EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
City of Oxnard 2030 General Plan

Introduction

This draft program-level environmental impact report (PEIR) is designed to assess the
environmental impacts of the proposed Oxnard 2030 Genera Plan (Project), which includes Land
Use and Circulation Diagrams. The City of Oxnard (City) will act as the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) lead agency. The information contained in this PEIR
will be used to inform local decision makers and the general public of any significant
environmental impacts associated with the project and assist City officialsin reviewing,
modifying, and adopting the Project. Asdescribed below, this PEIR will be used as afirst-tier
environmental document for the subsequent review of a variety of public and private City
projects including future specific plans, infrastructure improvements, general plan amendments,
and other local development projects.

This chapter presents a summary of the draft PEIR. As part of this summary, the chapter provides
an overview of the Project, identifies the impacts and mitigation measures associated with the
analysis of the Project, and identifies other impact conclusions required by CEQA.

Intended Use and Purpose

CEQA requiresthat all state and local governmental agencies consider the environmental
consequences of programs and projects over which they have discretionary authority. CEQA also
requires each public agency to mitigate or avoid significant adverse environmental impacts
resulting from proposed programs/projects and to identify alternatives to the proposed
program/project that could reduce or avoid those adverse environmental impacts.

According to the CEQA Guidelines (Section 15168[a]), alocal agency may prepare a program-
level EIR to address a series of actions that can be characterized as one large project or series of
actions that are linked geographically; logical parts of a sequence of contemplated events; rules,
regulations, or plans that govern the conduct of a continuing program; or individual activities
carried out under the same authorizing statutory or regulatory authority and having generally
similar environmental impacts that can be mitigated in similar ways.

Under CEQA, aProgram EIR can function as afirst-tier environmental document that assesses
and documents the broad environmental impacts of a program with the understanding that a more
detailed specific plan or project level review may be required to assess future projects. The
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analysis contained in this PEIR may also be used as areference for subsequent environmental
review of specific plans, infrastructure improvements, zoning amendments, impact fees, and other
development proposals. Additionally, the PEIR to identifies ways to minimize significant
impacts of the project and presents modifications to policies and/or new policies that would
avoid or reduce the Project@® significant impacts (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15121[a]).

Location

The City of Oxnard is located on the central coast of Ventura County (see Figure ES-1). The City
is located approximately 60 miles northwest of Los Angeles and 35 miles south of Santa
Barbara. Oxnard( Mediterranean climate, fertile topsoil, adequate water supply, and long
harvest season combine to provide favorable agricultural conditions in the surrounding Oxnard
plain. Asthe largest city in Ventura County, Oxnard is a combination of a coastal destination,
business center, and the center of aregional agricultural industry.

Project Description

The Project establishes a planning framework, goals, policies, and implementation programs
through the year 2030 and replaces the 2020 General Plan document.

The Project incorporates seven e ements required by State law (see Table ES-1) and five 2020
Genera Plan e ementsthat addressed local concerns. Growth Management, Economic
Development, Community Identity, Parks and Recreation, and Public Facilities.

TABLE ES-1
SEVEN MANDATED ELEMENTS OF THE 2030 GENERAL PLAN
Required Elements Primary Objectives
Land Use Provides the general distribution and intensity of land uses within the planning area.
Circulation Identifies the general location and extent of existing and proposed transportation facilities and

utilities.
Includes a comprehensive assessment of current and future housing needs for all segments of

Housing the City population, as well as a program for meeting those needs.
Open Space Provides measures for the preservation of open space, for the protection of natural resources,
P P the managed production of resources, and for public health and safety.
Conservation Addresses the conservation, development, and use of natural resources.
Establishes policies to protect the community from risks associated with natural and human-
Safety L ; . S : .
made hazards such as seismic, geologic, flooding, wildlife hazards, and air quality.
Noise Identifies major noise sources and contains policies intended to protect the community from

exposure to excessive noise levels.
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The Project presents includes objectives identified by stakeholders during public visioning
workshops, hearings, study sessions, and received by e-mail or letter. These objectives include:

r Minimizetheloss of agricultural land.

1 Accommodate mostly natural increase population growth within arange of 238,000
to 286,000 people.

1 Provide abroad range of jobs and economic activity and opportunity.

1 Consider updated traffic level of service information and mobility implications of
land use decisions.

1 Provide options for more efficient use of land, such asinfill or mixed use development.
1 Protect existing land uses from incompatibl e devel opment.

