable Airport.)

e Overflight. According to the CALTRANS California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, the project site is
not within the designated overflight area for Cable Airport. (See Exhibit 8 — Airport Hazard Zones and
Overflight Areas.)*

e Safety —According to the CALTRANS California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, the project is within
Zone 65  Zone 6 places no restrictions on development. (See Exhibit 8 — Airport Hazard Zones and
Overflight Areas.)

e Airspace Protection — The FAA Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR), Part 77 is the basic reference source for
determining obstructions to air navigation. The FAA and both the CALTRANS and ALUC guidelines use the

} California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, State of California, Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics, January 2002
‘fF inal Environmental Impact Report for the Upland Crossing Project, LSA Associates, August 2006
Tinal Environmental Impact Report for the Upland Crossing Project, LSA Associates, August 2006

S California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook. State of California, Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics, January 2002
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Part 77 as a reference to define hazards to air navigation. The FAA requires that a formal Notice of Intent to
Construct be submitted if a proposed project is within a defined distance from an airport.” The Upland
Basin Expansion Project Phase 2 site is outside the FAA defined distance.

The Cable Airport Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CACALUP), adopted December 1981, establishes a
series of areas in which certain types of land uses are discouraged due to potential aviation safety impacts. These
areas include:

o Clear Zone (Extreme Crash Hazard)

e Safety Area | (Significant Crash Hazard)

e Safety Area 2 (Moderate Crash Hazard).
The project site lies outside these three areas and is consistent with the acceptable land uses described in the
CACALUP. Exhibit 9 — Airport Land Use Hazard Zones from the CACALUP.®

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

h) Expose people or structures to a X
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?

impacts are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to
applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

Vil. g) and h). No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study. The

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER

QUALITY. Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or X
waste discharge requirements?

VIl a), Less than Significant with Mitigation. This impact was found to be less than significant with mitigation in the
previously prepared Initial Study.

Currently gypsum materials exist in the basin. Gypsum contains elevated levels of specific conductance and sulfate
that are related to TDS. According to the Santa Ana Integrated Watershed Management Plan, TDS is one of the
constituents of concern related to water quality in the basin. The City consulted with the California Regional
Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region to properly handle the gypsum. Final remediation of the gypsum
is included with the Phase 2 project. Groundwater recharge with storm water will introduce higher quality water
into the Chino Basin groundwater, which currently has elevated levels of Nitrates (NOs) and Total Dissolved
Solids (TDS). This high quality storm water will assist in diluting the Nitrate and TDS levels thus improving the
groundwater characteristics down gradient of the project. Through site clean-up and development, improved

" Memo from Walter Gillfillan and Associates regarding the Wyeth Cove Specific Plan, date September 25, 2006,

§ Cable Airport Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan, County of San Bernardino
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groundwater recharge, and natural filtration, the Project will improve ecological processes and enhance
environmental resources.

Again, the Phase 2 project is regionally beneficial and is consistent with the Chino Groundwater Basin Optimum
Basin Management Plan and Chino Basin Peace Agreement, which complies with CWC 10753. The project is also
consistent with the Basin Plan adopted by the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board and State Water
Resources Control Board. By capturing high quality storm water and recharging it into the Chino Groundwater
Basin, the water quality of the Chino Groundwater Basin will be improved. Overall, introducing high quality water
into the groundwater aquifer is expected to improve and lower TDS and NO3 levels in the basin. The recharged
water will percolate through alluvial materials providing natural filtration for use by down gradient water

purveyors.?

The following mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

Mitigation Measures:

e An NPDES permit from the Regional Water Quality Control board will be obtained for the project. All
terms of the permit shall be adhered to.

e Best Management Practices will be employed when transporting material, including watering to control dust
and ceasing work during periods of high winds.

e The trucks hauling the material shall either cover the excess soils during transport or maintain at least 2 feet
of freeboard between the top of the load and the top of the trailer as required by California Vehicle Code

section 23 14.

e Streets adjacent to the project site shall be swept by the Construction Contractor, should upset occur or
should soil or other materials be deposited during the transport of debris. The construction contractor shall
have equipment and labor available at all times to respond to City request for street cleaning.

With the inclusion of these mitigation measures this impact is expected to be Less than Significant with Mitigation
for the Phase 2 project.

b) Substantially deplete groundwater X
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)?

VI b) No Impact. This impact was found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study for Phase |. Asa
result, no mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

? City of Upland Public Works Department
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Upland Basin Expansion Project Phase 2 will provide aquifer recharge enhancing local water supplies reducing the local
dependence on imported water. The project is located within the middle Santa Ana Watershed Area over the Chino
Groundwater Basin, which is the primary local water supply source for regional area. The Chino Groundwater Basin
is managed by Chino Basin Watermaster to ensure the basin safe yield is maintained and water quality objectives are
met and/or improved. Groundwater recharge is an essential component of the regional groundwater and watershed
management programs. Currently, there are insufficient groundwater recharge facilities to meet the replenishment
plan requirements in Chino Groundwater Basin. The project is estimated to provide for 3,650 acre-feet of

groundwater recharge annually.

Portions of the master planned drainage infrastructure exist to convey storm water to the basin. Required additional
storm drains to capture and convey the storm water to the Upland Basin are identified in the West Upland Master
Plan of Drainage, dated January 31, 2002. All of the infrastructure required to deliver imported State Project Water
has been constructed and is operational. In addition, in the future recycled water may be recharged in the basin when
the required recycled water pipelines have been constructed. Additional environmental compliance documents will
be prepared for recycled water improvements at the appropriate time. These potential water supplies are currently
lost to the Santa Ana River and ultimately flow to the ocean. The geographic location of the Upland Basin is at the
most upper end of the Chino Groundwater Basin providing an opportunity to recharge water to improve the overall
groundwater quality characteristics and groundwater water availability to a number of downstream agency users.

The Upland Basin Project is included the Optimum Basin Management Plan and the Chino Basin Peace Agreement
Groundwater Recharge Goals of approximately 1,100 acre-feet per year.  In addition to the presented goal, the
Chino Basin Peace Agreement suggests a maximum potential of 5000 acre-feet year. Without the project, these basin

goals will not be achieved.

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

VIll. ¢ No Impact. This impact was found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study. The impact is
within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to applicable legal
standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage X
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 off-site?

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

Vill. d), e). These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study for Phase 1. No
mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

The existing City basin is inadequate to meet City flood control needs as defined in the West Upland Master Plan of
Drainage (WUMPD) of 1,154 acre-feet the storm runoff from the 818 acre tributary area. Therefore, the City
acquired property for expansion of the basin. Prior to Phase | Construction, the basin contained 200 acre-feet
capacity. After Phase | Construction, the capacity increased to 500 acre-feet. To meet flood control requirements,
the basin must accommodate two (2) 100-year storm volumes or |,154 acre-feet. Phase 2 of the project will increase
the basin flood control volume to 1,020 acre-feet, and 200 acre-feet for imported water recharge storage for a total
basin volume of 1,220 acre-feet, and will include an emergency spillway and low flow outlet (to release stored water
retained by the jurisdictional berm) to the San Antonio Channel. The enlarged basin will retain 777 acre-feet of
water. Water storage above 777 acre-feet or elevation 1,210 feet will be discharged to San Antonio Creek through a
low flow storm drain outlet. Additionally, water storage above approximately 1,220 acre-feet or elevation 1,225 feet,
the spillway crest, will discharge into San Antonio Creek Channel. San Antonio Channel is a fully improved concrete

US Army Corp Storm Drainage Channel Facility.

f) Place housing within a 100-year flood X
hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard delineation map?

g) Place within a 100-year flood hazard X
area structures which would impede or
redirect flood flows?

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

i) Inundation by seiche or mudflow? X

VIll. g) and h). No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study. The
impacts are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to
applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.
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IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established X
community?

b) Conflict with any applicable land use X
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?

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat X
conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

IX. a,) b) and ¢). No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study. The
impacts are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to
applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

X. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a X
known mineral resource that would be
of value to the region and the
residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a X
locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan or other
land use plan?

X. a), b). No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study. The impacts are
within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to applicable legal
standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

XI. NOISE. Would the project:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation X
of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan
or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

XI. a), Less than Significant with Mitigation. This impact was found to be less than significant with mitigation in the
previously prepared Initial Study. The environmental analysis for Phase | indicated that construction noise levels
could exceed established standards and adopted appropriate mitigation measures. The impacts for Phase 2 are
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within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the adopted environmental document pursuant to applicable
legal standards.

The following mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.
Mitigation Measures:

e All construction activity shall comply with normal City construction practices and applicable noise control
measures, as specified in the Upland Municipal Code.

e Written City approval is required for any work to be conducted outside of normal working hours (7:00a.m.
to 6:00p.pm. Monday through Friday) (i.e., night work, switch over for detours or weekend work.) On-site
bulldozer and tanker truck activity shall not commence until 7:00 a.m., except as may be approved by the
Adrministrative committee for an emergency situation. Public notices shall be distributed for all significant
after hour’s activities (as determined by the City and SANBAG). The City shall approve any hours outside
the normal working hours of 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday in advance of the work being

done.

e Operation of all contractor equipment, vehicles, engines, pneumatic tools, etc, shall be limited to normal
working hours of 7:00 a.m. to 6:00p.m. Monday through Friday.

e All contractor equipment shall be kept in good working order, and shall be operated at speeds and noise
levels so as to preclude any loud or unusual noise. All equipment shall be operated with the manufactures’

recommended mufflers in a state of good repair.

e With the exception of automatic warning devices required by State law, no equipment or vehicles shall utilize
horns or other loud singling devices.

e Engines and other equipment shall be turned off when not in use.

With the inclusion of these mitigation measures this impact is expected to be Less than Significant with Mitigation
for the Phase 2 project.

b) Exposure of persons to or generation X
of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

XI. b) Less than Significant Impact. This impact was found to have a less than significant impact in the previously
prepared Initial Study. The impact of Phase 2 is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier
environmental document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the
previous Initial Study and no additional mitigation is required.

c) A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project X
vicinity above levels existing without
the project?

XI. ¢) No Impact. This impact was found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study on Phase |
Improvements. The impact is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental
| document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial
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Study and no additional mitigation is required.
d) A substantial temporary or periodic X
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

XI. d), Less than Significant with Mitigation. This impact was found to be less than significant with mitigation in the
previously prepared lnitial Study. The environmental analysis for Phase | indicated that earthmoving and
construction noise levels could exceed established standards but recognized that these activities would be short-
term. Implementation of City codes, particularly the noise ordinance as well as appropriate mitigation measures
would ensure that no permanent increases in noise levels would occur.

The impacts for Phase 2 are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the adopted environmental
document pursuant to applicable legal standards.
Mitigation Measures:

See Mitigation Measures listed in the response to Impact X| a).

With the inclusion of this mitigation measure this impact is expected to be Less than Significant with Mitigation for
the Phase 2 project.

e) For a project located within an airport X
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 expose
people residing or working in the
Project Area to excessive noise
levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a X
private airstrip, would the project
expose people residing or working in
the Project Area to excessive noise
levels?

Xl e) and f). No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study for
Phase |. The impacts for Phase 2 are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier
environmental document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the
previous Initial Study.

XI1. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in X
an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses)
or indirectly (for example, through

PNy
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extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
Xll.a) Less than Significant. This impact was found to be less than significant in the previously prepared Initial Study
for Phase I. For Phase 2, the impact is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier

environmental document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the
previous Initial Study.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing X
housing, necessitating the construction
of replacement housing elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, X
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

XIlb) and c). No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study for
Phase |. The impacts for Phase 2 are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier
environmental document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the

previous Initial Study.

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES. 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

XIll. @), b),c), d), e). No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial
Study for Phase |. The impacts for Phase 2 are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier
environmental document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the

previous Initial Study.

X1V. RECREATION:

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

b) Does the project include recreational X
| facilities or require the construction or
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expansion of recreational facilities that
might have an adverse physical effect
on the environment?

XIV. a) and b). No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study for
Phase |. The impacts for Phase 2 are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental
document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study.

XV. TRANSPORTATION/ TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a) Cause an increase in traffic that is X
substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load and capacity of the street
system (i.e., result in a substantial
increase in either the number of vehicle
trips, the volume to capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersections)?

b) Exceed, either individually or X
cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads
or highways?

XV. a) and b). Less than Significant with Mitigation. These impacts were found to be less than significant with

mitigation in the previously prepared Initial Study. The environmental analysis for Phase | indicated that haul

materials will be transported to an export site via a haul route along Monte Vista.

Mitigation Measure adopted for Phase |:

Flag persons must be employed by the contractor while accessing public streets to ensure that the project
maintains a level of service of E in accordance with San Bernardino County Congestion Management Plan
standards.

In Phase 2 the export has been substantially reduced from 700,000 cubic yards to about 100,000 cubic yards.
Check with Mike on this wording. Transportation and traffic impacts created by the project will only occur during
construction and will be limited to employees, maintenance vehicles, and hauling of excess materials. Employees will
access and leave the site at the beginning and end of the work period. Maintenance vehicles will service construction
equipment and are anticipated to access the site infrequently. Haul of excess materials generated by grading of the
basin project will be transported to the proposed export sites via haul routes that primarily include Monte Vista

Avenue and Arrow Route.
Per City of Upland requirements, the construction contractor will prepare and implement a Construction Access

Plan (CAP). The CAP will include use of a flagman as required to control traffic. Adherence to provisions of the
CAP and other applicable City standards will reduce potential impacts associated with this issue to a less than

significant level.

The impacts for Phase 2 are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the adopted environmental
document pursuant to applicable legal standards.
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With the inclusion of the mitigation measure required for Phase | and implementation of the City Construction
Access Plan, the impact is expected to be Less than Significant with Mitigation for the Phase 2 project.

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

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

XV. ¢) and d). No Impact. These impacts were found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study for
Phase |. The impacts for Phase 2 are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the earlier
environmental document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the
previous Initial Study.

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? X

) Result in inadequate parking capacity? X

XV.e) and f) Less than Significant. These impacts were found to be less than significant in the previously prepared
Initial Study for Phase I.

The proposed Phase 2 project does not entail parking demand. Adequate control of haul vehicles will be
provided by previously described mitigation. Parking for construction workers and staging of construction
vehicles will be accommodated on site. As a result, the impacts are within the scope of and were adequately
analyzed in the earlier environmental document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures
were required in the previous Initial Study.

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or X
programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle
racks)?

XI. g) No Impact. This impact was found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study on Phase |
Improvements.

The proposed Phase 2 project does not include the construction of residential, commercial, industrial or community
service uses; therefore, the provision of features to accommodate alternative modes of transportation is not necessary.
The impact of Phase 2 is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental document
pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial Study and no
additional mitigation is required.
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XVI. UTTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment X

requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control
Board?

XVL @) No Impact. This impact was found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study on Phase |
Improvements. The impact is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental
document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial
Study and no additional mitigation is required.

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

XVI. b) Less than Significant. This impact was found to be less than significant in the previously prepared Initial Study
for Phase |. For Phase 2, the impact is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier
environmental document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the
previous Initial Study.

c) Result in a determination by the X
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the
project as projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

XVL. ¢) No Impact. This impact was found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study on Phase |
Improvements. The impact is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental
document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial
Study and no additional mitigation is required.

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

XVI. d) Less than Significant. This impact was found to be less than significant in the previously prepared Initial Study
for Phase |. For Phase 2, the impact is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier
environmental document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the
previous Initial Study.

P
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e) Have sufficient water supplies X

Study and no additional mitigation is required.

XV!. €) No Impact. This impact was found to have no impact in the previously prepared Initial Study on Phase |
Improvements. The impact is within the scope of and was adequately analyzed in the earlier environmental
document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in the previous Initial

statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient X
permitted capacity to accommodate
the project’s solid waste disposal
needs?

g) Comply with federal, state and local X

the previous Initial Study.

XVI f) and g: Less than Significant. These impacts were found to be less than significant in the previously prepared
Initial Study for Phase |. For Phase 2, the impacts are within the scope of and were adequately analyzed in the
earlier environmental document pursuant to applicable legal standards. No mitigation measures were required in
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XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

XVII. A. Less than Significant. As discussed in Item IV above, there are No Impacts anticipated to biological
resources. As discussed under Item V, above, and indicated in the analysis for Phase | no significant historical,
archaeological or paleontological resources or human remains have been recorded in or around the project site
and the impact is identified as Less than Significant. Therefore, the potential for the project to substantially
degrade the quality of the environment is less than significant.

B.  Does the project have impacts that are X
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (Are the incremental effects
of the project considerable when viewed
in connection with those of past projects,
those of other current projects, and those
of probable future projects)

XVII. B. Less than Significant. The proposed project consists of grading for a water rention basin and trenching for
construction of drainage improvements. The limited impacts of grading and the construction of the jurisdictional
berm will occur for only an interim period. Only impacts to aesthetics will be permanent. All idenitified impacts are
either insignificant or have mitigation measures specified to reduce impacts to levels of insignificance both individually
and cumulatively. In addition, once the project is complete, most of the project-related impacts will no longer exist.

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

XVIl. C. No Impact. The proposed project will not involve the use or transport of hazardous materials that could
affect human health. The project will not cause substantial adverse effects on human beings.
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SOURCES CITED IN EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

Section 15150 of the State CEQA Guidelines permits an environmental document to incorporate by reference other
documents that provide relevant data. The documents outlined below are hereby incorporated by reference, and the
ertinent material is summarized throughout this Initial Study where that information is relevant to the analysis of
impacts of the proposed project. All documents incorporated by reference are available for review at the City of
Upland Planning Department, 460 N. Euclid Avenue, Upland, CA 91786-0460. The office hours are Monday through
Friday between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.

