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INTRODUCTION

Initial Study

Pursuant to Section 15063 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines (Title 14,
California Code of Regulations, Sections 15000 et seq.), an Initial Study is a preliminary environmental
analysis that is used by the lead agency (the public agency principally responsible for approving or
carrying out the proposed project) as a basis for determining whether an Environmental Impact Report, a
Mitigated Negative Declaration, or a Negative Declaration is required for a project. The State CEQA
Guidelines require that an Initial Study contain a project description, description of environmental setting,
identification of environmental effects by checklist or other similar form, explanation of environmental
effects, discussion of mitigation for significant environmental effects, evaluation of the project’s

consistency with existing, applicable land use controls, and the name of persons who prepared the study.

The purpose of this Initial Study is to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of the proposed
University of California Riverside (“UC Riverside”) North District Development Plan to determine what
level of additional environmental review, if any, is appropriate. As shown in the Determination in Section
IV of this document and based on the analysis contained in this Initial Study, it has been determined that
the proposed NDD Plan could result in potentially significant impacts; therefore, preparation of an

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is appropriate.

The University of California (University), as the lead agency pursuant to CEQA, requires each campus of
the University of California to prepare a Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) that sets forth concepts,
principles, and plans to guide the future growth of the campus. Pursuant to this obligation, UC Riverside
prepared the 2005 LRDP and the supporting Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for the UC
Riverside campus (State Clearinghouse No. 2005041164). In November 2005, The Board of Regents of the
University of California (The Regents) certified the Final EIR and approved the 2005 LRDP. In 2006, UC
Riverside amended the 2005 LRDP to allow a 3.25-acre deed restriction in the Agricultural Operations
fields south of MLK (2005 LRDP Amendment 1). In 2011, UC Riverside approved a major amendment
(Amendment 2) to the 2005 LRDP, based on an evaluation of its environmental impacts in a Final EIR
(State Clearinghouse No. 2010111034). The LRDP Amendment 2 EIR supplemented the 2005 LRDP EIR,
focusing on the incremental environmental effects of LRDP Amendment 2. In 2013, the 2005 LRDP was
amended (Amendment 3) to provide an overlay to the land use designation of one 10-acre site on the

West Campus for the siting of a solar array project.

The 2005 LRDP, as amended by Amendments 1, 2, and 3, is the land use planning document used by UC
Riverside to guide the development of the campus to accommodate a projected student body of 25,000
full time equivalent (FTE) students which was estimated to be reached by 2020. The 2005 LRDP EIR, as
augmented and updated by the 2011 LRDP Amendment 2 EIR, is the environmental document that

provides a full evaluation of the environmental effects of campus development anticipated under the
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2005 LRDP and is used by the Campus to conduct tiered environmental review of specific development

projects proposed on the campus, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15152.

The proposed North District Development Plan (NDD Plan) is a plan put forth by UC Riverside to
provide up to 6,000 student beds on the East Campus on an approximately 55-acre site located in the
northeastern portion of the campus. The NDD Plan comprises Phase 1 which involves the construction of
about 1,500 student beds and associated facilities by 2021 and a future phase(s) which involves the
construction of up to 4,500 student beds and associated facilities between 2019 and 2024/5. The project site
is developed with Canyon Crest Family Student Housing that was occupied by student families until
2017 and is currently vacant. The site is designated for Family, Apartments, and Residence Hall Student
Housing and Related Support, and Athletics and Recreation in the 2005 LRDP. Furthermore, as a student
housing project, the proposed project would support current and projected enrollment on the campus.
The student population for the campus is projected to exceed the LRDP threshold of 25,000 prior to the
projected completion of buildout of the project in 2024/5. Therefore, the University has determined that it
will not tier the environmental review of this project from the 2005 LRDP EIR and the 2011 LRDP
Amendment 2 EIR, but will instead prepare a stand-alone EIR that evaluates and disclose the potential

environmental impacts of the proposed NDD Plan.

At this time, project-level details are available only for Phase 1 development. With respect to the future
phase(s) of development, the NDD Plan provides a development program and a land use diagram, but
does not have details with respect to specific buildings. Given this level of detail, the EIR for the NDD
Plan will provide a program-level analysis for the entire plan and a project-level analysis of the potential
environmental impacts from the implementation of Phase 1.
Anticipated Project Approvals
Necessary project approvals are anticipated to include, but are not limited to, consideration of the
following by The University of California Board of Regents (anticipated in March 2019):

o Certification of the North District Development Plan EIR,

¢ Amendment to the UCR LRDP,

e Approval of the North District Development Plan, and

e Approval of the design of the first phase of the proposed project.

Public and Agency Review

The Notice of Preparation (NOP) and this Initial Study will be circulated for public and agency review
from June 19, 2018 through July 20, 2018. Copies of the Initial Study are available during normal
operating hours at Campus Planning - Capital Asset Strategies, UCR and online at
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http://cpp.ucr.edu/environmental/ceqadocs.html. Comments on the NOP/Initial Study must be received
by 5:00 PM on July 20, 2018. They may be e-mailed to CEQA@ucr.edu or sent to:

Campus Planning — Capital Asset Strategies
1223 University Avenue, Suite 240
Riverside, California 92507
Attn: Tricia D. Thrasher, ASLA, LEED AP

A public scoping meeting for the NDD Plan EIR will be held on July 3, 2018, from 5:30 PM to 7:30 PM at
University Village Suite 210 located at 1223 University Avenue, Riverside, California. The public and

agency review period for the EIR is anticipated to commence in approximately November 2018.
Organization of the Initial Study
This Initial Study is organized into the following sections:

Section I — Project Information: provides summary background information about the proposed project,

including project location, lead agency, and contact information.

Section II -Project Location and Description: includes a description of the proposed project, including

the need for the project, the project’s objectives, and the elements included in the project.

Section III -Environmental Factors Potentially Affected: identifies which environmental factors, if any,
involve at least one significant or potentially significant impact that cannot be reduced to a less than

significant level.

Section IV — Determination: indicates whether impacts associated with the proposed project would be

significant, and what, if any, additional environmental documentation is required.

Section V - Evaluation of Environmental Impacts: contains the Environmental Checklist form for each
resource and presents an explanation of all checklist answers. The checklist is used to assist in evaluating
the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project and determining which impacts, if any, need

to be mitigated or to be further evaluated in an EIR.
Section VI - Supporting Information Sources: lists references used in the preparation of this document.

Section VII - Initial Study Preparers: lists the names of individuals involved in the preparation of this

document.
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PROJECT INFORMATION

Project title:

North District Development Plan

Lead agency name and address:

The Regents of the University of California
1111 Franklin Street
Oakland, CA 94607

Contact person and phone number:

Tricia D. Thrasher, ASLA, LEED AP
Principal Environmental Planner
University of California, Riverside
(951) 827-1484

CEQA@ucr.edu

Project location:

University of California, Riverside
Riverside, California 92507

Project sponsor’s name and address:

University of California, Riverside

Campus Planning — Capital Asset Strategies
1223 University Avenue, Suite 240
Riverside, California 92521

Custodian of the administrative record for this project (if different from response to item 3 above.):

Same as above.
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I1. PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

The NDD Plan (proposed project) is a proposed land use plan to redevelop an existing student housing
project site on the East Campus with a new higher-density student housing project. The NDD Plan
designates land uses for the entire 55-acre site, and the Campus anticipates that the plan area will be
developed in phases, beginning with Phase 1 in the southern portion of the 55-acre site. The NDD Plan
includes a mix of land use designations that would allow for the construction of student housing units
(for first year, second year, transfer, and upper division undergraduate and graduate students), support
spaces, site improvements, utilities and supporting infrastructure improvements, dining facilities,

recreational fields, an athletic field, and related parking.

Location: The UC Riverside campus is located in the City of Riverside, three miles east of downtown
Riverside and just west of the Box Springs Mountains. The City of Riverside is located within the County
of Riverside, in a larger geographic area known as the Inland Empire, which includes western Riverside
and San Bernardino counties. Figure 1, Regional Location, shows the location of the campus in a regional
context. The campus is generally bounded by University Avenue and Blaine Street on the north, Watkins
Drive and Valencia Hill Drive and its extension south on the east, a line extending east from Le Conte
Drive on the south, and Chicago Avenue on the west. The campus is bisected diagonally by the I-215/SR-
60 freeway. The area to the east of I-215/SR-60 is called the East Campus.

The proposed NDD Plan area is an approximately 55-acre site located in the northeastern portion of East
Campus (Figure 2, Project Location). The Plan area consists of the existing vacant Canyon Crest Family
Student Housing Complex which includes single-family dwellings, most of which are vacant although
some are now used as storage and maintenance facilities, including permanent structures and modular
units in the northwestern portion of the site. A park with a playground is located in the western portion
of the Plan area, south of Cherry Street. There are nine asphalt-paved residential streets within the Plan
area in addition to several gravel roads. The project site is surrounded by Blaine Street and a small
shopping plaza to the north and Canyon Crest Drive and the Falkirk Apartments to the west. The Plan
area is bounded by Linden Street to the south along with the Police Facility, a track facility, the Student
Recreation Center, and the Aberdeen-Inverness (A-I) Residence Halls. To the east of the project site are
parking lots, the UC Riverside Child Development Center, and the Campus Corporation Yard (which
includes three campus support facility buildings [Corporation A, B, and C], two warehouses (Warehouse
#1 and #2), the Mail Services building, the Transportation and Parking Services (TAPS) building and yard,

a car shed, a gas storage building, and outdoor storage and parking areas).
North District Development Plan

Land Use Plan: Figure 3, Proposed Land Use Designations presents the land use designations that are
included in the NDD Plan. Table 1 below presents the acres assigned to each land use designation/district

and the types and intensity of land uses planned for each land use district.

5 North District Development Plan Initial Study
June 2018



S

EE_—_

APPROXIMATE SCALE IN MILES

“ \
~L b e == g
| b e e == - —
J
- . . ®
r Riverside @
I .Moreno Valley
60
- d
) (91}
N g Project @
- Corona e Location
\ 1 TR Lakg
Q. ake Perris
%\ ‘5‘/0, Matthews
R
%\ 0
N,
< (2
Og,\ _
\ ﬁ @ Rerris
A -~ <
I (1)
I.___
N\ N
~ / § .
N Lake @ Fake Elsinore
Elsinore
/
/7
\ / .
| / Murrieta @
/
|
"——————L Temecula ®
| ~
-
— _”~ S~
7.5 3.75 0 75

_-1—_-—------------———-_

San Bernardino County
P it T U —

f Riverside County

- e e e = o

&

®-Beaumont

Riverside County

San Diego County

SOURCE: Impact Sciences, 2018

FIGURE 1

IMPACT N
SCIENCES

Regional Location

1031.004-6/18



FIGURE 2

L‘hgrEANCCTES Project Location

1031.004-06/18




STUDENT RESIDENTIAL AND
MIXED USE DISTRICT 4

8.40 ac

1,400-2,600 Beds
50,000-70,000 sf Mixed Use

STUDENT RESIDENTIAL AND
MIXED USE DISTRICT 3

5.45 ac

700-1,400 Beds
30,000-50,000 sf Mixed Use

ATHLETICS EVENT CENTER
5.70 ac

5,000-7,000 Seats

Field House, Training, Lockers,
Fitness, Concessions

LEGEND

s OPEN SPACE

HOUSING AND SUPPORT
s ATHLETICS
I PARKING

7

BLAINE STREET |

¥

u

W W

L i Ly

LS LT

PARKING 2
4.05ac
<1,200 spaces

STUDENT RESIDENTIAL AND
MIXED USE DISTRICT 5
3.40 ac

700-1,000 Beds

OPEN SPACE
11.60 ac

PARKING 1
2.15 ac
<1,200 spaces

STUDENT RESIDENTIAL AND
MIXED USE DISTRICT 1

4.25 ac

700-1,000 Beds
10,000-15,000 sf Mixed Use

3INYA N330H38Y |

STUDENT RESIDENTIAL AND
MIXED USE DISTRICT 2

6.15 ac

800-1300 Beds
13,000-22,000 sf Mixed Use
600 Seat Dining Commons

SOURCE: Solomon Cordwell Buenz, 2018

FIGURE 3

IMPACT

SCIENCES

Proposed Land Use Designations

1031.004-6/18



Table 1

North District Development Plan
Proposed Land Use Designations and Districts

Land Use Acres Bed/Spaces/Seats/Mixed Use
Student Residential and Mixed 495 700-1,000 Beds
Uses District 1 ' 10,000-15,000 sf Mixed Use
800-1300 Beds
Resi ial Mi
Student Residential and Mixed 6.15 13,000-22,000 sf Mixed Use
Uses District 2
600 Seat Dining Facility
Student Residential and Mixed 545 700-1,400 Beds
Uses District 3 ' 30,000-50,000 sf Mixed Use
Student Residential and Mixed 8.40 1,400-2,600 Beds
Uses District 4 ' 50,000-70,000 sf Mixed Use
Student Residential and Mixed 700-1,000 Beds
. 3.40
Uses District 5
Athletics Event Center 5.70 5,000-7,000 Seats
Parking 1 2.15 Less than or equal to 1,200 Spaces
Parking 2 4.05 Less than or equal to 1,200 Spaces
Open Space 11.60 --
Total Acres 51.15

The NDD Plan provides for the phased development of apartments, mixed-use residential, resident life

amenity spaces, living and learning spaces, resident life support spaces, dining facilities, athletics

facilities, and parking areas (Figure 4, North District Development Plan (Conceptual)). Table 2 below

sets forth the number of student beds and other amenities that would be developed in Phase 1 of the Plan
and the additional beds and facilities that would be built in the future phase(s).

