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INITIAL STUDY / MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ADDENDUM #2 SUMMARY
Background
On March 9, 2021, the City Council approved the Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND) for the proposed 1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant
project (Project).
The approval included the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP) which required mitigation measures identified in
the Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration (ISMND) to be implemented
as part of the overall Project implementation.
An Addendum to the ISMND (ISMND Addendum #1) was approved by the City
Council on May 25, 2021. Addendum #1 was prepared to correct information
regarding the removal of three existing three California Live Oak (oak) trees
on the Project site. The existing oak trees were identified during an arborist
site survey in April 2021. During preparation of the basis of design report for
the treatment plant, it was determined that the three oak trees, located in the
central portion of the site, and up to ten pine trees, located along the eastern
edge of the site, will need to be removed to improve access from Independence
Court. The fourteen pine trees bordering Eucalyptus Avenue west of the access
gate to Booster 9 station would remain to screen the site. Information
presented in ISMND Addendum #1 demonstrated that the all the trees on the
site, including the existing oak and pine trees to be removed, were exempt
from the Chino Hills Municipal Code (CHMC) pursuant to CHMC 16.90.030.
Consequently, there were no new impacts, and pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15164, ISMND Addendum #1 was adopted.
ISMND Addendum #2 – Project Description
ISMND Addendum #2 has been prepared to present and evaluate information
regarding additional tree removal. In October 2021, during preparation of final
engineering and grading plans for the treatment plant, the City Public Works
Department determined that it would be necessary to remove additional trees,
including a total of thirty-six pine trees along the eastern edge (twenty-six
more than the ten pine trees that were reported in ISMND Amendment #1),
three pine trees located in the central portion of the site, plus the fourteen pine
trees located at the southern boundary of the Project site, adjacent to
Eucalyptus Avenue. (Reference Addendum Figure 1, Proposed Tree Disposition
Plan and Landscape Layout.)
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ADDENDUM FIGURE 1: PROPOSED TREE DISPOSITION PLAN AND LANDSCAPE LAYOUT

As discussed previously in the ISMND Amendment #1, none of the trees on the
site, including the trees to be removed, are protected trees pursuant to CHMC
16.90.030. However, the fourteen pine trees located at the southern boundary
of the Project site, adjacent to Eucalyptus Avenue, would have provided
screening of the 1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant (facility), reducing
potential visual impacts to persons residing in the existing single-family houses
on the south side of Eucalyptus Avenue, across from the facility. These pine
trees are Casuarina Equisetifolia (commonly known as Australian Pine) with an
existing height of approximately 36 feet. The Public Works Department will
replace these trees with twelve Pinus Canariensis (commonly known as Canary
Island Pine), which grow to a height of 27 feet in three years and 80 feet at full
maturity. (Reference Addendum Figure 2, Proposed Landscape Concept and
Cross-Section.) With the addition of the 6-foot high block wall to be built around
the periphery of the Project site, the replacement trees will provide a visual
barrier equal to or greater than the screening that would have been provided
by the existing pine trees (Reference Addendum Figure 2). Consequently,
removal and replacement of the fourteen pine trees along the southern
boundary of the site will not result in new significant impacts or require
additional mitigation.
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ADDENDUM FIGURE 2: PROPOSED LANDSCAPE CONCEPT AND CROSS-SECTION.
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ISMND Addendum #2 – Changes to the Document
ISMND Addendum #2 requires the following changes to the ISMND Amendment
#1 document. Deleted text is shown with cross-out and added text is shown
with underline.
Change #1. Section 2.9. Description of the Project:
Development of the Project will also require removal existing trees. After
final engineering and grading plans for the treatment plant were drawn,
it was determined that three oak trees and three pine trees located in
the central portion of the site, thirty-six pine trees located along the
eastern edge of the site, and fourteen pine trees located in the southern
edge of the site will need to be removed to provide adequate room for
the treatment equipment and access to the site from Eucalyptus Avenue.
(Reference Addendum Figure 1.) The fourteen pine trees at the southern
edge of the site along Eucalyptus Avenue are Casuarina Equisetifolia
(commonly known as Australian Pine) with an existing height of
approximately 36 feet. The Public Works Department will replace these
trees with twelve Pinus Canariensis (commonly known as Canary Island
Pine), which grow to a height of 27 feet in three years and 80 feet at full
maturity. (Reference Addendum Figure 2, Proposed Landscape Concept.)
and up to ten pine trees will need to be removed to provide access to the
site from Eucalyptus Avenue. The pine trees bordering Eucalyptus
Avenue west of the access gate to Booster 9 station will remain to screen
the site, but the three oak trees and up to ten pine trees to the east of
the access gate will be removed. As discussed in Section 6.1.b of this
Initial Study, below, none of the trees to removed are protected trees
pursuant to the CHMC 16.90.030.
Change #2. Section 2.9. Description of the Project:
As discussed above, the existing pine trees along the frontage of
Eucalyptus Avenue will be removed and replaced with trees that will
reach a height of about 27 feet within three years, and a mature height
of up to 80 feet. are expected to remain.
Change #3. Section 6.1.1.a. Would the Project have a substantial
adverse effect on a scenic vista?:
Elevation of the project site is 651 feet, located 20 feet below the SR-71
and 10 feet below the nearest residential area located south across from
Eucalyptus Avenue. northwest of the site. The facility will be screened
from adjacent properties and Eucalyptus Avenue with a 6-foot high block
wall. The existing pine trees along the frontage of Eucalyptus Avenue will
be removed and the area will be replanted with trees that will screen the
Page 7
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facility within three years. As shown in Addendum Figure 2, the wall and
replanted trees would provide a visual barrier for the single-family houses
across the street. This visual barrier is expected to be equal to or greater
than the screening that would have been provided by the existing pine
trees. pine trees along the frontage of Eucalyptus Avenue are expected
to remain and would provide a visual barrier for the residential homes
across the street.
Change #4. Section 6.1.1.c. In nonurbanized areas, substantially
degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site
and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from
publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area,
would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations
governing scenic quality?:
As discussed above, the Project would be screened by a wall and
replacement trees that will screen the facility within three years. existing
pine trees.
Change #5. Section 6.3.1.c. Would the project expose sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?:
The Project would be surrounded by a 6-foot wall and replacement trees
adjacent to Eucalyptus Avenue that will screen the facility within three
years.existing pine trees adjacent to the Eucalyptus Avenue would
remain.
Change #6. Section 6.11.1.a. Would the Project physically divide an
established community?:
As discussed above, the Project would be screened by a wall and
replacement trees adjacent to Eucalyptus Avenue. existing pine trees.
Change #7. Section 6.13.1.a. Would the Project generate a substantial
temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity
of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?:
The Project would be surrounded by a 6-foot wall and replacement trees
adjacent to Eucalyptus Avenue existing pine trees adjacent to the
Eucalyptus Avenue would remain.
As presented in the above changes, the removal and replacement of the
fourteen Australian Pine trees with twelve Canary Island Pine trees along the
southern boundary of the site will not result in new significant impacts or
require additional mitigation. These minor text changes do not alter the findings
or mitigation measures contained in the adopted ISMND Amendment #1 and
MMRP. This finding is reflected in Section 5.0, Determination, of this Initial
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1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant – Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration

Study.
ISMND Addendum #2 – Findings
This ISMND Addendum #2 has been prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines,
Section 15164(b), which read as follows:
15164. ADDENDUM TO AN EIR OR NEGATIVE DECLARATION (a) The lead
agency or responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously
certified EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the
conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred. (b) An addendum to an adopted
negative declaration may be prepared if only minor technical
changes or additions are necessary or none of the conditions
described in Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a
subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred. (c) An
addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included
in or attached to the final EIR or adopted negative declaration. (d) The
decision making body shall consider the addendum with the final EIR or
adopted negative declaration prior to making a decision on the project.
(e) A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR
pursuant to Section 15162 should be included in an addendum to an EIR,
the lead agency‘s findings on the project, or elsewhere in the record. The
explanation must be supported by substantial evidence.
These minor text changes are incorporated into the balance of this amended
ISMND document, which supersedes both the original ISMND and ISMND
Addendum #1.

Page 9

1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant – Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration

ISMND EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The Project is a 1,2,3-Trichloropropane (1,2,3-TCP) Removal Treatment Plant.
It includes the installation of Granular Active Carbon (GAC) treatment vessels
in a tandem series train for the removal of 1,2,3-TCP from the City’s
groundwater supply prior to sending the domestic water to distribution
system. The GAC treatment system is designed to remove 1,2,3-TCP that is
currently found in several City of Chino Hills wells at rates above the maximum
containment level (MCL) set by the California State Water Resources Control
Board adopted Resolution No. 2017-0042. The Project includes a conveyance
of land to the City pursuant to Subdivision Map Act section 66426.5 to separate
the site from Assessor Parcel No. 1022-591-02, which is currently owned by
Boys Republic, and the City’s purchase of that land from Boy Republic. The
Project will also include a Zoning Map Amendment to change the zoning
designation of the site from Private Institutional to Public Institutional.
This Initial Study considers the
operating the 1,2,3-TCP Removal
mitigation measures related to
resources, the Project would have

environmental impacts of installing and
Treatment Plant, and finds that subject to
biological resources and tribal cultural
less than significant impacts.
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1.0

INTRODUCTION

This document is an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (ISMND)
prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
including all criteria, standards, and procedures of CEQA (California Public
Resource Code Section 21000 et seq.) and the CEQA Guidelines (California
Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, Section 15000 et seq.).
1.1

INITIAL STUDY REQUIRED

Following preliminary review of the proposed 1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment
Plant, the City of Chino Hills (City) has determined that the Project is subject
to the guidelines and regulations of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). This Initial Study addresses the direct, indirect, and cumulative
environmental effects associated with the Project, as proposed.
1.2

STATUTORY AUTHORITY

Consistent with the statutory authority of CEQA, the purpose of this Initial
Study is to provide the Lead Agency (i.e. the City) with information to
determine if the proposed Project would have a significant environmental
impact. Specifically, this Initial Study will:
•

Facilitate environmental assessment early in the design of the
Project;

•

Provide the City with information to use as the basis for deciding
whether to prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or
Negative Declaration;

•

Enable the City to modify the Project, mitigating adverse impacts,
thereby enabling the Project to quality for a Negative Declaration
or Mitigated Negative Declaration;

•

Provide documentation of the factual basis for the findings in a
Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration that the
Project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

The environmental documentation, which is ultimately selected by the City in
accordance with CEQA, is intended as an informational document undertaken
to provide an environmental basis for subsequent discretionary actions upon
the Project. The resulting documentation is not, however, a policy document
and its approval and/or certification neither presupposes nor mandates any
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actions on the part of those agencies from whom permits and other
discretionary approvals would be required.
The environmental documentation and supporting analysis is subject to a
public review period. The proposed Project is not a project "of statewide,
regional, or areawide significance" as prescribed in Section 15206 of the CEQA
Guidelines because it does not meet the criteria for such projects.
Furthermore, Project implementation does not require any action by a State
Agency (i.e., “responsible” or “trustee” agency). Therefore, the document will
not be submitted to the State Clearinghouse for review and the review period
is determined to be 20 days in accordance with Section 15073 of the CEQA
Guidelines. Following review of any comments received, the City will consider
these comments as a part of the Project’s environmental review and include
them with the Initial Study documentation for consideration by the City in
accordance with Section 15074(b) of the CEQA Guidelines.
1.3

INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE

The information contained in this document is based, in part, on the following
documents that include the Project site or provide information addressing the
general Project area or use:
•

City of Chino Hills General Plan (General Plan). The General Plan,
adopted by the City of Chino Hills on February 2015, provides the policy
framework for how and where development will occur in the City through
anticipated buildout.