City of Upland General Plan (current)

R

2. Zoning Code of the City of Upland (current)

3. CEQA Implementing Procedures, City of Upland

4. City of Upland Planning Division, Initial Study for the Upland Basin Improvements Project, April 23, 2003

5. California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, State of California, Department of Transportation, Division of
Aeronautics, January 2002

6. Final Environmental Impact Report for the Upland Crossing Project, LSA Associates, August 2006

7. Memo from Walter Gillfillan and Associates to the City of Upland providing the Airport Land Use Compatibility

Analysis of the Wyeth Cove Specific Plan, date September 25, 2006
8. Cable Airport Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan, County of San Bernardino

LIST BELOW THE PERSON OR PERSONS WHO PREPARED OR PARTICIPATED IN THE
PREPARATION OF THE INITIAL STUDY:

I. Candida Neal, City Planner
. Mike Thornton, Consulting Engineer

3. Rosemary Hoerning, City of Upland Public Works Department
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ATTACHMENT Q

LIST OF EXHIBITS
UPLAND BASIN EXPANSION
APPLICATION FOR PROPOSITION 40 FUNDS

Exhibit A - Final Environmental Document
Appendix G — Negative Declaration
Initial Study

Exhibit B — Comments and Responses
Letter from San Bernardino County Department of Public Works dated May 28, 2003
Letter from Robert C. Hawkins on behalf of the Pomona Valley Protective Agency, dated
May 22, 2003
Letter from Robert C. Hawkins on behalf of the Pomona Valley Protective Agency, dated
June 6, 2003
Letter from Belle Newman, City of Claremont, dated May 20, 2003
Letter from Barrett Kehl, Chino Basin Water Conservation District, dated April 23, 2003
Letter from Terry Roberts, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State of California,
dated June 2, 2003

Exhibit C — Mitigation Monitoring Program
Mitigation Monitoring Program for the Upland Basin Expansion, CUP 02-13 and EAR 1414

Exhibit D -- Notice of Determination
Appendix D — Notice of Determination for CUP 02-13 and EAR 1414 Upland Basin, dated

June 23, 2003

Exhibit E —Certification of Adoption
City of Upland Planning Commission Resolution No. 4347 dated June 25, 2003
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

FROM: City of Upland
Community Development Departiment
460 North Euclid Avenue
Upland, CA 91786
(908) 931-4142

TO:  County Clerk, County of San Bernardino
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, Third Floor
San Bernardino, CA 82415

T0: Office of Planning and Research
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121
Sacramento, CA 85814

hat pursuant fo the authority and criteria contained in the California Environmental

The City of Upland hereby giveg notice t ,
t staff has analyzed the request for:

Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines, Community Development Departmen

13 to allow the expansion of storm water retention basin to meet the

PROJECT NAME: EAR-1414 and Conditional Use Permit No. CUP-02-
al storage for spreading of imporfed water to recharge the Chino

City's master plan storm water requirements and construction of addition
Basin groundwater basin.

PROJECT LOCATION: The proposed project encompasses approximately 44.82-acres (inclusive of Assessor Parcels 1007-3911 3 1007-
30114, 1007-391-15) and is generally located along the south side of Arrow Highway between, Monte Vista and Central Avenues, just east of

the Claremont/L.A. County boundary..

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The City proposes expansion and development of basin in order to allow for ulfimate retention of 1,050 acre-feetof
storm water. Consistent with regional goals established by the Chino Basin Water Master fo increase local water reliability, recharge
groundwater aquifer and redute dependence on imporied water, the construction of a drainage conveyance system will deliver runoff fo the
Tetention basin and offsite street improvements along ArTow Route. Construction of the basin will require excavation of approximately 2.5
million cubic yards of material. Approximately 700,000 cubic yards are to be exported to an existing pit located along the southwest comer of
Monte Vista Avenue and Arrow Route, as approved by Conditional Use Permit No. 96-08. An old city owned gravel p, located north of

Sixieenth Street is the intended import site for the remaining excess material.

ve Committee/Environmental Review Board determined that this project would
a Mitigated Negative Declaration is recommended. :

After reviewing the Initial Study for the project, the Administraff
not have a significant effect on the environment. Accordingly,

The City of Upland Plannirig Commission will consider {his proposed Mifigated Negative Declaration and Conditional Use Permit, REF: CUP-
02-13, at their meeting of May 28, 2003, at 6:30 p.m., also the close of the public comment period at the City of Upland, Community
Development Department in City Hall, 460 North Euclid Avenue. Additional information on the time and jocation of the meeting will be

available by calling (808) 931-41 42,

during a 30-day review period to run April 28, 2003 through May

The City will accept public comments on the Negative Declaration
28, 2003, Copies of all relevant material, including the project specifications and all documents referenced in the Mitigated Negative
Declaration, are available for public inspection at Upland City Hall, Community Development Department,

The project site is not listed on any list of hazardous waste sites prepared pursuant fo Government Code Section 65962.5. Any information
contained in a Hazardous Waste Substances Staiement is attached to this Nofice.

Date:  April 24, 2003 By: P

Rosalie Staudenmayer, Senior Planner

</
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City of Upland
INITIAL STUDY AND |
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

Project Name: Upland Basin Improvements located on the South side of Arrow Route between Monte Vista

Avenue and Central Avenue and related drainage facilities.

Project Sponsor Name and Address:
City of Upland
Public Works Department
1370 North Benson Avenue
Upland, CA 91786
 Attn: Rosemary Hoemning, Ext 4260

Project Description:

ansion of storm water retention basin to meet the City’s master plan storm water

‘The project includes exp :
" requirements and construction of additional storage for spreading of imported water to recharge the Chino Basin

groundwater basin.’ In addition, the project includes construction of drainage conveyance system' that. will
deliver runoff to the retention basin and offsite street improvements along Arrow Route, The project is
consistent with regional goals established by the Chino Basin Water Master to increase local water reliability, ,
recharge groundwater aquifer and reduce dependence on imported water. Expansion of the basin and
construction of related facilities is consistent with the City’s West Upland Master Plan of Drainage and will

increase protection against potential flooding.

The basin site is approximately 44.82-acres generally located along the south side of Arrow Highway between
Monte Vista and Central Avenues, just east of the Claremont/L.A. County boundary, in an ML (Light
Tndustrial) Zone. The site is generally bounded by open space to the north and west, indiistrial and commercial
along the east and northeast, San Antonio Channel to the west; and a proposed bike trail and the Montclair
Metrolink Station to the south. Chino Basin Water Masteér is currently planning construction of a recharge basin
project located north of the site and Arrow Route that includes construction of overflow facilities to the City’s

Basin.

Construction of the sité will require approximately 2.5 million cubic yards of grading including approximately 2
million of export. The property West of the site and Monte Vista Avenue will be used for placing 700,000
cubic yards of exported materials. The materials will be placed as comipacted embankment in accordance with
approved Conditional Use Permit No. 96-09 and EAR-1204. On April 23, 1997, the City of Upland’s Planning
Commission approved each. The remaining materials will be exported to the existing pit located on the North
side of 16™ Street West of Benson Avenue and Southeast of State Route 210 Freeway right-of-way. Materials
will be hauled to the export sites by truck using Iocal streets, primarily, Monte Vista Avenue. Loads will be
covered and inspected. Access to local roadways will be monitored by traffic flagmen and will be limited to 4
loads per hour and travel will be permitted between the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.




City of Upland

Initial Study for
Page 2

Upland Basin Improvements

Prior to the 1980’s, the basin was Jarger in volume than it is currently. The basin had been partially filled with

construction debris. Based on reviews of aerial photographs and exploration work performed at the site, it

appears that approximately 100,000 cubic yards of construction debris including asphalt concrete, Portland

cement concrete, and earth and have been placed on-site. The project will include sorting and processing of
these construction materials and placing acceptable as compacted fill at the export sites.

The project provides for the expansion and development of the Upland Basin in order to allow for retention of
850 acre-feet of storm Wwater, plus 200 acre-feet for groundwater recharge, thus ultimately retaining a total of
1,050 acre-feet of water. The site will be completely fenced and landscaped screening will be provided at the
site’s perimeter. The site will be in an annual maintenance program to maintain weed abatement and recharge

percolation.

To convey drainage to the basin, the project will include construction of Storm Drain facilities. Storm Drain.

A’ will be constructed across Arrow Route 10 the North and through easermnents across property owned by
ion District to and acToss Foothill Boulevard. Storm Drain ‘B’ will be constructed

Chino Basin Water Conservatl rair
to the West across Monte Vista Avenue along the Southern portion of the basin site. Street improvements will

be constructed along the South side of Arrow Route adjacent to the project.

all consist of the Upland Basin, the site to receive export (Southwest corner of Monte Vista

The project site sh
Avenue and Arrow Route and the North side of 16" Street between SR 210 and Benson Avenue) and the

Conservation District property located East of San Antonio Channel between Foothill Boulevard and Arrow

Route.
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Initial Study for
Upland Basin Improvements

City of Upland
Page 3

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

0

)

0

0

0

Signed:

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment. A
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will
not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet
have been added to the project, or agreed to, by the applicant. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the "environment, ar;d an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. ,

I find that the proposed project MAY have a s1gmﬁcant effect(s) on the envnonment 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 upon the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets, if the effect is a "Potentially Significant Impact" or "Potentlally Significant Impact Unless
Mitigation Incorporated." An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but must analyze

only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there WILL .
NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potentially significant effects 1) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards, and 2) have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revision or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the

proposed project. | 4 .
y == 94%%/71/& | Date: y/zzﬁz

Rosalie Standenmayer
Senior Planner
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PART I1 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant With  Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
1.  AESTHETICS — Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? O ] O X
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but
.not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway? O | ]
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or ,
quality of the site and its surroundings? ] O X
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the ‘
area? ' [ | X ]

DISCUSSION

:/,

a-d) No scenic vistas or scenic resources exist onsite. The proposed project includes expansion of an
existing water retention basin and related facilities for storm water and import water.recharge to
the groundwater aquifer basin. The expansion of the basin will include extending the basin to the
east and constructing it deeper than it exists. The site is currently fenced and includes boundary

 landscaping providing site screening. Similar fencing and screening is proposed for the project.
Typical construction activities will occur providing for some light and glare during working hours

only. ‘

2. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES — In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation
and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional
model to use in assessing impacts on sgriculture and farmland. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
Shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the :
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural 0 ] ] X

use?
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact With Mitigation Impact
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or
a Williamson Act contract? ] ] ] X
c) Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use? ] ] ] X
DISCUSSION |

The existing site includes a basin and an open space area previously utilized mining operation. Any
historic agricultural uses of the site is not known. ~ : '
3. AIR QUALITY — Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
Southern California Air Quality Management District’s

(SCAQMD) Air Quality Management Plan? ] 1 X O
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute |

substantially to an existing or.projected air quality

violation? , O X [ O
c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant -

concentrations? O ] O X
d) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial

number of people? O O O X
e) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of

any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non

attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient

air quality standard (including releasing emissions which

exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? ] | U X

DISCUSSION

a-b) The project sites are located in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB). Construction includes grading,
trenching, compacting, material processing and transport of materials to offsite locations. These
operations will create dust. The extent of dust will depend on contractors operations including
maintained moisture content, and material silt content, wind speed, and areas of disturbance. In
addition, the construction emissions to be released from construction equipment will contribute to
air quality impacts. The following mitigation measures will be used to mitigate air quality
impacts. '
¢ The Construction Contractor shall utilize dust control measures as required by South Coast

Air Quality Management District SCAQMD) Rules 402 and 403. Rule 402 requires measures
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Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact

c-¢)

e

Adherence to ap

- All vehicles hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other oo

Impact With Mitigation Impact

which prevent fugitive dust from creating an off-site nuisance, while Rule 403 requires the
control of fugitive dust so that it does not remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the project
limits. ‘

Where silt is carried over public roadways,

regular program of street sweeping.
The Construction Contractor shall plan/schedule construction activities to minimize as much

as possible, disturbance of existing traffic patterns or detouring large numbers of vehicles.
Earthmoving activities shall be séheduled to minimize the amount of exposed, excavated soils

during and after the end of normal work periods.

Where possible, temporary haul roads shall be covered wit
stabilizers.

The Construction Centractor shall utilize well-tu
volume of emissions from equipinent and/or vehicles.
Earthmoving and crushing operations shall be suspen
alerts, and during high winds (i.e., greater than 25 mph). ( '

To assure proper dust control during periods of high wind, exposed surfaces shall be watered 2
minimum of 3 times per day or treated with a mulch tackifier/soil stabilizer oncer per each

day.
Disturbed areas that have been, or are expected to be unused for four or more consecutive

days shall be treated with a mulch tackifier/soil stabilizer.
se substances shall be covered, or, required to

n thie top of the load and the top of the truck

the Construction Contractor shall maintain a

h soil of lower silt content or soil
ned construction equipment to minimize thev

ded during first and second stage smog

maintain 2 minimum freeboard of 2 feet betwee

bed sides.

Parking on untreated lots skall be prohibited.

All unpaved road surfaces shall be treated with a mulch tackifier/soil stabilizer.

All unpaved parking areas and vehicle storage areas shall be chemically treated.

Construction vehicles/equipment shall utilize low-sulfur fuel. '

The maximum speed on unpaved haul and access roads shall not exceed 15 mph.

Open storage piles of sand, dirt, or other soils shall be treated with a mulch tackifier/soil

stabilizer.

To control soil erosion from storm water,
vegetative stabilization.

Travel off designated haul and/or access roads shzll be prohibited.

disturbed surfaces shall, wherever possible, utilize

plicable mitigation measures referenced above will reduce potential air quality

impacts to a less than significant level.

The proposed project W
substantial pollutant concentrations.

ould not result in an increase in the exposure of sensitive receptors to
There would be no increase in pollutants generated by the

project.
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact

Impact With Mitigation Impact

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species identified

_ as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in

local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service? O il [ X

Have a substanﬁal adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other $ensitive natural community identified in
local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the

California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and .
Wildiife Service? g [ [ X

‘Have a substantial adverse efféct on federally

protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, Co ~
hydrological interruption, or other means? - O ] <]

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors,

or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? ] 1 - O

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
~protecting biological resources, such as a tree :
1. ] T (

preservation policy or ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation

Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat

conservation plan? ] ] OJ X

DISCUSSION

a-b) Based on site inspections, the project areas are essentially clear of vegetation; therefore, no habitat

©)

exists. Development of the project will be consistent with existing conditions.

The project sites and vicinity are located in the San Antonio Wash that has been extensively modified
by flood control and groundwater recharge projects as well as mining and development of lands
around this site. These activities over several decades have resulted in the destruction of any wetland
features that may have occurred in the past. The project sites and adjacent areas have no federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.
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Potentially Less Than . Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact With Mitigation Impact
d) The project site is within an existing industrial area. No impacts to wildlife corridors will occur as a

result of the project.

e-f)  The site is not included in any habitat conservation effort or protected by local or other comsefvation
planning policies.

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would the prOjéCt:

a) - Cause a substantial adverse chiange in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in

CEQA Guidelines §15064.57 ] O ]

b) Causea subétantial adverse change in the
" significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to

CEQA Guidelines §15064.57 | Ol O X i
c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred | ‘ ‘

outside of formal cemeteries? ‘ O O X O
d) Disturb a uriique paleontological resource or site or .

unique geologic feature? , _ O O X O

DISCUSSION

a-d) The project sites have been disturbed by mining activities for several decades to various depths
reducing the chance of identifying any past cultural activities, archeological and paleontological
resources and human remains. Thereafter, it was used to dispose of construction materials. As a
precaution, the following standards will be implemented during debris removal and storm drain
trenching to ensure the protection of potential sub-surface cultural resources: '

1. Im the event _any archeological or historical resources is uncovered during the course of the
project, ground disturbing activities in the vicinity of the find would be redirected until the nature
and extent of the find can be evaluated by 2 qualified archaeologist and/or other qualified

specialists.

2. If human remains are encountered during construction, State Heazlth and Safety code 7050.5
states that no further disturbance shall occur until the county coroner has made a determination
of origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The San Bernardino
County Coroner must be notified within 24 hours. If the coroner determines that the burial is not
historic, but prehistoric, the Native American Heritage Commission must be contacted to

determine the most likely descendent (MLD) for this area.
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact With Mitigation Impact
6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS — Would the project.
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving: A
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based
on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42. O ] O
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? O O O X
iy Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction? O O O X
iv) Landslides? O O O] X
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? O Il ]
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable,
or that would become unstable as a result of the project,
and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? ] [ - O X

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18 n
1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating :
substantial risks to life or property? O [ O X

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use
of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste

water? O u [
DISCUSSION '
a) The project sites are not located within the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and

there are no known faults in the project area. Site materials are granular with low potential for
consolidation. Groundwater table is at least 400 feet below the proposed project finish grades.
Strong seismic ground shaking, seismic related ground failure (including liquefaction) or landslides

are not anticipated.
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Potentially Less Than + Less Than Ne
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact With Mitigation Impact

b)

€)

7.

LOR Geotechnical has recently completed two geotechnical investigations of the site indicating
that geologic conditions are consistent with proposed development. Reports are referenced in

Section 19,

The project will not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. Soils will be hauled to
export sites and placed as compacted fill.

The project area is not within a region known for léndsﬁdes, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or surface. As indicated in the LOR Geotechnical reports referenced above: Therefore,
impacts related to landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or surface is not anticipated.

Soils on-site consist of a variety of sands and gravels that are not considered expansive. In addiﬁom,’

there are no habitable structures proposed that may be affected by expansive soils.

No septic systems are proposed.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS —

Would the project: -

a)

b)

c)

d)

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 réasonably 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 that 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?

[
o
X<

<]

P
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact ‘With Mitigation Impact
f) 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? O O ] X
g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency v
O [ X O

evacuation plan?

H) Expose people or structures o 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? | U O X

DISCUSSION

2-¢)

-

The proposed project entails the removal of construction related debris followed by temporary-
stockpiling, crushing operations and engineered fill placement at alternate sites together with
excavation trenching and backfill for drainage system improvements. Geotechnical review of the
site indicates that construction materials exist within the uncontrolled fill. However, no hazardous

materials were encountered in their exploratory trenches and borings. Twenty-six trenches and 5
exploratory boring were completed as part of ‘the site imvestigation. The proposed project
anticipates no trapsport and disposal of hazardous materials; however, if any occurs, it is -

anticipated to be very minimal in nature.

The following standards will be implemented to ensure protection in the event that debris contains
hazardous material.

liquids, or other materials such as containers suspected to
contain contzminates are encountered during debris removal and/or on-site grading/earthmoving,
all project activity in the vicinity of the said material shall be halted until the extent and nature of
the material is determined by a qualified personnel. The removzal and/or disposal of any such
contaminzte shall be in accordance with all applicable local, state, and federal standards.

If malodorous or discolored soils,

There is no existing or propesed school within one-guarter mile of the propesed project sites.

The project sites are not listed as 2 hazardous materials site compiled pursuant to Government
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would not create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment.

people working or residing in the vicinity. The

There will be no increase in the safety hazard of
grading comstruction. The project sites are

site will be completely fenced prior to beginning
approximately 1 % miles South of Cable Airport.
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Potentially Less Than + Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact

g)

h)

Impact With Mitigation Impact

The proposed projects do not anticipate large amounts of project related traffic on public
roadways therefore the proposed project would not impair the implementation of or physically
interfere with emergency response requirements. Passage of haul vehicles will be conducted in
accordance with applicable standards and guidelines of the City of Upland. Adherence to
applicable City standards will reduce potential impacts associated with this issue to a less than

significant level.

The proposed projects are the expansion of an existing pit for storm water retention and aquifer
recharge construction of drainage facilities. The site is located in an industrial area of the City of

Upland and is not near any wildlands area.