1 Provide opportunities to devel op affordable housing in compliance with State
Housing law.

( &BHEH1' 2 34#596" O

A city must consider aplanning area that consists of land within the city and Gany land outside
its boundaries which, in the planning agency@ judgment, bears relation to its planning.OThe
Project encompasses all of the land inside the City Limits, the City Urban Limits Boundary
(CURB), and additional unincorporated land areas that may influence future planning efforts.
The Planning Areafor the Project is shown in Figure ES-2 and is approximately 41,200 acres. The
western boundary extends north along the Pacific Ocean from the northern boundary of the
Ventura County Naval Base, around the City of Port Hueneme, to the Santa ClaraRiver. The
northern boundary and extends east-northeast along the Santa Clara River. Approximately one
mile east-northeast of Wells Road, the boundary heads directly east across the Santa Clara River
for approximately three miles before the boundary turns south. The boundary follows Beardsley
Wash for approximately three miles until it reaches Highway 101. At this point, the boundary
travels along Highway 101 for approximately a half mile then turns south. North of 5" Street, the
boundary again follows Beardsley Wash and the Revlon Slough. The boundary then turns
southwest and crosses Highway 1 and passes west through the Ventura County Naval Base. The
boundary continues along the northern boundary of the Ventura County Naval Base and Port
Hueneme towards the Pacific Coast.

6787'! "#" P& &it'24.834-

Full development under the Proposed Project is referred to as (build outQ This section describes
the implications buildout in terms of atheoretical maximum future population and housing units.
Under the Land Use and Circulation Diagrams, adequate land is provided to accommodate
anticipated housing and employment needs through 2030. Some development is identified outside
of the CURB boundary and is presumably subject to voter approval.
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Project build out would occur within the 2009 City limits with the exception of the Northeast
Expansion Area (i.e. Jones Ranch area) and a small area on the north side of the Del
Norte/Highway 101 interchange. Infill and private and public redevel opment would occur
through out the City (see Table ES-2 for a summary of these changes). The Project includes an
expansion of Oxnard@ city limits outside the CURB boundary, subject to voter approval. Some of
the major changes and trends identified in Table ES-2:

1 Anincreasein QResidential Oland uses;

1 Asmall increase in Ondustrial Oland uses (with a decrease in lands designated for
Business and Research Park uses);

i Anincreasein Q\griculturalOland uses. In 2005, a majority of the land designated as
GDtherOconsists of agricultural land, which accounts for the large difference between
2005 and 2030 land designated as QA gricul tural Owhen some of the GDtherOland use was
reclassified as QAgricultural Q

1 Anincrease in GDpen SpaceQ

1 Anincrease in (8choolsQ which corresponds with an increase in development of new
residential land uses;

1 Anincreasein QPublic Utility/Energy FacilityOland as aresult of creating a separate land
use category specifically for those uses;

' Adecreasein commercial land, which is somewhat offset by the designation of land as
(Central Business DistrictOthat is partly comprised of commercial land uses;

1 A decrease in QPublic/Semi-PublicOland as aresult of reclassifying amajority of this
land as QPublic Utility/Energy FacilityQ

1 A decrease in GDther/UnclassifiedOland, as stated above, that is aresult of reclassifying a
majority of thisland as CAgriculturalOor other open space land uses.

Table ES-2 provides alist of the land uses along with an estimate of acreage. This table compares
the existing land uses (2005) to projected land usesin 2030. In 2030, open space and park land
uses (consisting mostly of agriculture in the surrounding unincorporated county) account for
approximately 26,000 acres. Residential land uses account for over 7,300 acres, commercial and
industrial land uses cover 4,200 acres, and other types of land uses account for approximately
2,800 acres.