•

Final Environmental Impact Report City of Chino Hills General
Plan Update, State Clearinghouse # 22013051082 (General Plan
EIR). The General Plan EIR, adopted by the City of Chino Hills on
February 2015, was prepared in support of the General Plan and in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as
amended (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) and CEQA
Guidelines (California Administrative Code Section 15000 et seq.).
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2.0
2.1

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
PROJECT TITLE

City of Chino Hills 1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant Project (CIP No.
W19002)
2.2

LEAD AGENCY NAME AND ADDRESS

City of Chino Hills
14000 City Center Drive
Chino Hills, CA 91709
2.3

CONTACT PERSON AND PHONE NUMBER

Mark Wiley, Utility Operations Manager
Phone: (909) 364-2854
Email: mwiley@chinohills.org
2.4

PROJECT LOCATION

Regionally, the Project site is a 0.38-acre site located in the southwest portion
of San Bernardino County, within the City of Chino Hills. The City is located
immediately adjacent to Los Angeles, Orange, and Riverside Counties.
Surrounding cities include Pomona to the north, Chino to the east, Brea and
Yorba Linda to the southwest, and Diamond Bar to the northwest. Regional
access to the site is provided by the Pomona Freeway (SR-60); Riverside
Freeway (SR-91); and the Chino Valley Freeway (SR-71), as shown on Figure
1. Regional Location Map.
Project site is within Assessor Parcel No. 1022-591-02, and is addressed at 90
Independent Court, Chino Hills CA 91709, as shown on Figure 2. Project Site
Location Map. The site is on property currently owned by the Boys Republic, a
private, nonprofit, nonsectarian school and treatment community for troubled
youngsters with its central school and farm in Chino Hills.1 As proposed, the
City will purchase the land from Boys Republic and locate the Project on the
0.38-acre site at the southwestern corner of its approximately 200 acre
campus, as shown on Figure 3. Aerial of Project Site.

1

https”//boysrepublic.org/who-we-are/; accessed December 4, 2020.
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FIGURE 1: REGIONAL LOCATION MAP

FIGURE 2: PROJECT SITE LOCATION MAP
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FIGURE 3: AERIAL OF PROJECT SITE

2.5

PROJECT SPONSOR’S NAME AND ADDRESS

City of Chino Hills
Public Works Department
14000 City Center Drive
Chino Hills, California 91709.
2.6

GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION

Current General Plan Land Use Map designation is Institutional/Public Facility.
2. 7

ZONING

Current Zoning Map designation is I-1, Institutional - Private.
2.8

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The City of Chino Hills operates a public water system that is regulated by the
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Division of Drinking Water
(DDW). The City is one of eight members of the Inland Empire Utilities Agency
(IEUA), a wholesale water agency which provides imported water purchased
from the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWDSC) to Chino
Hills. The remainder of the water supply portfolio to Chino Hills is provided from
Page 15
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local groundwater wells and recycled water. Other agencies involved with the
water supply to Chino Hills include the Water Facilities Authority, Monte Vista
Water District (MVWD), and the Chino Basin Desalter Authority (CDA).2
The Chino Groundwater Basin is a major aquifer system in the Santa Ana River
watershed. Chino Hills extracts groundwater from the Chino Groundwater Basin
using its own wells that are located within the City of Chino, as shown on Figure
4. Chino Hills Well Location Map.

FIGURE 4: CHINO HILLS WELL LOCATION MAP

The operation of the Chino Groundwater Basin is governed by a 1978 court
judgement which allots Chino Hills a maximum of 4,109 Acre-Feet per year
(AFY) of groundwater. In 2015, Chino Hills wells produced 2,904 AFY. According
to the 2015 Chino Hills Urban Water Management Plan, the City projects that
its groundwater wells will supply approximately 3,600 AFY of potable water for
years 2020 through 2035.
2

City of Chino Hills Urban Water Management Plan 2015.
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Chino Hills Drinking Water Permit Amendment 05-13-14PA-038
The most recent adopted Division of Drinking Water Permit Amendment for the
Chino Hills water system was submitted to and approved by the Division of
Drinking Water to amend the Domestic Water Supply Permit previously issued
to the City on April 30, 1992. The purpose of the Permit Amendment was
severalfold and included the following:
•

Reestablish Well 5 as an active production well;

•

Modify the Booster 9 Blending Plan to include water supplied by Well 5;
and,

•

Modify the Booster 9 Blending Plan to include nitrate blending
requirements and Chino Basin Desalter Authority (CDA) water.

This Permit Amendment was approved under the conditions that the Booster 9
Blending Plan achieves arsenic levels below the Maximum Contaminant Level
(MCL) of 0.010 milligrams per liter (mg/L), nitrate levels below 80 percent of
the MCL (36 mg/L), and perchlorate levels below 80 percent of the MCL (0.0048
mg/L). Furthermore, the Permit Amendment required that the results of all
laboratory analyses of blended effluence be reported to the Division of Drinking
Water via Electronic Data Transfer (EDT).3
123-TCP Background Information
1,2,3-TCP is a man-made chemical that was an impurity in pesticides. 1,2,3TCP is classified by the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as “likely to
be carcinogenic to humans”4, and is recognized by the State of California as a
human carcinogen. TCP is a non-aqueous phase liquid known to have low soil
adsorption5 characteristics and a density greater than water. Therefore, TCP
will tend to evaporate from soil surfaces or leach from the soil into the
underlying groundwater. Once in the groundwater, TCP will tend to sink to the
bottom of the aquifer due to its density.6
On July 18, 2017, the California State Water Resources Control Board (State
Water Board) adopted Resolution No. 2017-0042 which established a proposed
MCL of 0.005 micrograms per liter (µg/L) for TCP. Prior to adoption of the new
rule, the Association of California Water Agencies (ACWA) and the California3

2014 State Water Resources Control Board Permit Amendment No. 05-13-14PA-038.
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 2014. “Technical Fact Sheet – 1,2,3-Trichloropropane (TCP) January
2014.”
5
Adsorption is the adhesion of atoms, ions or molecules from a gas, liquid or dissolved solid to a surface.
6
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 2017. “Technical Fact Sheet – 1,2,3-Trichloropropane (TCP)
November 2017.”
4

Page 17

1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant – Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration

Nevada Section of the American Water Works Association (CA-NV AWWA)
issued a joint letter on behalf of their respective member agencies and utilities
to the State Water Boards in support of the proposed 1,2,3-TCP MCL
Regulations but also expressing concern that the “regulations fail to include a
sufficient time period for public water systems to implement measures to
comply with new MCL without being in violation.” 7 The State Water Board also
received testimony from various agencies requesting that the proposed TCP
MCL include a compliance period to allow agencies sufficient time for Project
development, regulatory permitting, and implementation. However, the State
Water Board approved adoption of the new 1,2,3-TCP MCL Regulation without
inclusion of the requested compliance period.8 The new 1,2,3-TCP MCL became
effective on December 14, 2017 upon filing completion of the Adopted
Resolution by the California Office of Administrative Law (OAL).
TCP in Chino Hills Wells
Four (4) existing City groundwater wells are known to contain TCP at levels
that exceed the new MCL of 0.005 µg/L. These wells include Well 1A (0.056 to
0.058 µg/L), Well 7A (0.011 µg/L), Well 7B (0.011 to 0.015 µg/L), and Well 17
(0.019 µg/L). Wells 1A, 7A, 7B, and 17 are included in the updated Booster 9
Blend Plan (Permit Amendment No. 05-13-14PA-038) which includes additional
source water from reactivated Well 5 and Chino Desalter Water. These water
sources are combined in a dedicated transmission main upstream of Booster 9
and then boosted (via Booster 9) to the Intermediate Pressure Zone, which
provides water to large areas of Chino Hills, connecting to the High Pressure
Zone generally in the hillside areas and the Low Pressure Zone generally in the
downstream eastern portions of the City. Through these connections, Booster
9 supplies domestic water to the entire City.
The current Booster 9 Blend Plan reduces Arsenic from affected wells to below
its MCL and reduces Nitrate and Perchlorate to below 80- percent of their
respective MCLs. However, due to the very low 1,2,3-TCP MCL, blending water
sources without providing treatment cannot be considered as an option suitable
to reliably and consistently reduce TCP below the new MCL.

7

Association of California Water Agencies (ACWA and California-Nevada Section American Water Works
Association (CA-NV AWWA). July 14, 2017. 1,2,3-Trichloropropane maximum Contaminant Level (SBDDW-17001) – Response to Comments. Letter. Accessed October 23, 2018.
8
Association of California Water agencies (ACWA). 2017. “State Water Board Adopts MCL for 1,2,3-TCP,
Rejects Calls to Establish Compliance Period.” Article. Accessed October 23, 2018.
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2.9

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT

To determine the best technology for removing 1,2,3-TCP, the City of Chino
Hills obtained a Preliminary Design Technical Memorandum for the Chino Hills
123-TCP Removal Project, dated January 17, 2019. 9 According to this
memorandum, the current best available technology (BAT) for removing 1,2,3TCP from groundwater is granular activated carbon (GAC) treatment, with
centralized treatment at the Booster #9 pump station. This determination
regarding GAC as the BAT is consistent with the State Water Board
Administrative Manual, which also states that the carbon regeneration process
of the GAC is assumed non-hazardous.10
The proposed 1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant will include installation of
eight (8) GAC treatment vessels in a tandem series train for the removal of
1,2,3-TCP from the City’s groundwater supply prior to sending the domestic
water to Booster #9. As shown in Figure 5, Preliminary Design – Facility Plan,
the centralized GAC treatment system will connect directly to intercept 100percent of the flow at either the suction or discharge line at Booster #9. The
GAC treatment system will be manually operated with all controls located onsite adjacent to Booster #9 pump station. Due to the treatment system’s
centralized connection, full treatment would be available for all City of Chino
Hills wells that connect to Booster #9.
Each treatment vessel will contain granular active carbon filtration media
estimated to weigh approximately 20,000 pounds (lbs.), and the treatment
plants would have a maximum ultimate capacity of about 4,734 gallons per
minute (gpm) or 6.8 million gallons per day (MGD).
The GAC media will require periodic replacement. Depending on the efficiencies
and media exhaustion rates between each vessels, the GAC filters needing
replacement may be scheduled at separate time intervals, generally on an
annual basis, depending on the volume of water pumped through the facility,
the concentrations of 1,2,3-TCP and the operations plan ultimately approved
by the State. Per Calgon Carbon Corporation (manufacturer/supplier of GAC),
the standard operation procedures for GAC replacement requires a truck with
an 80-foot hose and an access to the filtration vessels to recover the spent GAC
and replace it with new GAC. The spent GAC filtration media will be removed,
hauled, and disposed off-site by the supplier. Disposal of the spent media is
regulated by the State Water Board in compliance with the California Hazardous
“Preliminary Design Technical Memorandum for the Chino Hills 123-TCP Removal Project”, prepared by Michael
Baker International on behalf of the City of Chino Hills, dated January 17, 2019; and available at the City of Chino
Hills Engineering Division, Chino Hills City Hall, 14000 City Center Drive, Chino Hills, California, 91709.
9

10

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/drinking_water/certlic/drinkingwater/documents/123-tcp/sbddw17_001/tab15/15fcem.pdf
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Control law. State Water Board has determined that the concentration of 1,2,3TCP that would be present in the spent filters would be very low, and, therefore,
would not require special disposal.11 The GAC supplier responsible for the spent
media disposal is required by California Hazardous Control law to follow State
Water Board regulations.
Once the GAC media is changed, the system requires initial washing off (for a
period of typically 40 minutes) to remove any fine particles from the new
media. The waste streams will then need to be discharged directly to either a
wastewater storage tank (temporary or permanent) that would need to be
emptied (i.e., hauled offsite) during media change out operations, and/or to be
discharged directly to the City’s storm drain or sewer system. At this time,
City Engineering staff expects that direct discharge disposal via underground
piping and valving connection to the existing storm drain or sewer system is
considered a preferred option. This option would require a direct connection to
the adjacent public storm drain or sewer line on Eucalyptus Avenue. Disposal
into the sewer system would require compliance with the National Pollution
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit requirements. A final decision
regarding the disposition of GAC media waste streams will be made to the City
following completion of final engineering for the 1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment
Plant (i.e., permanent storage tank on-site or direct discharge to storm drain
or sewer system) based on cost, operations, and permitting.
Development of the Project will also require removal existing trees. After final
engineering and grading plans for the treatment plant were drawn, it was
determined that three oak trees and three pine trees located in the central
portion of the site, thirty-six pine trees located along the eastern edge of the
site, and fourteen pine trees located in the southern edge of the site will need
to be removed to provide adequate room for the treatment equipment and
access to the site from Eucalyptus Avenue. (Reference Addendum Figure 1.)
The fourteen pine trees at the southern edge of the site along Eucalyptus
Avenue are Casuarina Equisetifolia (commonly known as Australian Pine) with
an existing height of approximately 36 feet. The Public Works Department will
replace these trees with twelve Pinus Canariensis (commonly known as Canary
Island Pine), which grow to a height of 27 feet in three years and 80 feet at full
maturity. (Reference Addendum Figure 2, Proposed Landscape Concept.)