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY — Would the
project: '

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements? : O

b) 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 : c
uses for which permits have beeri granted)? O O ] X

c) 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 which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site”? O 1 O

d) 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 off-site? ] O X O

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of :
N1

polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

O o
OO
e
X O
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g) 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 hazatd delineation ‘
map? O O ] X
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures ‘
which would impede or redirect flood flows? O O L]
i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding asa _
result of the failure of a levee or dam? O - O O] X
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudﬂow? | OJ O 0 X
DISCUSSION

a) The proposed projects activitie

s involve removing material and debris and trenching for
construction of drainage improvements in a highly disturbed site. The debris material consists
primarily of concrete, asphalt, rebar, and other associated material from construction activitiés.
This material is believed to contain minimal amounts of substances that may adversely impact
ground or surface water quality. However, while removing, transporting, replacing material,
there is a risk of upset and introduction of the soil into surrounding area and a risk of increased -
pollutants in stormwater runoff from general construction activities. Because of this, a National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit (NPDES permit) issued by the Santa Ana
Regional Water Quality Control Beard is required for the proposed projects. The impact to water
quality standards or waste discharge requirements would be less than significant with the

incorporation of the following mitigation measures:

1. An NPDES permit from the Regional Water Quality Control Board will be obtained for the
project. All terms of the permit shall be adhered to.

2. Best Management Practices will be employed when transporting material, including watering
to control dust and ceasing work during periods of high winds.

3. The trucks hauling the material shall either cover the excess soils during transport or maintain
at Jeast 2 feet of freeboard between the top of the Joad and the top of the trailer as required by

California Vehicle Code Section 23114.

4. Streets adjacent to the project site shall be swept by the Construction Contractor, should upset

occur or should soil or other materials be deposited during the transport of debris. The

constriction contractor shall have equipment and labor available at all times to respond to City

request for street cleaning.
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b) The proposed projects would not deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or lowering of the local
groundwater table. The proposed project will increase amounts of groundwater recharge. ‘

¢) The proposed projects do not alter fhe course of a stream or river or alter a drainage pattern that
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on site or off-site. There will be no changes to off-
site drainage patterns as a result of the proposed project.. However, the basin will be increased in

size to accommodate future drainage diversions.

'd) The proposed project does not alter the course of a stream or river or substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff in a4 ManNer that would result in flooding off-site. The basin is
designed to retain 100-year storm water flows. Drainage facilities are sized to convey 100-year
flood flows. Off-site drainage improvement will convey runoff to the basin.

e) The projects will not create or contribute additional storm water runoff or provide sources for
polluted runoff. - : :

f) The proposed projects will not substantially degrade surface or groundwater guality. The site is
underlain by unconsolidated, coarse-grained, alluvium that functions as water-bearing sediments
of the Chino Groundwater Basin. However, the depth to groundwater at the project site will be -/
more than 400 feet at amy given time. All materials will be removed as part of the proposed °
project will be inert. Therefore, it is unlikely the proposed project will have any impact on
groundwater guality. '

The proposed projects consist of basin construction including debris removal, temporary material

stockpile, crushing operations and replacement of engineered fill and trenching for drainage
system improvements. The proposed project does not include housing. No impact will occur.

g)

h) The proposed projects will convey and retain 100-year flood flows relieving the adjacent channel
of potential flooding. Therefore, the proposed projects will reduce potential flooding.

i) There are currently no structures within the proposed project sites. The proposed project does
not include the construction of any housing or other structures that may result in a significant risk

of loss due to the failure of a levee or dam. No impact will occur.

j) The project sites are not located near an existing body of water nor is it susceptible to mudilows.

9. LAND USE AND PLANNING — Would the project:

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

.
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b) Conflict with any applicable local or regional land use i
plans, policies, or regulations (including, but not limited
{o the general plan, specific plan, zoning ordinance, or
regional plans) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect? ] L] g X
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan
or natural community conservation plan? ] U O X
d) Be incompatible with e_xisting land use in the vicinity? O [] ’ O X
DISCUSSION
a) The implementation of the proposed projects will not result in the disruption to, or division of

established communities. .

b) The implementation of the proposed projects will adhere to all appﬁcablé land use plans, policies,
and regulations. ' :

c) The project sites are not located in an estab}ished conservation plan area. The sites have beenm
disturbed by mining and related activities such that viable habitat is not present on site.

d) The project site is an existing flood control basin. No new uses are proposed. ’

10. MINERAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

a) 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? ] 1 ] X

b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local

general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? OJ ] ] X1

DISCUSSION

a-b) The project will increase water recharge in the Chino groundwater basin. Materials generated from
the project will be placed as engineered fill at the export sites.

i1. NOISE — Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to noise levels in excess of
standards established in the City’s general plan
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies? ]
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b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundbome vibration or groundborne noise levels? 1 O X ]
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without :
the project? O O | X
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
‘ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project? ] X L] L]
e) 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 expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels? O O {1 X
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise levels? ] Ll il X

DISCUSSION

a) Noise caused by comstruction activities (grading, rock crushing, trenching and haul vehicles) is
expected to exceed existing ambient levels. Noise levels will vary during the course of the workday.
To reduce potential noise impacts associated with the proposed project, the following measures shall
be followed throughout the duration of the proposed project. :

1. Al construction activity shall comply with normal City comstruction practices and applicable
noise control measures, as specified in the Upland Municipal Code.

2. Written City approval is required for any work to be conducted outside of normal working hours
(7:00 2.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday) (ie., night work, switch over for detours or weekend
work.) On-site bulldozer and tanker truck activity shall not commence until 7:00 a.m., except as may
be approved by the Administrative committee for an emergency situation. Public notices shall be
distributed for all significant after hours activities (as determined by the City and SANBAG). The
City shall approve any hours outside the normal working hours of 7:00 2.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday

through Friday in advance of the work being done.

3. Operation of all contractor equipment, vehicles, engines, pueumatic tools, etc., shall be limited to
normal working hours of 7:00 2.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday.
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4. All contractor equipment shall be kept in good working order, and shall be operated at speeds and
noise levels so as to preclude any loud or unusual noise. All equipment shall be operated with the

manufacturer’s recommended mufflers in a state of good repair.

5, With the exception of automatic warning devices required by State law, no equipment or vehicles

shall ntilize horns or other loud singling devices.
6. Engines and other equipment shall be turned off when not in use.

Implementation of the proposed projects require the use of haul vehicles and a rock crusher,
which may generate and/or increase the extent or amount of ground borme vibrations or the
ground borne poise. The use of this equipment and vehicles will be limited to the project

construction areas, as well as on-site haul roads and mmaterial placement sites.

d other construction activities will increase ambient noise levels in the-

While earthmoving an ]
term and will follow required City

vicinity of the proposed project sites, activities will be short-
codes, and ro permanent increases in ambient noise levels will occur.

The nearest airport facility, Cable Airporf, is located appreximately 1 % miles North of the
proposed site.

The proposed project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airport.

i2. POPULATION AND HOUSING — Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly. (for example, by proposing new homes and

businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)? ] ] X O
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere? O] ] ] ]
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? ] ] ] X
DISCUSSION
a) The projects zre construction of drainage control and retention facilities that are necessary to

viously authorized by the City's adoption of its General Plan-
age facility will not induce any population or
horized by the General Plan and Housing

accommodate the development pre
Plan for Land Use and Housing Element. The drain

housing increase that has not previously been aut
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Element. This facility will allow the development in the western quadrant of the City to occur in a
safe and reasonable manner by providing an integral part of the City's planned drainage system.
Absent this facility drainage vwaters from approved development could pose an unreasonable

health and safety risk to people and property.
b-¢) No housing currently exists on the project site.

13. PUBLIC SERVICES —

~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 ratibs, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection? O [ R
Police protection? (I ] O
Schools? ] 0. L
Parks? ] [ 1
Other public facilities? ] | J O X
DISCUSSION
a) The proposed project consists of the removal and placement of engineered fill and comstruction of

drainage facilities, and does not include housing or other use that would result in an increase in
demand for fire protection, police, schools, parks, or other facilities.

14. RECREATION —

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

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

P
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DISCUSSION

a-b) The proposed projects do not include hdusing or other use that would result in an increase in

demand for recreational services or facilities.

1i5. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC — Would the project:

a) Cause an increase in traffic, which is substantial in
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the
street system (i.e., resultin a substantial increase in either
the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio
- on roads, or congestion at intersections)? . n

b) Ekc;eed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the county congestion ~ .
management agency for-designated roads or highways? - | X O e

c) 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? O O . ] X

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or

incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 1 ] O X
e) Result in inadequate emergency access? o - X O
0 O < O

) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

g) Conflict with adopted pblicies, plans, or programs ‘
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts,
bicycle racks)? L] O ] X

DISCUSSION

a) Haul materials will be transported to the proposed export sites via a haul route that primarily include

Monte Vista Avenue.

Per City of Upland requirements, the construction contractor has prepared a Construction Access Plan
(CAP). The CAP proposes the use of a flagman at the proposed access to Monte Vista Avenue.
Adberence to provisions of the CAP and other applicable City standards will reduce potential impacts

associated with this issue to a less than significant level.
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b) Increased traffic volumes will be limited to comstruction traffic only. The proposed construction traffic
hauling routes will include utilization of flagman to control the haul road traffic accessing Monte Vista
Avenue. . The traffic control flagmen will be required to maintain a Level of Service of E in accordance

with San Bernardino County Congestion Management Plan standards.

¢) The project does not involve the use of air traffic. The nearest airport facilities -- Cable Airport is
located approximately 1 ¥; miles North of the proposed site. ’

d) 'Haul roads will be designed to accommodate the turning radii of the haul vehicles. The location of the
proposed access to Monte Vista Avenue will occur on a straight, and flat section of the roadway, -
providing excellent visibility. Signs indicating “Flagman Ahead” will be placed to warn motorists of the
crossing. S '

e) Adequate control over haul vehicles will be pfovided by a flagman. As a result, significant impacts to
emergency access along Monte Vista Avenue will be avoided. e '

f) The proposed projects do not entail parking demand. Parking for construction workers and staging of
construction fvehicles will be accommodated on site. . -

The proposed projects do not include the construction of residential, gomméréial, industrial or
community service uses; therefore, the provision of features to accommodate alternative modes of

transportation is not necessary.

g)

16.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS —

Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board?

L
L
L
X

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

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

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are
new or expanded entitlements needed? ] O X ]
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e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project thatit has
adequate capacity to serve the project's projected
_ demand in addition to the provider's existing
commitments? : [] - O [ X
f) Be served by a landfill(s) With sufficient permitted
capacity to accommeodate the project's solid waste
disposal needs? O L] X O
g) Comply with federal, state, and “lcﬁcal statutes and
regulations related to solid waste? O O X [l
DISCUSSION
a) The proposed projects will not contribute wastewater to local and/or regional wastewater treatment
facilities. :

b) The proposed projects do not require the construc
water or wastewater conveyance facilities. Sapitary
will be provided by temporary facilities. '

€) The projects are an expansion of stormwater drainage facilities.

tion of structures or the installation of potable
facilities required during construction activities

d)

e-g)

i7.

While the proposed projects do not include the construqﬁon of on-site structures, the prop‘osedv
project will utilize water for various construction activities, Construction water will obtained from

the City. Onsite construction water holding facilities will be required.

With the exception of solid waste generated by construction employees, the proposed projects do not
include activities or uses that would generate solid waste. Exeavated material not suited for use as
engineered fill will either be transported to an appropriate off-site disposal facility or otherwise
disposed of in accordance with any applicable Jocal, State or Federal standard.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SlGNiFECANCE———

a) Potential to Degrade: 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 ot drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten 1o
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?
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DISCUSSION

by mining operations. Sparse habitat currently occupies the
site. Focused surveys have revealed that the placement sites and surrounding lands do not support
threatened or endangered species. Thus, due to past and ongoing disturbances, ‘the absence of
threatened or endangered species, and the isolation of the site from larger habitat areas, impacts to
biological resources resulting from the project will not be significant. In addition as noted above,
implementation of the proposed projects will not have any impacts on cultural resources.

a) The areas have been disturbed in the past

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

DISCUSSION

ading of a water retention basin and trenching for construction of

drainage improvements. With the exception of alteration of plant and animal life conditions on site,
which are deemed cumulatively insignificant, the Iimited impacts of the placement and grading of fill and
trenching in former mining pits and adjoining areas will only occur for an interirm period. All identified
impacts are either insignificant or have mitigation measures specified to reduce impacts to levels of
insignificance both individually and cumulatively. In addition, once the project is complete, project-
related impacts will no longer exist. : ’

b) The proposed projects consist of gr

c) Substantial Adverse Effects: Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly? - O

O

X

DISCUSSION.

¢) The proposed projects have no direct impacts that are anticipated, which could cause substantial

adverse effects on human beings.

19. REFERENCES (List author or agency, date, title)

Preliminary Site Characterization Construction Landfill Vulcan Pit Sand and Gravel Quarry
Upland, California; by LOR Geotechnical Group, Inc.; March 1, 2002; Project No. 61561.9

an Pit Sec of Monte Vista Avenue and Arrow

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 37.02 Acre Vulc
Inc.; October 31, 2002; Project No. 61561.2

Route Upland, Californiaj by LOR Geotechnical Group,
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Attachment C — Outten Engineering Plans
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RULE 402 - Nuisance

Page1ofl

(Adopted May 7, 1976)
RULE 402. NUISANCE

A person shall not discharge from any source wh

materjal which cause injury, detriment, nuisance,
persoas or to the public, or which endanger the comfort, repose,

or the public, or which cause, or have a natural tendency to cause,

property.

The provisions of this rule shall not apply to odors em
for the growing of crops or the raising of fow] or animals.

atsoever such quantitiés of air contaminants or other

or annoyance to any considerable number of
health or safety of any such persons
injury or damage to business or

anating from agricultural operations necessary -

it

N aWiatats
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Rule 403 Fugitive Dust

(Adopred May 7,19 76)(Amended November 6, 1992) . ,
(Amended July 9, 1993)(Amended February 14,1997) (

(Amended December 11, 1998)
RULE 403. FUGITIVE DUST

uce the amount of particulate matier entrained in the ambient air as a
g actions to prevent, reduce or

(a) Purpose
de) fugitive dust sources by requirin

The purpose of this rule is to red
result of anthropogenic (man-ma
- mitigate fugitive dust emissions.

(b) Applicsbility | | .
The provisions of this rule shall apply to any activity or man-made condition capable of generating

fogitive dust.

(c) Definitions ,
(1) ACTIVE OPERATIONS shall mezn 2y activity capable of generating fugitive dust,

including, but not imited to, earth-moving activities, construction/demolition activities, or

heavy- and light-duty vehicular movement. S o

V)] ANBMOI\AE’IERS ar
with the performance stan
most recent Rule 403 Imp

Board.

(3) BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES represent fugitive dust control actions
which are required to be implemented within the boundaries of the South Coast Air Basin. A
Jetailed Listing of best available contro] measures for each fugitive dust source type shall be as
contained in the most recent'Rule 403 lmj:lemcntaﬁon Handbook, noW or hereafter adopted by

the Governing Board.

casure wind speed and direction in accordanics :
d calibration criteria as contained in the

e devices used to m
w or hereafier adopted by the Governing

dards, and maintenance an
lementation Handbook, no

oil, aggregate material less than two inches in length

(4) BULK MATERIAL is sand, gravel, s
¢ particulate matier.

and other organic or inorgani

or diameter,
(5) CHEMICAL STABILIZERS mean any non-toxic chemical dust suppressant which must
Regional Water Quality Control Boards, the California
ection Agency (U.S. EPA), or any applicable

not be used if prohibited for use by the
Air Resources Board, the U.S. Environmental Prot
1aw, rule or regulation; and should meet any specifi cations, criteria, or tests required by any
federal, state, or Jocal water agency. Unless otherwise indicated, the use of a non-toxic

chemical stabilizer shall be of sufficient concentration and application frequency to maintain &

stzbilized surface.
(6) CONSTRUCTI
preparatory 10 ©T rel

of propertys includin
crushing, cutting, planing,

(7) CONTINGENCY NOTIFICATION means th

S are any on-site mechanical activities
habilitation, demolition or improvement

ON/DEMOLITION ACTIVITIE
tivities; grading, excavation, loading,

ated to the building, alteration, re
g, but not limited to the following ac
shaping or ground breaking.

st the U.S. EPA hes determined and notified

L ¥aNalalabl
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contingency requirements must be implemented based on &
ssions reductions were less than required at any
to attain the PM; standards

or (3) if as part of an

ent of the PM, standards.

{he District in writing that PM,
finding that: (1) PMy, and PM, , precursor emi
three-year milestone reporting interval, or (2) the region failed

within the tirne frarnes allotted under the Federal Clean Air Act,
Attainment/Maintenance Plan, the region is no Jonger in attainm

ans any pcrsdn who has a contractual arrangement to conduct an active

(8) CONTRACTOR me
operation for another person.
) DISTURBED SURFACE AREA means a portion of the carth's surface which has been
physically moved, uncovered, destabilized, or otherwise modified from its undisturbed natural
soil condition, thereby increasing the potential for emission of fiigitive dust. This definition
excludes those areas which have:
(A) been restored to a natural state, such

characteristics are similar to adjacent or 0
permanent structure; or

that the vegéta’dve ground cover and soil
arby natural conditions;

(B) been péved or otherwise covered by 2
ent of an area for a period of

C) sustained a vegetative ground cover OVer at Teast 95 perc

at least 6 months.
(10) DUST SUPPRESSANTS are water, hygroscopic mate;rials', or ﬁon—toxic chemical
2] to reduce fugitive dust emissions.

stabilizers used as a treatment maten
but not be limited to, grading, earth

(11 EARTH-MOVING ACTIVITIES shall include,
cutting and Alling operations, Joading or unloading of dirt or bulk materials, adding to or
removing from open slorage piles of bulk materials, landfill operations, or soil mulching.
(12) FUGITIVE DUST means any solid particulate matter that becomes airborne, other than
{hat emitied from an exhaust stack, directly or indirectly as a result of the activities of man.

CTIVE DISTURBED SURFACE AREA me
perations have not occurred or are not expected to

(13)INA ans any disturbed surface area upon
which active 0 occur for a period of ten
consecutive days.

ARGE OPERATIONS means iy active oper
0 acres of disturbed surface area; O any earth
put volume of 7,700 cubic meters

eriod.

ations on property which contains in
.moving operation which exceeds &

(14 L
(10,000 cubic yards) three

excess of 10
daily earth-moving of through
times during the most recent 365-day p
(15) MEDIUM OPERATIONS means any active operations on property which contains
berween 50 and 100 acres of disturbed surface area; or any earth-moving operation with a daily
carth-moving or throughput volume of between 3,850 cubic meters (5,000 cubic yards) and
7,700 cubic meters (10,000 cubic yards) three times during the most recent 365-day period.