The NDD Plan sets forth details regarding the facilities that would be built in Phase 1 and includes a land

use diagram to guide the development of the future phase(s). The Plan, however, establishes building

heights, noting that heights would range from 5 to 6 stories for the apartment buildings, 5 to 6 stories for

residence halls, 1 to 2 stories for mixed use buildings, a 2-story dining facility, and parking structures

would be 7 levels.
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Table 2
North District Development Plan
Phased Development Program

Unit Mix

Phase 1

Future Phase

NDD Plan Total

Apartments

1,500 beds

2,558 beds

4,058 beds

361,836 sq. ft.

1,009,811 sq. ft.

1,371,647 sq. ft.

Residence Halls

1,200 beds

1,200 beds

244,059 sq. ft.

244,059 sq. ft.

Residential Floor Amenity / Support Spaces 7,846 sq. ft. TBD TBD
Circulation, Mechanical, & Structure 147,958 sq. ft. TBD TBD
Living, Learning, Community & Administration 10,704 sq. ft. TBD TBD
Support & Maintenance 5,177 sq. ft. TBD TBD
Dining Facilities - 33,380 sq. ft. 33,380 sq. ft.
Field House - 21,893 sq. ft. 21,893 sq. ft.
Competition Field - 3,000 seats 3,000 seats
Surface Parking 844 spaces - --
Structured Garage Parking - 2,164 spaces 2,164 spaces

Open Space and Landscaping: The NDD Plan proposes a large open space area in the eastern portion of
the Plan area. The site material palette for the NDD Plan would include hardscape and softscape
materials that are derived from the existing campus aesthetic. Key intersections and open spaces, such
as the primary plaza, main building entries, and courtyard patios, would include specialty paving that
highlights the importance of those spaces. Planting materials would include native and adaptive species
that are drought tolerant, reflect the native landscape of the region, and highlight UC Riverside’s
commitment to sustainability and water use reduction. Incorporation of trees throughout the site would
provide shade and respite from the heat while creating pleasant places to rest and relax throughout the

Plan area.

During construction, tree protection zones would be placed at or beyond the dripline of trees wherever

possible. Protection fencing would include 8-foot high chain-link fence. Per the tree survey and arborist

evaluation, two tiers of trees would be considered for plreselrvation.1 Of the 681 trees in the site

1 The full North District Tree Evaluation, completed by Psomas in March 2017, is included as Appendix B to this
Initial Study. According to the Evaluation, first tier trees consists of the following criteria: High health rating (4
min.), high aesthetic rating (4 min.), California natives, significant height, significant canopy, significant trunk.
The second tier trees are selected for: Moderate-high health rating (3 min.), moderate-high aesthetic rating (3
min.), significant height, significant canopy, significant trunk. The third tier trees include: Low-moderate health
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inventory, 46 shrubs, 132 invasive specimens (for example pepper trees) and six short-lived specimens
would be removed. Of the remaining 497 trees, 110 trees are first tier and 56 are second tier. All third
tier trees would be removed in Phase 1. The arrangement of buildings on the site of the future phase(s)
would be positioned to retain clusters of healthy, existing trees. This approach would give the site
development an immediate sense of scale and would provide shade for residents and visitors. The goal
would be to add replacement trees at a rate of approximately four-to-one, which would help to
strengthen the landscape design, highlight pedestrian corridors and provide future shade and comfort

throughout the open spaces.

General Access and Circulation: Vehicular access would be provided from Linden Street, Blaine Street,

and Watkins Drive.

As depicted in Figure 5, multi-modal routes would be provided to encourage walking and riding to and
from the campus with the intent of creating a pedestrian friendly experience for students, staff, and
visitors to the North District. Additional pedestrian walks, plazas, and bicycle routes would be developed
under the NDD Plan. Bike lanes shall be included on all major streets. Bike parking would be provided
throughout the NDD Plan area. Secure bike parking would be included inside the buildings as well as in
outdoor, secure parking facilities. These would be provided at a rate of one stall per four residents.
Temporary and visitor parking would be provided at all residential buildings, the NCAA field, and the
dining facility at a rate of 2.5 percent of the maximum occupancy, with a minimum of four spaces per

building.

Service Access: The Plan’s network of pedestrian walks would be sized and designed to allow for service
access along the main multi-modal pathways throughout the site. Convenient pick-up locations for each
housing area along the service routes would facilitate trash and recycling storage at residential buildings
with. The new dining facility would include loading and service area for food delivery and substantial

trash and recycling collection.

Emergency Access: The NDD Plan would be designed to allow for direct emergency access to all
buildings. Access would be provided on the surrounding streets as well as on the multi-modal malls
throughout the development site. The design of these paths would meet the requirements for emergency
vehicles, including the 22,000 pounds per square inch (psi) loading and access to building facades.
Pedestrian egress routes have also been established to provide safe and direct routes for evacuation of the

site during emergencies.
Utilities:

Water: Riverside Public Utilities (RPU) currently provides water to the Campus. Combined 12-inch fire

and water lines would be installed throughout the NDD Plan area to serve future buildings. Tie-in points

rating (less than 3), low-moderate aesthetic rating (less than 3), California invasive tree species, trees that are
short lived and/or brittle, trees that are dead or dying.

12 North District Development Plan Initial Study
June 2018



| I‘ o AAIMA LS3¥D NOANYD

Selh L

led

g

1/ ‘\
: : LI;
i (B
3/ o
‘ )
1 e
] ==
| = SRY
j? d B e | et
=7 ' Id 3
— BIKE CIRCULATION - CLASS 1 =) =ae
* ,...l....—‘-“
e BIKE CIRCULATION - CLASS 2 Pials S
3 N LT i
e BIKE CIRCULATION - CLASS 3 ]‘\ o
— — —  BIKE CIRCULATION (DISMOUNT)

« BIKE CIRCULATION - CLASS 4 !
(SHARROWS)

WALKS AND PLAZAS

SOURCE: Solomon Cordwell Buenz, 2018

FIGURE 5

IMPACT N

SCIENCES North District Development Plan - Multi-Modal Routes

1031.004-6/18




to the existing public 14-inch public water line would be installed at the intersections of Linden Street and
the recreational mall and Linden Street and Aberdeen Drive. As shown in Table 3, peak domestic water
demand under Phase 1 would be about 940 gallons per minute (GPM) and at NDD Plan buildout would
be approximately 3,340 GPM.

Table 3
Water and Wastewater Projections

Phase1 | Future Phase | NDD Plan Total
Utility Type (GPM)2 (GPM) (GPM)

Peak Domestic

Water Demand 940 2400 3,340
Wastew'ater 940 2400 3340
Generation

Source: UCR Facilities, May 2018

Wastewater: Sanitary sewer lines would be installed to serve the proposed buildings. Three tie-in points
would be installed at Linden Street and Aberdeen Drive, Linden Street nearby the recreational mall, and
at Canyon Crest Drive. Development under the NDD Plan would upsize 800 feet of the existing City

sewer line located within Canyon Crest Drive, north of Linden Street, from 8 inches to 15 inches.

Stormwater: The NDD Plan area would be separated into seven drainage areas (Drainage Areas A through
G). Stormwater flow would be directed towards proposed detention and treatment areas within each

drainage area.

Electricity and Natural Gas: The RPU currently provides electricity to the campus. Natural gas is provided
to the campus by the Southern California Gas Company (SCGC). The Campus plans to size the new

utility infrastructure to accommodate the future development in the NDD Plan area.
Sustainable Design Features: The approach to sustainable project master planning would be as follows:
Physical and Environmental Design

e The NDD Plan will minimize site disturbance by locating the development on land that is
previously developed (the site currently houses the Canyon Crest Family Student Housing
complex) and by preserving as many Tier 1 and Tier 2 trees as possible, focusing on larger
clusters of those trees. New trees that are adaptive to the local environment would be added at a

rate of approximately 4:1.
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e The NDD Plan attempts to replicate natural site hydrology processes, to manage 85th percentile

rainfall event rainwater runoff onsite using low-impact development strategies.

e Using a combination of existing and new shading trees, planting areas, and high albedo paving
and roofing materials, the NDD Plan reduces the urban heat island effect resulting from roof

and paved non-roof site surfaces.

e To increase night sky access, improve nighttime visibility, and reduce the consequences of
development for the campus wildlife and off-campus neighbors, the NDD Plan will be designed
to minimize light pollution by limiting uplight and light trespass beyond the Plan area, using the
International Dark Sky Association’s (IES/IDA) Model Lighting Ordinance light fixture selection

criteria.

e To manage solid waste, the project will provide convenient locations for the collection of waste,
recycling, and composting throughout the development and will recycle, reuse, or salvage at

least 50 percent of nonhazardous demolition and construction debris.
Organization/Building Form and Orientation

e Each building will be configured for the best use of space and solar orientation possible within
the overall masterplan concept. Design features would incorporate passive solar design to
minimize heat gain and glare on south facing windows. All south, west, or southwest facing
windows would be recessed by two feet from the rest of the building with an external overhang
at the top floor, whereas north facing windows would be flush with the building’s exterior to

allow for slightly larger units.

e The NDD Plan will promote livability, walkability, and transportation efficiency, by being a

compact development with a 33 dwelling units per acre residential density.
Landscape and Irrigation Systems/Materials

e Outside of the athletics event center, outdoor water use would be reduced by prioritizing the
planting of native/adaptive and drought tolerant plant species, with sub-surface irrigation to
reduce maintenance, runoff, and fertilizer and pesticide applications. Outdoor water use will
comply with the state of California Model Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance. The Ordinance
seeks to increase water efficiency standards for new and retrofitted landscapes through more
efficient irrigation systems, greywater reuse (optional), onsite storm water capture (optional),

and by limiting the portion of landscapes that can be covered in turf.
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e The proposed design of the NDD Plan would provide tree-lined blocks and shaded sidewalks to
encourage walking, skating, and bicycling. These strategies also help reduce urban heat island

effects, improve air quality, increase evapotranspiration, and reduce cooling loads in buildings.
Mobility Systems

e North District is located on an existing bicycle network, with existing bike paths and lanes on
Watkins Drive, Blaine Street, and Canyon Crest Drive. The Plan will provide long-term bicycle
storage for at least 30 percent of all regular building occupants, according to the LEED rating
system requirements, which exceeds the campus existing requirements of 25 percent (Appendix
B of the RFP). The Plan will also provide short-term bicycle storage for at least 2.5 percent of all
peak visitors to the North District.

e North District is also located on an existing quality public transit network that serves to reduce

the number of vehicle miles travelled significantly for the future residents of the development.

e The NDD Plan will provide safe, appealing, and comfortable street environments (walkable
streets) that encourage the existing patterns of walking, biking, and skate-boarding on campus

to continue onto the North District.