11

Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration Adoption of Regulation to Establish the Maximum
Contaminant Level (MCL) for 1,2,3 -TRICHLOROPROPANE, July 18, 2017, prepared by State Water Resources
Control Board, Division of Drinking Water, P.O. Box 100, Sacramento, CA 95812-0100; available at City of Chino
Hills Public Works Department.
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FIGURE 5: PRELIMINARY DESIGN – FACILITY PLAN

Installation of the facility will require clearing of the site, and grading to create
a flat pad. An approximately 54’ by 27’ concrete slab will be laid on the site
and the GAC treatment vessels will be installed on the slab. Each of the GAC
treatment vessels will be approximately 21’9” in height, as shown in Figure 6,
Preliminary Design – Elevations. An access driveway to the site would be
located at its southern edge from Eucalyptus Avenue. The site would be secured
with a 6-foot high block wall around the perimeter of the facility including an
egress/ingress sliding access gate. As discussed above, the existing pine trees
along the frontage of Eucalyptus Avenue will be removed and replaced with
trees that will reach a height of about 27 feet within three years, and a mature
height of up to 80 feet. Lighting for the Project is expected to include LED
exterior lights that will be directed away from adjacent properties and
Eucalyptus Avenue.
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FIGURE 6: PRELIMINARY DESIGN –ELEVATIONS

Other than the option to direct discharge disposal of GAC media waste streams
via underground piping and valving connection to the existing storm drain or
sewer system during maintenance, as discussed above, the proposed 1,2,3TCP Removal Treatment Plant does not require substructure utility lines or
connections, although there is an existing storm drain drop inlet (drainage
grate) located on the south side of the Project site which connects to a
drainpipe off-site at Eucalyptus Avenue. Operation of the treatment plant would
require two (2) City staff persons who would intermittently attend the facility
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each day (Monday-Sunday). Maintenance for the treatment plant would include
periodic replacement of granular activated carbon for each treatment vessel
generally on an annual basis, depending on the volume of water pumped
through the facility, the concentrations of 1,2,3-TCP and the operations plan
ultimately approved by the State.
Project Entitlements and Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is
Required
The Project will require purchase of the site from Boys Republic. This action is
expected to be completed in early 2021. Entitlement of the Project will require
approval of this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration by the City of
Chino Hills City Council, acting as lead agency. The Project includes a
conveyance of land to a governmental agency pursuant to Subdivision Map Act
section 66426.5 to separate the site from Assessor Parcel No. 1022-591-02.
The Project will also include a Zoning Map Amendment to change the zoning
designation of the site from Private Institutional to Public Institutional.
This Project and re-activation of all City groundwater wells will trigger and
require amendment to the City’s existing drinking water permit from the State
Water Resources Control Board –Division of Drinking Water (DDW) Process
Memo 97-005 process.
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3.0

EXISTING SETTING

3.1

PROJECT SITE

To evaluate the existing condition of the Project site, the City of Chino Hills
obtained a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment of the Project site, dated
November 11, 2019 (Phase 1 ESA). 12 According to the Phase I ESA, the
Project site has historically been owned by Boys Republic and was vacant land
with grain and hay dry farming activities. In 2003, the site became a
landscape area associated with the Boys Republic Transitional facility, which
has several small residential buildings and a community building along with
parking and recreation facilities. In its current condition, the Project site is
covered by turf and dirt and has scattered trees and vegetation. A barbed
wire fence is located at the south property line. (Reference Figures 7 – 14,
Photos 1-7, which show existing and adjacent Project site conditions.)
The Phase I ESA revealed no evidence of recognized environmental conditions
(RECs), historical recognized environmental conditions (HRECs), and/or
controlled recognized environmental conditions (CRECs) indicative of releases
or threatened releases of hazardous substances on, at, in, or to the Project
site.
3.2

SURROUNDING AREAS

As noted above, the Project site is within the Boys Republic property, directly
southeast of the Boys Republic Transitional facility, within an associated
landscape area. The site is bordered on the west by Independence Court, a
private road. To the north is a travel trailer and asphalt parking lot with
basketball hoops, all of which are part of the Boys Republic Transitional
facility. As shown in Figure 15, Aerial of Site and Adjacent Properties, a
concrete ribbon gutter carries parking lot runoff to Independence Court.
Immediately, east of the site is the City of Chino Hills Booster #9 pump station
to which the proposed 1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Facility will connect. A
telecommunications tower is located at Booster #9.
Further to the east is a Chino Valley Fire District property, which was formerly
a fire station and is currently vacant and not in use. As shown in Figure 3,
Aerial of the Site, further east are Chino Creek and then State Route (SR) 71.

“Phase I Environmental Site Assessment. 0.38 Acre Portion of APN 1022-591-02 (90 Independence Court) City Of
Chino Hills San Bernardino County, California”, prepared by LOR Geotechnical Group, Inc. on behalf of the City of
Chino Hills, dated November 11, 2019; and available at the City of Chino Hills Engineering Division, Chino Hills City
Hall, 14000 City Center Drive, Chino Hills, California, 91709.
12
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South of the subject site is Eucalyptus Avenue followed by single family
residences.

FIGURE 7: PHOTO 1
View facing west from the southeast corner of the site showing the current landscaping
on the site. To the left are large pine trees and a barbed wire fence along the south
property line. Eucalyptus Avenue is present to the left of the trees.
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FIGURE 8: PHOTO 2
View facing northwesterly from the south corner of the site showing the landscaped
condition of the site.
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FIGURE 9: PHOTO 3
View facing north from the southeast corner of the site showing the site to the left
(west) and the City of Chino Hills Water Department Booster #9 facility to the right
(east), within the chain link fencing. Also present on the Booster #9 property is a
cell tower.
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FIGURE 10: PHOTO 4
View of a drainage grate located between the east and west property lines on the south
side of the site. This leads to a drainpipe off-site at Eucalyptus Avenue.
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FIGURE 11: PHOTO 5
View facing east near the southwest corner of the site showing the site to the left
(north) and Eucalyptus Avenue and single family residences to the right (south).
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FIGURE 12: PHOTO 6
View facing north from near the southwest corner of the site showing the site to the right
(east) and Independence Drive to the left (west). In the background is the Boys Republic
Transitional Facility.
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FIGURE 13: PHOTO 7
View facing south from near the northeast corner of the site showing the site followed by
the Booster #9 facility. To the left (east) is the former fire station property.
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View facing
the left and
and ribbon
temporarily

FIGURE 14: PHOTO 8
southwesterly from near the northeast corner of the site showing the site to
the Booster #9 property. To the right (north is the parking lot, with light pole
gutter of the Boys Republic Transitional Facility. The travel trailer is a
being stored.
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FIGURE 15: AERIAL OF SITE AND ADJACENT PROPERTIES

3.3

CUMULATIVE PROJECTS

This Project is intended to remove 1,2,3-TCP from the City wells and to bring
them back into service. In the interim, the City has increased its reliance on
imported water to make up for the nonavailability of groundwater sources.
Restoring the wells to service is a corrective action; it will not increase water
demand or capacity. Although there are a number of private development
projects and other public infrastructure projects in progress or in planning
stages within the City, the 1,2,3-TCP Removal Project will not affect or be
affected by these projects. Consequently, cumulative projects and cumulative
impacts are not applicable to the Project and are not discussed further within
this Initial Study.
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HAVE CALIFORNIA NATIVE AMERICAN TRIBES TRADITIONALLY AND
CULTURALLY AFFILIATED WITH THE PROJECT AREA REQUESTED
CONSULTATION PURSUANT TO PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE SECTION
21080.3.1? IF SO, HAS CONSULTATION BEGUN?

Yes. Two Native American tribes have previously contacted the City requesting
notification pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Public
Resources Code section 21080.3, subd. (b); California Assembly Bill 52. These
two tribes are the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians/Kizh Nation and the
Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians. Letters were sent to representatives of these
two tribes on November 30, 2020, tribes inviting both to request formal
consultation (attached in Appendix A). This consultation process was completed
as of January 4, 2021.
In addition, the City also contacted the Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) requesting a Sacred Lands File check. In correspondence dated
December 28, 2021, the NAHC provided the results of a Sacred Lands File check
which was positive for potential Native American resources, and suggested that
the City contact the Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians.
(Reference
Appendix
B.)
The
City
subsequently
contacted
the
Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians representative on
January 5, 2021 (Reference Appendix C.)
The consultation process and potential Project impacts to Tribal Resources are
discussed in Section 18 of this Initial Study.
Note: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead
agencies, and project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and
address potential adverse impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce the potential for
delay and conflict in the environmental review process. (See Public Resources Code section
21080.3.2.) Information may also be available from the California Native American Heritage
Commission’s Sacred Lands File per Public Resources Code section 5097.96 and the California
Historical Resources Information System administered by the California Office of Historic
Preservation. Please also note that Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains
provisions specific to confidentiality.

Page 34

1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant – Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration

4.0

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this
Project, involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact”
as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.
Aesthetics
Biological Resources
Geology/ Soils

Agriculture and Forestry Resources
Cultural Resources
Greenhouse Gas

Hydrology/Water Quality
Noise
Recreation
Utilities/Service Systems

Land Use/ Planning
Population/ Housing
Transportation
Wildfire

Air Quality
Energy
Hazards & Hazardous
Materials
Mineral Resources
Public Services
Tribal Cultural Resources
Mandatory Findings of
Significance
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6.0

ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

The following section the environmental topics contained in the Initial Study,
Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. For each environmental topic, the
thresholds of significance are presented and the finding relative to each
threshold is checked. An analysis supporting each finding is then presented
along with an assessment of cumulative impacts and applicable mitigation
require
6.1

AESTHETICS
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

AESTHETICS. Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on
a scenic vista?

X

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

X

c) In nonurbanized areas, substantially
degrade the existing visual character
or quality of public views of the site
and its surroundings? (Public views
are those that are experienced from
publicly accessible vantage point). If
the project is in an urbanized area,
would the project conflict with
applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

X

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

X

6.1.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: Important visual resources in Chino Hills are
defined in Title 16, Chapter 8 of the Chino Hills Municipal Code (CHMC). In
particular, CHMC 16.08 is designed to protect public views from designated
transportation corridors of “exceptionally prominent ridgelines,” which “provide
the City with its distinct image and serve as the City's most recognizable skyline
backdrop” (Chino Hills, 2015a). As described in CHMC 16.08.03A, Exceptionally
Prominent Ridgelines, by virtue of their scale, mass, and visual presence form
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the limits of the most exceptional viewsheds of the City, and are typically four
hundred (400) feet above their associated primary view point(s).
Views of Prominent Ridgelines are also protected. As described in CHMC
16.08.03B, Prominent Ridgelines form the limits of significant viewsheds and
provide a natural backdrop when viewed from primary view point(s). Although
they vary considerably in scale, width, scope, length, alignment, accessibility,
and relationship to adjacent land uses, they are typically two hundred (200)
feet above their associated primary view point(s). The designated ridgelines
are located in the northern, western and southern portions of Chino Hills. The
Project site is flat and located in the eastern portion of Chino Hills immediately
west of the SR71.
Elevation of the Project site is 651 feet, located 20 feet below the SR-71 and
10 feet below the nearest residential area located south across from Eucalyptus
Avenue. The facility will be screened from adjacent properties and Eucalyptus
Avenue with a 6-foot high block wall. The existing pine trees along the frontage
of Eucalyptus Avenue will be removed and the area will be replanted with
Canary Island Pine trees that will screen the facility within three years. As shown
in Addendum Figure 2, the wall and replanted trees would provide a visual
barrier for the single family houses across the street. This visual barrier is
expected to be equal to or greater than the screening that would have been
provided by the existing pine trees.
Lighting source for the facility is expected to be LED lights directed internal to
the site. Development and operation of the Project would not disrupt views of
City designated ridgelines from nearby properties or roadways. Therefore, the
proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on scenic vistas.
b) Would the Project substantially damage scenic resources, including but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state
scenic highway?
NO IMPACT: There are no structures or rock outcroppings on the site. A row of
pine trees border the property and a few scattered trees, including three young
California Live Oak, are located within the existing landscaped area of Boys
Republic. CHMC 16.90 identifies protected trees including:
•

Native trees on undeveloped private property, and on privately owned
developed property located within the City adopted Fire Hazard Overlay
District map (Fire Hazard Overlay). Native trees include California
Sycamore, California Live Oak, California Black Walnut and Coastal Scrub
Oak with a four-inch in diameter or greater at DBH ( diameter at breast
height defined as four feet six inches above the finish grade).
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•

Heritage trees that are located within privately owned undeveloped
properties as defined below. Heritage trees include any species of singleor multi-trunk tree having a cumulative diameter of forty-four (44) inches
or greater at DBH, and of significant age, health and quality to be deemed
valuable to the aesthetics of the community by a City-approved certified
arborist. Excluded from the "Heritage Tree" designation are invasive trees
as defined by the California Invasive Plant Council, and trees susceptible
to breaking or falling such as the Eucalyptus Blue Gum and/or other tree
species identified by a City-approved certified arborist.