(16) NON-ROUTINE means any non-periodic active operation which occurs no more than
{hree times per year, lasts less than 30 cumulative days per yeaT, and is scheduled less than 30

days in advencs.

3727207
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(17) OPEN STORAGE PILE is any accumulation of bulk material with 5 percent or greater sit
content which is not fully enclosed, covered or chemically stabilized, and which attains & \

height of three feet or more and a fotal surface area of 150 or more square feet. Silt content
Jevel is assumed to be 5 percent of greater unless a person can show, by sampling and analysis
in accordance with ASTM Method C-136 or other equivalent method approved in writing by

the Bxecutive Officer, the California Air Resources Board, and the U. S. EPA, that the silt
t The results of ASTM Method C-136 or equivalent method are

content is Jess than 5 percen

valid for 60 days from the date the sample was taken.
(18) PARTICULATE MATTER means aiy material, except uncombined water, which exists
in a finely divided form as a liquid or solid at standard conditions. ,

means an improved street, highway, alley, public way, of ‘easement that is
dway materials excluding access roadways that connect a facility with a

public paved roadway and are not open to through traffic, Public paved roads are those open to
public access and that are owned by any federal, state, county, municipal or any other
govemment'al‘or quasi-governmental agencies. Private paved roads are any paved roads not

defined as public.

(19) PAVED ROAD

odypamic diameter smaller than or equé.l to 10

(20) PM, is particulate matter with an aer

microns as measured by the applicable State and Federal reference test methods.

(21) PROPERTY LINE means the boundaries of zn area in which either a pefson' causing the

emission or @ person allowing the emission has the legal use or possession of the property.
erty is divided into one or more sub-tenancies, the property line(s) chall refer

Where such prop
to the boundaries dividing the areas of all sub-tenancies. - ,

MEASURES are appropriate techniques and
ed to prevent.or reduce the emission and airborne transport of fugitive dust,

undaries of the South Coast Air Basin. These include, but are not limited to,
lication of dust suppressants, use of coverings or enclosures, paving, enshrouding, planting,
and other measures as specified by the Executive Officer. A
for each fugitive dust source type shall

lable control measures
tation Handbook, now or hereafier

(22) REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL

procedures us

app .
reduction of vehicle speeds,

detailed listing of reasonably avai
be as coptained in the most recent Rule 403 Implemen
adopted by the Governing Board.

means any aggregate material with a particle size less than 74 micrometers in

through a No. 200 Sieve.
e operation of two PM,  samplers insucha

es of the other, and each sampler is
less than 290 minutes and not more than

(23) SILT
diameter which passes

(24) SIMULTANEOUS SAMPLING means th
manner that one sampler is started within five minut
operated for 2 consecutive period which must be not

310 minutes.

(25) SOUTH COAST AIR BASIN means the non-desert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside,
and San Bernardino counties and all of Orange County as defined in California Code of
Regulations, Title 17, Section 601 04. The area is bounded on the west by the Pacific Ocean, on
‘he north and east by the San Gebriel, San Bernardino, and San Jacinto Mountains, end on the

1m0 15001
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south by the San Diego county line.

(26) STABILIZED SURFACE means:
(A) any disturbed surface area T OpeD § Je which is resistant to wind-driven

fugitive dust;

torage pi

(B) any unpaved road surface in which any fugitive dust plume emanating from

vehicular traffic does not exceed 20 percent opacity.

sealed or unpaved roads, equipment paths, or travel ways
phaltic concrete, recycled asphalt,

Jowing: concrete, a5
rmance as determined by the Executive Officer,

EPA. Public unpaved roads are any unpaved

other governmental or quasi-
d roadways not defined as'

27 UNPAVED ROADS are any un
that are not covered by one of the fol
halt or other materials with equivalent perfo
{he California Alr Resources Board, and the U.S.
roadway owned by Federal, State, county, municipal or
govcmmental agencies, Private unpaved roads are al] other unpave
public.
oil, dirt, or other solid particulate matter

Ay DUST mezns 2ny sand, s
an be removed by a vacuum swWeepet or

(28) VISIBLE ROADW

which is visible upon paved road surfaces and which ¢

a broom sweeper under normal operating conditions.
ans visiﬁ]e emissions from any disturbed surface

(29) WIND-DRIVEN FUGITIVE DUST me

generated by wind action alone.

area which is
(30) WIND GUST is the maximum instantaneous wind speed as measured by an anemometer.
(d) Requirements |
from any active operation,

(1) A person shall pot cause or allow {he emissions of fugitive dust
ea such that the presence of such dust remains visible

open storage pile, or disturbed surface ar
in the atrnosphere beyond the property line of the emission source.
es of the South Coast Air Basin

ations within the boundari
] measures to minimize fugitive

ailable contro
f the active operation.

(2) A person conducting active Oper
e which is part 0

shall utilize one oOr more of the applicable best av
dust emissions from each fugitive dust source typ

tive operations outside the boundaries of the South Coast Air Basin
]able control measures in lien of best available control measures to

(3) A person conducting ac
ns from each fugitive dust source type which is part of the active

may utilize reasonably avai
minimize fugitive dust emissio
operation.
(4) A person shall not cause or allow PMiq els to exceed 50 micrograms per cubic meter
simultaneous sampling, as the difference between upwind and downwind
amplers or other U.S. EPA-approved

when determined, by simv
samples collected on high-volume particulate matter s
s conducted, samplers shall be:
with 40 Code of Federal

equivalent method for PMy, momtoring. If sampling i
d, maintained, and calibrated in accordance
1.S. EPA-published documents

(A) Operate
(CFR), Part 50, Appendix J, of appropriate

Regulations
for U.S. EPA-approved equivalent method(s) for PMyq-

lev

v

i
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(B) Reasonably placed upwind and downwind of Key activity areas and as close to the
property line as feasible, such that other sources of fugitive dust between the sampler and

the property line are minimized.

person in the South Coast Air Basin shall:
) prevent or remove within one hour the track-out of bulk material onto public paved

dways as a result of their operations; or

(5) Any
(A

roa

one of the actions listed in Table 3 and:
k-out of bulk material onto public paved roadways as a result of
ck-out extends for a

d remove such material at anytime tra
eater than 50 feet on to any paved public road during

(B) take st least
(i) prevent the trac
their operations an
curiulative distance of gr
active operations; and
(i) remove all visible roadway dust tracked-out upon public paved roadways as a

result of active operations at the conclusion of each work day when active

operations cease.

guirements « o '
uirements of this subdivision shall become

notification has occurred, the req Vi
the first publication-date in newspapers

(e) Conﬁngency Re
0 days afler

When 2 contingency
effective in the county su
of general circulation in th
has occurred, and that any person who conducts
chall be required to comply with the provisions o

subdivision (d). “

bject to the notification 6
at county. Such publication shall specify that a contingency notification
or authorizes the conducting of 2 medium operation

£ subdivision (f), in addition to the requirements of

6)) S"pecial Requirements for Large Operations, and Medium Operations Under a Contingency

Notification
cting of either a large operation which is

rizes the condu
der a contingency notification

(1) Any person who conducts or autho
or a medium operation un

subject to the requirements of this rule,
as set forth in subdivision (e), shall either: ‘
(A) take the actions specified in Tables 1 and 2 for each applicable source of fugitive
dust within the property lines and shall: «
(i) notify the Executive Officer not more than 7 days after qualifying as a large
operation or as a medium operation under a contingency notification;

(ii) include, as part of {he notification, the items speciﬁed' in subparagraphs ({)(3)

(4) and () G)B);

(iif) maintain daily records to document the specific actions taken;

(iv) maintain:such records for a period of not less than 6 months; and

(v) make such records available to the Executive Officer upon request; or

(B) obtain an approved fugitive dust emissions control plan (plan).

2/ 0N
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(2) Any person subject to paragraph ()(1) who elects to obtain an approved fugitive dust
ccutive Officer no later than 30 days after

emission control plan must submit the plan to the BEX

the activity becomes & large operation.

(3) Any plan prepared pursuant to subparagraph (D(1)(B) shall include:
(A) The namef(s), address(es), and phone number(s) of the person(s) responsible for the
preparation, submittal, and implementation of the plan;
B)A description of the operation(s), inclnding a map depicting the location of the site;

©A Jisting of all sources of fogitive dﬁ_st emissions within the property lines;

DA description of the required control measures as applied to each of the sources

ription must be sufficiently detailed to

jdentified in subparagraph (DE)C). The desc

demonstrate that the applicable best available control measures O reasonably &vailable
control measures Will be utilized and/or installed during all periods of active operations.
conomic) circumstances, including
control measure for any of the
tatement must be provided in lieu
fcation statement must explain
lemented. '

(4) In the event that there are special technical (e.g., noD-¢
safety, which prevent the use of at Jeast one of the required
sources jdentified in subparagraph HE)C), a justification s
of the description required in subpara graph ()(3)D). The justi
the reason(s) why the required control measures cannot be imp
plan submitted pursuant to subparagraph (1)
conditionally approve, or disapprove the plan,

thin 30 calendar days of the receipt of a
ally approved, three conditions must be

Executive Officer will either approve;
For a plan to be approved or condition

(5) Wi
(B), the
in writing.
satisfied: |
(A) All sources of fugitive dust emissions must be id
piles, vehicular traffic on unpaved roads, etc.). )
) For each source identified, at Jeast one of the required control measures must be
implemented, or an accepiable justification staterrient pursuant to paragraph (£)(4) must

be provided; and “ "

entified (e.g., carth-moving, storage

asures, visible dust emissions are

after implementation of the required control me
(e.g., increased watering) must be

© 1
s), then high wind measures

crossing the property line(
specified for immediate implementation.
ut the stated measures do not

ble Rule 403 Imiplementation

nditions are met, b
ed in the applica

ditional approval will be made if co

satisfactorily conform 1o the guidance contain
an is conditionally approved, the conditions necessary to modify the plan will

Handbook. If 2 p!

be provided in writing to the person(s) identified in subparagraph (D(3)(A). Such modifications
must be incorporated into the plan within 30 days of the receipt of the notice of conditional
spproval, or the plan shall’be disapproved. A letter to the Executive Officer stating that such
modifications will be incorporated into the plan <hall be deemed sufficient to result in approval

of the plan.
an {s disapproved by the Executive Officer:

(6) Con

(7)1f a p]

2/2/200
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r disapproval shall be given to the applicant in writing.

B) Within 7 days of the receipt of a notice of a disapproved plan, the applicant shall
comply with the actions specified in Tables 1 +nd 2 for each applicable source of fugitive
dust within the property lines.

(A) The reasons fo

(C) The applicant may resubmit a plan at any time after receiving a disapproval
notification, but will not be relieved of complying with subparagraph (£)(7)(B) until such
time as the plan has been approved. ;

e to comply with any of the. provisions in &n approved or conditionally approved plan

(8) Failur
f subdivision (f).

shall be a violation o

p]ail shall be valid for a period of one y

2] of the plan, Plans must be resubmitted annu

the expiration date, of the plan shall become disapproved as of the expiration date. If all
jal circumstances remain

fugitive dust sources and corresponding control measures Or Specl
:dentical to those identified in the previously approved plan, the resubmittal may contain a

simple statement of no-change. Otherwise, a resubmittal must contain all the jtems specified in
subparagraphs (H)(3)(A throu gh D). ‘ ‘ .

ear from the date of 'app;oval or

(9) Any approved
ally, at least 60 days prior to

conditional approvy

graph (f)(1) who no longer exceeds, and
the criteria for a large operationor &
st a reclassification as & non- ’

(10) Any person subject to the requirements of para
ed for a period of at least one year,

does not expect to exce
der a contingency notification may reque
this reclassification, a person must

medium operation un

Jarge operation not subject to subpara graph (f). To obtain

cgbmit & request in writing o the Bxeoutive Officer specifying the conditions which have taken-
place to reduce the disturbed surface area and/or the earth-moving or throughput conditions to
levels below the criteria for large operations: A person must further indicate that the criteria for
Jarge operations are not expected to be exceeded during the subsequent 12-month period. The
Executive Officer shall either approve or disapprove the reclassification within 60 days from
receipt of the reclassificatiofi request. The Executive Officer will disapprove the request if the
indicated changes can not be verified to teria for large operations or a medium
operation under 2 contingency notification. If approved, the person shall be relieved of all
requirements under subdivision (f). Any person 50 reclassified would again be subject to the
requirements © +ime subsequent to the reclassification the criteria for

{ subdivision (f) if at any
Jarge operations or medium operation under 2 contingency notification are met.

n responsible for more than one operation subject to subparagraph (f) at noa-

(11) A perso
contiguous sites may submit one plan covering multiple sites provided that:
lan apply siinilarly to all sites; and

(A) the contents of the p
including, map of site location,

ded for each site,
all sources of fugitive dust emissions

) specific information is provi
gof

address, description of operations, and a listin
within the property.lines.

(g) Complance Schedule ) |
All the newly .mended provisions of this rule shall become effective upen adoption of this Ruls
Amendment. Pursuant 10 cubdivision (f), any fugitive dust emission control plan which has been

approved of conditionally approved prior to the date of adoption of these smendments shall remain in
effect and the plan approval date end annual resubmitial date shell remain unchanged. If eny changes

2/ 0NN
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to such plans are necessary as a result of these amendments, such changes shall not be required until
the annual resubmittal date, pursuant to paragraph ({)(9).

(h) Exemptions
(1) The provisions of this rule shall not apply to:

(A) Agricultural operations outside the boundaries of the South Coast Air Basin,
agricultural operations directly related to the raising of fowls or animals, and agricultural
operations conducted within the boundaries of the South Coast Air Basin provided that

the combined disturbed surface area within one continuous property line and not
separated by a paved public road is 10 acres or less.

(B) Agricultural operations within the South Coast Air Basin, until June 30, 1999, whose
combined disturbed surface area includes more than 10 acres. All provisions of this Rule
shall become applicable to agricultural operations exceeding 10 acres beginning July 1," -
1999, excluding those listed in (h)(1)(A), unless the person responsible for such
operations voluntarily implements the conservation practices contained in the most

recent Rule 403 Agricultural Handbook, now or hereafter adopted by the Governing
Board. The person responsible for such operations must complete and maintain the self-
monitoring form documenting sufficient conservation practices, as described in the Rule
403 Agricultural Handbook, and must make it available to the Executive Officer upon

request.
(C) Any disturbed surface area less than one-half (1/2) acre on property zoned for
residential uses.

(D) Active operations conducted during emergency life-threatening sifuations, orin
conjunction with any officially declared disaster or state of emergency.

(E) Active operations conducted by essential service utilities to provide electricity,
natural gas, telephone; water and sewer during periods of service outages and emergency
disruptions.

(F) Any contractor subsequent to the time the contract ends, provided that such
contractor implemented the required control measures during the contractual period.

(G) Any grading contractor, for a phase of active operations, subsequent to the
contractual completion of that phase of earth-moving activities, provided that the
required control measures have been implemented during the entire phase of earth-
moving activities, through and including five days afier the final grading inspection.

(H) Weed zbatement operations ordered by a county agricultural commissioner or any

state, county, or municipal fire department, provided that:
(i) mowing, cutting or other similar process is used which maintains weed stubble

at least three inches above the soil; or

(if) any discing or similar operation which cuts into and disturbs the soil is used

and meets the following conditions:
[a] A determination is made by the issuing agency of the weed abatement

A im AN
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ditions, Tocks, or other physical
(

order that, due to fire hazard con
ditions specified in clause (h)

obstructions, it is not practical to meet the con
(1)E)(); and

[b] Such determination is made
conducting the weed abatement operation prio

and

in writing and provided to the pcrson
r to beginning such activity;

[c] Such written determination is provided to the Executive Officer upon
request from the person conducting the weed abatermnent operation.

(Note: The provisions of clausé (h)(1)@E)() do not exempt the owner of any property
from controlling fugitive dust emissions emanating from disturbed surface areas which

have been created as a result of the weed abatement actions.)

(T) sandblasting operations.

(d)(1) and (d)(4) shall not apply:

d 25 miles per hour, provided that:
for high wind conditions are implemented for

as specified in Table 1, and;

(2) The provisions of paragraphs
(A) When wind gusts excee

(i) The required control measures

each applicable fugitive dust source type,

(ii) Records are maintained in accordance with clauses ()(1)(A)(i), (HAYEV)
and ()(1)(A)(v); and o -
(iii) In the event there are technical (€.8. non-economic) reasons, including safety,
 why any of the required control measures in Table 1 cannot be implemented for
one or more fugitive dust source categories, a person submits a "High Wind
Fugitive Dust Control Plan” (HW-Plan). The H'W-Plan must further provide an
alternative meagure of fugitive dust control, if technically feasible. Such plan will
be subject to the same approval conditions as specified in'subparagraphs (f)(5) and

(0(6)-
(B) To unpaved roads, provided such roads:
intenance of wind-generating equipment; or

(i) are used solely for the main

(ii) are unpaved public alleys as defined in Rule 1186; or

(iii) meet all of the following criteria:
[a] are less than 50 feet in width at all points along the road;

[b] are within 25 feet of the property line; and

[c] have a traffic volume less than 20 vehicle-trips per day.
disturbed surface area for which

y active operation, open storage pile, or
tions are in conflict with the federal

(C) Toan
reventive or mitigative ac

necessary fugitive dust p
Endangered Species Act.

200"
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pon-routine or emergency meintenance of flood control channels and water

(D) To

spreading basins.

(3) The provisions of paragraphs (d)(1), ()(2), and ()(4) shall not apply to:

(A) Blasting operations which have been permitted by the California Division of
Industrial Safety; and . :
(B) Motion picture, television, and video production activities when dust emissions are
required for visual effects. In order to obtain this exemption, the Executive Officer must
receive notification in writing at Jeast 72 hours in advance of any such activity and no
nuisance results from such activity. '

(4) The provisions of paragraph (d)(4) shall not apply if the dust control actions, as specified in
Table 2, are implemented on a routine basis for each applicable fugitive dust source type. To'
qualify for this exemption, & person must: '

(A) maintain records to document the dates of active operations, all applicable fugitive

Just source types, and the actions taken consistent with Table 2; -

(B) retain such records for a period of at least siX months; and

make such records available to the Execuﬁ?e O;Eﬁper upon request.

) ¢hall not zpply to earth coverings of public paved - |
y & Jocal government agency for the protection
dway crossings for haul vehicles.