Plan Phasing: The construction under the NDD Plan would occur from 2019 through 2024/5.
Construction would occur in phases with Phase 1 providing about 1,500 beds and occurring from 2019 to
2021. The phasing of the remainder of the NDD Plan development is uncertain at this time and may occur

in one or more phases. The entire development program is expected to be completed by 2024/5.

Population: As a residential project, development under the NDD Plan is intended to meet the needs of
projected campus enrollment and would not, of itself, increase the enrollment at UC Riverside. The NDD
Plan would add an additional approximately 5,258 on-campus beds for students, and compared to
existing conditions, about 5,100 students would live on campus rather than seeking housing in the City of

Riverside and other communities. The NDD Plan would add approximately 70 staff to the campus.

Phase 1

Phase 1 would be the first development completed within the NDD Plan. As described in Table 4, Phase
1 proposes to construct on-campus student apartments, living and learning spaces, resident life amenity
spaces, two surface parking lots, and reconfigure two small adjacent parking lots that serve the existing
UC Riverside Child Development Center (Figure 6, North District Development Plan - Phase 1 Site
Plan).
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Table 4
Phase 1 Building Program

No. of | No.of | SqFt |Building Space (gross

Program Element Units Beds /Unit square feet)

4 Bedroom / 2 Bathroom Apartment 264 1,044 975 255,000
2 Bedroom / 2 Bathroom Apartment (Double) 106 424 864 91,584
Single Occupied Unit (RA Unit) 20 20 483 9,660
2 Bedroom / 2 Bathroom Apartment (RD) 2 4 864 1,728
1 Bedroom / 1 Bathroom Apartment (ARD) 8 8 483 3,864
Total Program 400 1,500 911 361,836
Residential Floor Amenity / Support Spaces 7,846
Circulation, Mechanical, & Structure 147,958
Living, Learning, Community & Administration 10,704
Support & Maintenance 5177
Surface Parking 775 spaces
Total Square Footage 533,521
PROJECT TOTALS 400 1,500 533,521

Student Apartment Buildings: Student apartments would be located in four buildings, Buildings A
through D. Buildings A and B would be 5 to 6 stories in height and Buildings C and D would be 4 to 5
stories high. Each set of buildings, A-B and C-D, would have a general public entrance as well as separate

resident entrances.

Landscaping: New tree plantings are proposed throughout the site to highlight main walkways and
provide canopy in courtyard spaces. About 105 existing trees would remain on the proposed Phase 1
project site (1st and 2nd tier trees and palm trees) and up to 140 proposed trees would be planted. All tier
three trees would be removed to eliminate those that are unhealthy and are invasive. Landscaping would

consist of climate adaptive planting.

Parking: Phase 1 of the proposed project would include four surface parking lots for students, faculty,
visitors, and the UC Riverside Child Development Center (see Table 5).
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Table 5
Proposed Surface Parking

Parking Location Number of Spaces
Northern Lot 451
Southeastern Lot 324
North Childcare Lot 38
South Childcare Lot 31

Total 844

General Access and Circulation: Vehicular access to Phase 1 of the project site would be from the south

along Linden Street, from the north along Blaine Street, or from the East via Watkins Drive.

As shown in Figure 7, multi-modal routes would be provided to encourage walking and biking to and
from the campus with the intent of creating a pedestrian friendly experience for students, staff, and
visitors to the project site. Bike lanes would exist on all streets and bike routes include the following

classifications: Class 1, 8-foot wide separated or buffered bike lanes; Class 2, 5 to 6-foot striped lanes on

streets; Class 3 shared walkways; and Class 4 shared streets with sharrow markings.2 The Phase 1 project
site would have 42 secured indoor bicycle parking space, 345 outdoor secured bicycle parking spaces, and

32 outdoor temporary bicycle parking spaces.

Service Access: Service access would be provided via the north south road that transects the project site
and from Watkins Avenue to the north south road. The project site’s network of pedestrian walks would
be sized and designed to allow for service access along the main multi-modal pathways and residential
buildings would facilitate trash and recycling storage with convenient pick up locations for each housing

area located along the primary service routes.

Emergency Access: In Phase 1, the design concept would establish all future emergency access routes,
giving responders full access to all buildings and to the undeveloped portions of the site. Emergency
access would be provided via Blaine Street, Watkins Avenue, Linden Street, and Canyon Crest Drive. On
the project site, emergency vehicles would travel down the north-south road that transects the project site
and around the proposed apartment buildings. Where initial buildings would be developed, pedestrian
egress routes would also be established to provide safe and direct routes for evacuation of the site during

emergencies.

2 Sharrows are shared lanes for motorist and bicyclists.
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Utilities:

Water: Existing water lines are located within Blaine Street, Canyon Crest Drive, and Linden Street. A
combined 12-inch domestic water and fire line is proposed between the grouped apartment buildings
and would connect to existing water line in Linden Street at Aberdeen Drive (tie-in point to public water

line). Peak domestic water demand under Phase 1 is estimated at 940 gallons per minute.

Wastewater: Existing 8-inch sanitary sewer lines are located in Canyon Crest Drive and Linden Street.
There are two existing 8-inch sanitary sewer lines in Linden Street; one that serves the vacant Canyon
Crest Family Student Housing complex and one that serves the corporation yard located adjacent to the
east of the project site. Phase 1 of the proposed project would install sanitary sewer lines that serve each
apartment building and would connect to the existing sanitary sewer line in Linden Street at Aberdeen
Drive (tie-in point). Phase 1 of the proposed project would also upsize 1,200 feet of the existing City sewer

line located within Canyon Crest Drive, south of Linden Street, from 8 inches to 15 inches.

Stormwater: The Phase 1 project site is divided into five drainage areas (Drainage Areas A through E). Site
drainage is designed for these five areas. Stormwater detention and treatment areas are proposed
throughout each of the drainage areas near apartment buildings, surface parking lots, and the proposed
park area. Detention and treatment areas would be composed of series of planters designed as gardens
and swales that collect, slow, treat and infiltrate stormwater. Stormwater drainage from the Phase 1

project site would generally drain to the west.

Sustainable Design Features: The proposed Phase 1 site would be designed to meet all provisions of the
University Policy on Sustainable Practices and consider the UC Carbon Neutrality Initiative by targeting
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) certification at a Silver level for individual
buildings using the framework of the LEED rating system, the project proposes sustainable development
that minimizes energy and water use, employs low-impact development criteria, reduces resource
consumption for construction and operation, and provides healthy and comfortable living and working
spaces. Sustainable features included in Phase 1 would be the same as the sustainable features described
above for the NDD Plan.

Construction: Phase 1 would demolish the existing Canyon Crest Family Student Housing. Site
mobilization and preparation would occur from Spring 2019 to Summer/Fall 2019. Building construction,
including surface parking lot construction, would commence in late Summer/early Fall 2019 and would

be completed in Fall 2021. Landscaping activities and off-site repairs would occur in the Summer of 2020.

Construction workers would access the site via Blaine Street and Watkins Drive. Construction workers
would park on the north parking area, which would also be used as a laydown area for construction of
the proposed apartments. A construction trailer compound would be located adjacent to the northern
border of the parking and laydown area. Construction workers would also park in an area west of the

proposed apartments, which would also be used as a laydown area for construction of the apartments.
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Population: The first phase of the proposed project would house approximately 1,500 students, which

would include both undergraduate and graduate students.

Project Objectives:
The objectives of the NND Plan are to:

e Support the Campus goal to house up to 50 percent of enrolled students on-campus and to
guarantee on-campus housing to all freshman and transfer students;

e Enhance the student experience by integrating the principles of residential and academic life;

¢ Promote environmental and sustainability goals by reducing vehicular trips to and from the
campus;

e Provide affordable on-campus student housing;

e Develop and operate approximately 4,000 to 6,000 beds of student housing for first year, second
year, transfer, upper division undergraduate students and graduate students, along with
adequate support spaces, multi-functional spaces, amenities and associated infrastructure while
maximizing the building height and density of the entire project site;

e Provide an approximately 600-seat dining facility by delivery of the Future Phase of the project;

e Complete and open the student housing component of the first phase of approximately 1,500
beds by 2020;

e Complete and open the Athletics Event Center as soon as feasible;
e Establish a new iconic gateway to the Campus on the northwest corner of the project site;

e Provide adequate parking to support all phases of development through delivery of the Future
Phase.

Discretionary approval authority and other public agencies whose approval is required:

As the public entity principally responsible for approving or carrying out the proposed project, The
Regents of the University of California (Regents) is the Lead Agency under CEQA. The Regents is
responsible for complying with the California Environmental Quality Act and determining whether to

approve the proposed project.

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) would act as a responsible agency as any
emergency generators included in the project would require a permit from the SCAQMD. There are no

natural resources on or near the project site that could trigger the involvement of any trustee agencies.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

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

On the basis of the initial evaluation that follows:

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

|:| I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
would not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made that
would avoid or reduce any potential significant effects to a less than significant level. A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

X| Tfind that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT will be prepared.

W —Fune 18, 2018
?énature L/ Date

Tricia D. Thrasher, ASLA, LEED AP,
Principal Environmental Planner




EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

As previously noted, the Campus has determined that the NDD Plan is not within the scope of
the amended 2005 LRDP and the associated 2005 LRDP EIR and Amendment 2 EIR. Therefore,
the analysis in this Initial Study is not tiered from the two program EIRs that address campus
development under the amended LRDP. However, this Initial Study utilizes the information in
the two EIRs to characterize existing conditions, as appropriate. The 2005 LRDP EIR and the
LRDP Amendment 2 EIR are incorporated by reference into this Initial Study.

Although the NDD Plan is not within the scope of the amended 2005 LRDP, UC Riverside has
determined that the 2005 LRDP Planning Strategies (PS) and Planning Principles (PP) that have
been incorporated into projects proposed under the 2005 LRDP are important to the Campus and

will be incorporated into all development under the NDD Plan.3 The analysis in this Initial Study
references applicable Planning Strategies and Planning Principles.

Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines provides a suggested format to use when preparing an
Initial Study. The Environmental Checklist used in this document adopts a slightly different
format with respect to response column headings, while still addressing the Appendix G
checklist questions for each environmental issue area.

The following Environmental Checklist uses the following response headings to identify
potential environmental effects that will be addressed in the NDD Plan EIR:

Impact to be Analyzed in the EIR: This category includes those impacts that may or may not be
significant. The effect may be a less than significant impact that will be addressed to provide a
more comprehensive analysis; an impact for which further analysis is necessary or desirable
before a determination about significance can be made; an impact that is potentially significant
but may be reduced to a less than significant level with the adoption of mitigation measures, or
an impact that may be significant and unavoidable.

No Additional Analysis Required: This category includes those impacts where the project
would clearly not result in an impact or would clearly result in a less than significant impact
under CEQA criteria, and no additional analysis beyond that provided in the Initial Study is
necessary.

3

Copies of the 2005 LRDP Planning Strategies (PS) and Planning Principles (PP) and mitigation measures (MM)
are included in Appendix A to this Initial Study.
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Impact Questions and Responses

No
5.1 AESTHETICS Impacttobe 0
Analyzed in .
the EIR Analysis
Would the project... Required
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ¥4 [l

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

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings? ¥ |

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which

would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the 5| ]
area?
DISCUSSION:
a. A scenic vista is generally defined as an expansive view of highly valued landscape as observable

from a publicly accessible vantage point. In the vicinity of the UC Riverside campus, the Box
Spring Mountains are the most prominent visual feature from many locations, and sweeping
panoramic views of the Box Springs Mountains were considered a scenic vista. Although
panoramic views of the Box Springs Mountains are available in the vicinity of the campus, no
specific objects, scenes, settings, or features of interest are visible within that portion of the Box
Springs Mountains adjacent to the campus. No specific focal views of the Box Springs Mountains
were identified by the Campus in the 2005 LRDP EIR, and scenic vistas were considered to be
limited to panoramic views of the Box Springs Mountains from publicly accessible viewpoints.
Implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, could have an adverse effect on a
scenic vista. The EIR will include an evaluation of the proposed project’s impacts with regard to
scenic vistas.

b. The campus is bisected by the 1-215/SR-60 freeway, and is generally bounded by University
Avenue, Canyon Crest Drive, Blaine Street, Watkins Drive, Valencia Hill Drive, Le Conte Drive,
and Chicago Avenue. None of these roadways is officially designated or identified as eligible for
designation as a state scenic highway. Therefore, implementation of the NDD Plan, including the
Phase 1 project, would not substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway, and no impact
would occur. No further analysis of this issue is required in the EIR.