Pursuant to the CHMC 16.90.030.A, “protected trees located on privately owned
developed properties not located within the Fire Hazard Overlay” are exempt
from the ordinance. The three existing California Live Oak trees are on privately
developed property not within the Fire Hazard Overlay, and therefore, are
exempt from the tree protection ordinance. Neither the pine trees nor other
non-oak scattered trees on the site meet the City definition of protected tree.
To the east of the site at the former fire station is a California Historical
Landmark plaque noting the Battle of Chino, a skirmish of the Mexican–
American War that occurred on September 26–27, 1846. During the skirmish 24
Americans hid in the adobe house of Rancho Santa Ana del Chino, which was
generally located at the former fire station site. The Project would not affect the
former fire station or historic marker. There are no state scenic highways in the
City or in the vicinity of the Project site. Therefore, the proposed Project would
not have a significant impact on scenic resources.
c) In nonurbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are
those that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage point). If the
project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: Surrounding uses include the parking area
of the Boys Republic Transitional facility, a private road, City Booster #9
pump station, a telecommunications tower, and the former fire station. South
of the subject site is Eucalyptus Avenue followed by single family residences.
As discussed above, the Project would be screened by a wall and replacement
trees that will screen the facility within three years. It would not conflict with
City regulations regarding scenic vistas or protected trees. Therefore, the
Project would not have a significant adverse impact to the site or
surroundings.
d) Would the Project create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?
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NO IMPACT: Lighting for the Project is expected to include LED exterior lights
that will be directed away from adjacent properties and Eucalyptus Avenue.
Therefore, the Project would not create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.
6.1.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding aesthetics. Consequently, no mitigation
is required.
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6.2

AGRICULTURE AND FOREST SERVICES

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

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

X

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

X

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or
cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code
Section 12220(g)) or timberland (as
defined in Public Resources Code
Section 4526)

X

d) Result in loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to nonforest use?

X

e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to nonagricultural use or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?

X

6.2.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the Project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance?
NO IMPACT: The State of California’s Important Farmland Finder identifies the
Project site as “Urban and Built-up Land”, which is land occupied by a building
density of at least 1 unit per 1.5 acres, and includes residential, institutional,
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commercial and industrial uses. (DLRP Important Farmland Finder (ca.gov);
accessed 12/18/2020.) The Boys Republic property, on which the Project site is
located, has agricultural operations associated with the vocational and work
experience program. However, the Project site is located within a developed
portion of the Boys Republic property that contains has several small residential
buildings, a community building along with parking and recreation facilities. The
Project would not affect the agricultural operations at Boys Republic. Therefore,
the Project would not convert farmland to a non-agricultural use.
b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?
NO IMPACT: The Project site is within the Boys Republic property and zoned
Private Institutional. As discussed above, although the Boys Republic has
agricultural operations associated with the vocational and work experience
program, the Project site is located on developed portions of the property and
would not impact agricultural operations. There are no current Williamson Act
contracts in the City. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with existing
zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract.
c) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526)?
NO IMPACT: The Project site is within the Boys Republic property and zoned
Private Institutional. There is no forest land or forest land zoning or Timberland
Production area in the City. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with forest
land or Timberland zoning.
d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?
NO IMPACT: As discussed above, there is no forest land in the City. Therefore,
the Project would not result in the loss of forest land.
e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to
non-agricultural use?
NO IMPACT: The Project site is located within a developed portion of the Boys
Republic property that contains has several small residential buildings, a
community building along with parking and recreation facilities. As discussed
above, although the Boys Republic has agricultural operations associated with
the vocational and work experience program, the Project site is located on
developed portions of the property and would not impact agricultural operations.
Surrounding land uses are urban in nature, including commercial, institutional
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and residential. Therefore, the Project would not result in the conversion of
Farmland to a non-agriculture use.
6.2.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis indicated that the implementation of the proposed Project would
not result in any significant impacts on agriculture and or forest resources. As
a result, no mitigation is required.
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6.3

AIR QUALITY

AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality
management district or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

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

X

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable
net increase of any criteria pollutant
for which the project region is nonattainment under an applicable
federal or state ambient air quality
standard?

X

c) Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations?

X

d) Result in other emissions (such as
those leading to odors)adversely
affecting a substantial number of
people?

X

6.3.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

NO IMPACT: The Project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin
(“Basin”). The Basin encompasses approximately 6,745 square miles and
includes Orange County and the non‐ desert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside,
and San Bernardino counties. The South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) works directly with the Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG), county transportation commissions, local governments,
and state and federal agencies to reduce emissions from stationary, mobile, and
indirect sources to meet state and federal ambient air quality standards.
The SCAQMD has adopted a series of Air Quality Management Plans (AQMPs) to
reduce air emissions in the Basin. The most recent adopted AQMP is the 2016
AQMP (SCAQMD 2016), which was adopted by the SCAQMD governing board
on March 3, 2017. According to the 2016 AQMP, the most significant air quality
challenge in the Basin is to reduce nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions sufficiently
to meet the upcoming ozone standard deadlines. The 2016 AQMP suggests that
total SCAB emissions of NOx must be reduced to approximately 141 tons per
day (tpd) in 2023 and 96 tpd in 2031 to attain the 8-hour ozone standards. This
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represents an additional 45 percent reduction in NOx in 2023, and an additional
55 percent NOx reduction beyond 2031 levels. To achieve these goals, the 2016
AQMP establishes strategies toward reducing both stationary and mobile air
pollutant emissions associated with expected regional growth.
Both stationary and mobile source emissions associated with the Project are
expected to be minimal. Construction of the site will require clearing and
grading to create a flat pad. An approximately 54’ by 27’ concrete slab will be
laid on the site and the GAC treatment vessels will be installed on the slab.
Construction is expected to be approximately 30 days, with only 1-3 days for
site clearing and grading. Because of the limited ground disturbance, minimal
use of construction equipment and short duration, Project construction air
pollutant emissions are expected to be nominal. Operation of the treatment
plant would require two (2) City staff persons intermittently attending to the
facility each day (Monday-Sunday). Maintenance for the treatment plant would
include replacement of granular activated carbon for each treatment vessel on
generally an annual basis, depending on the volume of water pumped through
the facility, the concentrations of 1,2,3-TCP and the operations plan ultimately
approved by the State. Minimal air pollutant emissions are associated with
operation of the facility, as the Project would generate minimal vehicle trips,
approximately 2-4 per day. With minimal vehicle trips and absence of air
pollutant emissions, Project operational air pollutant emissions are expected to
be nominal. Consequently, the Project will not significantly contribute to
stationary or mobile air pollutant emissions.
Restoring the wells to service is a corrective action; it will not increase water
demand or capacity. It will not increase growth beyond that assessed in the
2016 AQMP. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the AQMP.
b) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any

criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: As discussed above, the Project would not
emit significant air pollutants and would not conflict with the AQMP. The
proposed water treatment facility is a corrective operation expected to restore
wells to service. It would not induce growth or have identified cumulative
impacts. In accordance with SCAQMD methodology, projects that do not have
significant levels of air pollutant emissions do not add significantly to a
cumulative impact. Neither the construction nor the operation of the Project
would exceed the applicable federal or state ambient air quality standards, and
impacts would be less than significant.
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c) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant

concentrations?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: Sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the
proposed treatment facility include residents of the Boys Republic Transitional
facility, located approximately 190-270 feet northwest of the Project site; and
the residents across Eucalyptus avenue, approximately 70 feet south of the site.
The Project would be surrounded by a 6-foot wall and replacement trees
adjacent to Eucalyptus Avenue that will screen the facility within three years. As
discussed above, neither construction nor operation of the Project is expected
to generate substantial air pollutants. Therefore, Project impacts relative to
exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations would be
less than significant.
d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting

a substantial number of people?

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: No odors are associated with the proposed
water treatment facility. Construction of the site would require limited grading,
pouring of a concrete slab and installation of the GAC treatment vessels. Air
pollutant emissions and associated odors from Project construction would be
nominal. Therefore, the Project would not create odors or other emissions that
would substantially affect a substantial number of people, and Project impacts
would be less than significant.
6.3.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding air quality. Consequently, no mitigation
is required.
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6.4

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

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 Wildlife or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife?

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

X

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?

X

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as
defined by Boulevard 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?

X

d) 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?

X

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

X

f)

X

Conflict with the provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Conservancy Conservation
Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?
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6.4.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the Project adversely impact 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 Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: The Project site
is surrounded by urban uses and has been previously graded. Existing condition
of the site is Project turf, dirt, scattered trees and vegetation. Because of its
developed condition, the site is not suitable for special status plant species. The
site does not contain native habitats (such as chaparral, coastal sage scrub or
riparian) typically associated with species that are listed or protected by
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
However, the existing trees and other shrubs on the Project site could provide
nesting habitat for birds, some of which may be sensitive. Migratory birds are
protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and under Section
3513 et. seq. of the CDFW Code. The Project site is otherwise fully covered by
buildings and paving, with no evidence of dirt for burrows or rodent populations
to support burrowing owls.
The nesting season for birds in the region occurs between January 1st to
September 15th (which accommodates the nesting period for passerine birds
and raptors). Because there is some possibility that a bird could nest in the
existing tree or shrubs on the Project site, Mitigation Measure BIO-1, below, is
added to the Project. With inclusion of this measure, potential impacts relative
to a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications,
on a sensitive species would be reduced to less than significant levels.
b) Would the Project have a substantial impact on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service?
NO IMPACT: As noted above, the Project site is disturbed and developed with
turf, scattered vegetation and trees. Surrounding areas are fully urbanized,
including the Boys Republic Transitional facility, a booster pump station, a former
fire station, residential and roads. No riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community are known to occur on the site or surrounding area. Consequently,
Project implementation would not result in significant adverse impacts to riparian
or other sensitive natural community
c) Would the Project have a substantial impact on federally protected wetlands
as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
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to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?
NO IMPACT: Wetlands are defined under the federal Clean Water Act as land that
is flooded or saturated by surface water or groundwater at a frequency and
duration sufficient to support, and that normally does support, a prevalence of
vegetation adapted to life in saturated soils. Wetlands include areas such as
swamps, marshes, streams, lakes, and bogs. According to the USFWS National
Wetlands Mapper13, there no wetlands within the vicinity of the Project site. Chino
Creek, which is located approximately 180 feet east of the Project site, is concrete
sided and does not support wetland conditions. The Project site and its
surrounding area are fully development and do not contain riparian habitat or
non-channelized water courses. Therefore, the Project would not cause a
substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands.
d) Would the Project interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory life corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: As discussed
above, the Project site is surrounded by urban land uses and does not contain
identified native or sensitive species, riparian or sensitive habitats or wetlands.
There are a number of non-native trees on the site which could provide nesting
habitat for birds. To ensure nesting birds are protected, Mitigation Measure BIO1, below, is added to the Project. With inclusion of this measures, potential
impacts relative to a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on a sensitive species would be reduced to less than
significant levels.
e) Would the Project conflict with any local policies or ordinances, protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?
NO IMPACT: The Chino Hills General Plan Conservation Element contains
policies to preserve and protect Chino Hills’ biological resources including
wildlife corridors, sensitive, rare, or endangered species, oak woodlands,
chaparral, riparian habitats, freshwater marshes, and native and heritage trees.
As discussed above, none of these resources are identified on the Project site.
As discussed in Section 6.1.b of this Initial Study, CHMC 16.90 identifies
protected trees, none of which occur on the Project site. Consequently, the
Project would not conflict with a policy that protects biological resources such as
a tree preservation policy.