©

(5) The pfovisions of parégr'aph @G
roadways where such coverings are approved b
of the roadway, and where such coverings are used as roa

£ subdivision (f) shall not apply to -
and recreational areas, including national parks,

(6) The provisions o
‘state recreatiqpal areas, and county

(A) officially-designated public parks
national monuments',nzgaﬁonal forests, state parks,
regional parks; v

) any construction and/or earth-moving activit&
expected to be less than 60 days afier the beginning

person must:
cutive Officer not more than 7 days after qualifying as a large

(3) notify the Exe
dium operation under & contingency notification;

n, the items specified in subparagraphs HG3)

in which the completion date is
date. To qualify for this exemption, 8

operation or & me

(ii) include, as part of the notificatio
(A) 2nd (HB3)(B); and

(ii) take the actions specified in Tables 1 and 2 at such time as the construction
and/or earth-moving activities extend more than 60 days after qualifying as a large
operation or g medium operation under 2 contingency notification.

(C) eny large operation or a medium operation under a contingency notification which is

required to submit a dust control plan to any cify or county government which has

adopted & District-zpproved dust control ordinance. To qualify for this exemption, a
ty-approved dust control plan to the

person must submit a copy of the city- or coun

32777
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te of this rule or within 30 days of

fficer within 30 days of the effective da
ty or county government, whichever is later, (

um operation under 2 contingency notification subject
d dust control plan pursuant 10 Rule 1158, provided

luded in the Rule 1158 plan.

Executive O
receiving approval from the ci

(D) any large operation or a medi
io Rule 1158, which has an approve
that all sources of fugitive dust are inc

(1) Fees
uant to subparagraph (H)(1)®B) or clause h)@)

able filing and evaluation fees
an pursuant to subparagraph
be deemed to submit one

(1) Any person subject to & plan submittal purs
(A)(iii) or subparagraph (b)(1)(B) shall be assessed applic
pursuant o Rule 306. Any person who simultaneously submits a pl
HMB) and clause (h)(2)(A)(ii) shall, for the purpose of this rule,

plan.
, pursuant to paragraph (£)(9), shall not

submittal of an annual statement of no-change
Jered as an annual review, and thereforé shall not be subject to annual review fees,

Rule 306.

(2) The
be consi

pursuant t0
(3) The owner/operator of any facility for which the Executive Officer conducts
ant to paragraph (d)(4) shall be assessed

upwihd/downwind monitoring for PM, o pursu
aoplicable Ambient Air Analysis Fees pursuant to Rule 304.1. Applicable fees shall be waived
for any facility which is exempted from paragraph (d)(4) or meets the requirements of

paragraph (d)(4)-
TABLE1 - o
BEST [REASONABLY] AVAILABLE CONTROL MEASURES FOR HIGH WIND
: CONDITIONS _ . .

CONTROL MEASURES

FUGITIVE DUST}

SOURCE. ‘
CATEGORY

Farth-moving

(1A)|Cease all active operationé; OR.
(2A)|Apply water o soil not more than 1

: soil.
Disturbed surface (0B)[On the last day of active operations prior to a weekend, holiday, or
areas any other period when active operations will not octur for not more
than four consecutive days: apply water with a mixture of chemical
stabilizer diluted to not less than 1/20 of the concentration required
to maintain a stabilized surface for a period of six months; OR
(1B)|Apply chemical stabilizers prior to wind event; OR
(2B)|Apply water to all unstabilized disturbed areas 3 times per day. If
fwind driven fugitive dust, watering

there is any evidence 0 |
frequency is increased to a minimum of four times per day; OR

(3B)|Take the actions specified in Tablé 2, Item (3¢); OR

(4B){Utilize any combination of control actions (1B), (2B), and (3B)
such that, in total, these actions apply to all disturbed surface areas.

(10)|Apply chemical stabilizers

5 minutes prior to moving such

prior to wind event; OR

ﬂpaved roads

2/ mnnd
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(2C)|Apply water twice [onc

¢] per hour during active operation; OR

(3C)hStop all vehicular traffic.

(1D)[Apply water twice [once] per hour; OR.

Open storage piles

(ZD)ﬂInstall femporary coverings.

(lE)lCover all haul vehicles; OR

Paved road track-
out ’ : .
(2E){Comply with the vehicle freeboard requirements of Section 23114
of the California Vehicle Code for both public and private roads. .
All Categories. | (1F){Any other control measures approved by the Executive Officer and
' the U.S. EPA as equivalent to the methods specified in Table 1 may
be used. , )
* Measures in [brackets] are reasonably available control measures and only. apply to sources’
not within the South Coast Air Basin.
S TABLEZ =
DUST CONTROL ACTIONS FOR EXEMPTION FROM PARAGRAPH (d)(4)
FUGITIVE CONTROL ACTIONS '
DUST SOURCE ,‘
Earth-moving (1a)[Maintain <oil moisture content at a minimum of 12 percent, as
(except determined by ASTM method D-2216, or other equivalent method
construction approved by the Executive Officer, the California Air Resources
cutting and filling Board, and the U.S. EPA. Two soil moisture evaluations must be
areas, and mining ~onducted during the first three hours of active operations during &
operations) calendar day, and two such evaluations each subsequent four-hour
, Jpen'od of active operations; OR :
-moving which is more than 1:00 feet from all property

(1a- E‘Er any earth

1) [lines, conduct watering as ne
emissions from excee

cessary to prevent visible dust
ding 100 feet in length in any direction.

Earth-moving:
Construction fill

areas:
Board, and the

approved by
Board and the

(1b)|Maintain soil moistur
determined by ASTM metho

approved by the Executive Off
U.S. EPA. For areas which have an optimum

moisture content for compac

determined by ASTM Metho

the Executive O
U.S. EPA, complete the compaction process as

expeditiously as possible a
optimum soil moisture con
be conducted during the first three
a calendar day, and two such evaluatio
four-hour period of active operations.

e content at a minimum of 12 percent, as
d D-2216, or other equivalent method

cer, the California Air Resources

tion of less than 12 percent, as
d 1557 or other equivalent method
fficer and the California Air Resources

fier achieving at least 70 percent of the
tent. Two soil moisture evaluations must
hours of active operations during
ns during each subsequent

+ Measures in [brackets] are reasonably avail
not within the South Coast Ajr Basin,

sble control measures and only apply to sources
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Construction cut
~ lareas and mining

TABLE 2 (Continued)

FUGITIVE DUST CONTROL ACTIONS

SOURCE.

CATEGORY ' _ »

Earth-movihg: (1c) |Conduct watering as necessary 10 prevent visible emissions
than 100 feet beyond the active cut or

from extending more
mining area unless the area is inaccessible to watering "

vehicles due to slope conditions or other safety factors.

operations:
Disturbed surface

areas (except
completed grading

areas)

@a)

Apply dust suppression in sufficient quantity and frequency to
maintain a stabilized surface. Any areas which cannot be
stabilized, as evidenced by wind driven fu gitive dust must
have an application of water at least twice per day to at least
80 [70] percent of the unstabilized area.

Disturbed surface
areas: Completed -

(20)

Apply chemical stabilizers within five working days of
grading completion; OR |

Erading areas

(24)

Take actions (32) or (3¢) specified for inactive disturbed
surface areas. S

Inactive disturbed
surface areas

(32)

Apply water to at Jeast 80 [70] percent of all inactive disturbed
surface areas on a daily basis when there is evidence of wind
driven fugitive dust, excluding any areas whichare
inaccessible to watering vehicles due to excessive slope or

othier safety conditions; OR

53]

Apply dust suppressants in sufficient quantity and frequency .

to maintain a stabilized surface; OR:
oind cover within 21 [30] days after

(3o

Estzblish a vegetative gT

active operations have ceased. Ground cover must be of
sufficient density to expose less than-30 percent of
imstabilized ground within 90 days of planting, and at all
times thereafier; OR

(3d)

Utilize any combination of control actions (3a), (3b), and (3c)

such that, in total, these actions apply to all inactive disturbed

surface areas.

sources not within t

* \ieasures ib [brackets] are ¥
he South Coast Air Basin.

easonably available control measures and only apply to

TABLE 2 (Continued)
FUGITIVE DUST

CONTROL ACTIONS

SOURCE CATEGORY

‘Unpaved Roads

142)

arry vehicular traffic at least once per

‘Water all roads used for
e operations (3 times per normal 8

every two hours of activ
hour work day]; OR

(4b)

Water all roads used for any vehicular traffic once daily and
restrict vehicle speeds t0 15 miles per hour; OR

"
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abilizer to all unpaved road surfaces in

(4c)|Apply a chemical st
d frequency to maintain a stabilized

sufficient quantity an
surface.

Apply chemical stabilizers; OR

cast 80 [70] percent of the surface area of
es on a daily basis when there is evidence

Open storage piles (5a)
(5b){Apply water to at ]
all open storage pil
of wind driven fugitive dust; OR

(5¢)|Install temporary coverings; OR
(5d)|Install a three-sided enclosure with walls with fio more than 50
percent porosity which extend, at 2 minimum, to the top of the

_pile. v
(6a)|Any other contro] measures approved by the Executive Officer | -
and the U.S. EPA as equivalent to the methods specified in

Table 2 may be used.

All Categorig

re reasonably available control measures and only a"ppiy to

* Measures in [brackets]
sources not within the South Coast Alfr Basin.-

! _TABLE 3
TRACK-OUT CONTROL OPTIONS
‘ PARAGRAPH (d)(5)(B)

CONTROL OPTIONS

at sufficient concentration and frequency to maintain
ersection with the public paved surface,
00 feet and a width of at Jeast 20 feet.

(1)|Pave or apply chemical stabilization at
a stabilized surface starting from the point of int
and extending for a centerline distance of at least.1

(2){Pave fom the point of intersection with the public paved road surface, and extending for a
centerline distance of at'least 25 feet and 2 width of at least 20 feét, and install a track-out
control device immediately adjacent to the paved surface such that exiting vehicles do not
travel on any unpaved road surface afier passing through the track-out control device.

casures approved by the Executive Officer and the U.S. EPA as

(3)|Any other control m
in Table 3 may be used.

equivalent to the methods specified

_RIDIGT
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SANITTATION AND HEALTH

The real property hereinbefore men-
tioned, and upon which -a lien is
claimed, is that certain parcel of land
lying and being in the City of Upland,

County of San Bernardino,. State of -

California, and more particularly de-
scribed as follows:

DATED: This — day of —— 19—
(Acknowledgement)

City Mansager of the
City of Uplend, Cali-
fornia”

(Ord. No. 1069, § 7, 11-17-75)

See. 5400.40. Alternative remedies.

Nothing in this chapter shall be deemed to
prevent the city from commencing civil or
criminal proceedings to sbate a public
nujsance under applicable Civil or Penal Code
provisions as an alternative to the proceed-
ings set forth in this chapter. (Ord. No. 1069,

§ 7, 11-17-75)

Sec. 5400.43. Violations.

(a) The owner or other person having
charge or control of any such buildings or
premises who maintains any public nuisance
defined in this chapter, or who viclates an
order of ebatement made pursuant to section
5400.22, is guilty of a misdemeanor.

(b) Any occupant or lessee in possession of
any such building or structure who fails to
vacate the building or structure in accordance
with an order given es provided in this
chapter is guilty of a misdemeanor,

(¢) Any person who removes eny notice or
order posted &s required in this chapter, for

the purpose of interfering with the enforce-
ment of the provisions of this chapter, is

guilty of a misdemeanor.
(d) No person shall obstruct, impede or

Supp. No. 23

§ 53

interfere with any representativé of the -itv
council or with any representative of a .
department or with any person who owns or
holds any estate or interest in a building
which has been ordered to be vacated,
repaired, rehabilitated or demolished and
téemoved, or with eny person to whom any
such building has been lawfully sold pursu-
ant to the provisions of this Code whenever
any such representative of the city council, -
representative of the city, purchaser or person
having any interest or estate in such building
is engaged in vacating, repairing, rehabilita-
ting or demolishing and removing any such
building pursuant to the provisions of this
chapter, or in performing any necessary act
preliminary to or incidental to such work as
authorized or directed pursuant to this
chapter. (Ord. No. 1069, § 7, 11-17-75)

CHAPTER 4.5, UNNECESSARY NOISE"

Sec. 5400100, Purpose,

The purpose of this chapter is to establish cri-
teria and standards for the regulation of noise
levels within the City of Upland. (Ord. No.
1501, § 1, 3-25-91)

Sec. 5400.200. Findings.
It is hereby found and declared that:

010 The making and creation of exces-
sive, unnecessary or unusually loud
noises within the limits of the City of
Upland is a condition which has existed
for some time and the extent and vol-
ume of such noises is increasing;

020 The making, creation or maintenance
of such excessive, unnecessary, un-
natural or unusually loud noises which
are prolonged, unusueal and unnatural
in their time, place and use affect and
are a detriment to public health, com-
fort, convenience, safety, welfare and

*Editor's Note: Previous ordinsnces contzined herein in-
clude Ordinsnce No. 847, .

325
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SANITATION AND HEALTH

§ 5400.400

which reference

reference pressure,
licitly stated.

pressure shall be exp
(Ord. No. 1501, §1, 3-25-91)

Noise level measurement cri-

Sec. 5400.400.
_teria.

Any noise level measurement, made pursu-

ant to the provisions of this chapter, shall be de-
termined by using a sound level meter that
inimum requirements of the

meets the mi
American National Standard Institute for

sound level meters, or by using an instrument
with associated recording and analyzing
equipment that will provide equivalent data.
The factors which shall be considered in de-
her a violation of the provisions

termining whet
of this section exists shall include, but not be

limited to, the following:
The sound levél of the objectionable noise.
The sound level of the ambient noise.
The proximit)" of the noise to resi

sleeping facilities.
The nature and zoning of the area within

which the noise emanates.
persons affected by the noise

dential

The number of
source.

The time of day or

The duration of the noise and its tonal, infor-
mational, or musical content.

Whether the noise is continuous, recurrent,

or intermittent.

Whether the noise is produced by a commez-
or non-commercial activity.

The above considerations shall be considered
in addition to the noise levels set forth in this
section in determining a violation. However,
noises do not necessarily need to exceed those
noise Jevel limits to be considered unnecessary
or unusual so 28 to cauge discomfort or annoy-
ance to persons in the area. (Ord. No. 1501,§ 1,

4-8-91)

‘ ~
night the noise occurs.

cial

Supp- No. 28

§ 5400.700
(

Sec.5400.500. Base ambient noise level.

All ambient noise measurements shall com-
mence at the base ambient noise levels in deci-
bels within the respective times and zones as

follows:

Decibels Time Zone Use
45 dB(A) 10:00 p.m.-7:00 am. Residential
55 dB(A) 7:00 a.m.-10:00 p.m. Residential
65 dB(A) Anytime Uses not

. specified
75 dB(A) Anytime Industrial
and com-

mercial

Actual decibel measurements. eXceeding the
above levels dt the times and within the zones
corresponding thereto shall be employed as the
“base ambient noise level” referred to in this
chaptér. Otherwise, nd ambient noise shall be
o be less than the above specified

deemed t

levels, (Ord. No. 1501, § 1, 4-8-91) (
A\

Sec. 5400.600. Exterior noise level measure-

V ment.

Exterior noise levels shall be measured at
any point relative to the closest point of the
source of the noise at the property line on the af-
fected property. Measurements will not be
made during extraordinary times, ‘such as
during the movement of a nearby train or
airplane. (Ord. No. 1501, 81, 4-8-91)

Sec. 5400.700. Excessive noise unlawful.

It shall be unlawful for any person at any lo-
.cation to create any noise, or to ellow the crea-
tion of, any noise when such noise causes the
noise level to exceed any noise level for the cu-
mulative time periods specified below in sec-
tjon 5400.800 and section 5400.900.

Furthermore, notwithstanding any specified
noise level, it shall also be unlawful for any
rson to willfully make or continue, or cause

pe
r continued, eny loud, unne¢
h \

to be made ©

327
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SANITATION AND HEALTH

§ 54001000

0680 Motor driven vehicles: 1t shall be un-

070

.080

.090

Supp. No. 23

lawful for any person to operate any
motor driven vehicle within the city
that, due to the nature of the operation of

the vehicle, or due to the operating con-

dition of the vehicle, or due to any mod-
ification made to the vehicle, generates
noise so that a reasonable person is
caused discomfort or annoyance.

Horns, signaling devices: It shall be
unlawful for any person to cause the
sounding of any horn cr signaling de-
vice on any automobile, motorcycle,
street car or other motor driven vehicle
on any street or public place of the city,
except as a danger warning; to create
by means of any such signaling device
any unreasonably loud or harsh sound;
and to create the sounding of any such
device for an unnecessary. and unrea-
sonable period of time. It shall be un-
lawful for any person to use any sig-
naling device except one operated by
hand or electricity; to use any horn,
whistle or other device operated by en-
gine exhaust; or to use any such signal-
ing device when traffic is for any rea-
son heldup. _ -

Loudspeakers, amplifiers for advertis-
ing: It shall be unlawful for any person
to use, operate or permit to be played,
used, or operated any radio receiving
set, musical instrument, phonograph,
Joudspeaker, sound amplifier, or other
machine or device for the producing or
reproducing of sound which is cast upon
the public streets for the purpose of come
mercial advertising or attracting the
attention of the public to any building or
structure.

Yelling, shouting: It shall be unlawful
for any person to yell, shout, hoot, whis-’
tle, or sing on the public streets, particu-
larly between the hours of 11:00 p.m.
and 7:00 a.m., or at any time or place so

3281

100

110

120

§ 54001000

as to annoy or disturb the quiet, com:~.
or repose of any persons in the vicim;

Animols and fowl: It shall be unlawful
for any person to keep or maintain, or to
permit such activity, upon any prem-
ises owned, or occupied, or controlled by
such person any animal or fowl other-
wise permitted to be kept which, by any
sound, cry, or behavioral noise, causes
annoyance or discomfort to & reason-
gble person in any residential neigh-
borhood.