The East Campus under existing conditions is primarily developed with academic and support
buildings, student residences, landscaping, roadways, and parking areas. The 2005 LRDP EIR
indicated that the introduction of new academic and residential structures on large parcels has
the potential to degrade the visual character and quality of the campus. Implementation of future
development on the campus would be guided by a range of LRDP planning strategies, including
Land Use 1 through 3, Open Space 1 through 7, Conservation 1 through 4, Campus and
Community 1, and Development Strategy 1 through 3, all of which would preserve or enhance
the visual character and quality of the campus. In addition, future development on the campus
would continue existing campus programs and practices, such as PP 4.1-1 and PP 4.1-2(a) and (b),
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which would require that buildings be designed to be consistent with the Campus Design
Guidelines and that mature trees be relocated, whenever feasible. It is anticipated that
development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would also implement the
LRDP planning strategies and existing campus programs and practices mentioned above and
would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings, and this impact would be less than significant. However, in order to provide
complete information and discussion of this topic, further analysis of this issue will be included
in the EIR.

d. Although there are some sources of light and glare currently on the project site, implementation
of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would result in the construction of a large
number of new substantially taller buildings with increased sources of light and/or glare. The
NDD Plan EIR, which includes analysis of the Phase 1 project, will review new sources of light
and glare to evaluate the potential impacts on day or nighttime views in the area.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, campus development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would not substantially damage scenic resources; therefore, campus development under the
NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not contribute to cumulative effects with regard
to this topic and further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

All other potential cumulative aesthetic impacts for all other topics will be addressed in the NDD
Plan EIR.
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5.2 AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES Impact to be No

. Additional
Analyzed in -
. he EIR Analysis
Would the project... the Required

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

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

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,

forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section O ¥
12220(g)) or timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code Section 4526)?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest 0 %

land to non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion 0 ¥
of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?

DISCUSSION:

As shown in Figure 4.2-1 of the 2005 LRDP EIR (Farmland on the UC Riverside Campus),
development within the NDD Plan area, including the Phase 1 project site, would not be within
an area designated as Farmland. Implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would not result in the loss of Farmland, and there would be no impact. Further evaluation in the
NDD Plan EIR is not required.

Lands affected by proposed development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, are
not zoned for agricultural use or under a Williamson contract. Therefore, no impacts would occur
and further evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

There are no areas within the NDD Plan area, including the Phase 1 project site, that are zoned as
forestland or timberland. No impact would occur and further evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is
not required.

No part of the NDD Plan area, including the Phase 1 project site, contains forest lands.
Furthermore, the surrounding area does not include any forest land or timber land. No impact
would occur and further evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

The lands surrounding the NDD Plan area, including the Phase 1 project site, are campus lands
and not zoned for agricultural use. In addition, the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would neither construct any uses sensitive to agricultural noise or activities nor construct any
uses that would conflict with agricultural practices. Therefore, the NDD Plan, including the
Phase 1 project, would not create land use conflicts with adjacent agricultural lands that could
result in the abandonment of agricultural uses or cause the lands to convert to non-agricultural
uses. Therefore, no impact would occur and further evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is not
required.
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

The NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project site, would not convert Prime Farmland to non-
agricultural uses. Additionally, the NDD Plan and the Phase 1 project site would not result in an
impact on forest land, timberland, lands under Williamson Act contract, and would not result in
conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses. Further analysis of cumulative impacts in the
NDD Plan EIR is not required.
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5.3 AIR QUALITY4 Impact to be No

. Additional
Analyzed in Analysis
) the EIR 4
Would the project... Required
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable i 0O
air quality plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially v 0

to an existing or projected air quality violation?

c¢) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is in non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient ¥4 |
air quality standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant

concentrations? i O
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number O A
of people?

DISCUSSION:

a. Implementation of the proposed NDD Plan would result in short- and long-term emissions of
criteria air pollutants from mobile and stationary sources. These emissions would contribute to
the non-attainment status of the South Coast Air Basin for ozone and airborne particulate matter.
The NDD Plan EIR will analyze whether implementation of the NDD Plan would conflict with or
obstruct implementation of applicable air quality plans. The NDD Plan EIR will also contain
analyses of project-specific impacts associated with the Phase 1 project.

b. New vehicle trips generated by development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
and construction activities could increase pollutant levels, and could contribute to a violation of
an air quality standard. Emergency generators installed as part of the project could also emit
pollutants. The NDD Plan EIR will examine the potential for vehicle and stationary source
emissions under the NDD Plan (including emissions associated with the Phase 1 project) to
violate state and federal air quality standards or to contribute to existing air quality violations.
This issue will be further evaluated in the NDD Plan EIR.

c¢. Construction and operation of development planned under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1
project, would generate air pollutants that could be considerable in a regional, cumulative

In 2015, the California Supreme Court in California Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality
Management District (CBIA v. BAAQMD) ruled that CEQA generally does not require a lead agency to consider
the impacts of the environment on the future residents or users of the project. Specifically, the decision held that
an impact of the existing environment on the project, including future users and/or residents, is not an impact for
purposes of CEQA. However, if the project, including future users and residents, exacerbates existing conditions
that already exist, that impact must be assessed, including how it might affect future users and/or residents of
the project. Thus, in accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines and the CBIA v. BAAQMD
ruling, the project would have a significant impact related to exposure of project residents and structures to
hazards related to geology and soils only if the project would exacerbate existing conditions.
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context. The EIR will include an evaluation of the air quality impacts that could result from
implementation of the NDD Plan (including emissions associated with the Phase 1 project) and
from other foreseeable projects in the region to determine whether increases in non-attainment
criteria pollutants would be cumulatively considerable. This issue will be further evaluated in the
NDD Plan EIR.

d. Sensitive receptors, considered to be places where children, the elderly, and other sensitive
people are located, are more susceptible to the effects of air pollution than the general population.
Nearby toxic air contaminants (TAC) and carbon monoxide (CO) pollution can impact sensitive
receptors. Sensitive receptors on campus include child care centers, staff/faculty housing, and
recreational areas. Implementation of the NDD Plan would result in increased construction,
trafficc, and operations, which would increase emissions of pollutants, including carbon
monoxide, TACs, dust, and ozone precursors. The NDD Plan EIR will include a detailed analysis
of increased pollutant emissions under the NDD Plan (including emissions associated with the
Phase 1 project) and potential effects on sensitive receptors.

e. Construction of projects within the NDD Plan area, including the Phase 1 project, would require
the use of diesel-fueled equipment and architectural coatings, both of which have an associated
odor. However, these odors would be short-term and temporary and would not be pervasive
enough to affect a substantial number of people nor would they be objectionable. Routine
operation of development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not involve
activities that typically produce odors such as research facilities, wastewater treatment,
manufacturing, and agriculture. Occasional use of maintenance products could produce localized
odors, but they would be temporary and limited in area. Additionally, there could be airborne
odors resulting from cooking activities associated with new dining facilities and odors from new
trash receptacles. However, these odors would not be pervasive enough to cause objectionable
odors affecting a substantial number of people. Consequently, short-term construction and long-
term operation from implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not
create objectionable odors that could affect a substantial number of persons, nor expose project
site occupants to substantial odors, and the impact would be less than significant. Further
evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, campus development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would not create objectionable odors that could affect a substantial number of persons, nor
expose project site occupants to substantial odors; therefore, campus development under the
NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not contribute to cumulative effects with regard
to this topic and further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

All other potential cumulative air quality impacts for all other topics will be addressed in the
NDD Plan EIR.
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5.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES No

Impact to be

Analyzed in A::;tllos?:l
the EIR 4
Required

Would the project...

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species identified as
a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or ] 7
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

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

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

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife | ¥
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

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

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, [ 7
or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

DISCUSSION:

a. The NDD Plan area, including the Phase 1 project, is a disturbed site that has been previously
developed with the existing Canyon Crest Family Student Housing complex. According to
Figure 4.4-1 from the 2005 LRDP EIR, the NDD Plan area, including the Phase 1 project, is not
identified as within an area containing sensitive biological resources. Therefore, the proposed
development within the NDD Plan area, including construction of the Phase 1 project, would
have no impact on special-status species. Further evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is not
required.

b. Riparian habitat, including designated California gnatcatcher critical habitat, exists on the
campus. However, the NDD Plan area, which includes the Phase 1 project site, is not located
within a riparian zone or within gnatcatcher critical habitat. Implementation of the NDD
Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would have no impact on a sensitive natural community.
Further evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.
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Although there are federally protected seasonal wetlands or jurisdictional waters of the
United States on the UC Riverside campus, there are none within the NDD Plan area.
Therefore, implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not affect
any federally protected seasonal wetlands or jurisdictional wetlands. Further evaluation in
the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

The NDD Plan area, which includes the Phase 1 project site, is previously disturbed land and
is surrounded by urban land uses on all sides. Therefore, the site does not serve as a wildlife
corridor.

The existing trees within the NDD Plan area provide important character and environmental
benefits, including shade, and have been a cherished part of the Canyon Crest Family
Student Housing community. Per the tree survey and arborist evaluation, two tiers of trees
would be considered for preservation. Of the 681 trees in the site inventory, 46 shrubs, 132
invasive specimens (for example pepper trees) and six short-lived specimens would be
removed. Of the remaining 497 trees, 110 trees are first tier and 56 are second tier (see above
for definition of tiers). The remaining are third tier trees, which would be removed in the
Phase 1 project. Removal of trees could impact nesting birds. Mitigation Measures BIO-1
and BIO-2 described below would be implemented to reduce any potential impact on nesting
bird species to a less than significant level. Furthermore, the NDD Plan would protect
valuable existing trees based on the tree locations and qualities. The arrangement of
buildings on the NDD Plan site would be positioned to retain clusters of healthy, existing
trees when possible. Replacement trees would be planted within the Plan area at a rate of
approximately four-to-one, which would help to strengthen the landscape design, highlight
pedestrian corridors, and provide future shade and comfort throughout the open spaces.
During construction, tree protection zones would be placed at or beyond the dripline of trees
wherever possible. Any construction work within the tree protection zone would be done by
hand and using methods to ensure the safety of the trees to remain. Further evaluation in the
NDD Plan EIR is not required.

Phase 1 would retain many existing trees in the northern segment of the site that would serve
as a surface parking lot. Throughout the site, new tree plantings are proposed to highlight
main walkways and provide canopy in the park and courtyard spaces. Approximately 105
existing trees would remain on the Phase 1 project site (1st and 2nd tier trees and palm trees)
and up to 140 new trees would be planted. The 28 fan palms (Washingtonia robusta), primarily
planted along Linden Street to mark a historic farm access drive, have been noted as iconic
heritage trees by UC Riverside and would be protected within Linden Street improvements.
In Phase 1, all tier 3 trees would be removed to eliminate those that are unhealthy and are
invasive. Removal of trees could impact nesting birds. Similar to the NDD Plan analysis,
Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2 would be implemented to reduce any potential
impact on nesting bird species to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures:
Mitigation Measure BIO-1

Prior to the onset of construction activities that would result in the removal of mature trees
and would occur between March and mid-August, surveys for nesting special-status avian
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species and raptors shall be conducted following the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (CDFW) guidelines. If no active avian nests are identified on or within 250 feet of the
construction site, no further mitigation is necessary.