TABLE ES-2
2005 AND 2030 LAND USES IN THE PLANNING AREA
General Land Use 2005 Acreage1 2030 Acreage1
Residential
Residential 6,631 7,330
Commercial
Commercial 1,436 1,305
Central Business District 0.07 208
Industrial
Industrial 2,165 2,351
Business and Research Park 569 389
Central Industrial Area 240 220
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TABLE ES-2
2005 AND 2030 LAND USES IN THE PLANNING AREA
General Land Use 2005 Acreage1 2030 Acreage1
Open Space
Agriculture 19,441 23,247
Open Space 21 63
Resource Protection 608 1,420
Parks/Recreation 2,344 1,400
Other
Airport Compatible 251 214
Public/Semi-Public 1,201 380
Public Utility/Energy Facility 0 302
Schools 733 860
Easement 0 399
Other/Unclassified 5,592 72
Ventura County 0 15
Point Mugu 0 567
Total 41,232 40,729

Does not include waterways, rights-of-ways, or other non designated areas that can®be developed

2Commercial consists of Commercial Community, Commercial Convenience, Commercial General,
Commercial Neighborhood, Commercial Office, and Commercial Regional.

®Industrial includes Industrial Light and Industrial Limited.

Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation

Measures

Table ES-3 provides a summary of impacts and mitigating policiesidentified in this PEIR. The
table isarranged in four columns: 1) environmental impacts; 2) mitigating policies; 3)
significance before mitigation; and 4) significance after mitigation.

Areas of Potential Controversy and Issues to Be

Resolved
A summary of the key issues and potential areas of controversy to be resolved is provided below
in Table ES-4.
TABLE ES-4
SUMMARY OF NOTICE OF PREPARATION COMMENTS
Date Commenter Summary of Key Issues
cay Sanches Nawe e e
April 11, 2007 American Heritage roiect
Commission project.
Constructing Connections The EIR should identify child care as a public service that can
. Task Force, Child experience a negative impact from future development
April 17, 2007 A
Development Resources of projects.
Ventura County
Constructing Connections The General Plan should address child care issues.
) Task Force, Child
April 18, 2007 Development Resources of
Ventura County
April 19, 2007 Ventura County Agricultural The EIR should identify the acreage that is not currently in the

Commissioner
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TABLE ES-4
SUMMARY OF NOTICE OF PREPARATION COMMENTS

Date Commenter Summary of Key Issues
Oxnard that is part of the proposed project.
The EIR should describe the proposed setbacks and buffering
components for the new areas of interface between county
farmland and city development proposed in the new General Plan.
The City should continue to keep the Santa Ynez Band of
) Santa Ynez Band of Mission  Mission Indians and the Chumash informed of proposed
April 24, 2007 Indians developments that may affect cultural resources and
potentially significant areas.
Ventura County Public The EIR should address impacts to County roads.
April 26, 2007 Works Agency,
Transportation Department
Nancy J. Carroll, The General Plan should identify future school sites on the
April 27, 2007 Superintendent, Ocean General Plan land use map.
View School District
The General Plan should consider safety issues associated
Rail Crossings Engineering with highway-rail crossings, including planning for grade
April 27, 2007 Section. California Public separations for major thoroughfares, improvements to existing
' Utilities ,Commission at-grade crossings, and appropriate fencing to limit the access
of trespassers onto the railroad right-of-way.
Southern California The EIR should identify relevant SCAG policies and address
April 30, 2007 Association of Governments  the project® consistency with those policies.
(SCAG)
The EIR should evaluate all potential air quality impacts that
may result from the project, specifically:

- Reactive organic compound and nitrogen oxide

i emissions from project-related motor vehicles and
i Ventura County Air Pollution construction equipment and
April 30, 2007 Control District (APCD) ] ] ]

- Conduct a carbon monoxide screening analysis for
project-impacted roadway intersections that are
currently operating, or are expected to operate at,
Levels of Service D, E, or F.

The EIR should include all feasible mitigation measures for
any significant impacts on regional and/or local air quality.
The EIR should discuss project consistency with the Ventura
County Air Quality Management Plan.
Ventura County Watershed The General Plan should identify measures that address or
May 1, 2007 Protection District, Planning mitigate urban runoff impacts, such as low impact development
and Regulatory Division (LID) and onsite retention.
The EIR should identify whether the City® water supplies,
water treatment facilities, and drainage system will be
adequate for the proposed project.
State of California The EIR and General Plan should consider policies that avoid
Resources Agency habitat degradation; preserve open space, agriculture, wildlife
May 1, 2007 Department of Parks and corridors, and areas adjacent to the Santa Clara River; and
Recreation avoid intensification of use in and around the State Parks.
Mike Penrod. Parkstone This commenter suggests incorporating specific parcels into
May 2, 2007 Companies ' the city® boundaries.
May 2, 2007 Department of The General Plan should comply with the adopted airport land use