Exhaust: It shall be unlawful for any
person to discharge into the open zir the
exhsust of any steam engine, station-
ary internal combustion engine, mo-
torboat, or motor driven vehicle except
through a muffler or other device which
will effectively prevent loud or explo-
sive noises therefrom: :
Loading, unloading, opening bozxes: It
shall be unlawful for any person to cre-

ate any loud and excessive noise in

130

connection with loading or unloading
any vehicle or the opening and destrue-
tion of bales, boxes, crates, and contain-
ers. )
Construction or repairing of buildings:
It shall be unlawful for any person to
engage in or permit the erection (in-
cluding excavation), demolition, alter-
ation or repair of any building other
than between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and
6:00 p.m. on weekdays, except in case of
urgent necessity in the interest of public
health and safety, and then only with a
permit from the building inspector,
which permit may be granted for &
period not to exceed three (3) days or
less while the emergency continues,
and which permit may be renewed fer
periods of three (3) days or less while

the emergency continues. If the build-
ing inspector should determine that the
public health and safety will not be im-
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ORDINANCE NO. 1598

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCL OF THE CITY OF UPLAND
AMENDING THE UPLAND MUNICIPAL CODE BY AMENDING ARTICLE
\, CHAPTER 4.5 PERTAINING TO ESTABLISHING NOISE LEVELS
INDUSTRY AND ALSOTO
HAPTER

FOR THE SAND AND GRAVEL MINTN
REPLACE UPLAND MUNICIPAL CCDE ARTICLELX C

9481, "0S" OPEN SPACE ZONE. WITHA?
9481, "0S" OPEN SPACE

The City Councl of the City of Upland doss hercby ordain as follows:

reby added 10 Section 5400.300 (Definitions) of Chapter 15

SECTION L Subsection 018 is he
(Unnecessary Noisz) is hereby added to read as follows:

018  Average noise level shall mean the jogarithmic
length of ime. u
ded 10 Section 5400.300 of Chapter 4.8 (Unnecessary Noise) is

average of noise samples taken over 3 spcciﬁed

SECTION 2. Subsecuon 023 is hereby ad
hereby added 10 read as follows:

n moterial manufocturer is any use |
ufacturing products including concreis

ed on the same property as ’me mimmf

ocat
asphait, concreie blocks, concreie pipe

028  Consmuctio

indusuy, man
roofing tile or other sirnilar mate
SECTION 3. Subsection 068 is hereby added to Secuon 5400.300 (Defnitions) of Chapter 4.5
(Unnecessary Nois<) is hereby added to read as follows:
\rcsomtcs from the ground.

068 Minng Indistry is any industry which extracts sand and gravel

prer 4.5 (Unnecessary Noise) to read as follows:
1S FOR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY.
ec. §400.500 and Section

4. Section 5400.950 is bhereby added to Cha

SEC. £400,950 STRY ALLOWED NOISE LEVE

010  Exemptions. This section. shall supersede all the provisions of §
5400.100.010 relative 10 allowed noise for Mining [ndusuy.

ge.sound level in any hour 3t amy property

SECTION
MINING INDU

.020 Allowed levels. The allowed maximum exierior avers
zoned for residential use shall be as follows:




casurement will be made at some other 0SaLON A the ViCIRITY that
situauon at ne agected

sonuolled. then an ambient m
ment techrucian. 15 represeniauve of the

in the judgment of the measure

propefty. . .
4BA or more. then the measurcment

[ the ambient level is below the source level by ten {10)
with the source in operauocn will be cquvalent 10 the source alone within the prescnibed
| is less than ten (10) dBA lower than the source, then the ambient

resoluwon, Lf the ambicnt leve
Jevel wall be subtracied logarithrucally from the combined mcasurement o determmune the actual
Jevel, If the ambient level 1s hugher than the source level. the source wall be considered o

source
comply regardless of its level,
080  Record Kecping. When applying this secuon ‘for an cnforcement acuon. the following
hall be recorded and mainned:

informauon. as a minimumt S
The date, starnt time. sIOp ume, Average "A” weighted sound level. meter scale when appropnate.
ber and senal number. and the

slow or fast response, cquipment manufacrurez, model num
ambicnt sound level shall be documenied.
source. the property measurcrment point, and the
and scaled dimensionally. Photos arc not necessary
ed and dated by the measurcment technician.
In the event auxiliary recording devices are used for data storage. therr seriings shall be listed,
and equipment fyps. manufacturer, mode! and senal number listed. '
If data is to be used for enforcement purposss. the technician will certify,
source and that all procedures have becn complied

090  Verification. i
writing, that the data recorded was from the

with in the measurcment and reporung.

("0S*® Open Space Zone) is hereby deletzd and replaced with a

The location of the ambient measurcment point
but encouraged. The

shall be documented
data sheets shall be sign

| SECTION 5. The existing Chapics 9481
new Chapter 9481t read as follows:

+*  CHAPTER 9481, "OS" OPEN SPACE ZONE

E. The "OS" opcn spacs zone is intended to provide for
and welfare of the people by limiting

SEC. 9481.010. DESCRIPTION AND PURPOS
n the community and 10 safeguard the health, safety,
d surface mining opcrations. The

permancnl op<h spaces i
development In arcas containing high-quality rock. sand. and gravel deposits an
Open Space Zone also makes allowance for water spreading basins and groundwater recharge as part of the City's

waler conservaion prograim.

SEC. 9481.020 PERMITTED PRIMARY USES AND STRUCTURES.

010 Public Uses:
and water retention basins.

01l Flood control channels and groundwaler spreading basins

012  Freeways and parkways.



Residential uses, excepung those specifically listed in Secuon 9481.030.010. <

040
Any uses heretofore permined as primary uses
rures. ancillary to those uses existent as of the date

SEC. 9481.100. SITE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS.
r said uses in accordance with the

<ondinonal uses in the Open Space Zone, together with the strue
of adopuon of s ordinance, shall conform to the operation and requirements fo

requrements of Sec. 9481.102.

MINING OPERATION SITE REQUIREMENTS.

SEC. 9481.101. SURFACE
| enforce the following standards:

n to all other applicable regulations the City shal
The rock cmshjng plant used fo

mary crushing operations i
lines and/or zoning districts

‘1a additio
r the manufacture of, or processing of. rock.

n conjunction with the excavation. shall be

.010 Separation of Uses.
boundarics than as follows:

sand. or gravel, except pri
located not closer 10 propemty

es, Excepting Residential Zones: A minimum of fifty
nimum of scven hundred and fifty (750) ft.
1s: A minimum of fifty (50) ft.

011, AllZon (30) &

012 Residential Zones: A mi
Bighways, Strests, or Flood-Control Channe

013
020  Hours of Operation: The hours of operation for surface mining operations shall be subject 1o
the provisions of Se<. 5400.950 and the conditional use permit conditions of approval
030  Liability Iosurznces Every owner. before commencing operations within any arca, shall be /
f one million dollars (§1,000,000) against lisbility in tort

insured to the exient of a minimum o

arising from production or activilics or opcrations incidental thereto conducied or carried on
under or by virtue of any law of ordinance, and such insurance shall be kept in full force and
eHect during the period of such operations and shall name the City of Upland as addidonally
insured. Such insurance shall be primary and non contributory.

.040 Polluﬁon Cootrol:

Noise and Vibration. All equipme

consuructed, maintained, and operated in such a manner as far as practicable, to
minimize and climinate noise and vibration, which negatively cfiect persons and/or
property in the surrounding vicinity, pursuant 1o the City of Upland's poise and vibration

regulations.
042 Air. All operations shall be co

Coast Air Quality Management
General Plan and all applicable

041

nducted in compliance with all requirements of the South
District. the provisions of the Air Quality Element of the

rules. regulations, statuies and.

All private truck roads, processing plants. and/or siockpiles of processed materials shall
be hard-surfaced. wened and m;imaincd 50 as to prevent the creation of dust,
Aestbetics,  All equipment and mining opcrations shall be reasonable screened from
view of adjacent residential, indusuial, and/or commercial zonss, to the reasonable |
satisfaction of the Community Development Direcior. Screcning materials shall be
wood. block, or other materials which will completely screen the mining operations.

043

Page §




d. No outdoor adverusing suructures shall be permutied 1n the "OS®
ceding soventy-five (75) square fect in area erectea 12° *he

.010 Directional Signs Perminie
ed by the Plannung Commussion.

zone except direcuonal s1gns not exc
converuence of the public as determun

pland Muncipal Code Chapter 9410 shall apply.

SEC. 9481.120. DEVELOPMENT REVIEW AND PERMITS. The provisions of Secion 9480.120 shall apply.

SEC. 9481.140. AMENDMENTS, CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS, AND VARIANCES. The provisions of

Secuon 9480.140 shall apply.

SEC. 9481.150, PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF ORDINANCE. It shall be uniawful for any person. firm.

crship, of corporation to violaie any provision. of 10 fail to comply with any of the requircments of thus

Aty person. firm. parmership, or corporation violaung any provision of this Ordinance, or failing W

hall be deemed guilty of @ misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be

fine not exceeding One Thousand Dollars (§1,000.00), or by imprisonment not excesding six (6)

both such fine and imprisonment. Each such person. firm, parmership, or corporation shall be

deemed guilty of 3 scparaie offense for cach and every day of any portion thereof during which any violation of tus

S iinance is comminied. continued of permined by such person. firm. parership, of corporation, and shall be
decmed punishable therefore 2s provided in this Ordinance. : o A

! Ordinance.

Ir

comply with any of its requiremests, $

puniShed by a
months, or by

CIVIL REMEDIES AVAILABLE. The violation of any of the provisions of this ordinance shall
civil process by means of a restraining ordet,.

and may be abated by the city through
dcdbylawforthcabémmmcfnmsam'

SEC. 9481.160.
provi

consumule @ nuisance

preliminary of psrmancat injunction or in a5y other mannst

: SEC. 9481.170. SEVE_RA.BH_ITY. The City Council declares that, should anmy provision, secton, paragreph.

‘: sentence. Of word of this Ordinance by rendered or declared invalid by any‘ﬁnal court acton in a count of

competent ju:is.dicu'on. or by reason of any presmpuve legislation. the remaining provisions, sections. paragraphs.
gnumwdwordsoruﬁsordimw;haﬂnmininfuﬂfomandcﬁec.

SECTION 6. This ordinance shall be sigoed by the Mayor, ancsied by tbe City Clerk. and published in

pursuan,!wmcmquiru'ncnuoﬁthaﬁfomixGovcmmmlCode.

T MAYOR OF THE CITY OF UPLAND

he Inland Valley Daily Bulletia in

hJ SEC. 9481.111. LANDSCAPING. The provisions of U
!

ATTEST:

’Zﬂ& Ltl ~th lsntri

‘ cma.ﬁzxommmosum.mu_

F
i
‘
!
k
’
:
E

Page 7

W"—

W"""



EXHIBIT B



DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS ; " EcoNoMc DEVELOPUENT
ELOOD CONTROL + REGIONAL PARKS + SOLID WASTE MGMT + SURVEYOR » TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC SERVICES GROUP

ey, R S b B RS AL ST

: =5 SED e
5 East Third Street = San Bernardino, CA 92415-0835 » (908) 387-8104
Fax (809) 387-8130

KEN A. MILLER
Director of Public Works

DR ey
PV IY LS

May 28, 2003 ' L

Ms. Rosalie Staudenmayer, Senior Planner
Community Development Department
City of Upland
460 North Euclid Avenue
Upland, CA 91786

File #10(ENV)-4.01

RE: NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION -
EXPANSION OF STORM WATER RETENTION BASIN AND CONSTRUCTION OF
ADDITIONAL STORAGE FOR SPREADING OF IMPORTED WATER TO RECHARGE
THE CHINO BASIN GROUNDWATER BASIN, CITY OF UPLAND

Dear Ms. Staudenmayer:

Thank you for giving the San Bernardino County Department of Public Works the opportunity to
comment on the above-referenced project.

After reviewing the submitted document, our Department has comments regarding the project site. The
project site shall consist of the Upland Basin, the site to receive export (southwest corner of Monte Vista

Avenue and Arrow Route and the north side of 16" Street between State Route 210 and Benson
Avenue), and the Conservation District property located east of San Antonio Channel] between Foothill

Boulevard and Arrow Route, City of Upland.

The Water Resources Division’s comments are as follows:
1. We have reviewed the Environmental Checklist and find that the Flood Control District’s areas of
concern have been adequately identified.

2. A permit will be required from the Flood Control District’s Operation’s Division, Permit Section,
prior to encroachment on Flood Control District right-of-way. Other onsite or offsite
improvements may be required which cannot be determined at this time.

3. Ttis also assumed that the City will establish adequate provisions for intercepting and conducting
the accumulated drainage around or through the site in a manner that will not adversely affect

adjacent or downstream properties.




Page 2
May 28, 2003
Ms. Staudenmayer

RE: NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION ~EXPANSION OF STORM
WATER RETENTION BASIN AND CONSTRUCTION OF ADDITIONAL STORAGE FOR SPREADING COF
IMPORTED WATER TO RECHARGE THE CHINO BASIN GROUNDWATER BASIN, CITY OF UPLAND

Should there be any changes to this project, please notify our Department so that we may have the
opportunity to comment on the changes. If you have any questions or need additional information, please

contact Kelly A. Rozich, Senior Associate Planner, at (909) 387-8114.

Sincerely,

Jdcamrdlipue-

NARESH P. VARMA, Chief
Environmental Management Division

NPV:KR/UplandStormWaterBasinExpansion—l\/ﬁtNegDec-Response

cc: Mike Fox, Water Resources
Kelly Rozich, EMD
KAM/PIM Reading File




L aw OFFICES OF ROBERT C. HAWKINS

ok F\':X‘JEZE

Tyt
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May 22, 2003 M
: _ . :
Via Facsimile and U.S. Mail TR ALNITY SEELCPMENT
[WMShIHE il

b 1

Rosalie Staudenmayer, Senior Planner
City of Upland

Community Development Department
460 N. Euclid Ave.
Upland, California 91786

Re: Upland Basin Improvements to former CalMat Pit No. 3 (the “Project™)

Dear Ms. Standenmayer:

As you may know, this firm répresents the Pomona Valley Protective Association which
owns, controls and has spreading rights over lands in the San Antonio Wash including the former
CalMat Pit No. 3 which is the subject of the captioned Project. Thank you for providing us with a
copy of the Mitigated Negative Declaration (“MND”) for the captioned Project which we just

received today.

Although the MND indicates that the City will hold a hearing under CEQA in connection
with the Project and close public comments on May 28, 2003, your note indicated that City Staffis
recommending that the hearing be continued to June 25, 2003. Because I was concerned about the
close of the public comment period, I attempted to reach you to ask whether the public comment
period would be extended to June 25, 2003. I was unsuccessful in reaching you, but I spoke with
Mr. Robert Turner, Public Works Director, who indicated that the public comment period would

likewise be continued.

In reliance on these statements that the hearing and the comment period will be continued,
we will make our comments by June 25, 2003. However, to the extent that the comment period is
not continued, this letter serves as our opposition to the project to the extent that it adversely affects
PVPA’s ability to spread native surface water in the Six Basins Area and/or the San Antonio Wash.
As indicated above, PVPA has spreading and surface water rights over Pit No. 3 which we have
exercised frequently in the past. In addition, we have worked with the Department of
Transportation (“Caltrans”) in connection with the planning and right of way acquisition process for
the extension of the Route 210 Freeway to insure that our ability to spread surface waters in, around
and on Pit No. 3 and other areas in the San Antonio Wash are preserved.

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181



May 22, 2003

Rosalie Standenmayer, Senior Planner -2
As indicated above, we reserve the right to supplement these comments with additional and
further comments by June 25, 2003.

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the CEQA process in connection with the
important water resources in the San Antonio Wash area.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

By: Robert C. Hakins
RCH/kw

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181




[ AW OFFICES OF ROBERT C. HAWKINS

June 6, 2003 BECERT
Via Facsimile and U.S. Mail e

o
e
Lo,
o
Sied

Rosalie Staudenmayer, Senior Planner
City of Upland COMMUNTY DS /0P T T
Community Development Department RARE

460 N. Euclid Ave.
Upland, California 91786

ents includin Fi'lljnga Portion of the

Commenis on the Upland Basin Eoprovem
Former CalMat Pit No. 3 (the “Project”)

Re:

Dear Ms. Staudenmayer:

As you may recall, this firm represents the Pomona Valley Protective Association which owns
certain lands in the San Antonio Wash and owns, controls and has spreading rights over those and
other lands in the Wash including the former CalMat Pit No. 3 which is part of the captioned Project.
As you may also recall, we earlier provided preliminary comments on the Mitigated Negative
Declaration (“MND?”) for the captioned Project. Please find below our final comments on the MND.

First, the Project description is inadequate. As you may know, the project description is one
of the key parts of any environmental document, and an inadequate project description affects the

entire document. As the County of Inyo Court noted long ago,

“Only through an accurate view of the project may affected outsiders and public
decision-makers balance the proposal's benefit against its environmental cost,
consider mitigation measures, assess the advantage of terminating the proposal (i.e.,
the 'no project' alternative) and weigh other alternatives in the balance. An accurate,
stable and finite project description is the sine qua non of an informative and legally

sufficient EIR.”

County of Invo v. City of Los Angeles (1977) 71 Cal. App. 3d 185, 199. In addition, the CEQA
Guidelines section 15124 requires that an EIR describe the project “in a way that will be meaningful
to the public, to the other reviewing agencies, and to the decision-makers.” Discussion, Guidelines

section 15124.

Here, the MND’s Project description fails in all respects. It fails to state the current use of “ . .
. the existing pit located on the North side of 169 Street West of Benson Avenue and Southeast of
State Route 210 Freeway right of way.” The MND appears to recognize that this “existing pit” is a
“former mining pit.” MND, page 22. As you may know, this former mining pit was established by

the former CalMat, Inc. and is known as Pit No. 3.

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181
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Among other things, the Project proposes to 1ermove 2.5 million cubic yards of material which
includes construction debris and asphalt from a former mining pit south of Arrow Route between
Monte Vista Avenue and Central Avenue. This former mining pit located at Arrow Route was
recently reclaimed and much of this material was placed in the pit for reclamation. Approximately
700,000 cubic yards will be placed west of this site on Arrow Route. The MND states that the

remaining 1.8 million cubic yards of material will be placed in the former CalMat Pit No. 3 near
Benson Avenue and Baseline Road.

The MND fails to appreciate the importance of Pit No. 3: it is the southern most pit in
PVPA’s spreading program at the San Antonio Spreading Grounds located north of Baseline Road,
south of the San Antonio Dam, west of Benson Ave. i Upland and east of Monte Vista Ave./Padua
Ave. in the City of Claremont. As the southernmost pit in the San Antonio Spreading Grounds, it is
crucial that Pit No. 3 remain available for spreading the maximum amount of water during periods of
high runoff. The MND should be revised to recognize the importance of this feature of the Project,
include an analysis of the impacts of such a feature and provide the necessary mitigation. Preferably,
the City should prepare a draft environmental impact report (“DEIR”) for the Project and include the

revised description, impacts analysis and mitigation referred to above.

: The MND or DEIR should also recognize that the San Antonio Creek has been subject to
significant high water and flash floods. As you know, on March 2, 1938, a historic storm struck the
area including the City of Upland and caused an estimated $1,687,000 (1938 dollars) in damage and,
for sixty (60) days, east west traffic including traffic along Baseline Road was disrupted. To prevent
similar and future disruption, Pit No. 3 is essential for flood control.

Also, as you know, the City together with PVPA and other water interests in the area executed
the Six Basins Stipulated Judgment. Among other things, the Judgment through a referenced
agreement requires PVPA to spread water in historic quantities. In order for PVPA to spread water in
similar historic quantities, it is essential that the major mining pits whose reclamation plan calls for
water conservation remain available for such purposes. The addition of nearly two million cubic
yards of fill material will have a substantial and adverse effect on PVPA’s ability to spread waters in
such historic amounts. PVPA’s spreading program is the primary groundwater recharge program for
the Six Basins Area in and near the City of Upiand and fromi which the City réceives mach of its

water.