Mitigation Measure BIO-2

If active nests of special-status avian species or raptors are found within the construction
footprint or within 250 feet of the construction site, exterior construction activities shall be
delayed until the young have fledged or appropriate mitigation measures responding to the
specific situation have been developed and implemented in consultation with CDFW.

e. Pursuant to the University of California’s constitutional autonomy, development and uses on
property owned or controlled by the University that are in furtherance of the University’s
educational purposes are not subject to local land use regulation, including County and City
General Plans or local ordinances for the protection of biological resources. Nevertheless, because
of the developed condition of NDD Plan site, which includes the Phase 1 site, implementation of
the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not conflict with any policies for the
protection of biological resources. Therefore, no impacts would occur and no further evaluation
in the EIR is required.

f. A Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) was approved and adopted by Riverside
County in 2003 as a comprehensive, multi-jurisdictional Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) and
Natural Communities Conservation Plan (NCCP) focusing on conservation of both species and
habitats to address biological ecological diversity conservation needs in western Riverside
County. A portion of the campus is included in the MSHCP but is not identified for conservation.
The NDD Plan area, which includes the Phase 1 project site, is not within the portion of the
campus that is included in the MSHCP. There would be no impact with respect to this criterion
and no further evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is required.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not
result in any impacts on special-status species or a natural community, it would not contribute to
any cumulative impacts to special-status species and natural communities in the County. No
further evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is required. The NDD Plan would also not affect wildlife
movement and therefore would not contribute to a cumulative impact on wildlife movement.
The NDD Plan would have the potential to affect nesting birds. However, with the
implementation of the mitigation measures set forth above, the project’s impact would be
rendered less than significant and its contribution to the cumulative impact on nesting birds
would not be considerable. No further evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is required.
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5.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES Impact to be No

. Additional
Analyzed in Analvsi
. the EIR natysis
Would the project... Required
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a O i
historical resource as defined in Section 15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of O ¥
an archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological O i
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred 0 ¥

outside of formal cemeteries?

DISCUSSION:

a) Two historic resource evaluations have been completed for the NDD Plan project site, including a
Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment prepared by Psomas in March 2017, and a Historic
Resource Evaluation Report for the Canyon Crest Family Housing Complex University of
California — Riverside, Riverside County, CA by Daly & Associates in March 2017, both
documents are included in Appendix C of this Initial Study.

The Canyon Crest Family Student Housing (CCFSH) complex, historically known as the Canyon
Crest Housing complex, was constructed outside of the city limits of Riverside, by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers in 1940-1941 in conjunction with the building of Camp Haan, just to the south
in the Moreno Valley. Camp Haan was built as a preemptive measure to bolster defensive forces
on the West Coast due to concerns of armed invasion by Japan. The residential housing complex
was constructed for personnel of both Camp Haan and March Air Field. It was quickly occupied
by military personnel and their families, but within just a year, the U.S. Army passed control of
the property to the Federal Public Housing Authority. They, in turn with legislation passed in
1937 for the creation of public housing, assisted Riverside County in creating their own public
housing authority and taking over responsibility for the management of the CCFSH complex.
Housing Authority of the County of Riverside (HACR) managed the property day-to-day, and
instituted social programs and activities that included a nursery school operated under the
auspices of the Riverside City School District. HACR managed the property until 1954 when it
was sold by an act of Congress to UC Riverside.

Under the criterion for evaluating the CCFSH complex for listing in the National Register or
California Register for its association with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of history in the cultural heritage of Riverside County, California or the United
States, the complex does not appear eligible for listing as a historical resource. The subject
property was not found to have been directly associated with the military activities undertaken to
protect the West Coast from an attack from Japan, or with the actual wartime training activities of
March Air Field or Camp Haan. The CCFSH complex was located away from the military bases
so that the residents could take advantage of the shopping, social, and educational resources
available in the City of Riverside, which were severely lacking in the Moreno Valley area. The
CCFSH complex merely played a supporting role in the war effort by providing housing for
persons associated with the military bases. The CCFSH complex does not appear to meet the
guidelines for listing in the California Register under Criterion 1 as a historical resource
significant in the history of the region. The property does not appear to present the qualities
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b-d)

important to the nationwide history of “home front” activities of World War II, which would
make the property eligible for listing in the National Register under Criterion A.

Under the criterion for evaluating properties for listing in the National Register or California
Register for their association with the lives of persons important to the history of Riverside
County, California, or the United States, the Canyon Crest Family Student Housing complex
property does not appear eligible for listing in the National Register under Criterion B, or the
California Register under Criterion 2. There is no evidence found that individuals or tenants
associated with the property were persons identified as having a direct effect to history of the
region, state, or nation.

Per the criterion for evaluating built-environment structures, it is apparent that the individual
buildings of Canyon Crest Family Student Housing complex, and the complex as a whole, have
not retained sufficient levels of integrity necessary to present the structural characteristics and
features required to be a strong representative of a housing complex constructed by the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers in the days leading up to the entrance of the United States into World
War II. The individual units were designed using a Minimalist and modest style of architecture
that could be constructed as quickly and inexpensively as possible, even though it was to be a
permanent residential community. Alterations made later to the individual units when owned by
UC Riverside, substantially changed the residential units appearance by removing the original
windows, changing the type of roof on the majority of the units, and adding decorative clapboard
elements to the exterior facades where none had previously been placed. The property does not
appear eligible for listing in the California Register under Criterion 3, or in the National Register
under Criterion C, as an example of a World War Il-era housing complex. The CCFSH complex
has not retained the aspects of physical integrity that include design, setting, materials,
workmanship, and feeling, that are required to be present to convey a properties historic
significance.

The CCFSH complex has not yielded, nor does it appear to have the potential to yield,
information important to the history of the local area, California or the nation. The property does
not appear eligible for listing in the National Register under Criterion D, or the California
Register under Criterion 4. Therefore, the Canyon Crest Family Student Housing complex is not
eligible for inclusion on the CRHR or NRHP. Demolition of the buildings on the Canyon Crest
Family Student Housing complex and construction under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1
project, would not significantly impact historical resources. No further evaluation in the NDD
Plan EIR is required.

The Eastern Information Center (EIC), located at UC Riverside, conducted a cultural resources
records search and literature review for the NDD Plan site, which includes the Phase 1 project
site, on February 2, 2017. The EIC is a designated branch of the California Historical Resources
Information System and houses records regarding archaeological and historic resources in
Riverside, Inyo, and Mono Counties. The review consisted of an examination of the U.S.
Geological Survey’s (USGS’) Riverside East 7.5-minute quadrangle maps to determine if any sites
are recorded on or if any cultural resources studies have been conducted on or within a one-mile
radius of the study area. Data sources consulted at the EIC included archaeological records,
Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility (DOE), historic maps, and the Historic Property Data
File (HPDF) maintained by the Office of Historic Preservation (OHP). The HPDF contains listings
for the NRHP and/or CRHR, California Historical Landmarks (CHL), and California Points of
Historical Interest (CPHI).
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While no evidence of prehistoric activity has been previously identified in the study area, nor
was any evidence observed during the current survey, the NDD Plan site would be situated in an
area traversed by Native American groups, as evidenced by sites located a short distance to the
southwest. A field survey of the NDD Plan area, which includes the Phase 1 project site, was
conducted on January 16, 2017. The field survey of the NDD Plan area did not result in the
discovery of any archaeological resources. However, there is a potential to impact previously
unknown archeological resources during earth-disturbing activities. In the case that an
archaeological resource is discovered during construction, Mitigation Measure CUL-1 below
shall be implemented to reduce impacts to a less than significant level.

A paleontological records search was conducted at the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles
County (NHMLAC) on January 5, 2017. The records search conducted at the NHMLAC indicated
that the NDD Plan area, which includes the Phase 1 project site, was not sensitive for fossils at
depths of less than ten feet. There is potential to impact previously unknown paleontological
resources during earth-disturbing activities. However, LRDP PP 4.5-4 would continue to be
implemented to reduce this impact to a less than significant level. Similarly, discovery of human
remains could still occur during earth moving activities. With implementation of LRDP PP 4.5-5
would reduce the impact to human remains to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure:
Mitigation Measure CUL-1

If an archaeological resource is discovered during construction, all soil-disturbing work within
100 feet of the find shall cease and the University Representative shall contact a qualified
archaeologist meeting the Secretary of Interior standards within 24 hours of discovery to inspect
the site. If a resource within the project area of potential effect is determined to qualify as a
unique archaeological resource (as defined by CEQA), the University shall devote adequate time
and funding to determine if it is feasible, through project design measures to preserve the find
intact. If it cannot be preserved, the University shall retain a qualified non-University
archaeologist to design and implement a treatment plan, prepare a report, and salvage the
material, as appropriate. Any important artifacts recovered during monitoring shall be cleaned,
catalogued, and analyzed, with the results presented in a report of finding that meets
professional standards.

a) If significant Native American cultural resources are discovered, as determined by the
consulting archaeologist for which a Treatment Plan must be prepared, the developer, or his
archaeologist shall immediately contact the University Representative. The University
Representative shall contact the appropriate Tribal representatives.

b) If requested by Tribal representatives, the University, the developer, or faith, consult on the
discovery and its disposition (e.g., avoidance, preservation, return of artifacts to tribe).

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not
result in any impacts on historical resources. The NDD Plan would have the potential to affect
archaeological resources, paleontological resources, and human remains. However, with
implementation of LRDP PP 4.5-4 and 4.5-5, and Mitigation Measure CUL-1 set forth above, the
project’s impact would be rendered less than significant and its contribution to the cumulative
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impact on archaeological resources, paleontological resources, and human remains would not be
considerable. No further evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is required.
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5.6 GEOLOGY and SOILS> Impacttobe 4 4itional
: Analyzed in .
Would the project... the FIR Analysis
Required

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

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

O
&

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

[ I R B B
N A &

b) Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

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

O
&

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

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

In 2015, the California Supreme Court in California Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality
Management District (CBIA v. BAAQMD) ruled that CEQA generally does not require a lead agency to consider
the impacts of the environment on the future residents or users of the project. Specifically, the decision held that
an impact of the existing environment on the project, including future users and/or residents, is not an impact for
purposes of CEQA. However, if the project, including future users and residents, exacerbates existing conditions
that already exist, that impact must be assessed, including how it might affect future users and/or residents of
the project. Thus, in accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines and the CBIA v. BAAQMD
ruling, the project would have a significant impact related to exposure of project residents and structures to
hazards related to geology and soils only if the project would exacerbate existing conditions.
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DISCUSSION:

a.(i).

a.(ii).

a.(iii).

a.(iv).

There are no active faults that cross the campus site and the campus site is not subject to
significant seismic hazards (UCR 2005). Therefore, there are no faults that cross the NDD Plan
area, which includes the Phase 1 project site. As a result there would be no risk of fault rupture.
Implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would expose people and
structures to potentially substantial adverse effects resulting from seismic ground shaking.
However, it is anticipated that continued implementation of PP 4.6-1(a), PP 4.6-1(b), and PP 4.6-
1(c) would ensure that the new buildings would be designed to be consistent with current seismic
and geotechnical engineering practice to provide adequate safety levels, as defined in the
California Code of Regulations and the University Policy on Seismic Safety. With implementation
of PP 4.6-1(a), PP 4.6-1(b), and PP 4.6-1(c), this impact would be less than significant. No further
analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is required.

The NDD Plan, which includes the Phase 1 project, would be implemented on the East Campus
where soil erosion hazard mostly ranges from slight to moderate. Implementation of LRDP
Planning Strategy Open Space 4, Planning Strategy Conservation 2, Planning Strategy
Conservation 3, LRDP PP 4.6-2(a), and PP 4.6-2(b) would reduce the impact from substantial soil
erosion or the loss of topsoil to a less than significant level. No septic tanks or alternative
wastewater systems would be installed as part of development under the NDD Plan, which
includes the Phase 1 project. No further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is required.

Based on soils and depth to groundwater, the risk of liquefaction at the campus is low (UCR
2005). In addition, the risk of deep-seated landsliding is considered to be very low, even on
natural slopes. In certain areas on the campus less dense strata and lenses of old alluvium are
susceptible to collapse as well as the younger alluvium located near the University Arroyo. Fill
material in many areas on the campus was deposited prior to the development of modern
building codes. Therefore, the fill materials may exhibit great variability in their density and
compressibility and may not be appropriate for the support of structures. In these instances the
fill material would need to be recompacted or removed. The Riverside County Open Data
geotechnical database maps the NDD Plan area, which includes the Phase 1 project, within a zone
of low liquefaction hazard susceptibility (County of Riverside 2016). Furthermore, potential for
liquefaction and liquefaction-related secondary effects to develop at the project site following a
seismic event is negligible, due to deep groundwater conditions (Haley & Aldrich 2017). No
impacts from project implementation would occur. No further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is
required.

The NDD Plan area, including the Phase 1 project site, and the surrounding area are
characterized by relatively flat topography and therefore would not be subject to landslides. No
impact would occur and no further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is required.