13

http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.HTML; accessed December 18, 2020.

Page 49

1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant – Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration

f) Would the Project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved
local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan?
NO IMPACT: As discussed above, the Chino Hills General Plan Conservation
Element contains policies to preserve and protect Chino Hills’ biological
resources including wildlife corridors, sensitive, rare, or endangered species,
oak woodlands, chaparral, riparian habitats, freshwater marshes, and native
and heritage trees. None of these resources are identified on the Project site.
Consequently, the Project would not conflict with provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan or Natural Community Conservation Plan.
6.4.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project could provide nesting habitat
for birds, some of which may be sensitive. To ensure these potential impacts
are mitigated, Mitigation Measure BIO-1 is applied to the Project. With inclusion
of this measure, potential Project impact to sensitive species would be less than
significant.
Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Removal of any trees or shrubs shall occur
outside the bird nesting season, which occurs between January 1st to
September 15th (which accommodates the nesting period for passerine
birds and raptors). If the nesting season cannot be avoided and tree or
shrubs removal occurs during the period January 1st to September 15th,
the Applicant shall retain a qualified biologist subject to the review and
approval of the City of Chino Hills Community Development Department
to verify the presence of nesting birds and, if found, to develop a plan for
avoidance. The Applicant shall comply with the plan for avoidance if
required.
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6.5

CULTURAL RESOURCES

CULTURAL AND RESOURCES. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

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

X

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

X

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

X

6.5.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in § 15064.5 of the CEQA?
NO IMPACT. The CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5, define “historic resources”
to include the following:
(1) A resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical
Resources Commission, for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources (Pub. Res. Code § 5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4850 et seq.).
(2) A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined
in section 5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code or identified as significant
in an historical resource survey meeting the requirements section 5024.1(g)
of the Public Resources Code, shall be presumed to be historically or culturally
significant.14
(3) Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript
which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or significant in
the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational,
social, political, military, or cultural annals of California may be considered to
be an historical resource, provided the lead agency’s determination is
supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. Generally, a
resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant”
if the resource meets the criteria for listing on the California Register of
14

California Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k), Section 5024.1(g).
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Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code § 5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4852)
including the following:
(A) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to
the broad patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage; (B) Is
associated with the lives of persons important in our past; (C) Embodies
the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual,
or possesses high artistic values; or (D) Has yielded, or may be likely to
yield, information important in prehistory or history. Historic resources
generally consist of buildings, structures, improvements, and remnants
associated with a significant historic event or person(s) and/or have a
historically significant style, design, or achievement. Damaging or
demolition of historic resources is typically considered to be a significant
impact. Impacts to historic resources can occur through direct impacts,
such as destruction or removal, and indirect impacts, such as a change in
the setting of a historic resource.
As discussed in Section 6.1.b of this Initial Study, east of the site at the former
fire station is a California Historical Landmark plaque noting the Battle of
Chino, a skirmish of the Mexican–American War that occurred on September
26–27, 1846. During the skirmish 24 Americans hid in the adobe house
of Rancho Santa Ana del Chino, which was generally located at the former fire
station site. No structures associated with the adobe house remain at the former
fire station site. The Project would not affect the former fire station or historic
marker. Therefore, the proposed Project would not impact a historic resource.
b) Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines?
NO IMPACT: This Section discusses potential impacts to other “unique
archaeological resources” which are defined by §15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines
as an archaeological artifact, object, or site about which it can be clearly
demonstrated that, without merely adding to the current body of knowledge,
there is a high probability that it meets any of the following criteria:
(1) Contains information needed to answer important scientific research
questions and that there is a demonstrable public interest in that
information.
(2) Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its
type or the best available example of its type.
(3) Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important
prehistoric or historic event or person.
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As discussed in the City of Chino Hills General Plan Conservation Element, all of
Chino Hills is within the traditional tribal territory of the Tongva/Gabrielino, which
is believed to have inhabited the area beginning in the Milling Stone or
Intermediate period, approximately 3,000 years before present. These people
are believed to have established the village of Pashiinonga that was located on
a rise above Chino Creek. This village would have been a base with smaller
satellite villages and seasonal camps in the vicinity. The potential for tribal
resources on the Project site is discussed in Section 6.18 of this Initial Study. No
other unique archaeological resources meeting the CEQA Guidelines §15064.5
occur in the City or the Project site. The Project would involve nominal grading
to level the site, causing minimal subsurface disturbance. Therefore, potential
Project impacts to archaeological resources is not significant.
c) Would the Project disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT: As discussed in Section 6.5.b, above, the Project site
is not within the vicinity of identified archaeological resources, has already been
graded and developed, and proposed Project grading would cause minimal
subsurface disturbance. does not include substantial excavation. There are no
cemeteries within Chino Hills. However, should human remains be encountered
during Project grading and construction activities, state of California Health and
Safety Code provisions (notably § 7050.5-7055) require all construction
activities to cease, and the San Bernardino County Coroner and Sheriff’s
Department to be immediately contacted. This state code provides appropriate
mitigation should human remains be discovered, and reduces potential impacts
related to encountering or disturbing human remains to less than significant
levels.
6.5.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding cultural resources. Consequently, no
mitigation is required.
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6.6

ENERGY

ENERGY. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

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

X

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

X

6.6.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the Project result in potentially significant environmental impact due
to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources,
during project construction or operation?
NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility to remove 1,2,3-TCP from
the City’s groundwater supply. The facility will be manually operated with all
controls located on-site adjacent to Booster #9 pump station. Due to the
treatment system’s centralized connection, full treatment would be available for
all City of Chino Hills wells that connect to Booster #9. Once operational, the
Project will allow the City to bring its wells back into service and reduce reliance
on imported water. Therefore, the Project would not result in the potentially
significant wasteful consumption of energy resources.
b) Would the Project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable
energy or energy efficiency?
NO IMPACT: The Project would remove 1,2,3-TCP and facilitate re-activation of
all City groundwater wells, consistent with the State Water Board adopted
Resolution No. 2017-0042 which established a proposed MCL of 0.005
micrograms per liter (µg/L) for TCP. The Project would not conflict with or
obstruct a plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency.
6.6.2 MITIGATION MEASURES
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The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding energy. Consequently, no mitigation is
required.
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6.7

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:
i)

Rupture of a known earthquake
fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.

X

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

X

iii) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

X

iv) Landslides?

X

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

X

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

X

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

X

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

X

f)

X

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature?
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6.7.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving: i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault,
as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? iii) Seismicrelated ground failure, including liquefaction? iv) Landslides?
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?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: According to the City’s General Plan Safety
Element (Safety Element), the City of Chino Hills is located in the eastern Puente
Hills, in the northern portion of the Peninsular Ranges geomorphic province. The
Peninsular Ranges province is characterized by a series of northwest-tosoutheast-oriented valleys, hills, and mountains separated by faults associated
with and parallel to the San Andreas Fault System. Two of these faults, the Chino
Fault and the Whittier Fault, are located in and near the City.
The Chino Fault is considered a northern splay of the Elsinore Fault Zone. The
Chino Fault extends approximately 13 miles southeast through the City of Chino
Hills toward the City of Corona, where it joins the Elsinore Fault Zone near the
southern terminus of Main Street in the City of Corona. According to the
California Geological Survey’s State of California Earthquake Fault Zones Map
for the Prado Dam Quadrangle (DOC 2003), Chino fault as active pursuant to
the guidelines of the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone Act. The primary
intent of the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act is to prevent the
construction of buildings used for human occupancy on the surface trace of
active faults. The Chino Fault and its fault zone extend as far north as the Los
Serranos Country Club, approximately 1.9 miles southwest of the Project site.
Although the Project site would likely experience strong ground shaking as a
result of an earthquake on the Chino Fault, the Project does not include habitable
structures. Therefore, potential Project impacts associated with exposure of
people or structures to adverse effects from rupture of a known fault would be
less than significant.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: The Project site is located in the highly
seismic Southern California region within the influence of several fault systems
that are considered to be active or potentially active. An active fault is defined
by the State of California as a “sufficiently active and well-defined fault that has
exhibited surface displacement within the Holocene time (the last 11,000
years).” A potentially active fault is defined by the State as a “fault with a history
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of movement within the Pleistocene time (between 11,000 and 1.6 million years
ago).” As mentioned above, although the Chino and Elsinore faults are
proximate to the site, no faults have been mapped across the Project site. As
with all properties in the seismically active Southern California region, the
Project site is susceptible to ground shaking during a seismic event.
The proposed Project would not include habitable structures, and only two staff
would be attending the site intermittently throughout the day. Therefore,
impacts related to seismically induced surface rupture or ground shaking would
be less than significant.
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: Liquefaction is a phenomenon in which
saturated silty to cohesionless soil below the groundwater table are subject to a
temporary loss of strength due to the buildup of excess pore pressure during
cyclic stresses induced by an earthquake. These soils may acquire a high degree
of mobility and lead to structurally damaging deformations. Liquefaction begins
below the water table, but after liquefaction has developed, the groundwater
table will rise and cause the overlying soil to mobilize. Liquefaction typically
occurs in areas where groundwater is less than 30 feet from the surface and
where the soils are composed of poorly consolidated fine- to medium-grained
sand. In addition to the necessary soil conditions, the ground acceleration and
duration of the earthquake must also be of a sufficient level to initiate
liquefaction.
According to the City Safety Element, the eastern portion of Chino Hills in the
vicinity of the SR-71, inclusive of the Project site, is an area of high liquefaction
potential. These are areas of shallow groundwater conditions within 30 feet of
the ground surface and are underlain by sandy alluvial soils. According to a
Phase 1 Site Assessment prepared for the Project site, groundwater was
encountered at 19 feet east of the site.15 However, the proposed Project would
require only surface grading to level the site, would not include habitable
structures, and only two workers would be attending the site throughout the
day. Therefore, impacts related to seismically induced surface ground failure
including liquefaction would be less than significant.
iv) Landslides?

15

“Phase I Environmental Site Assessment. 0.38 Acre Portion of APN 1022-591-02 (90 Independence Court) City Of
Chino Hills San Bernardino County, California”, prepared by LOR Geotechnical Group, Inc. on behalf of the City of
Chino Hills, dated November 11, 2019; and available at the City of Chino Hills Engineering Division, Chino Hills City
Hall, 14000 City Center Drive, Chino Hills, California, 91709.
.
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LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: The geologic character of an area determines
its potential for landslides. Steep slopes, the extent of erosion, and the rock
composition of a hillside all contribute to the potential for slope failure and
landslide events. In order to fail, unstable slopes need to be disturbed; common
triggering mechanisms of slope failure include undercutting slopes by erosion or
grading, saturation of marginally stable slopes by rainfall or irrigation; and,
shaking of marginally stable slopes during earthquakes.
The Project site and surrounding area are generally flat, and according to the
City of Chino Hills General Plan Safety Element, are not identified as located
within a potential landslide area. Therefore, potential impacts related to
landslides would be less than significant.
b) Would the Project cause substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
NO IMPACT: Topsoil is generally defined as the upper, outermost layer of soil,
usually the top 5–10 inches with a high concentration of organic matter and
microorganisms. The Project site is currently part of the Boys Republic
Transitional Facility, graded and covered with turf, dirt and vegetation.
Construction of the Project would involve only minor grading to level the site
and would not cause substantial soil disruption. Therefore, the potential Project
impacts relative to soil erosion or loss of topsoil would not be significant.
c) Would the Project cause location on a geologic unit or a soil that is unstable,
or that would become unstable as a result of the Project, and potentially result
in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or
collapse?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: As discussed above, much of the City,
including the Project site is in an area susceptible to liquefaction. However, the
proposed Project would require only surface grading to level the site, would not
include habitable structures, and only two staff would be attending the site
intermittently throughout the day. Therefore, Project impacts related to
expansive soils are less than significant.
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: As discussed above, much of the City,
including the Project site is in an area susceptible to liquefaction. However, the
proposed Project would require only surface grading to level the site, would not
include habitable structures, and only two staff would be attending the site
intermittently throughout the day. Therefore, Project impacts related to
expansive soils are less than significant.
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e) Would the Project cause soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of wastewater?
NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility. It does not include a
habitable structure or a wastewater disposal system. Therefore, no impacts
relative to septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems are
associated with the Project.
f) Would the Project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
NO IMPACT: The Project site is currently part of the Boys Republic Transitional
Facility, graded and covered with turf, dirt and vegetation. Construction of the
Project would involve only minor grading to level the site. The site is flat with
no identified unique geologic features. Consequently, the Project would not
destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature.
6.7.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding geology and soils. Consequently, no
mitigation is required.
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6.8