Further, as you may know, Pit No. 3 and the other CalMat pits near and in the San Antonio
Spreading Grounds are required by San Bernardino County Flood Control District and by the United
States Army Corps of Engineers to receive and accept up to nine hundred (900) cubic feet per second
(cfs) from the San Antonio Dam and Flood Control Channel in times of heavy rainfall and maximum
releases from the Dam. For your convenience, please find attached a copy of the Resolution by the

Flood Control District as Exhibit “A.”

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
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In addition, as you know, the City of Upland recently completed a storm drain facility which
collects flows from a watershed of over four hundred (400) acres of many residential properties
located north of Benson Ave. and west of Mountain Ave. in the City of Upland. This storm drain
facility drains into Vulcan/CalMat Pit No. 4 at a rate of up to 794 cfs. This water places additional
demands on Pit No. 4 and the other pits down gradient including Pit No. 3.

Also, the MND’s Project description fails to discuss the current character of the 45 acre site
proposed for the Project. We understand that Vulcan/CalMat only recently completed the reclamation
plan for this site including filling the site. The City approved this plan. For the City to remove this
£11 for the Project after Vulcan/CalMat’s reclamation is needless waste.

More importantly, as you kiiow, the Department of Transportation has recently completed and
opened the Route 210 Freeway from Ia Verne to Interstate 15. Among other items, Caltrans took a
portion of CalMat Pit No. 3 and filled it with approximately 787,386 cubic yards of material for the
Freeway. We estimate that this took about one-quarter (1/4) of the useable water storage space of Pit
No. 3. For your information, PVPA received compensation and damages for this taking and injuries

to its water spreading rights in the amount of $360,000.

Hence, the MND’s Project description is inadequate and must be revised to include a
description of Pit No. 3: this pit is also a primary flood control and water conservation pit which
PVPA and others regularly use during periods of high rainfall and surface flows. Moreover, Pit No. 3
is, in its current state and configuration, an existing flood control and water conservation facility.
That is, Pit No. 3 is an improved site and functions as a key feature of PVPA’s spreading program.

The MND or DEIR should be revised to include these aspects of the fill feature of the Project
in the Project description, include an analysis of the Project impacts which discusses each of the above
impacts and discusses any others which the City may uncover, and provide an adequate analysis of
mitigation measures including mitigation of the substantial impacts to PVPA'’s spreading operations
and cornmitments, as well as an analysis of the flood control impacts. Also, we encourage the City to
obtain comments from the San Bernardino County Flood Control District which has interests that the

Project will also affect.

his also reguires further information and analysis. First
and most importantly, the problems with the Project description affects the entire Checklist: having
failed to understand the importance of the fill pit— Pit No. 3— the Checklist drastically underestimates
the nature, extent and importance of the significant environmental impacts of the Project and fails to
recognize the need for substantial mitigation to avoid significant impacts.

As for the Envirenmental Checklist,

The Section entitled “Hydrology and Water Quality,” the Checklist notes that

“IThe Project] would not deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or lowing of the local

groundwater table.”

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
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MND, page 14. However, as indicated above, the Project will substantially interfere with spreading in
the Six Basins Area. Further, because the Project including removing construction debris including
asphalt and place almost 2 million cubic yards of this material in Pit No. 3, the Project will have
substantial adverse impacts on PVPA’s spreading operation, surface water quality and groundwater
quality. By placing this material in Pit No. 3, the Project will effectively remove this pit from the
crucial inventory of large spreading facilities in the San Antonio Spreading Grounds.

More importantly, this section has other problems. For instance, the MIND states:

«“There are currently no structures within the proposed project sites.”

MND, page 14, paragraph i). However, it No. 3 is swch a structure: it is a crucial structare ot feature
of the San Antonio Spreading Grounds and provides substantial flood control and water conservation

capacity.
Also, the MND states that the Project does not:

«  galter the course of a stream or river or sub stantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding off-site. The basin is designed

to retain 100-year storm water flows.”

MND, page 14, paragraph d). However, as indicated above, at times, Pit No.3 which the Project
proposes to fill receives substantial storm water flows. This pit is a major part of the 100 year storm
design for the San Antonio Dam and the San Antonio Spreading Grounds. The Project’s filling of Pit
No. 3 may have a substantial and adverse impact on the ability of Pit No. 3 to take historic flows.

Further, the MND advises:

“The proposed projects will not substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality.

The site is underlain by unconsolidated, coarse-grained, alluvium that functions as

water-bearing sediments of the Chino Groundwater Basin. However, the depth to

groundwater at the project site will be more than 400 feet at any given time. All

naterizis will be remaved us part of the proposed project will be inert.”
MND, page 14, paragraph f). This discussion is simply wrong. The Project with its placement of
asphalt in Pit No. 3 may substantially degrade both surface and groundwater flows. The depth to
groundwater at Pit No. 3 is, as discussed above, much higher than 400 feet below the surface. Also,
the presence of asphalt which is removed from the Upland Basin and placed at Pit No. 3 may render

the conclusion about “inert” materials ncorrect.

Other areas have problems as well. The section on “Geology and Soils” is also flawed. The
MND states that groundwater in the Project area is more than 400 feet below the surface. As for Pit
No. 3, this is incorrect: groundwater levels in this area have reached as high as thirty (30") feet below

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
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the surface. Also, the MND states that the area is ot in a fault zone. This too is incorrect: the San
Jose Fault which separates the Six Basins Area from the Chino Basin is in the vicinity of the Project.
Other faults may also affect the Project. Further, within the past fifteen years, the area has
experienced a major earthquake. The City should revise the MND or prepare a DEIR. All of this

should be discussed in any revised MND or DEIR.

As for the “Mineral Resources” Section, it indicates that materials generated will be placed at
the export sites. However, the Checklist does not consider or analyze the possibility of removing

yaluable material for reprocessing.

Finally and most importantly, the Cumulative Analysis section of the Checklist is inadequate.
Because of the inadequate Project description, this analysis fails to censider the cumulative impacts of
the Project with other activities in the area including the Route 210 Freeway.

As indicated above, in connection with the construction of the Route 210 Freeway, Caltrans
and SANBAG placed almost 787,386 cubic yards of material in Pit No. 3. Caltrans and SANBAG
paid PVPA over $360,000 for this interference with PVPA’s spreading rights and severance injuries.
The Project’s proposed filling of Pit No. 3 will have a significant and adverse impact on Pit No. 3's
water resource service, on PVPA’s water conservation activities, on water quality, on flood control

and on groundwater recharge in the Six Basin Area.

Also, as noted above, the City has recently improved its storm drain system and has directed
more flows into the San Antonio Spreading Grounds. The MND or DEIR should discuss and analyze
the ability of the area to handle such drainage with the Project’s proposed placement of fill in Pit No.
3.
Because the MND is woefully inadequate, we encourage the City to prepare a full
environmental impact report to analyze and discuss these and other environmental issues. In addition
to these impacts, the DEIR should consider and discuss substantial mitigation including:

. Placing the fill material to another site which does not have sensitive resources, does
not have the important function in groundwater recharge in the Six Basin Area, and
does not affect important and valuable property rights such as PVPA’s spreading

rights.

. If the Project includes placing fill at Pit No. 3, the City should construct replacement
and substantial spreading facilities at the north end of PVPA’s Spreading Grounds for
operation by PVPA.

° If the Project includes placing fill at Pit No. 3 without any additional mitigation, the

City should pay PVPA in excess of $750,000 for this taking and injury to PVPA’s
spreading rights and other real property interests.

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
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A final note: the header for the MND is “Initial Study for Upland Basin Improvements.”
However, on page 5, the header becomes “Initial Study for Holliday Rock Foothill Plant Site.” Please

advise as to the nature of this change.

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the CEQA process in connection with the
important water resources in the San Antonio Wash area.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

RCH/kw

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92 660
(949) 650.5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181




CITY OF CLAREMONT

Community Development Department

City Hall
207 Harvard Avenue e -
PO. Box 880 "
Claremont, CA 91711-0880
FAX (909) 399-5327

Building » (909) 399-54 71

Planning ° (909) 399-5470

Engineering ° (909) 399-54 65

Community Improvement ¢ (909) 399-5467
Economic Development ¢ (909) 399-53 41

May 20, 2003

Rosalie Staudenmayer
Senior Planner

City of Upland

460 N. Euclid Avenue
Upland, CA 91786

Dear Ms. Staudenmayer:

UPLAND BASIN IMPROVEMENTS — CUP-02-13 and EAR-1414

Thank you for returning my telephone call on May 1, 2003, regarding the initial study for
the proposed Upland Basin Improvements on the south side of Arrow Route between

Monte Vista Avenue and Central Avenue. This letter summarizes our conversation.

The City of Claremont does not have concerns with the proposed transport of 700,000
cubic yards of excavated materials from the basin site to the property located west of
Monte Vista and south of Arrow Route provided it is done in accordance with approved
Conditional Use Permit No. 96-09 and EAR-1204. We understand that a traffic flagman

will monitor the truck traffic between the two sites.

Claremont does have some concern with the potential transport of excavated materiais
to a pit located on the north side of 161 Street, west of Benson Avenue, if Monte Vista is
used as the haul route. This would impact Claremont in terms of increased traffic,
pavement deterioration, noise, and dust. We ask that you consider alternative haul
routes including using Benson Avenue. | understand that no final determination has
been made regarding the use of the pit north of 16! Street and the excess material may
be taken to other sites, which of yet have not been identified. | also understand that
before the material can be placed in the pit north of 16 Street, it will require separate

project approval and environmental review.

If you are considering alternative sites, | recommend that you contact the Claremont
Colleges to determine if they would be interested in having the material transported to
their pit located east of Monte Vista Avenue and north of Arrow Route.



Rosalie Staudenmayer
May 20, 2003
Page 2 of 2

If you have any questions regarding the above, please call me at (909) 399-5485. We
very much appreciate Upland's willingness to work together on issues that are of

concern to Claremont.

Sincerely,

Belle Newman
Principal Planner

¢ Anthony Witt, Director of Community Development
Craig Bradshaw, City Engineer

BN/UPLAND/RETBAS/LTROS0503




Chino Basin Water Conservation District

April 23, 2003

Rosalie Staudenmayer, Senior Planner
City of Upland

460 North Euclid Avenue

Upland, CA 91786

Subject: Upland Basin Drainage Facilities

Dear Rosalie,

The City of Upland’s ‘Public Works staff is working with Chino Basin Water
Conservation District (District) to acquire drainage easements through the District’s
property located East of the San Antonio Channel between Foothill Boulevard and
Arrow Route. 'The District has been advised that the City’s Public Works staff is
beginning preparation of environmental documents for construction of the drainage

improvements.

As required by the City’s Planning Department, the District authorizes the City Public
Works staff to process environmental compliance documents for construction of the
drainage facilities within the District’s properties.

If you need anything further, please advise.

Sincerely,

Barrett Kehl, General Manager
Chino Basin Water Conservation District

Enclosure: Notary

DIRECTORS

TERENCE M, KiNG

Division 1

KaTi OOTEN-PARKER
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GILBERT ALDACO

Division 5

HeNRY D Haan JR.

Division 6
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OFFICERS
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President

JoHN T. ReDDICK

Vice President

Henry De Haan Jr.
Treasurer

BARRETT KerL
Secretary - Manager

District COUNSEL
WiLLIAM BRUNICK

4594 SAN BERNARDINC
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CALIFORNIA NOTARY ACKN%OWLEDGMENT

~ State of California u }ss
County of _5an Bernardino

Deborah A. Tucker, Notary Public,

On %ﬂ/« ,ﬂ 95 L2200, before me, (here insert name & title of the officer),
persohally appeared = A /éﬂ ,personally
known-to-me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the
perscn‘(&)(’ whose namelsy is/arg—subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he/siefthey—executed the same in hisﬁh@thﬁr_c
authorized capacity({jes}, and that by hislgéﬁtﬁ?’rsignature@the instrument

the person{s¥br the entity upon behalf of which the person cted, executed
the instrument. “

W

oh

DEBORAH A. TUCKER  §

»,  Commission # 1405621
25528 Notary Public - Calfornia §
San Bemnordino County
B My Comm. Expres Mar 19, 2007 f

e ' 3

|
3
E

re. ‘nrms\examier

01-18881.123



Gray Davis
Governor

STATE OF CALIFORNIA C@@/

Governor’s Office of Planﬁing and Research

State Clearinghouse

Tal Finney
Interim Director

June 2, 2003 BECILEn
Rosalie Staudenmayer OO R o

City of Upland COMMUNDY DEVELSRa
460 North Euclid Avenue

Upland, CA 91786

Subject: EAR-1414 and Conditional Use Permit No. CUP-02-13
SCH#: 2003051010

Dear Rosalie Staudenmayer:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Negative Declaration to selected state agencies for
review. The review period closed on May 30, 2003, and no state agencies submitted comments by that
date. This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements
for draft environmental documents, pursuant {0 the California Environmental Quality Act.

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review process. If you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the

ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

Sincerely,

%W

Terry Roberts
Director, State Clearinghouse

1400 TENTH STREET P.O.BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
(516)445-0613 FAX(016)323-3018 www opr.ca gov




Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2003051010
Project Title EAR-1414 and Conditional Use Permit No. CUP-02-13
Lead Agency  Upland, City of (
Type Neg Negative Declaration
Description  Provide for the expansion and development of the Upland Basin in order to allow for retention of 850
acre-feet of storm water, plus 200 acre-feet for groundwater recharge, thus uliimately retaining a total
of 1,050 acre-feet of water. The request consists of removing approximately 2.5 million cubic yards of
excavated material from the site. Approximately 700,000 cubic yards are to be exported to an existing
pit located along the southwest comer of Monte Vista Avenue and Arrow Route.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Rosalie Staudenmayer
Agency City of Upland
Phone 909 931-4142 Fax
email
Address 460 North Euclid Avenue
City Upland State CA  Zip 91786

Project Location

County San Bernardino
city Upland
Region
Cross Streets  Arrow Route and Monte Vista Avenue
Parcel No. 1007-391-13,14,15&16
Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:

Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

ML (Light Industrial)

Project Issues

Aesthetic/Visual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Flood Plain/Flooding;
Geologic/Seismic; Noise; Population/Housing Balance; Public Setvices; Schools/Universities; Soil
Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water
Quality; Water Supply; Wetland/Riparian; Wildlife; Growth Inducing; Landuse; Cumuiative Effects

Reviewing
Agencies

servation; Department of Fish and Game, Region é;
Department of Parks and Recreation; Reclamation Board; Department of Water Resources; Office of
Emergency Services; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 8; Department of Food and
Agriculture; Department of Health Services; Integrated Waste Management Board; Regional Water
Quality Control Board, Region 8; Department of Toxic Substances Control; Native American Heritage

Resources Agency; Department of Con

Commission

Date Received

05/01/2003 Start of Review 05/01/2003 End of Review 05/30/2003

Note: Bianks in data fields result from insufficient information pro ded by ‘ead agenc




Form A
Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal

SCH#

Mail to: State Clearinghouse, PO Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 05812-3044 916/445-0613

Project Title: EAR-1414 and Conditional Use Permit No, CUP-02-13
Contact Person: Rosalie Staudenmaver

Lead Agency: City of Upland
Street Address: 460 N. Euclid Avenue Phone: (809) 931-4142
City: Upland Zip: 91786 County: San Bernardino

e e s o—— — — — — —— — — {— Vot o o Pt St S o S o S S i S S il (S S el [ SR ST e e — e s e

Project Location:

County: San Bernardino City/Nearest Community: Upland

Cross Streets: Arrow Route and Monte Vista Avenue Zip Code: 91786 Total Acres: 44,82
Assessor's Parcel No.  1007-391-13,14.15 & 16 Section: Twp. Range: Base:
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy #: ‘Waterways:
Adirports: Railways: Schools:
Document Type:
CEQA: [JnNop ] Supplement/Subsequent EIR NEPA: [JNCI Other: (] Joint Document
[T} Early Cons (Prior SCH No.) OEA [7] Final Document
[X] Neg Dec [ Other [ Draft EIS [ Other,
] Draft EIR [JJ FONSI
Local Action Type:
[[] General Plan Update [ Specific Plan ["] Rezone "] Annexation
[[] General Plan Amendment [ Master Plan [[] Prezone [] Redevelopment
[} General Plan Element [[] Pianned Unit Development [®] Use Permit [} Coastal Permit
] Community Plan [ Site Plan [ Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) [] Other
Deveiopment Type:
[[] Residential: Units Acres [[] Water Facilities: Type MGD
[J Office: Sq.fi. Acres Employees [ Transportation: ~ Type
[[] Commercial: Sg.ft. Acres Employees [] Mining: Mineral
[JIndustrial: _ Sg.ft. Acres Employees _ [ Power: Type Watts
[] Educational : [} Waste Treatment: Type
7] Recreational [[] Hazardous Waste: Type
[ Other:_Water Retention/Recharae Basin
Funding (approx.): Federal §_NA State §_NA Total §_NA
Project Issues Discussed in Document:
[X] Aesthetic/Visual Flood Plain/Flooding [¥] Schools/Universities [®] Water Quality
Agricultural Land [} Forest Land/Fire Hazard 7] Septic Systems [¥] Water Supply/Groundwater
Air Quality [X] Geologic/Seismic © [ Sewer Capacity [¥] Wetland/Riparian
[¥] Archeological/Historical [ Minerals Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading ¥} Wildlife
[] Coastal Zone [X] Noise [¥] Solid Waste Growth Inducing
[ Drainage/Absorption Population/Housing Balance [X] Toxic/Hazardous [¥] Landuse
[ Economic/Jobs [®] Public Services/Facilities Traffic/Circulation Cumnlative Effects
[] Fiscal [] Recreation/Parks Vegetation [ Other

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:
ML (Light Industrial) Zoning and General Plan Land Use Designation

Project Description:
Provide for the expansion and development of the Upland Basin in order to aliow for retention of 850 acre-feet of storm water, plus

200 acre-feet for groundwater recharge, thus ultimately retaining a total of 1,050 acre-feet of water. The request 30”5551{5‘,95‘; Ly ?3’35’9
approximately 2.5 million cubic yards of excavated material from the site. Approximately 700,000 cubic yards are to be export’e toan

avietinm it Inmatad alana the o dhusct carmnar ~f Manta Vistn Avomis and Aresa Dinote



EXHIBIT C
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ARPENDIX D
Nofice of Determmatmn

Tor . Office of Planning and Ressarch From: (Public.Agency) CITV-OF USI AND
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 469 N: EUCLID AVENUE N
Sacraﬁenio, CA 85844 _ {Atidtrass)

UPLAND, OB 91786

SUBJECT: Ffll!‘iﬁiof?ﬂbﬂcéﬁf?beté?fﬁih'gfibnElp<qqmﬁtian;gwith:@%:ﬂoh 28108 51 21952 '6F thé Public Resourees Cote,

CﬂPaBZl‘i(‘z. "-’AE-‘M
Project Title ~

~Arex CodsiTalephonalgHonson

StateCis
{f submiitiedt

Projectl.ocation {inclute County)

ProjectTisscriplion:
EXPANSION AND DEVELOPMERT OF A $TORM WATER RETENTION BASIN

GIEY OFL JPLAND. . has Bpproved: the above-describetiprajestion:

¢ ponsnlsle Agem:y" ,
i3 andthas méujx= the followmg;dete minatipns tegarding 4he above-descrived project,

This is to:advisethat: the

Negaﬂve Qectara;tionvwa D

3, Witigation measures [RKwers
4. Astatemen i uf-:evgrndmg CDnsrderatlons“{sts .;

, rojec
m:ﬂ adopted for this: -projest.