Development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would be constructed on the
East Campus where erosion hazard ranges from slight to moderate. Implementation of LRDP
Planning Strategy Open Space 4, Planning Strategy Conservation 2, Planning Strategy
Conservation 3, LRDP PP 4.6-2(a), and PP 4.6-2(b) would reduce the potential impact from
substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil to a less than significant level. Further analysis in the
NDD Plan EIR is not required.
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c. Issues related to seismically induced and non-seismic landslide hazards are discussed in the
response to Item (a)(iv), above. Issues related to liquefaction and related hazards are discussed in
the response to Item (a)(iii), above. Issues related to soil properties are discussed in the response
to Item (d), below. No further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is required.

d. Most of the soils on the campus have low to moderate shrink-swell characteristics, the potential
for water uptake after rainfall to cause soils to expand and damage building foundations is
considered low (UCR 2005). Soils on the East Campus generally have low shrink-swell potential.
Development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would include the
implementation of existing campus programs and practices, such as PP 4.6-1(a). In addition, the
projects would be required to comply with applicable provisions of the CBC. Thus, development
under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not result in structures being located
on expansive soil, creating substantial risks to life or property, and this impact would be less than
significant. No further analysis of this issue is required in the NDD Plan EIR.

e. No septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems are included in the proposed project,
therefore no impact would occur. No further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is required.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

The impacts of the NDD Plan associated with exposing people and property to ground shaking
effects, as well as the effects of soil characteristics associated with differential settlement,
liquefaction, and unstable soils would not be significant. Therefore, the NDD Plan would not
contribute to any significant cumulative impacts related to geology and soils. No further analysis
in the NDD Plan EIR is required.
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5.7 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS No

Impact to be

. Additional
Aiil: i_‘eltém Analysis

Would the project... Required
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the ¥ O

environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted

for the purpose or reducing the emissions of greenhouse ¥ O

gases?

DISCUSSION:

a., b. Development of facilities under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would generate
GHG emissions associated with construction, mobile, and area sources. Proposed development
would incorporate sustainable design features. However, this impact is still considered
potentially significant, and this issue will be further analyzed in the EIR. In addition, the NDD
Plan EIR will evaluate the potential for development within the NDD Plan area, including the
Phase 1 project, to conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose
of reducing GHG emissions.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

The impact of a project’'s GHG emissions is essentially a cumulative effect. Potential GHG
emissions impacts will be addressed in the NDD Plan EIR.
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5.8 HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS® Impact to be No

Analyzed in Additiorllal
. the EIR Analysis
Would the project... Required

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

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

c¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste vl 0
within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

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

e) Fora 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 0 |
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in the project
area?

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

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or G| [l
emergency evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to | 1
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

In 2015, the California Supreme Court in California Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality
Management District (CBIA v. BAAQMD) ruled that CEQA generally does not require a lead agency to consider
the impacts of the environment on the future residents or users of the project. Specifically, the decision held that
an impact of the existing environment on the project, including future users and/or residents, is not an impact for
purposes of CEQA. However, if the project, including future users and residents, exacerbates existing conditions
that already exist, that impact must be assessed, including how it might affect future users and/or residents of
the project. Thus, in accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines and the CBIA v. BAAQMD
ruling, the project would have a significant impact related to exposure of project residents to hazards only if the
project would exacerbate existing conditions.
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DISCUSSION:

e, f.

Construction activities under the NDD Plan would involve the use of various products that could
contain hazardous materials (such as solvents, adhesives, cements, paints, cleaning agents,
degreasers, and fuels used in construction vehicles). Planned development under the NDD Plan
would consist of student housing and support spaces, mixed-use student housing, dining
facilities, and athletic facilities. Operation of these facilities would also involve hazardous
materials, including general maintenance and landscaping. In addition, soil or groundwater
contamination could be present at areas that could be developed under the NDD Plan.
Development of contaminated sites could potentially expose campus occupants and construction
workers to hazardous materials. The NDD Plan EIR will characterize hazardous materials
transport, use, and disposal associated with the development under the Plan. The NDD Plan EIR
will also identify potentially contaminated sites within the Plan area and will address potential
impacts associated with development of contaminated sites.

The Phase 1 project analysis will evaluate the potential risks associated with hazardous materials
and the potential for project site contamination.

There are no existing or proposed public schools within one-quarter mile of the NDD Plan area,
including the Phase 1 project site. However, the UC Riverside Child Development Center is
located immediately adjacent to the NDD Plan area. Although the proposed NDD Plan
development would handle hazardous materials and wastes, as described above, operations
would comply with federal, State, and local regulations pertaining to hazardous wastes, as well
as the procedures required by PP 4.7-1. Adherence to these regulations and policies, which
require proper handling techniques, disposal practices, and/or clean-up procedures, would
ensure that risks associated with hazardous emissions or materials to the UC Riverside Child
Development Center would be eliminated or reduced. Therefore, implementation of NDD Plan
would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school, and this impact would be
less than significant. However, in order to provide additional information and analysis, this
impact will be further addressed in the NDD Plan EIR. Potential impacts related to toxic air
emissions will be discussed in the NDD Plan EIR as part of the Air Quality analysis.

The NDD Plan area, which includes the Phase 1 project, is not located on properties associated
with a hazardous site listed under Government Code Section 65962.5, also known as the Cortese
List (Envirostor 2018). As a result, development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1
project, would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment and no impact
would occur. Further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

The UC Riverside campus is not located within two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
and is not included in an airport land use plan (UCR 2005). The closest airports to the UC
Riverside campus are Flabob Airport, which is located approximately four miles to the west, and
March Air Reserve Base, which is located approximately six miles to the southeast. Therefore,
development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not be located within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport, and the Plan area is not included in an airport
land use plan. No impact would occur. Further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

44 North District Development Plan Initial Study
June 2018



8. The NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project site, is not located within areas that are currently
identified as emergency assembly areas (UCR 2016). However, development within the NDD
Plan could result in lane or roadway closures which may impact adequate access for emergency
vehicles. Therefore, development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, may have
the potential to physically interfere with the campus Emergency Action Plan (EAP). The NDD
Plan EIR will characterize the campus' emergency response plans and capabilities, and it will
assess the effects of development under the NDD Plan on the campus' ability to respond to
emergencies. The NDD Plan EIR will also address the potential for the Phase 1 project to impair
implementation of, or interfere with, the EAP.

h. The southeast hills may be susceptible to wildland fires. The NDD Plan area, which includes the
Phase 1 project, is not located adjacent to the southeast hills that pose a high risk for wildland
fires. Therefore, the proposed NDD Plan would not place people or structures at risk from
wildland fires and there would be no impact. Further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not
required.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, campus development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would not locate development on or near hazardous material sites, within two miles of a public
airport, public use airport, or private airship, and would not place people or structures at risk
from wildland fires. Therefore, campus development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1
project, would not contribute to cumulative effects with regard to these topics and further
analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

All other potential cumulative hazard and hazardous materials impacts for all other topics will be
addressed in the NDD Plan EIR.
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5.9 HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY Impact to be No

. Additional
Analyzed in lysi
; the EIR Analysis
Would the project... Required
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge O ¥l

requirements?

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

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

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase | 1
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or off-site?

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

f)  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? O ¥
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 0 v
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures 0 v

which would impede or redirect flood flows?

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

j)  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? | i

DISCUSSION:

a., f.

The facilities that would be developed under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would
be substantially similar to existing campus uses which would not contribute different types of
storm water pollutants than those generated currently. Furthermore, development under the
NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would comply with the NPDES Phase I and Phase 1I
requirements which would ensure that campus stormwater quality is not substantially degraded.
Additionally, LRDP Planning Strategy Conservation 2 and PP 4.8-1 would be implemented to
reduce impacts to water quality. Therefore, development under the NDD Plan, including the
Phase 1 project, would have a less than significant impact on water quality. Further analysis in
the NDD Plan EIR is not required.
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i,j.

Development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would modestly decrease the
amount of impervious areas and would therefore not interfere with groundwater recharge. The
increase in occupied building space would increase demand for potable water that could
indirectly increase demand for groundwater, as the campus is supplied domestic water by the
City of Riverside, which utilizes groundwater wells for potable water. However, development
under the NDD Plan would implement LRDP PP 4.8-2(a) through PP 4.8-2(c) to promote
conservation measures that would reduce demand for potable water. In addition, LRDP Planning
Strategy Conservation 5 would be implemented which requires compliance with Title 24
requirements, which includes the California Plumbing Code and its water conservation
measures. Consequently, implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would
not substantially deplete groundwater supplies, and the NDD Plan project would have a less
than significant impact to groundwater supplies and groundwater recharge. Further analysis in
the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

Within the majority of the East Campus, soil erosion hazards range from slight to moderate.
Construction activities under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, could result in erosion
but the impact would be temporary. The National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permits require that planned projects within the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1
project, develop and implement a SWPPP, including control measures (or Best Management
Practices) to control erosion and release of sediment and other pollutants from the NDD Plan
area or Phase 1 project site. Furthermore, LRDP Planning Strategy Conservation 2, LRDP
Planning Strategy Conservation 3, LRDP PP 4.8-3(c), PP 4.8-3(d), and PP 4.8-3(e) would be
implemented as part of the development under the NDD Plan and the Phase 1 project. Therefore,
development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would have a less than
significant impact related to soil erosion. No further evaluation of impacts in the NDD Plan EIR is
required.

As described above, the NDD Plan would decrease the amount of impervious areas and the
project would include stormwater detention features throughout which would increase
percolation and reduce runoff. Therefore, runoff from the site would not increase compared to
existing conditions and the NDD Plan would have a less than significant impact to surface runoff
and flooding. Similarly, the Phase 1 project would decrease the amount of impervious areas, and
runoff from the site would not increase compared to existing conditions. Therefore, the Phase 1
project would have a less than significant impact to surface runoff and flooding. No further
evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is required.

The NDD Plan area, including the Phase 1 project site, is not within a 100-year flood hazard area
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map. No impact would
occur. No further evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is required.

As discussed above under Item (g), the NDD Plan area, including the Phase 1 project site, is not
within a 100-year flood hazard area. No impact would occur. No further evaluation in the NDD
Plan EIR is required.

The Prado Dam, the nearest dam to the campus, is located on the Santa Ana River downstream of
the campus. The nearest upstream dam is Seven Oaks Dam. The potential for catastrophic failure
of the Seven Oaks Dam is considered remote (UCR 2005). Therefore, development under the
NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, is unlikely to experience inundation from dam failure,
mudflow, seiche, or tsunami. There would be no impact with regard to these criteria. No further
evaluation in the NDD Plan EIR is required.
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

All impacts of the NDD Plan associated with hydrology and water quality would not be
significant. Therefore, the NDD Plan would not contribute to any significant cumulative impacts
related to hydrology and water quality. No further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is required.
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5.10 LAND USE & PLANNING Impact to be No

. Additional
Analyzed in Analysi
: the EIR naysis
Would the project... Required
a) Physically divide an established community? | i |

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, 7 n
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for
the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or O ¥
natural community conservation plan?

DISCUSSION:

a. Development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would be located on the East
Campus in an area surrounded by existing student housing, dining facilities, athletic facilities,
and parking lots. Implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not
physically divide an established community. Further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not
required.

b. As a state entity, UC Riverside is not subject to regional or local land use controls. The 2005 LRDP
is the land use plan that is applicable to the UC Riverside campus. Although the development
under the NDD Plan is outside the scope of the 2005 LRDP, the Campus has designed the NDD
Plan to be generally consistent with the 2005 LRDP; however, as some changes are being made to
the existing land use designations under the NDD Plan, an LRDP Amendment is required The
NDD Plan EIR will analyze consistency with the 2005 LRDP land use plan and policies.

C. As discussed above under Biological Resources, the NDD Plan area, which includes the Phase 1
project site, is not within the portion of the campus that is included in the MSHCP. There would
be no impact with respect to this criterion. Further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, campus development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would not physically divide an established community or conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. Therefore, campus development
under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not contribute to cumulative effects
with regard to these two topics and further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

Potential cumulative impact related to conflicts with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation will be addressed in the NDD Plan EIR.
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5.11 MINERAL RESOURCES Impact to be
Analyzed in
Would the project... the EIR

No
Additional
Analysis
Required

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the |
residents of the state?