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

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

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

X

b) Conflict with any applicable plan,
policy or regulation of an agency
adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

X

6.8.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the environment.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT. Greenhouse gases (GHGs) include carbon
dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbons
(HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SF6). Emissions of
GHGs affect the atmosphere directly by changing its chemical composition, and
indirectly by accelerating global climate change. In California, climate change
effects may include loss of snow pack, sea level rise, more extreme heat days
per year, more high ozone days, more large forest fires, and more drought
years.
To evaluate the significance of a Project’s GHG emissions, a local agency may
rely on a locally adopted quantitative thresholds, or consistency with a regional
GHG reduction plan (such as a Climate Action Plan). The City of Chino Hills
participated in the San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) San
Bernardino County Regional Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan on March 5, 2014.
The plan includes a regional GHG inventory and summarizes actions that
participating jurisdictions have selected in order to reduce GHG emissions. As
part of the plan, the City of Chino Hills established a goal to reduce its
community GHG emissions to a level that is 20% below its projected business
as usual (BAU) emissions level in 2020. The City actually exceeds the goal with
only state/county level actions (112% of goal), but has committed to additional
local measures and supports applicable regional measures. Additional measures
include implementing reduced water use in the City, encouraging the
installation of solar energy collectors (e.g., photovoltaics) for existing housing
(reducing energy use), and working with the City’s wastewater treatment
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provider to upgrade to more energy efficient equipment at the wastewater
treatment plant.
GHGs associated with the proposed water treatment facility would occur during
construction and operation. Similar to the air quality discussion in Section 6.3
of this Initial Study, construction of the facility would involve short-term and
limited grading and paving of the site, which would generate less than
significant GHG emissions. Project operational activities are expected to
generate minimal vehicle trips associated with the transport of operational and
maintenance workers to and from the site, and the Project GAC treatment
vessels are not expected to emit notable air pollutants.
Therefore, Project
impacts relative to GHG emissions would be less than significant.
b) Would the project conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
NO IMPACT. The City General Plan Conservation Element establishes a goal to
Promote Sustainable Practices that Conserve Natural Resources and Reduce
Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The Project is a water treatment facility to remove
1,2,3-TCP from the City’s groundwater supply. The facility will be manually
operated with all controls located on-site adjacent to Booster #9 pump station.
Due to the treatment system’s centralized connection, full treatment would be
available for all City of Chino Hills wells that connect to Booster #9. Once
operational, the Project will allow the City to bring its wells back into service,
continue to use its natural groundwater resource is a safe manner and efficient
manner, and reduce reliance on imported water. Therefore, the Project would
be consistent with sustainable policies and would not conflict with applicable
GHG emission policies would not be significant.
6.8.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding greenhouse gas emissions. Consequently,
no mitigation is required.
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6.9

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

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

X

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

X

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

X

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

X

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 result in a
safety hazard or excessive noise for
people residing or working in the
Project area?

X

f)

X

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

g) Expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly, to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving
fires, because the project is located:
i) within a high fire hazard area with
inadequate access? ii) within an area
with inadequate water and pressure
to meet fire flow standards? iii) within

X
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HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

proximity to land uses that have the
potential for dangerous fire hazard?
h) Does the proposed use constitute a
potentially dangerous fire hazard?

X

a) Would the Project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
NO IMPACT: The Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) for the Project
site identified past uses and assessed the potential for hazardous materials on
the site.16 Historical use of the site was vacant agricultural (dry farmed) land
prior to the development of the Boys Republic Transitional facility in 2003 when
the site became a landscape area.
This Phase I ESA has revealed no evidence of recognized environmental
conditions (RECs), historical recognized environmental conditions (HRECs),
and/or controlled recognized environmental conditions (CRECs) indicative of
releases or threatened releases of hazardous substances on, at, in, or to the
site. As discussed in Section 2.9 of this Initial Study, disposal of the spent media
is regulated by the State Water Board in compliance with the California
Hazardous Control law. State Water Board has determined that the
concentration of 1,2,3-TCP that would be present in the spent filters would be
very low, and, therefore, would not require special disposal. 17 The water
treatment facility would not emit any notable pollutants or hazardous materials
into the environment. Therefore, the Project would not create a significant
hazard from hazardous materials.
b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the environment?

16

“Phase I Environmental Site Assessment. 0.38 Acre Portion of APN 1022-591-02 (90 Independence Court) City Of
Chino Hills San Bernardino County, California”, prepared by LOR Geotechnical Group, Inc. on behalf of the City of
Chino Hills, dated November 11, 2019; and available at the City of Chino Hills Engineering Division, Chino Hills City
Hall, 14000 City Center Drive, Chino Hills, California, 91709.
17

Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration Adoption of Regulation to Establish the Maximum
Contaminant Level (MCL) for 1,2,3 -TRICHLOROPROPANE, July 18, 2017, prepared by State Water Resources
Control Board, Division of Drinking Water, P.O. Box 100, Sacramento, CA 95812-0100; available at City of Chino
Hills Public Works Department.
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NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility. As discussed above, it
would not emit any notable pollutants or hazardous materials into the
environment. Therefore, the Project would not create a significant hazard from
the release of hazardous materials into the environment hazardous materials.
c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 1/4 mile of an existing or
proposed school?
NO IMPACT: Boys Republic operates a high school on its property, and the
Project would be located on the property within ¼ mile of educational activities.
However, as discussed above, the proposed water treatment facility would not
emit any notable pollutants or hazardous materials into the environment.
Therefore, the Project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous
materials within ¼ mile of a school.
d) Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
material sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and,
as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?
NO IMPACT: The Project site is not included on any lists of hazardous material
sites managed by either the United States Environmental Protection Agency or
the California Department of Toxic Substances Control. According to the General
Plan EIR, the only hazardous materials site located in Chino Hills is the Aerojet
Project Area in the western part of the City (Envirostor Case Number
CAD981457302). This site was used for ordnance manufacturing and testing
processes, although the facility is now closed and undergoing environmental
cleanup. The Aerojet site is approximately 3 miles southeast of the Project site,
and therefore no impacts would occur.
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 result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?
NO IMPACT: The nearest public airport to the Project site is the Chino Airport
located east of the City and approximately 4.5 miles southeast of the site. The
Project site is outside airport land use plans or safety hazard areas of the Chino
Airport. Therefore, the Project would not result in airport related safety hazard
impacts.
f) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
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NO IMPACT: Access to the site would be via a gated driveway on Eucalyptus
Avenue. The Project would not be habitable, would generate 2-4 vehicle trips
per day and staff would attend to the water treatment facility on an intermittent
basis. The driveway was designed under the direction of the City Public Works
Department to accommodate the intermittent staff vehicles and to Chino Valley
Fire District access standards. The Project would not conflict with nor impair
emergency evacuation plans or emergency response plans in the area.
g) Would the expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving fires, because the project is
located: i) within a high fire hazard area with inadequate access? ii) within an
area with inadequate water and pressure to meet fire flow standards? iii)
within proximity to land uses that have the potential for dangerous fire
hazard?
NO IMPACT: The Project site is not located within the City’s Fire Hazard Overlay
as designated by the City General Plan Safety Element. The Project is a water
treatment facility with no habitable structures and only intermittent workers.
The Project would not generate flammable emissions. The Project would not
affect water pressure or fire flow standards, and is not located in proximity to
land uses that have the potential for dangerous fire hazard. Therefore, the
Project would not expose persons or structures to wildfire hazard risks.
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h) Does the proposed use constitute a potentially dangerous fire hazard?
NO IMPACT: As discussed above, the Project is a water treatment facility with
no habitable structures and only intermittent workers. No flammable liquids are
materials would be used with the proposed water treatment facility. The Project
does not constitute a potentially dangerous fire hazard.
6.9.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding hazards and hazardous materials.
Consequently, no mitigation is required.
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6.10

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

a) Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade
surface or groundwater quality?

X

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

X

Substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river or
through the addition of impervious
surfaces, in a manner which would:
i) result in substantial erosion or
siltation on- or off-site; ii)
substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in
flooding on- or offsite; iii) create or
contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff;
or iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

X

c)

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

X

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

X

6.10.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the Project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?
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NO IMPACT: As discussed in Section 2.9 of this Initial Study, depending on the
efficiencies and media exhaustion rates between each vessels, the GAC filters
needing replacement may be scheduled at separate time intervals. Per Calgon
Carbon Corporation (manufacturer/supplier of GAC), the standard operation
procedures for GAC replacement requires a truck with an 80-foot hose and an
access to the filtration vessels to recover the spent GAC and replace it with new
GAC. The spent GAC filtration media would be removed, hauled, and disposed
off-site by the supplier. Disposal of the spent media is regulated by the State
Water Board in compliance with the California Hazardous Control law. State
Water Board has determined that the concentration of 1,2,3-TCP that would be
present in the spent filters would be very low, and, therefore, would not require
special disposal.18
Once the GAC media is changed, the system requires initial washing off (for a
period of typically 40 minutes) to remove any fine particles from the new
media. The waste streams would then need to be discharged directly to either
a wastewater storage tank (temporary or permanent) that would need to be
emptied (i.e., hauled offsite) during media change out operations, and/or to be
discharged directly to the City’s storm drain or sewer system. At this time, City
Engineering staff expects that direct discharge disposal via underground piping
and valving connection to the existing storm drain or sewer system is considered
a preferred option. This option would require a direct connection to the adjacent
public storm drain or sewer line on Eucalyptus Avenue. A final decision regarding
the disposition of GAC media waste streams will be made to the City following
completion of final engineering for the 1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant (i.e.,
permanent storage tank on-site or direct discharge to storm drain or sewer
system) based on cost, operations, and permitting.
Under either option, all 1,2,3-TCP in the waste stream would be removed.
Therefore, the Project would not violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements.
b) Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede
sustainable groundwater management of the basin?
NO IMPACT. The proposed water treatment facility would remove 1,2,3-TCP
from the groundwater in order to restore City wells to active use. By removing
a toxic chemical from the groundwater, the Project would facilitate sustainable

18

Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration Adoption of Regulation to Establish the Maximum
Contaminant Level (MCL) for 1,2,3 -TRICHLOROPROPANE, July 18, 2017, prepared by State Water Resources
Control Board, Division of Drinking Water, P.O. Box 100, Sacramento, CA 95812-0100; available at City of Chino
Hills Public Works Department.
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groundwater management. Therefore, the Project would not substantially
decrease or adversely interfere with groundwater supplies.
c) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or
through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would: i)
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; ii) substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or offsite; iii) create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or iv) impede or
redirect flood flows? 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 offsite?
NO IMPACT. The Project site is currently graded, and construction of the Project
will require only minor grading to level the site to accommodate the
approximately 54’ by 27’ concrete slab. Therefore, the Project will not alter the
existing drainage pattern of the site or area.
d) Would the Project, in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of
pollutants due to project inundation?
NO IMPACT. According to the General Plan Safety Element Figure 5-7, Flooding
and Inundation Zones, the Project site is not in a flood or inundation zone.
Therefore, the Project would not risk release of pollutants due to inundation.
e) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality
control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan? otherwise
substantially degrade water quality?
NO IMPACT. The proposed water treatment facility would remove 1,2,3-TCP
from the groundwater in order to restore City wells to active use. By removing
a toxic chemical from the groundwater, the Project would facilitate sustainable
groundwater management. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with or
obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan, or otherwise substantially degrade water
quality.
6.10.2MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding hydrology and water quality.
Consequently, no mitigation is required.
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6.11

LAND USE AND PLANNING

LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

a) Physically divide an established
community?
b) Cause a significant environmental
impact due to a conflict with any land
use plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental
effect?