This is 4o certify th tihe final EIR'with poniments aid réspshisés and record of pm;ect dppiovalis aveilable to

fhe Gen e'a1Publlc.at-.
COMMUP«:W}’ DEVEL@P.MENT DEPT. CITY. OF UPLA‘ND 460°N, :LCLFB AVE., bPLAND Cfi 94788

JUNE 26; 2093 SENIDR PLANNER

Signature \Pubhc Ag &t cy) Date ‘ “Titly

Date received for filing st OPR:

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION REV.. 5102
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CUP-02-13

RESOLUTION NO. 4347

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF UPLAND
GRANTING A PETITION FOR CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. CUP-02-13

WHEREAS, Public Works Departmént, 460 N. Enclid Ave., Upland, CA 91786, filed an application with the City

of Upl

an ML(Light Industrial) Zone, on property generally described as:

The southeast corner of Arrow Route and Monte Vista Avenue. More specifically described as:

Lots 16 through 21 and 24 through 26 of Tract No. 1836 recorded in Map Book 26 at Page 60
records of San Bernardino County, State of California, together with those portions of Central
Avemue immediately West of said Lots 18, 19, and 26. vacated by the City of Upland by
Instrument No. 84-034845, February 14, 1984, Officials Records of said County.

Excepting therefrom:

Parcel 1

The North 75.00 feet of said Lots 16, 17, and 18 and said vacated Central Avenue West of said
Lot 18 deeded to Metropolitan Water District of Southern California per Deed Recorded in Book

8046 at Page 375, Official Records of said County.
Parcel 2

The East 272.50 feet of said Lot 21, together with the North 237.19 feet of the West 75.00 feet of
the East 347.50 feet of said Lot 21 together with the South 289.31 of the West 75.00 feet of the

East 347.50 feet of said Lot 21.
Parcel 3

A parcel of land within said Lot 17 being 100.00 feet square with each side either being North and
South or East and West and the center located 163.65 feet West of East line and 191,82 feet North

of the South line of said Lot 17.
Parcel 4

A parcel of land within said Lot 21 being 100.00 feet square with each side either being North and
South or East and West and the center located 372.52 feet East of West line and 286.19 feet South

of the North line said Lot 21.

Parcel 5

A portion of Lots 17 through 20 and said vacated Central Avenue described as follows:

land for a Conditional Use Permit No. CUP-02-13 to allow for expansion of the Upland Basin, Jocated within -
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RESOLUTION NO. 4347 (continued) CUP-02-13

Commencing at the intersection of the West line of Central Avenue and the West prolonigation of
the South line of Parcel ‘B’ of the lands granted to Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California per deed recorded in Book 8046 at Page 375, Official Records of said County;

Thence North 89°43°32” East along said the West prolongation of said South line and said South
lihe of said Parcel ‘B?, a distance of 421.40 feet to the Point of Beginning;

Thence continuing North 89°43°32” East along said South line, a distance of 799.66 feet to a point
on the East line of said Lot 17; '

Thence South 00°16°05” East along said East line, a distance of 308.53 feet to a point on the East
prolongation of the North line of Parcel 3 described above;

Thence South §9°59°59” West along said East prolongation, a distance of 213.65 feet to the
Northwest corner of Said Parcel 3;

Thence South 50°51°46” West, a distance of 1193.79 feet;

Thence North 65°51°46” West, a distance of 72.88 feet to a point on the West line of vacated
Central Avenue; ’ ‘

Thence North 00°58°28” West along said West line, a distance of 491.79 feet to a point 536.07
feet (measured along the said West line) from the Point of Commencement;

Thence North 67°10’54” East, a distance of 71.10 feet;

Thence North 51°44°19” East, a distance of 596.48 feet;

Thence North 40°45°45” West, é distancé of 186.25 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Parcel 6

A portion of Lots 17 and 18 and said vacated Central Avenue described as follows:

Beginning at the intersection of the West line of Central Avenue and the West prolongation of the
South line of Parcel ‘B’ of the lands granted to Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

per instrument recorded in Book 8046 at Page 375, Official Records of said County;

Thence South 00°58°28” East along the West line of Central Avenue, a distance of 536.07 feet;

Thence North 67°10°54” East, a distance of 71.10 feet;

Thence North 51°44°19” East, a distance of 596.48 feet;

Thence North 40°45°45” West, a distance of 186.25 feet to a point on the South line of said Parcel
EBS;
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RESOLUTION NO. 4347 (continued) CUP-02-13

Thence South 89°43°32” West along said South line, 2 distance of 421.40 feet fo the Point of
Beginning.

Contains 55.7 acres, more or less.

Site 3-Storm Drain Alignment .

Assessor Parcel Numbers

APN 1007-321-04, APN 1007-331-04, APN 1007-031-01, and APN 1007-021-07

General Description

East of San Antonio ‘Channel between Arrow Route and Foothill Boulevard

Property Legal Description; and

WHEREAS, notice of public hearing on said petition has been given in the manner and for time required by law;
and L
WHEREAS, at the time set, to wit: at 6:30 p.m., on the 25th* day of June, 2003, in the Council Chambers of the
City of Upland, said petition was heard by the Planning Commission for the City of Upland; and

WHEREAS, at said time and place, said Planning Commission heard and considered both oral and written evidence.

L FINDINGS:

It was determined that:

1. That the use applied for at the location set forth in the application is one for which a conditional
use permit is authorized by this part, in that Section 9473.050.140 & 9473.050.160 of the City’s

_ Planning and Zoning Law subject to a conditional use permit.

2. That the said use is necessary or desirable for the development of the community, is not contrary
to the objectives of the general plan, and is not detrimental to existing uses or to uses specifically
permitted in the zone in which the proposed use is to be located, in that, the proposed use provides
a public improvement necessary {o capture and retain valuable water resource and maintain proper

drainage of public roads.

3. That the site for the intended use is adequate in size and shape to accommodate said use and all of
the yards, setbacks, parking, walls or fences, landscaping and other features reqﬁired in order to
accommodate said use to those existing or possible future uses on adjoining land in the
neighborhood, in that, the project site is approximately 45-acres and will be able to hold

approximately 1,050 acre feet of runoff.

4, That the site for the proposed use relates to streets and highways which are properly designed and
improved so as to carry the type and quantity of traffic generated or to be generated by the
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RESOLUTION NO. 4347 (continued)

CUP-02-13

proposed use amendment, in that, the amendment does not increase the rate of production from
existing levels. :

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 15072 of the CEQA guidelines, the Community

5.
Development Director and the Administrative Committee have recommended that a Mitigated
Negative Declaration be issued for this project. :
I DETERMINATION:

Therefore, please be advised that in light of the evidence presented at the Hearing on this case, and in
conformity with the requirements necessary for the granting of a conditional use permit, the petition is
granted subject to compliance with all applicable provisions of the Upland Municipal Code and the

following:

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

1. Subject to Planning Commission issuance of Negative Declaration No. EAR-1414 and
Conditional Use Permit No. CUP-02-13 (PHASE 1). .

2. Ultimate import site for 1.3 million cubic yards of earth material, to be exported from project site
during the second phase, is to be determined by environmental and conditional use permit process
separate from EAR-1414 and CUP-02-13 (PHASE 1 & 2).

3. The approval of this project is subject to, and contingent upon, tile recordation of Lot Merger
(PHASE 1). ‘

4 Prior to recordation, the applicant shall submit two copies of the “before and after” legal
descriptions for each lot for plan check by the Public Works Department (PHASE 1).

5. Concurrently with recordation of the Lot Merger, the applicant shall do the following: 1) Record a
Quit Claim Deed or Grant Deed transferring ownership; and 2) Record a conforming Grant Deed
describing each new lot(s) in conformance with State law (PHASE 1).

6. The submittal, approval, and recordation of a Lot Merger map shall be in accordance with the
provisions of the State Subdivision Map Act and the City Subdivision Ordinance. The final map
shall be recorded prior to the issuance of any permits (PHASE 1).

7. Phase 2 construction shall include, but not limited to, all off-site improvements, undergrounding
overhead utilities, improvements of on-site utilities, on-site and off-site landscaping, lighting, on-
site street paving, curb and gutter, sidewalk, handicapped ramp, etc., to the City's satisfaction. All
future phase building sites shall be filled with gravel to the City's satisfaction (PHASE 2).

8. Adequate drainage/erosion control shall be provided at all times during each phase of the

development. Submit appropriate erosion control plans to the Public Works Director for approval
(PHASE 1 AND 2).
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RESOLUTION NO. 4347 (continued)

CUP-02-13

STANDARD CONDTIONS:

9.

10

11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

16.

Relocation of any public water or sewer lines shall be subject to approval by the Public Works
Director (PHASE 2)

The developer shall comply with Assembly Bill 1414, which was enacted into law and effective .
January 1, 1995. This bill amended Section 8771 of the Business and Professions Code (of the
Land Surveyors Act). The County Surveyor requires that two corner récords be filed; they are

when (PHASE 1):

A. Monuments exist that controls the location of subdivisions or tracts, streets or highways;
or provides survey control. The monuments are located and referenced by a licensed
Land Surveyor before any streets or highways are reconstructed or relocated. The comner
record(s) of the references are filed with the County Surveyor.

B. Monuments are reset in the surface of the new construction and a corner record is filed
with the County Surveyor before recording of a Certificate (Notice) of Completion for

the project.

Permanent survey monuments shall be set at the intersection of street centerlines, beginning and
end of curves in centerlines, and at other locations designated by the Director of Public
Works/City Engineer. All other centerline monuments shall be in accordance with standard
survey practice. A complete set of all street centerline ties (2 minimum of three per monument)

shall be submitted prior to final project acceptance (PHASE 2).

All deficient public improvements shall be upgraded to current City Standards and to the
satisfaction of the Public Works Director (PHASE 2).

Existing driveways shall be reconstructed and/or new driveways constructed in accordance with
commercial standards as indicated on Engineering Standard Drawing Number CU-P-4'Type “B”

(PHASE 2),

Full standard street improvements are required for the south balf of Arrow Route from the east
abutment of the San Antonio Bridge to a point east approximately 880 feet as shown on the Master
Plan of Streets and Highways. This includes: construction of roadway grading and paving, curb
and gutter, the installation of parkway trees and street lights, all roadway striping, pavement
markings, traffic signing, and other improvements to the satisfaction of the Public Works Director.
The street improvements will not include the installation of sidewalk or any traffic signals

(PHASE 2).

All public street and/or alley right-of-way improvements and the location of driveways shall
require the approval of the Public Works Director (PHASE 2).

Ramps and other handicap facilities (sidewalk, walk, appurténances) shall be constructed for the
physically handicapped in locations specified by the Director of Public Works/City Engineer and
the Director of Community Development. Handicap facilities shall be constructed and existing
facilities shall be reconstructed within the project limits, as necessary, in accordance with
California Building Code, Title 24, and Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements

(PHASE 2).
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RESOLUTION NO. 4347 (continued)
17.
18.

19.

20.

21.
22,

23.

24.
25.
26.
27.
28.

29.

30.

CUP-02-13

The developer/owner is responsible for research on private utility lines (gas, Edison, telephone,
cable, irrigation, etc.) to ensure there are no conflicts with the site (PHASE 1).

All existing on-site utility lines that conflict with this project shall be relocated removed or sealed
to the satisfaction of the Public Works Director (PHASE 1). :

The existing overhead utility lines and poles (including telephone, gas, cable TV, and SCE
distribution lines) on the fronting the project site shall be placed underground and to the

satisfaction of the Public Works Director (PHASE 2). . -

This project will disturb one or more acres of land, therefore is subject to the General Construction
Permit for stormwater discharges. Thé owner/developer is required to file a Notice of Intent
(NOI) with the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) for construction activities. A
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall be prepared and be available at the job site
at all times. ‘A copy of the Waste Discharger’s Identification Number (WDID) from the SWRCB
shall be provided to the City prior to the issuance of grading or building permits (PHASE 1).

The developer shall verify the existence and adequacy of an approved RP Bickflow Prevention
Device, and if necessary, upgrade or install a new system per City Std. W6-15 (PHASE 1).

A separate water meter shall be provided for each parcel (including any necessary easements to
provide such services) (PHASE 1).

All new and upgraded developments shall meet the req‘uire_ments of Chapter 7 “Municipal Water
System”, Article VII, of the Upland Municipal Code. This Code pertains to water system
connection fees, water additive fees, and the transfer of water stock to the City of Upland (PHASE

1).

The provision of Fire Protection Water Systems, hydrants, and appropriate easements shall be in
conformance with the Upland Fire and Public Works Department Standards (PHASE 1).

All landscape meter(s) and approved Backflow Device(s) shall be installed and inspected, in

~ accordance with the Public Works Department Standards (PHASE 1.

All water facilities shall be installed outside any driveways and drive approaches, and shall be in
accordance with the Public Works Department Standards (PHASE 1).

A copy of all San Antonio Water Company plans shall be submitted to the Upland Public Works
Department for review and comment before issuance of building permits (PHASE 1).

Storm drain system(s) shall be constructed in accordance with the City's Master Plan applicable to
the project site and to the satisfaction of the Public Works Director (PHASE 2).

A hydrology/hydraulics analysis is required to the satisfaction of the Public Works Director. Any
offsite drainage, which may impact this development, or additional drainage created by this
development, shall be addressed in accordance with the mitigation measures required in the

hydrology report prior to issuance of any permits (PHASE 1).

Location, direction and devices for conveying site drainage directed to a street shall be subject to
review and approval by the Public Works Director (PHASE 1).




RESOLUTION NO. 4347 (continued)

31

32,

33.

34,

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

CUP-02-13

Temporary drainage controls may be required duri_ﬁg construction phases as directed by the Public
Works Director (PHASE 1).

All catch basins and storm drain inlet facilities shall be stenciled with the appropriate “No -
Dumping” message as supplied by the Public Works Department, Environmental Division

(PHASE 2).

Grading plan shall be prepared per all applicable Engineering Directives and the CU-E Series
Standard Drawings and be approved by the Public Works Department prior to issuance of a

grading permit (PHASE 1).
An erosion contro}l plan shall be required as directed by the Public Works Director (PHASE 1).

Any landscaping proposed within 2 City utility easement is subject to appfoval by the Public
Works Director and Community Development Director (PHASE 2).

The developer shall provide landscape maintenance of the 12-foot wide parkway on Arrow Ronte
during the plant establishment period following City approval of the landscaping, The developer
shall also include provisions for the perpetual maintenance of said parkway(s) by the owner. The
owner’s maintenance responsibility shall commence at the completion of the plant establishment

period (PHASE 2).

The parkway on Arrow Route (along the project frontage) shall be ﬁlly landscaped. The parkway
laridscaping will include an automatic irrigation system in accordance with an approved plan,
which shall be subject to review and approval by the Community Development Director and the

Public Works Director (PHASE 2).

Any landscaping plans for work within public rights-of-way shall include a note stating: “A permit
shall be obtained from the Public Works Director’s Office prior to any work corimencing in the
public street parkway. The approved Civil Engineering street plans shall be assumed to be correct

if they conflict with these plans” (PHASE 2).
Approval and/or permits may be required from the following agencies (PHASE 1):

A. San Bernardino County:
i Transportation Department
ii. Health Department
ifi. Flood Control District
B. Inland Empire Utility Agency
C. San Antonio Water Cornpany
D. California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region for an NPDES

Permit or Clearance Letter
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RESOLUTION NO. 4347 (continued)

40.

41,

42.

43.

45.

46.

47, -

48.

CUP-02-13

E. Other: City of Montclair
F. Other: Army Corp of Engineers
A Soils Report shall bé submitted for review prior to the issuance of a grading permit (PHASE 1).

Developer is required to arrange for a PRE-CONSTRUCTION MEETING with the Public Works
Department prior to the issuance of any permits for work within public right-of-way or public
easements (PHASE 1). ’

The developer shall employ a qualified PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING FIRM to perform
design and inspection services as outlined in Engineering Directive General Series prior to
jssuance of any permits (ED-G-2) (PHASE 1). :

All plans (inchiding Landscaping Plans) depicting any work to be plan checked by Development
Services shall be prepared on 24"x36”, 4 mil mylars on City Standard title block. This includes

 street, sewer, water grading, storm drain, grading, erosion control, private street design, and

landscape plans. No “cut and paste,” “sticky-bac’ ” “zip-a-tone”, “Kroy lettering”, or other tape
will be permitted on fifial originals (PHASE D.

Public improvement plans and grading plans shall be submitted for plan check to the Public Works
Department as a complete package. A complete package includes street; sewer, water, grading,
drainage, and any appropriate reports and back up documents. Incomplete submittals shall be

rejected (PHASE 1).

As-built plans (including street, sewer, water, and storm drain and grading plans) shall be
submitted prior to occupancy release. Electronic drawing files on compact disc (CD’s) shall be
submitted to the City for file in the format acceptable by the City prior to occupancy release

(PHASE 2).
All Ordinances, Policy Resolutions, and Standards of the City in effect at the time this project is

approved shall be complied with as a condition of this approval. This condition shall not apply to
the amount of fees to be paid (PHASE 1). .

Permanent survey monuments shall be set at the intersection of street centerlines, begintiing, and
end of curves in centerlines, and at other locations designated by the Public Works Director

(PHASE 2).

Termination of approval if development has not been diligently commenced within a one (1) year
period from the date of approval (i.e., prior to June 25, 2004) and actively pursued to completion

thereafter.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4347 (continued) CUP-02-13

] HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing resolution was duly and regularly passed and adopted by the Planning
Commission of the City of Upland at a regular adjourned meeting thereof held on the 25" day of June, 2003 by the

following roll call vote:

AYES: Commissioners Brodie, Morris, Nisbet, Schwary, Sheﬁdan. Timm

NAYS: None ABSENT: Commissioner Tundis
Carol Timm, CHAIR
ATTEST:

N R A —
e

A. %{am, SECRETARY
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