Transportation, Division of
Aeronautics

Draft Environmental Impact Report

compatibility plan for Oxnard Airport and avoid incompatible land
use encroachment, which can be achieved by:

- Incorporating airport compatibility policies into the
General Plan update;

- Adopting an airport combining zoning ordinance;
- Include policies committing the City to adopt
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TABLE ES-4
SUMMARY OF NOTICE OF PREPARATION COMMENTS

Date

Commenter

Summary of Key Issues

May 3, 2007

May 3, 2007

May 7, 2007

May 7, 2007

May 7, 2007

May 8, 2007

May 10, 2007

May 14, 2007

May 15, 2007

City of San Buenaventura
Advanced Planning

Mike Penrod, Parkstone
Companies

Mitchel B. Kahn, Schroeder
Comis Nelson & Kahn, LLP

Metrolink, Southern
California Regional Rail
Authority

County of Ventura Resource
Management Agency

Various Commenters, City
Council Study Session

Mitchel B. Kahn, Schroeder
Comis Nelson & Kahn, LLP

Larry Stein

Various Commenters, City
Council Study Session

Draft Environmental Impact Report

compatibility criteria that ensure conflicts will be
avoided; or

- Adopting the Airport Compatibility Plan as a Gtand
aloneCdocument or as a specific plan.

The EIR should identify:
- Impacts of growth on regional roadways;

- Mitigation measures that offset potential negative
impacts to regional roadways;

- Policies that encourage infill development,
redevelopment, and transit-oriented development;

- The ability of the project to provide adequate water
supply to projected growth;

- Ways to minimize impacts to waterways; and

- The ability of the project to meet recreational and
educational needs of future residents.

This commenter suggests incorporating specific parcels into
the city® boundaries.

This commenter suggests specific zoning for parcels located
within the General Plan boundary.

The General Plan and EIR should plan for grade crossing
safety enhancements, including installation of automatic
warning devices at farm crossings and planning for crossing
consolidations or grade separations.

This commenter forwards comments from County departments
and agencies. See comments from Agricultural Commissioner,
APCD, and Watershed Protection District above.

A number of comments were provided regarding the contents
of the General Plan and EIR including, but not limited to:
- Ways to minimize impacts to waterways; and

- The ability of the project to meet recreational and
educational needs of future residents.

- Traffic issues,

- Detention basins and recreation,
- Childcare,

- Affordable housing,

- Water supplies,

- SOAR ordinance,

- Pollution from Port activities, and
- Climate change.

This commenter suggests specific zoning for parcels located
within the General Plan boundary.

The General Plan should require development to identify
economic cost to infrastructure; cost, timing and funding
source of mitigation; identify parkland that will meet the needs
of development; and identify traffic model intersections,
impacts, and mitigation measures.

A number of comments were provided regarding the contents
of the General Plan and EIR including, but not limited to:

- Infill and refill development,

- Truck traffic,

- Oxnard Airport issues,

ES-7 February 2009



City of Oxnard 2030 General Plan

TABLE ES-4
SUMMARY OF NOTICE OF PREPARATION COMMENTS
Date Commenter Summary of Key Issues
- Transit,

- Workforce/affordable housing,

- Public services, and

- Agriculture.
The EIR should study traffic at Oxnard Blvd and Gonzales and
Rose and Gonzales intersections. The EIR should also

May 15, 2007 Larry P. Stein consider traffic impacts around narrow bridges and widening
those bridges to address those impacts.

The General Plan should not include parcels outside of the
May 15, 2007 Lawrence P. Stein City® Sphere of Influence.

The EIR and General Plan should consider traffic circulation
that includes local mass transit systems.

The General Plan should consider developing the Oxnard
Airport as commercial and residential.

Senior housing and multi-family residential should be included
in the General Plan.

] The General Plan should address converting Oxnard Airport to
May 18, 2007 Lawrence P. Stein residential and commercial development.

The General Plan should address affordable housing needs.

The traffic model should consider traffic patterns of Saturday
sport traffic, farm works, and trucks.

] ) The Background Report should correct the locations of Liquid
June 19, 2007 Saviers Road Design Team  Natural Gas (LNG) pipelines and projects.