No
Impact

X
X

6.11.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the Project physically divide an established community?
NO IMPACT: Uses surrounding the Project site include the parking area of the
Boys Republic Transitional facility, a private road, City Booster #9 pump station,
a telecommunications tower, and the former fire station. South of the subject
site is Eucalyptus Avenue followed by single family residences. As discussed
above, the Project would be screened by a wall and replacement trees adjacent
to Eucalyptus Avenue. Therefore, the Project would not divide an established
community and there would be no impact.
b) Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: Required entitlements for the Project include
a conveyance of land to a governmental agency pursuant to Subdivision Map
Act section 66426.5 to separate the site from Assessor Parcel No. 1022-591-02.
The Project will also include a Zoning Map Amendment to change the zoning
designation of the site from Private Institutional to Public Institutional.
The Project site has a current General Plan Land Use designation of
Institutional/Public Facility. According to the General Plan Land Use Element,
this land use designation includes public and private institutional uses such as
City and other government properties, community centers, fire stations, public
schools, religious facilities, and Boys Republic; and public facility uses such as
public utilities and utility rights of way. The water treatment facility would be
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part of the City’s public water utility and would be consistent with the site’s
Institutional/Public Facility designation.
To amend the Zoning Map from Private to Public Institutional, the City Planning
Commission and City Council will need to consider the following findings
established by CHMC 16.62.040:
A. That the proposed zone change is consistent with the goals, policies, and
objectives of the General Plan; and
B. That the proposed zone change will not adversely affect surrounding
properties
The water treatment facility would be part of the City’s public water utility and
would be consistent with the site’s General Plan Institutional/Public Facility land
use designation. The Project would be similar to the adjacent City booster pump
station and would, as discussed in Sections 6.1.c and 6.11.a of this Initial Study,
would not adversely affect surrounding properties. Access to the Project site
would be provided from Eucalyptus Avenue. Upon approval of the required
entitlements, Project impacts relative to conflicts with any applicable land use
plan, policy or regulation. Impacts would be less than significant.
6.11.2

MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding land use and planning. Consequently, no
mitigation is required.
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6.12

MINERAL RESOURCES

MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

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

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

X

X

6.12.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?
NO IMPACT: The City General Plan Conservation Element reports that no
significant mineral deposits are known to exist in the City. Oil production has
occurred in the City since the late 1800s. Minor oil production continues in the
Chino-Soquel Oil Field and the Mahala Oil Field, both located in the southern
portion of the City. There are no oil fields or active wells in proximity to the
Project site. Therefore, the Project would have no impact related to the loss of
availability of known regional or local mineral resources.
b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan, or other land use plan?
NO IMPACT: As noted above, the City Conservation Element reports that there
are no significant mineral deposits or mineral resource recovery sites in Chino
Hills. Therefore, the Project would not result in the loss of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site.
6.12.2

MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding mineral resources. Consequently, no
mitigation is required.
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6.13

NOISE

NOISE. Would the project result in:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

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

X

b) Generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise
levels?

x

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

No
Impact

X

6.13.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the Project generate a substantial temporary or permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: Construction of the water treatment facility
would involve minor grading and paving. Operation of the facility would involve
intermittent worker activity. Pumps associated with the facility would be
enclosed within the adjacent existing pump house, and would emit nominal noise
that would not be audible outside the perimeter of the facility.19 Construction
noise would be temporary and operational noise would be intermittent.

19

Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration Adoption of Regulation to Establish the Maximum
Contaminant Level (MCL) for 1,2,3 -TRICHLOROPROPANE, July 18, 2017, prepared by State Water Resources
Control Board, Division of Drinking Water, P.O. Box 100, Sacramento, CA 95812-0100; available at City of Chino
Hills Public Works Department.
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Sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the proposed treatment facility include
residents of the Boys Republic Transitional facility, located approximately 190270 feet northwest of the Project site; and the residents across Eucalyptus
avenue, approximately 70 feet south of the site. Construction is expected to
short term, approximately 30 days, and would comply with CHMC 8.08.020
construction noise regulations that exempts noise and vibration associated with
construction activities between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. during
weekdays and 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays. The Project would be
surrounded by a 6-foot wall and replacement trees adjacent to Eucalyptus
Avenue. Consequently, Project impacts related to exposure of persons to noise
levels in excess of local standards established would be less than significant.
b) Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT. Construction of the water treatment facility
would involve minor grading and paving. As noted above, Project construction
would be consistent with CHMC 8.08.020 that exempts noise and vibration
associated with construction activities between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00
p.m. during weekdays and 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays. Because
Project construction would take place during these allowable hours, vibration
and noise impacts from proposed Project construction would be less than
significant.
c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
NO IMPACT: The nearest public airport to the Project site is the Chino Airport
located east of the City and approximately 4.5 miles southeast of the site. The
Project site is outside airport land use plans or safety hazard areas of the Chino
Airport. No private air strips are located within or adjacent to the City of Chino
Hills. Therefore, the Project would not cause exposure to excessive noise levels
associated with airport operations.
6.13.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding noise. Consequently, no mitigation is
required.

Page 75

1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant – Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration

6.14

POPULATION AND HOUSING

POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

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

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

X

6.14.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the Project 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)?
NO IMPACT: This Project is intended to remove 1,2,3-TCP from the City wells
and to bring them back into service. Restoring the wells to service is a corrective
action; it will not increase water demand or capacity. Therefore, the Project will
not induce population growth.
b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
NO IMPACT: The Project would locate in a landscape are of the Boys Republic.
No housing exists on the site. Staffing of the Project would require two persons
per day at intermittent times. Therefore, the Project would not displace existing
people.
6.14.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding population and housing. Consequently, no
mitigation is required.
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6.15

PUBLIC SERVICES

PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

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

X

ii) Police protection?

X

iii) Schools?

X

iv) Parks?

X

v) Other public facilities?

X

6.15.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a)

Fire Protection?

NO IMPACT: The Chino Valley Fire District (CVFD) provides fire protection
services in the City of Chino Hills and also serves the adjacent City of Chino
and its sphere of influence. CVFD currently operates seven fire stations, a
training facility and administrative offices. The closest fire station to the Project
site is Fire Station 66, which is located approximately 1.9 miles northwest at
13707 Peyton Avenue. Station 66 houses a paramedic engine company with
four firefighters. In addition. other stations would respond to emergencies at
the Project site as needed.
The Project site is within a developed area currently served by the CVFD. No
habitable structures would be developed as part of the water treatment facility,
and its staffing would be limited to two workers per day attending the facility
intermittently. The Project would not create a demand for new housing, new jobs
or increase in demand for fire protection services. Therefore, Project impacts
relative creating demand for a new or physically altered fire protection facilities
would not be significant.
b)

Police Protection?
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NO IMPACT: The City of Chino Hills contracts with the San Bernardino County
Sheriff’s Department to receive law enforcement services. The Chino Hills Police
Station is located in the Chino Hills Government Center at 14077 Peyton Drive,
located approximately 1.5 miles northwest of the Project site.
The Project site is within a developed area currently served by the CVFD. No
habitable structures would be developed as part of the water treatment facility,
and its staffing would be limited to two workers per day attending the facility
intermittently. The Project would not create a demand for new housing, new jobs
or increase in demand for police protection services. Therefore, Project impacts
relative creating demand for a new or physically altered police protection
facilities would not be significant.
c)

Schools?

NO IMPACT: Public school facilities within the City of Chino Hills are provided by
the Chino Valley Unified School District (CVUSD). Boys Republic operates a
CVUSD high school on its property. The Project site is within a developed
landscape area of Boys Republic and the prosed water treatment facility would
not impact operation of the Boys Republic high school. No habitable structures
would be developed as part of the water treatment facility, and its staffing would
be limited to two workers per day attending the facility intermittently. The
Project would not create a demand for new housing, new jobs or increase in
demand for school services. Therefore, Project impacts relative to creating
demand for a new or physically altered school facilities would not be significant.
d)

Parks?

NO IMPACT: The City of Chino Hills currently operates over 35 public parks,
consisting of community, neighborhood and nature parks. The Project site is
within a developed landscape area of Boys Republic. No habitable structures
would be developed as part of the water treatment facility, and its staffing would
be limited to two workers per day attending the facility intermittently. The
Project would not create a demand for new housing, new jobs or increase in
demand for park services. Therefore, Project impacts relative to creating
demand for a new or physically altered park facilities would not be significant.
e)

Other Facilities?

NO IMPACT: As discussed above, no habitable structures would be developed
as part of the water treatment facility, and its staffing would be limited to two
workers per day attending the facility intermittently. The Project would not
create a demand for new housing, new jobs or increase in demand for other
public facilities or services. Therefore, Project impacts relative to creating
demand for a new or physically altered public facilities would not be significant.
Page 78

1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant – Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration

6.15.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding public services. Consequently, no
mitigation is required.
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6.16

RECREATION

RECREATION.
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

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?

X

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

X

6.16.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the Project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?
NO IMPACT: As discussed in Section 16.15 of this Initial Study, the Project site
is within a developed landscape area of Boys Republic, and the Project would
not impact existing park or recreational facilities within the Boys Republic
property. No habitable structures would be developed as part of the Project, and
its staffing would be limited to two workers per day attending the facility
intermittently. The Project would not create a demand for new housing, new jobs
or increase in demand for recreational services. Therefore, Project impacts
relative to deterioration of recreational facilities would not be significant.
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?
NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility. No habitable structures
would be developed as part of the Project, and its staffing would be limited to
two workers per day attending the facility intermittently. The Project does not
propose recreational facilities. Therefore, Project impacts relative to impacts on
the environment from construction and operation of the recreational facilities
would not be significant.
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6.16.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding recreation services or facilities.
Consequently, no mitigation is required.

Page 81

1,2,3-TCP Removal Treatment Plant – Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration

6.17

TRANSPORTATION

TRANSPORTATION. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

a) Conflict with a program, plan,
ordinance or policy addressing the
circulation system, including transit,
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian
facilities?
b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines § 15064.3,subdivision (b)?

No
Impact

X

X

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

X

d) Result in inadequate emergency
access?

X

6.17.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

a) Would the Project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and
pedestrian facilities?
NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility. It would be located within
a developed landscape area of Boys Republic. No habitable structures would be
developed as part of the water treatment facility, and its staffing would be
limited to two workers per day attending the facility intermittently. Access to the
facility would be from a gated driveway to Eucalyptus Avenue. The Project would
not create a demand for new housing, new jobs or increase demand on the City’s
circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle or pedestrian facilities.
Therefore, the Project would not conflict with a circulation system program, plan,
ordinance or policy.
b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3,
subdivision (b)?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, subdivision (b)
describes criteria for analyzing transportation impacts related to vehicle miles
traveled. Vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is the process authorized by Senate Bill
743 (SB 743), changing the way analysis of transportation impacts are
conducted under CEQA. The intent of VMT is to reduce the total length of vehicle
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trips caused by a project in order to: 1) reduce GHG emissions; develop
multimodal transportation networks; and 3) a diversify land uses. To assist local
governments develop a methodology for analyzing VMT, the state of California
Office of Planning and Research (OPR) issued in 2018 a Technical Advisory for
Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA. The OPR methodology
recommended several screening approaches for determining when a VMT
analysis is not necessary. These included:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Small infill projects generating or attracting fewer than 110 trips per day;
Projects located in areas that generate low VMT;
Projects near transit facilities;
Projects that have less than significant greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.
Projects consistent with regional plans and general plans;
Projects generating per capita or employee VMT less than 15% of the
average region/county per capita or employee VMT;
Local-serving retail and service uses; and
Affordable housing.