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

¥

DISCUSSION:

a., b. The NDD Plan area, which includes the Phase 1 project site, is not designated as a mineral
resource zone, and no known or potential mineral resources are located on the campus. No

impacts would occur. Further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

No mineral resource zones or mineral resource recovery sites exist on the campus or its environs.
Development under the NDD Plan EIR, including the Phase 1 project, would not contribute to a
cumulative impact on mineral resources. Further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.
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5.12 NOISE Impact to be No

) Additional
Analyzed in lysi
: the EIR Analysis
Would the project... Required

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

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive i 0
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

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

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing i | |
without the project?

e) Fora projectlocated 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 | ¥i|
expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

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

DISCUSSION:

a. Development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, could result in increases or
changes in noise levels from sources such as construction activities, stationary sources, and
increased vehicular traffic, which could exceed applicable noise standards. The impact is
considered potentially significant. The NDD Plan EIR will evaluate the potential for development
under the NDD Plan to increase noise levels and expose people to noise levels in excess of local
standards. The NDD Plan EIR will also include project-specific analyses of noise effects
associated with the proposed Phase 1 project.

b. Demolition and construction activities proposed under the NDD Plan and the Phase 1 project
would generate perceptible groundborne vibration levels when heavy equipment or impact tools
are used. Structures and residents in the proximity of the Plan area, and the Phase 1 project site,
could be adversely affected by vibration generated during construction. The NDD Plan EIR will
examine the potential for increased groundborne vibration or noise levels associated with
development under the NDD Plan. The effects of specific construction practices will be evaluated.
The NDD Plan EIR will also include project-specific analyses of potential effects associated with
groundborne vibration or noise levels associated with specific development of the Phase 1
project.

c. Vehicle traffic associated with the proposed project could result in a substantial permanent
increase in ambient noise levels along affected roadways. The impact is considered potentially
significant. The NDD Plan EIR will analyze permanent increases in ambient noise levels caused
by increase in traffic (if any) from the implementation of the NDD Plan, and it will examine
permanent noise increases caused specifically from the implementation of the proposed Phase 1
project.
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e., f.

Construction activities associated with the NDD Plan and the Phase 1 project could result in
substantial temporary increases in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the NDD Plan area and
the Phase 1 project site. The impact is considered potentially significant. The NDD Plan EIR will
examine the potential for construction activities, special events, and operation of emergency
vehicles or other operations under the NDD Plan to increase ambient noise levels. The NDD Plan
EIR will also analyze temporary or periodic increases in ambient noise levels caused by
implementation of the proposed Phase 1 project.

The NDD Plan area, which includes the Phase 1 project site, is not located within an airport land
use plan study area, nor is it within two miles of a public airport or the vicinity of a private
airstrip (UCR 2011). Therefore, implementation of the NDD Plan and the Phase 1 project would
not expose people residing or working in the area to excessive noise levels. Further analysis in the
NDD Plan EIR is not required.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, is not located within an airport
land use plan study area, nor is it within two miles of a public airport or the vicinity of a private
airstrip; therefore, campus development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would not contribute to cumulative effects with regard to these topics and further analysis in the
NDD Plan EIR is not required.

All other potential cumulative noise impacts for all other topics will be addressed in the NDD
Plan EIR.

52 North District Development Plan Initial Study
June 2018



5.13 POPULATION AND HOUSING Impact to be No

. Additional
Analyzed in lysi
: the EIR Analysis
Would the project... Required

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and ¥ 0
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,

necessitating the construction of replacement housing ] ¥
elsewhere?
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the O ¥

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

DISCUSSION:

The proposed NDD Plan would provide additional on-campus housing for students to respond
to existing and projected enrollment. The NDD Plan EIR will further evaluate whether the NDD
Plan would induce substantial population growth directly or indirectly, including whether
population growth would occur as part with the proposed Phase 1 project.

The existing Canyon Crest Family Student Housing Facility is currently vacant and has been
since the Summer of 2017. Therefore, implementation of the NDD Plan would not displace
housing or people and no impact would occur. Further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not
required.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, campus development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would not displace housing or people; therefore, campus development under the NDD Plan,
including the Phase 1 project, would not contribute to cumulative effects with regard to these
topics and further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

The cumulative impact related to potential to induce substantial population growth directly or
indirectly will be addressed in the NDD Plan EIR.
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5.14 PUBLIC SERVICES Impact to be No

. Additional
Analyzed in Analysis

Would the project... the EIR Required
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical

impacts associated with the provision of new or physically

altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically

altered governmental facilities, the construction of which

could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to

maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other

performance objectives for any of the public services:

i) Fire protection? ¥4 |

ii) Police protection? || O

iii) Schools? U ¥i|

iv) Parks? 5| |

v)  Other public facilities? O ¥4

DISCUSSION:

a.(i).

a.(ii).

a.(iii).

a.(iv).

a.(v).

Development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would add building space to
the campus and increase the number of students living on campus, which would increase the
campus’s demand for fire protection services. The NDD EIR will evaluate this increased demand,
compare this demand to existing and planned equipment and staffing levels, and will evaluate
potential environmental impacts associated with any new or altered facilities that would be
required to meet this demand.

Development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would increase the number of
students residing on the campus, which would increase the campus’s demand for police services.
The NDD Plan EIR will evaluate this increased demand, compare this demand to existing and
planned police staffing levels, and will evaluate potential impacts associated with any new or
altered facilities that would be required to meet this demand.

The NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not provide housing for families with
school-age children that would attend local schools. There would be no impact on local schools.
Further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

Development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would increase the on-campus
population, which could increase demand for parks. The NDD Plan EIR will evaluate this
increased demand and will evaluate potential impacts associated with any new or altered
facilities that would be required to meet this demand. In addition, the NDD Plan would evaluate
the potential impacts from construction of the planned athletic facilities under the NDD Plan. The
NDD Plan EIR will include project-specific analyses of potential environmental effects that could
result from construction of the Phase 1 project.

Although development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would increase the
number of students that would live on campus, the additional students that would live on-
campus would be served by campus libraries, and an expansion of libraries would not be needed.
There would be no impact. Further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, campus development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would not impact local schools or libraries; therefore, campus development under the NDD Plan,
including the Phase 1 project, would not contribute to cumulative effects with regard to these
topics and further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

All other potential cumulative public service impacts for all other topics will be addressed in the
NDD Plan EIR.
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5.15 RECREATION Impact to be No

) Additional
Analyzed in .
. the EIR Analysw

Would the project... Required
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional

parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial O i

physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be

accelerated?

b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction
or expansion of recreational facilities, which might have ¥ ]
an adverse physical effect on the environment?

DISCUSSION:

a. UC Riverside maintains a variety of indoor and outdoor recreational facilities. The NDD Plan,
including the proposed Phase 1 project, would increase the on-campus population. As adequate
recreational facilities would be provided on the campus, the increased on-campus population
due to the proposed project would not increase the use of neighborhood and regional parks such
that substantial physical deterioration of the facilities would occur or be accelerated. Further
analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

b. The proposed NDD Plan provides for the construction an athletic facility on campus. The NDD
Plan EIR will include a program-level analysis of the potential effects of development under the
NDD Plan, and it will analyze the potential environmental effects associated with construction of
the athletic field. The Phase 1 project does not include construction of any recreational facilities.
Further project-level analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, campus development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would not result in substantial physical deterioration of neighborhood and regional recreational
facilities; therefore, campus development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would not contribute to cumulative effects with regard to this topic and further analysis in the
NDD Plan EIR is not required.

The potential cumulative impact from the development of recreational facilities under the NDD
Plan will be addressed in the NDD Plan EIR.
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5.16 TRANSPORTATION & TRAFFIC Impact to be No

) Additional
Analyzed in lysi
. the EIR Analysis
Would the project... Required

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

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management
program, including, but not limited to level of service 4| O
standards established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads and highways?

c¢) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results | 1
in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible 5| |
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e) Resultininadequate emergency access? i 4

f)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise A O
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

DISCUSSION:

a,b

Provision of on-campus housing under the NDD Plan would have the potential to reduce daily
and peak hour trips to the campus compared to both existing conditions as well as No Project
conditions. The NDD Plan EIR will include a detailed evaluation of the changes in traffic under
the NDD Plan. The scope of the traffic analysis will include a detailed evaluation of trip
generation due to the project, and if an increase in peak hour trips due to the project is indicated,
the traffic analysis will analyze impacts on study intersections, freeway ramp intersections,
freeway interchanges, and vehicle miles of travel (VMT). The analysis will estimate the traffic
conditions with full implementation of the proposed NDD Plan and with traffic increases caused
by other regional growth. The regional growth projections will be based on the RIVTAM regional
traffic model. The NDD Plan EIR will evaluate the project-specific traffic impacts that could result
from implementation of the Phase 1 project.

The closest airports to the campus are Flabob Airport, which is located approximately four miles
to the west, and March Air Reserve Base, which is located approximately six miles to the
southeast. Development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would also not
result in a change in air traffic patterns or an increase in air traffic levels, as the Plan area is not
located within two miles of the nearest airport, or within the airport land use plan study area for
either the Flabob Airport or the March Air Reserve Base, and no impact would occur. No further
analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is required.
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d. The NDD Plan, which includes the Phase 1 project, would include alterations to roadways that
could produce hazardous design features. The NDD Plan EIR will evaluate potential hazards
caused by design features or incompatible roadway uses under the NDD Plan, and it will
evaluate the potential for project-specific hazards associated with the proposed Phase 1 project.

e. Implementation of the NDD Plan, which includes the Phase 1 project, could affect emergency
access by causing roadway changes that could hinder emergency access. The NDD Plan will
evaluate potential program-level impacts to emergency access and will evaluate project-specific
emergency access for the proposed Phase 1 project.

f. The NDD Plan EIR will analyze any adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding alternative
transportation that are applicable to the campus in order to determine if the NDD Plan, including
the Phase 1 project, would conflict with those plans. The NDD Plan EIR will evaluate the
potential effects of implementing the NDD Plan and the project-specific effects associated with
the proposed Phase 1 project.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, campus development under the NDD Plan would not result in a change in
air traffic patterns; therefore, campus development under the NDD Plan would not contribute to
cumulative effects with regard to this topic.

All other potential cumulative transportation and traffic impacts for all other topics will be
addressed in the EIR.
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5.17 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the

significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Impact to be No
Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, Analyzedin  Additional
cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the EIR Requﬂed
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and
thatis
a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical O i
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k)

b) Aresource 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 O i
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

DISCUSSION:

a., b.

Assembly Bill (AB) 52, which came into effect on July 1, 2015, requires that lead agencies consider
the effects of projects on tribal cultural resources and conduct notification and consultation with
federally and non-federally recognized Native American tribes early in the environmental review
process. The Campus has obtained a Sacred Lands File search from the Native American
Heritage Commission. Pursuant to AB 52, the Campus sent out notification letters to all tribes
that have requested notifications from the UC Riverside campus. The letters were sent, receipt
requested on March 22, 2018: the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians, the Soboba Band of

Luiseno Indians, and the Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians.” According to AB 52, the
tribes had 30 days from the receipt of the letter to request consultation with UC Riverside. On
April 2, 2018, Katie Croft, Cultural Resources Manager, representing the Agua Caliente Band of
Cahuilla Indians, Tribal Historic Preservation Office, responded to the notification letter stating
that they did not require consultation. No other requests for formal consultation have been
received by UC Riverside from the other two tribes as of the publication of this Initial Study.