Note: EIR = environmental impact report

Project Alternatives

In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126(d), a draft PEIR must include and
describe a range of reasonable alternatives or location that could feasibly attain the Project’s
objectives and the reduce identified adverse environmental impacts.

The following three alternatives to the Proposed Project are considered and described in greater
detail in Chapter 7.0 of the draft PEIR:

o Alternative 1: No Project (Buildout of 2020 General Plan).
o Alternative 2: Infill with No Development Outside CURB.

o Alternative 3: Infill with Additional Development Outside CURB.
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TABLE ES-3
SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Level of Level of
Significance Significance
Before After
Possible Environmental Impact Additional or Modified Mitigation Measures Mitigation Mitigation
Less-than-significant = LS Potentially Significant = PS Cumulatively Significant = CS Significant and Unavoidable = SU
CHAPTER3  COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
3.2Land Use
Impact 3.2-1: The Proposed Project could conflict with other applicable  None Required LS
adopted land use plans.
Impact 3.2-2 The Proposed Project could conflict with an applicable New Policy CD-1.8: Remove the School designation in the Teal Club Area . Remove the PS LS
airport land use compatibility plan. school land use designation from the Teal Club area located within the airport® TPZ.
Impact 3.2-3 The Proposed Project would not physically divide an None Required LS
established community.
CHAPTER4  INFRASTRUCTURE AND COMMUNITY SERVICES
4.2 CGirculation, Traffic and Transportation
Impact 4.2-1 The Project would result in six intersections operating Mitigations are considered infeasible and/or undesirable as they displace residences and PS SuU
below LOS C. businesses
Impact 4.2-2 The Proposed Project would result in an increase in public None Required LS
transit usage.
Impact 4.2-3 The Proposed Project would result in an increased in None Required LS
bicycle and pedestrian activity.
Impact 4.2-4 The Proposed Project would result in substantial changes None Required LS
in accessibility to Oxnard-area railroad terminals and cargo
transfer points.
Impact 4.2-5 The Proposed Project could result in changes in None Required LS
accessibility to the Port of Hueneme.
Impact 4.2-6 The Proposed Project could result in inadequate parking ~ None Required LS
capacity.
Impact 4.2-7 The Proposed Project could conflict with adopted policies, None Required LS

plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation .

4.3 Utilities
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SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Possible Environmental Impact

Less-than-significant = LS Potentially Significant = PS

Impact 4.3-1 The Project could require new or expanded water supplies
facilities or affect the adequacy of a water supply beyond
that anticipated by the current Urban Water Management
Plan, the GREAT Program, and related public works plans
and programs.

Impact 4.3-2 The Proposed Project could result in impacts to
groundwater supply, recharge, and secondary impacts to
groundwater resources.

Impact 4.3-3 The Project could result in wastewater treatment demand
in excess of planned capacity that cannot be met by new
or expanded facilities.

Impact 4.3-4 The Proposed Project could violate water quality standards
or waste discharge requirements, or otherwise degrade
water quality.

Impact 4.3-5 The Proposed Project could result in water quality issues
resulting from increased soil erosion and downstream
sedimentation related to construction activities.

Impact 4.3-6 The Proposed Project could affect drainage patterns
through increased on-site and downstream erosion and
sedimentation.

Impact 4.3-7 The Proposed Project could result in the need for
increased stormwater drainage system capacities.

Impact 4.3-8 The Project could increase solid waste disposal demand
beyond existing or planned capacity or impede the ability
to expand capacity.

4.4 Public Facilities and Services
Impact 4.4-1 The Proposed Project would increase the need or use of

Draft Environmental Impact Report
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None Required

None Required

None Required

None Required
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TABLE ES-3

Additional or Modified Mitigation Measures

Cumulatively Significant = CS
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Level of Level of
Significance Significance
Before After

Mitigation Mitigation

Significant and Unavoidable = SU
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TABLE ES-3

SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Possible Environmental Impact

Less-than-significant = LS Potentially Significant = PS

law enforcement service.

Impact 4.4-2 The Proposed Project would increase the need or use of
fire protection service.

Impact 4.4-3 The Proposed Project would increase the need or use of
school services or facilities.

Impact 4.4-4 The Proposed Project would increase the need or use of
libraries and other community facilities.