As discussed previously, the Project is a water treatment facility intended to
remove 1,2,3-TCP from the City wells and to bring them back into service.
Restoring the wells to service is a corrective action; it will not increase water
demand or capacity. No habitable structures would be developed as part of the
water treatment facility, and its staffing would be limited to two workers per day
attending the facility intermittently. The Project would not create a demand for
new housing, new jobs or increase demand on the City’s circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle or pedestrian facilities.
The Project meets several of the screening criteria recommended by OPR,
including: Small infill projects generating or attracting fewer than 110 trips per
day; Projects that have less than significant greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions;
Projects consistent with regional plans and general plans; Projects that are localserving services. Therefore, the Project does not require a VMT analysis, and
would have less than significant impacts relative to consistency with CEQA
Guidelines § 15064.3, subdivision (b).
c) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses
(e.g., farm equipment)?
NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility. Access to the facility will
be via a driveway located at the site’s southern edge from Eucalyptus Avenue.
The driveway was designed under the direction of the City Public Works
Department to accommodate the intermittent staff vehicles and to Chino Valley
Fire District access standards. The Project does not include street or access
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improvements that would increase hazards due to geometric design features or
incompatible uses.
d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?
NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility. Access to the facility will
be via a driveway located at the site’s southern edge from Eucalyptus Avenue.
The driveway was designed under the direction of the City Public Works
Department to accommodate the intermittent staff vehicles and to Chino Valley
Fire District access standards. The Project would provide adequate emergency
access.
6.17.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding transportation. Consequently, no
mitigation is required.
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6.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES.
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

a) Would the Project cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of
a tribal cultural resource, defined in
Public Resources Code Section 21074
as either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is
geographically defined in terms of the
size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural
value to a California Native American
tribe, and that is:
i) Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code Section
5020.1(k), or
ii) A resource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and
supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1, the lead
agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

X

X

6.18.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
a) Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of

a tribal cultural resource defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as
either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined
in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:
(i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 5020.1(k).
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NO IMPACT: As discussed in Section 6.5.a of this Initial Study, east of the site at
the former fire station is a California Historical Landmark plaque noting the Battle of
Chino, a skirmish of the Mexican–American War that occurred on September 26–27,
1846. During the skirmish 24 Americans hid in the adobe house of Rancho Santa
Ana del Chino, which was generally located at the former fire station site. No
structures associated with the adobe house remain at the former fire station site.
The Project would not affect the former fire station or historic marker.
The City of Chino Hills General Plan Conservation Element states that all of Chino
Hills is within the traditional tribal territory of the Tongva/Gabrielino, which is
believed to have inhabited the area beginning in the Milling Stone or Intermediate
period, approximately 3,000 years before present. These people are believed to
have established the village of Pashiinonga, which was located on a rise above Chino
Creek. Because of this history, the City of Chino Hills requires development projects
in the City to consider the potential for tribal resources. Although these resources
may occur in the City and are discussed further below, they do not represent a
California Register of Historical Resources or local register of historical resources.
The City of Chino Hills does not have a local register of historical resources.
Therefore, the Project will not have a significant impact on a historic resource.
(ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead
agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: As
discussed in Section 3 of this Initial Study, two Native American tribes have
previously contacted the City requesting notification pursuant to California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Public Resources Code section 21080.3, subd.
(b); California Assembly Bill 52. These two tribes are the Gabrieleno Band of
Mission Indians/Kizh Nation and the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians. Letters
were sent to representatives of these two tribes on November 30, 2020, tribes
inviting both to request formal consultation (attached in Appendix A).
On December 10, Chairman Andrew Salas of the Gabrieleno Band of Mission
Indians/Kizh Nation contacted Fe Rama, Senior Engineer, at the City requesting
consultations. Ms. Rama made a number of email contacts to Mr. Salas
attempting to arrange a consultation appointment. However, neither Mr. Salas
or a member of his tribe responded to Ms. Rama’s requests.
The City also contacted the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC)
requesting a Sacred Lands File check. In correspondence dated December 28,
2021, the NAHC provided the results of a Sacred Lands File check which was
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positive for potential Native American resources, and suggested that the City
contact the Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians. (Reference
Appendix B.) The City subsequently contacted Anthony Morales, Chairperson of
the Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians on January 5, 2021
explaining that the NAHC had identified potential tribal cultural resources
affiliated with their tribe and requesting that he share any pertinent information
with the City. (Reference Appendix C.) This request to Mr. Morales was outside
and in addition to the AB52 process. No response was received from Mr. Morales
or a member of his tribe.
As discussed previously in this Initial Study, grading for the Project would be
minimal, requiring only the leveling of the site for a concrete pad. However,
because there remains a potential for tribal cultural resources to occur on the
site, Mitigation Measure TCR-1, below, is added to the Project establishing
procedures should tribal resources be uncovered during Project grading
activities. With inclusion of this measure, potential impacts relative to tribal
resources would be reduced to less than significant levels.
6.18.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The following measure will be required to mitigate potential Project impacts
related to tribal resources to less than significant levels:
Mitigation Measure TRC-1: Native American Monitoring.
Timing: Prior to Issuance of Grading Permits.
Department Responsible: Community Development
If potential Native American resources are uncovered during grading, the
City shall be required to halt work within 50 feet of the find, and retain a
qualified professional archaeologist and an experienced and certified
Native American monitor of Gabrieleño heritage to examine the material
to determine whether it is a “unique cultural resource” as defined in
Section 21083.2 (g) of the State CEQA Statues. If this determination is
positive, the scientifically consequential information shall be fully
recovered by the archaeologist and Native American monitor. Work may
continue outside the area of the find. However, no further work shall occur
in the immediate location of the find until all information recovery has
been completed and a report concerning same filed with the City. The
report and any finds shall be made available to a designated repository
as appropriate and/or to interested representatives of Native American
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the City.
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6.19

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

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

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

X

b) Have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the project and
reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry and
multiple dry years?

X

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

X

d) Generate solid waste in excess of
state or local standards, or in excess
of the capacity of local infrastructure,
or otherwise impair the attainment of
solid waste reduction goals?

X

e) Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes
and regulations related to solid
waste?

X

6.19.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
a) Would the Project require or result in the relocation or construction of new

or expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric
power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects?
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LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT: The Project is a water treatment facility designed to
remove 1,2,3-TCP from the City’s groundwater. The treatment facility is
designed according to the best available technology as determined by a
Preliminary Design Technical Memorandum for the Chino Hills 123-TCP Removal
Project, dated January 17, 2019. 20 As proposed, the Project will include
installation of eight (8) GAC treatment vessels in a tandem series train for the
removal of 1,2,3-TCP from the City’s groundwater supply prior to sending the
domestic water to Booster #9. As shown in Figure 5, Preliminary Design – Facility
Plan, in Section 2.9 of this Initial Study, the centralized GAC treatment system
will connect directly to intercept 100-percent of the flow at either the suction or
discharge line at Booster #9. The GAC treatment system will be manually
operated with all controls located on-site adjacent to Booster #9 pump station.
Due to the treatment system’s centralized connection, full treatment would be
available for all City of Chino Hills wells that connect to Booster #9. Each
treatment vessel will contain granular active carbon estimated to weigh
approximately 20,000 pounds (lbs.), and the treatment plants would have a
maximum ultimate capacity of about 4,734 gallons per minute (gpm) or 6.8
million gallons per day (MGD).
The Project is designed to bring the City’s wells back into service. Restoring the
wells to service is a corrective action; it will not increase water demand or
capacity. Therefore, the Project would have less than significant impacts relative
to the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater
treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities.
b) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project

and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and
multiple dry years?
NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility designed to remove 1,2,3TCP from the City’s groundwater and to bring the City’s wells back into service.
Restoring the wells to service is a corrective action; it will restore ground water
supplies and add to available water supplies. Therefore, the Project will positively
affect water supplies available to the City, and have no adverse impacts
regarding water supplies.
c) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment

provider, which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity

“Preliminary Design Technical Memorandum for the Chino Hills 123-TCP Removal Project”, prepared by Michael
Baker International on behalf of the City of Chino Hills, dated January 17, 2019; and available at the City of Chino Hills
Engineering Division, Chino Hills City Hall, 14000 City Center Drive, Chino Hills, California, 91709.
20
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to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?
NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility designed to remove 1,2,3TCP from the City’s groundwater and to bring the City’s wells back into service.
Restoring the wells to service is a corrective action; it will restore ground water
supplies and add to available water supplies. Therefore, the Project will not
impact wastewater treatment capacity.
d) Would the project generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards,

or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the
attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility designed to remove 1,2,3TCP from the City’s groundwater and to bring the City’s wells back into service.
No habitable structures would be developed as part of the Project, and its
staffing would be limited to two workers per day attending the facility
intermittently. The Project would not create a demand for new housing, new
jobs or increase in demand for recreational services. Therefore, the Project
would not increase or significantly impact solid waste generation.
e) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and

reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility designed to remove 1,2,3TCP from the City’s groundwater and to bring the City’s wells back into service.
No habitable structures would be developed as part of the Project, and its
staffing would be limited to two workers per day attending the facility
intermittently. The Project would not create a demand for new housing, new
jobs or increase in demand for recreational services. Therefore, the Project
would not impact compliance with solid waste statutes and regulations.
6.19.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis determined that the proposed Project would not result in any
significant adverse impacts regarding utilities and services. Consequently, no
mitigation is required.
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6.20 WILDFIRE
WILDFIRE. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire
hazard severity zones, would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

a) Substantially impair an adopted
emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

X

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

X

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

X

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

X

6.20.1 ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
a) Would the Project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan

or emergency evacuation plan?

NO IMPACT: Access to the site would be via a gated driveway on Eucalyptus
Avenue. The Project would not be habitable, would generate 2-4 vehicle trips
per day and staff would attend to the water treatment facility on an intermittent
basis. The driveway was designed under the direction of the City Public Works
Department to accommodate the intermittent staff vehicles and to Chino Valley
Fire District access standards. The Project site is not located within the City’s
Fire Hazard Overlay as designated by the City General Plan Safety Element.
Therefore, the Project would impair emergency response or evacuation plans.
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b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks,

and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a
wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility. It would not be habitable,
and the Project site is not located within the City’s Fire Hazard Overlay as
designated by the City General Plan Safety Element. The site is relatively flat
and would be located within a developed portion of the Boys Republic. Therefore,
the Project would not exacerbate wildfire risks.
c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as

roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities)
that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing
impacts to the environment?

NO IMPACT: Access to the site would be via a gated driveway on Eucalyptus
Avenue. The driveway was designed under the direction of the City Public Works
Department to accommodate the intermittent staff vehicles and to Chino Valley
Fire District access standards. The Project site is not located within the City’s
Fire Hazard Overlay as designated by the City General Plan Safety Element. The
Project does not require installation or maintenance associated with
infrastructure that may exacerbate fire risk.
d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or

downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?

NO IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility. It would not be habitable,
and the Project site is not located within the City’s Fire Hazard Overlay as
designated by the City General Plan Safety Element. The site is relatively flat
and would be located within a developed portion of the Boys Republic. Therefore,
the Project would not expose people or structures to significant risks related to
flooding or landslides as a result of post fire conditions.
6.20.2 MITIGATION MEASURES

The analysis indicated that the implementation of the proposed Project would
not result in any significant impacts related to wildfire. As a result, no mitigation
is required.
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6.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.
Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Does the Project have the potential to
substantially degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below selfsustaining 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?

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

No
Impact

X

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

X

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

X

a) Does the Project have the potential to degrade the quality of the

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

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: The Project
would not have substantial impacts on special status species, stream habitat,
and wildlife dispersal and migration. Furthermore, the Project would not affect
the local, regional, or national populations or ranges of any plant or animal
species and would not threaten any plant communities. There is potential for
nesting birds on existing on-site trees, which would be mitigated by Mitigation
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Measure BIO-1. There is also potential for inadvertent finds of Native American
archeological resources during project grading, which would be mitigated by
Mitigation Measure TRC-1. With implementation of these mitigation measures,
the Project’s Mandatory Finding of Significance relative to degrading the quality
of the environment would be less significant.
b) Does the Project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively

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

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: This Project is intended to remove 1,2,3-TCP
from the City wells and to bring them back into service. In the interim, the City
has increased its reliance on imported water to make up for the nonavailability
of groundwater sources. Restoring the wells to service is a corrective action; it
will not increase water demand or capacity. Although there are a number of
private development projects and other public infrastructure projects in progress
or in planning stages within the City, the 1,2,3-TCP Removal Project will not
affect or be affected by these projects. Consequently, the Project will result in
less than significant cumulative impacts.
c) Does the Project have environmental effects which will cause substantial

adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: The Project is a water treatment facility
designed to remove 1,2,3-TCP from the City’s groundwater and to bring the
City’s wells back into service. Restoring the wells to service is a corrective action;
it will restore ground water supplies and add to available water supplies.
Therefore, the Project will positively affect water supplies available to the City.
The Project would not have environmental effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly, and these impacts
would be less than significant.
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7.0

LIST OF PREPARERS
o Joann Lombardo, Director of Community Development
o Fe Rama, Senior Engineer
o Mark Wiley, Utilities Operation Manager
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