4.5 Parks and Recreation

Impact 4.5-1 The Proposed Project would increase the need or use of
park and recreation facilities.

CHAPTERS5 ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

5.2 Biological Resources

Impact 5.2-1 The Proposed Project could have a substantial adverse

effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on a
variety of special status species.

Impact 5.2-2 The Proposed Project could have a substantial adverse
effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on a
variety of common plant and wildlife species.

Impact 5.2-3 The Proposed Project could have a substantial adverse
effect on sensitive natural communities including riparian
habitats.

Impact 5.2-4 The Proposed Project could have a substantial adverse
effect on federally protected wetlands and other waters.

Impact 5.2-5 The Proposed Project could have a substantial adverse
effect on wildlife habitat, nursery sites, or movement
opportunities.

Impact 5.2-6 The Proposed Project would not conflict with any local
policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such

Draft Environmental Impact Report
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TABLE ES-3
SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Level of Level of
Significance Significance
Before After
Possible Environmental Impact Additional or Modified Mitigation Measures Mitigation Mitigation
Less-than-significant = LS Potentially Significant = PS Cumulatively Significant = CS Significant and Unavoidable = SU
as a tree preservation policy or ordinance.
5.2 Aesthetic Resources
Impact 5.3-1 The Proposed Project could substantially degrade the None Required LS
existing visual character or quality of scenic resources or
vistas.
Impact 5.3-2 The Proposed Project could substantially degrade the None Required LS
quality of scenic corridors or views from scenic roadways.
Impact 5.3-3 The Proposed Project could create a new source of None Required LS

substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day
or nighttime views in the area.

5.4 Cultural Resources

Impact 5.4-1 The Proposed Project could cause a substantial adverse  None Required LS
change to a historic resource.

Impact 5.4-2 The Proposed Project could cause a substantial adverse Modified Policy ER-12.6 Identification of Archaeological Resources. Continue to PS LS
change to archaeological, paleontological, and/or human require that grading and construction work on the project site be suspended until the
remains. significance of the features can be determined by a qualified archaeologist/paleontologist in

the event that archaeological/paleontological resources are discovered during site
excavation. The City will require that a qualified archeologist/paleontologist make
recommendations for measures necessary to protect a site or to undertake data recovery,
excavation, analysis, and curation of archaeological/paleontological materials. [Revised
New Policy D Draft EIR Analysis]

Modified Policy ER-12.9 Native American Resources. The City shall consult with Native
American representatives regarding cultural resources to identify locations of importance to
Native Americans, including archeological sites and traditional cultural properties.
Coordination with the Native American Heritage Commission should begin at the onset of a
particular project. [New Policy B Draft EIR Analysis]

5.5 Agricultural and Soil Resources

Impact 5.5-1 The Proposed Project would result in the conversion of The Project would result in the conversion of up to 2,000 acres of important farmland PS SuU
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TABLE ES-3
SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Level of Level of
Significance Significance
Before After
Possible Environmental Impact Additional or Modified Mitigation Measures Mitigation Mitigation
Less-than-significant = LS Potentially Significant = PS Cumulatively Significant = CS Significant and Unavoidable = SU
important farmland to non-agricultural uses.
Impact 5.5-2 The Proposed Project would not conflict with existing None Required LS
zoning for agricultural use, or conflict with existing
Williamson Act contracts.
Impact 5.5-3 The Proposed Project could involve other land use None Required LS
conflicts between agricultural and urban uses.
Impact 5.5-4 The Proposed Project could result in substantial soil None Required LS
erosion or the loss of topsoil.
Impact 5.5-5 The Proposed Project could result in substantial coastal None Required LS
wave or beach erosion.
5.6 Mineral Resources
Impact 5.6-1 The Proposed Project would not result in the loss of None Required LS

availability of a known mineral resource or a locally
important mineral resource recovery site.

5.7 Air Quality and Climate Change

Impact 5.7-1 The Proposed Project could expose a variety of sensitive  None Required LS
land uses to construction-related air quality emissions.

Impact 5.7-2 The Project would result in a cumulative increase of criteria No additional policies or feasible mitigation are currently available. PS SuU
pollutants in a non-attainment basin.

Impact 5.7-3 The Proposed Project could not conflict with or obstruct None Required LS
implementation of the applicable air quality plan.

Impact 5.7-4 The Proposed Project could expose sensitive receptors to  None Required LS
substantial pollutant concentrations.

Impact 5.7-5 The Proposed Project could not create objectionable odors None Required LS
affecting a substantial number of people.

Impact 5.7-6 The Proposed Project could potentially conflict with Recommended New Policies Unable to determine for lack
implementation of state goals for reducing greenhouse gas gc.1.4: Support Climate Action Team Emission Reduction Strategies. The City will of significance threshold
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Possible Environmental Impact

Less-than-significant = LS

emissions.

5.8 Energy and Resource Conservation

TABLE ES-3

SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Additional or Modified Mitigation Measures

continue to monitor the activities of the Climate Action Team (CAT) as they continue to develop

a recommended list of emission reduction strategies. As appropriate, the City will evaluate
each new project under the 2030 General Plan to determine its consistency with the CAT
emission reduction strategies.

Policy SC-1.5: Support Offsite Measures to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The City

will support and encourage the use of off-site measures or the purchase of carbon offsets to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Impact 5.8-1 The Proposed Project would increase energy demand and None Required

require additional energy resources.

CHAPTER6  SAFETY AND HAZARDS
6.2 Geologic, Seismic, and Soil Hazards

Impact 6.2-1 The Proposed Project could expose people to injury or
structures to damage from potential rupture of a known
earthquake fault, strong groundshaking, seismic-related

ground failure, or landslides.

Impact 6.2-2 The Proposed Project could result in potential structural
damage from development on a potentially unstable

geologic unit or soil.

Impact 6.2-3 The Proposed Project could increase the potential for
structural damage from development on expansive soil.

6.3 Natural Hazards

None Required

None Required

None Required

Impact 6.3-1 The Proposed Project could expose people or structures to None Required

flood hazards from development within a 100-year Flood
Hazard Area or from increased rates or amounts of surface

runoff from development.

Impact 6.3-2 The Proposed Project could expose people or structures to None Required

flood hazards from failure of a levee or dam.
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Before After

Mitigation Mitigation
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TABLE ES-3

SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Possible Environmental Impact

Additional or Modified Mitigation Measures

No additional policies or feasible mitigation are currently available.

No additional policies or feasible mitigation are currently available.

No additional policies or feasible mitigation are currently available.

Less-than-significant = LS Potentially Significant = PS Cumulatively Significant = CS

Impact 6.3-3 The Proposed Project could expose people or structures to None Required
inundation by seiche or tsunami.

Impact 6.3-4 The Proposed Project could expose people or structures to None Required
inundation by increased sea level rise caused by global
warming conditions.

6.4 Noise

Impact 6.4-1 The Proposed Project could expose a variety of noise- None Required
sensitive land uses to construction noise.

Impact 6.4-2 The Proposed Project could expose a variety of noise-
sensitive land uses to traffic noise.

Impact 6.4-3 The Proposed Project could expose a variety of noise-
sensitive land uses to railroad noise.

Impact 6.4-4 The Proposed Project would not result in a change in air ~ None Required
traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels
or a change in location that results in noise effects.

Impact 6.4-5 The Proposed Project could expose a variety of noise- None Required
sensitive land uses to stationary noise sources.

Impact 6.4-6 The Proposed Project could expose a variety of noise-
sensitive land uses to excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels.

6.5 Hazardous Materials and Uses

Impact 6.5-1 The Proposed Project could include uses that create a None Required
significant hazard to the public or environment from the
transportation, use, or disposal of hazardous materials.

Impact 6.5-2 The Proposed Project could include uses that emit None Required
hazardous emissions or handle hazardous materials,
substances, or waste near school sites.

Impact 6.5-3 The Proposed Project could locate development on a None Required
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Executive Summary

Level of Level of
Significance Significance
Before After

Mitigation Mitigation

Significant and Unavoidable = SU

LS

LS

LS

PS SU

PS SU

LS

LS

PS SuU

LS

LS

LS
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TABLE ES-3
SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Level of Level of
Significance Significance
Before After
Possible Environmental Impact Additional or Modified Mitigation Measures Mitigation Mitigation
Less-than-significant = LS Potentially Significant = PS Cumulatively Significant = CS Significant and Unavoidable = SU
hazardous waste site.
Impact 6.5-4 The Proposed Project could impair implementation of or None Required LS

physically interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan.
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