The area of disturbance for the NDD Plan area, which includes the Phase 1 project, is not known
or expected to contain any TCRs. As noted in Section 5.5 above, earthmoving activities associated
with the proposed NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, could expose previously
undiscovered buried archaeological resources, including human remains, which could be
considered TRCs and could be adversely affected by the project construction. The impact would
be considered potentially significant. However, LRDP PP 4.5-4, and Mitigation Measure CUL-1
would be implemented to ensure that should cultural resources be encountered, they would be
protected, documented, and preserved, as appropriate. If human remains are uncovered and are
determined to be of Native American origin, the Campus will implement the procedures set forth
in LRDP PP 4.5-5 for protection of the remains, documentation, and respectful treatment in

7

Copies of the correspondence are included as Appendix D to this Initial Study.
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consultation with a Native American Most Likely Descendant. Therefore, while no TCRs are
expected to be affected by the implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
these measures would ensure that any previously unknown TRCs encountered during ground
disturbing activities associated with the NDD Plan, which includes the Phase 1 project, would not
be adversely affected.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, implementation of the NDD Plan would have the potential to affect TCRs.
However, with implementation of LRDP PP 4.5-4, LRDP PP 4.5-5, and Mitigation Measure CUL-
1, the project’s impact would be rendered less than significant and its contribution to the
cumulative impact on TRCs would not be considerable. No further evaluation in the NDD Plan
EIR is required.
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5.18 UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS Impact to be No

. Additional
Analyzed in Analysi
- the EIR nawysis
Would the project... Required
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control ¥ O

Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new water
or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of ¥ 0
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

c) Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 0 i
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve
the project from existing entitlements and 7 0
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

e) Resultin a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the ¥ O
project’s projected demand in addition to the
providers existing commitments?

f) Beserved by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste 1 4
disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and ¥ 0
regulations related to solid waste?

DISCUSSION:

Wastewater generated on the project site would be conveyed to and treated at Riverside Regional
Water Quality Control Plant (RRWQCP). The NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would
increase the volume of wastewater received at the RRWQCP for treatment. Although
development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, is not expected to cause the
RRWQCP to exceed wastewater treatment requirements, this potential impact will be evaluated
in the NDD Plan EIR.

Increase in on-campus population under the NDD Plan would increase the volume of water use
and the quantity of wastewater discharged to the RRWQCP. The NDD Plan EIR will evaluate the
increased demand for water and wastewater treatment and conveyance facilities due to the NDD
Plan and it will evaluate potential impacts associated with any new or expanded facilities that
would be required to meet this demand. The NDD Plan EIR will also address the project-specific
water and wastewater conveyance improvements needed to serve the proposed Phase 1 project.

The NDD Plan would decrease the amount of impervious areas and runoff from the site would
not increase compared to existing conditions and improvements to off-campus storm drain
systems would not be required. The development of the NDD Plan would require the installation
of additional storm drain improvements within the Plan area. The new infrastructure would be
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installed in portions of the project site that are already disturbed, and connections to existing
stormwater lines would be located on campus. The potential environmental effects associated
with the construction of the new storm drain systems would be less than significant. No further
evaluation of this issue in the EIR is necessary.

Development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, could increase demand for
water supplies. The NDD Plan EIR will characterize existing and projected water supplies,
evaluate anticipated increases in demand, and determine if this demand could result in new or
expanded entitlements.

The NDD Plan EIR will evaluate the increased demand on wastewater treatment and conveyance
facilities associated with the proposed Phase 1 project.

Nonhazardous municipal waste from the campus is handled by Burrtec Waste Industries. The
waste is sent to the Badlands Landfill. The NDD EIR will evaluate whether the existing landfill
capacity would be sufficient to accommodate development under the NDD Plan, including
implementation of the Phase 1 project. In addition, the NDD Plan EIR will evaluate compliance
with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste disposed under the
NDD Plan, including solid waste disposal associated with the proposed Phase 1 project.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS:

As discussed above, campus development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project,
would not require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities; therefore, campus development under the NDD Plan, including
the Phase 1 project, would not contribute to cumulative effects with regard to this topic and
further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

Potential cumulative impacts related to wastewater, water supply, and solid waste will be
addressed in the NDD Plan EIR.
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5.19 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE Impact to be No

Analyzed in Additior-lal
) the EIR Analysw
Would the project... Required

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
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal
or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, 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)?

&l
O

c) Does the project have environmental effects that will
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either G| |
directly or indirectly?

DISCUSSION:

a. Development under the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not affect fish or wildlife
habitat, populations, communities, or ranges (see Biological Resources responses [a] through [f]).
Implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1 project, would not eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory (see Cultural Resources
responses [a] through [d]). Further analysis in the NDD Plan EIR is not required.

b. Cumulative impacts for each environmental factor are addressed in the preceding sections. As
that discussion shows, development under the proposed NDD Plan could result in significant
cumulative impacts with regard to Aesthetics, Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards
and Hazardous Materials, Land Use and Planning, Noise, Population and Housing, Population
and Housing, Public Services, Recreation, Transportation/Traffic, and Utilities and Services
Systems. These impacts will be evaluated in the NDD Plan EIR.

c. As indicated in the discussions above, implementation of the NDD Plan, including the Phase 1
project, has the potential to result in significant impacts. The NDD Plan EIR will evaluate
whether any of those impacts have the potential to result in substantial adverse effects on human
beings either directly or indirectly.
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UCR. 2011. 2005 Long Range Development Plan Amendment 2, Environmental Impact Report. Prepared by

Impact Sciences, Inc. August.

UCR. 2012, revised 2016. Emergency Action Plan. February.
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UNIVER L,m OF CALIFORNIA Capital Asset Strategies
Campus Planning
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, RIVERSIDE
NOTICE OF PREPARATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Project Title: North District Development Plan

Lead Agency: University of California

Project Location: University of California, Riverside (UC Riverside)
900 University Ave, Riverside, CA 92521

County: Riverside County

Contact Person: Ms. Tricia D. Thrasher, ASLA, LEED AP

Principal Environmental Planner

Campus Planning — Capital Asset Strategies
1223 University Avenue, Suite 240
Riverside, California 92521

The proposed North District Development Plan (NDD Plan) is a plan put forth by UC Riverside to provide up to 6,000
student beds on the East Campus on an approximately 55-acre site located in the northeastern portion of the campus.
The NDD Plan includes Phase 1 which involves the construction of about 1,500 student beds and associated facilities
by 2020 and a future phase(s) which involves the construction of up to 4,500 student beds and associated facilities
between 2020 and 2024/5. The project site is developed with Canyon Crest Family Student Housing that was occupied
by student families until 2017 and is currently vacant. The site is designated for Family, Apartments, and Residence
Hall student housing and Related Support, and Athletics and Recreation in the UC Riverside 2005 Long Range
Development Plan. Furthermore, as a student housing project, the proposed project would support current and
projected enrollment on the campus.

At this time, project-level details are available only for Phase 1 development. With respect to the future phase(s) of
development, the NDD Plan provides a development program and a land use diagram, but does not have details with
respect to specific buildings. The project would require approval by the Board of Regents of the University of
California.

Environmental Review and Comment

The University of California will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an EIR for the proposed project. An Initial Study
has been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines to
identify potential environmental impacts that will be addressed in the EIR. The Initial Study also includes a description
of the proposed project. At this time, it is anticipated that the EIR will address environmental impacts in the following
resource areas: aesthetics, air quality, cultural resources, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous materials,
land use and planning, noise, population and housing, public services and recreation, transportation and traffic, tribal
cultural resources, utilities, and energy. A copy of this NOP and the Initial Study supporting the scoping of the project
EIR is available for viewing or downloading on the Capital Asset Strategies - Campus Planning website at
http://cpp.ucr.edu/environmental/ceqadocs.html.

The University will hold a public scoping meeting on Tuesday, July 3, 2018 for the EIR. The meeting will be held at
University Village Suite 210 located at 1223 University Avenue, from 5:30 PM to 7:30 PM.

We request your views as to the scope and contents of the EIR for the proposed project. This NOP is being circulated
for 30 days from June 19 through July 20, 2018. Your comments must be received no later than 5:00 PM on July 20, 2018.
Your name should be included with your comments. Please send your comments to the attention of Tricia D. Thrasher
at the address noted above. Comments can also be submitted via email to the following address: CEQA®@ucr.edu.
Email comments must also be received no later than 5:00 PM on July 20, 2018.

If you have any questions regarding this NOP, please contact Tricia D. Thrasher at the above address or via email at

CEQA@ucr.edu.


http://cpp.ucr.edu/environmental/ceqadocs.html
mailto:CEQA@ucr.edu
mailto:CEQA@ucr.edu
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH oW ¢

7 oF oan s
EDMUND G. BROWN JR. KEN ALEX
GOVERNOR DIRECTOR
Notice of Preparation
June 19, 2018 .
JUN25'18pud 13
HCR CAPITAL PROGRAMS
To: Reviewing Agencies
Re: North District Devleopment Plan

SCH# 2018061044

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the North District Devleopment Plan
draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead
Agency. This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a
timely manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to:

Tricia Thrasher

University of California, Riverside
1223 University Ave., Suite 240
Riverside, CA 92507-7209

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.

Sincerely,

or, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 10th Street  P.0.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
1-916-322-2318 FAX 1-916-558-3184 www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2018061044
Project Title  North District Devleopment Plan
Lead Agency University of California, Riverside
Type NOP Notice of Preparation

Description  The proposed North District Development Plan is a plant put forth by UC Riverside to provide up to
6,000 student beds on the East Campus on an approx. 55-acre site located in the northeastern portion
of the camps. The NDD Plan includes Phase 1 which involves the construction of about 1,500 student
beds and associated facilities by 2020 and a future phase(s) which involves the construction of up to
4,500 student beds and associated facilities between 2020 and 2024/5. The project site is developed
with Canyon Crest Family Student Housing that was occupied by student families until 2017 and is
currently vacant. The site is designated for Family, Apartments, and Residence Hall student housing
and Related Support, and Athletics and Recreation in the UC Riverside 2005 Long Range
Development Plan. Furthermore, as a student housing project, the proposed project would support
current and projected enroliment on the campus.

Lead Agency Contact
Name Tricia Thrasher
Agency University of California, Riverside
Phone (951) 827-1484 Fax
email
Address 1223 University Ave., Suite 240 :
City Riverside State CA  Zip 92507-7209

Project Location

County

City

Region

Cross Streets
Lat/Long
Parcel No.
Township

Riverside
Riverside

Blaine St., Watkins Dr., Canyon Crest Dr.
33°58'53.52" N/ 117°19'47.7" W

1S Range 15W Section 33 Base

Proximity to:

Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

1-60
Metrolink/RCTC

UCR Child Development
Campus/Residential

Project Issues

Schools/Universities; Aesthetic/Visual; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; Flood
Plain/Flooding; Other Issues; Noise; Population/Housing Balance; Public Services; Coastal Zone; Air
Quality; Sewer Capacity; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Water Supply; Landuse;
Cumulative Effects

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; Colorado River Board; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Fish
and Wildlife, Region 6; California Department of Education; Office of Emergency Services, California;
Department of Housing and Community Development; Native American Heritage Commission; Public
Utilities Commission; State Lands Commission; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 8;
Department of Toxic Substances Control; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 8

Date Received

06/19/2018 Start of Review 06/19/2018 End of Review 07/18/2018

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



Appendix C

Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal 2 01 806 104 4

Mail to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613 » ¥
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 SCH#
Project Title: North District Development Plan .
Lead Agency: University of California, Riverside Contact Person: Tricia Thrasher
Mailing Address: 1223 University Avenue, Suite 240 Phone: 951-827-1484
City: Riverside Zip: 92607-7209  County: Riverside
Project Location: County:Riverside City/Nearest Community: City of Riverside CTTTTmeT
Cross Streets: Blaine Street, Watkins Drive, and Canyon Crest Drive Zip Caode: 92621
Longitude/Latitude (degrees, minutes and seconds): 33 _°58 53.52"N/ 117 _°19  ’47.39" W Total Acreg: 55
Assessor's Parcel No.: v Section: S33 Twp.: T18 Range: R15_ Base: W
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy # 60 Waterways: _None '
Airports: None Railways: Metrolink/RCTC Schools: UCR Child Developmeny

Document Type: : ' T
CEQA: % NOP [] DraftEIR - NEPA: [0 No1 Other: [] Joint Document

Early Cons [] Supplement/Subsequent EIR ] Ba [] Final Document

[] Neg Dec (Prior SCH No.) [] Draft EIS [ Other:

[] MitNegDec  Other: [C] FONSsI
Local Action Type: . St w"ﬁoﬁ%ﬂﬂ&&mmh v
[ General Plan Update [ Specific Plan [} Rezone JU [] Annexation
[} General Plan Amendment [ ] Master Plan [C] Prezone N 19 2018 ¢ Redevelopment
[ General Plan Element [] Planned Unit Development  [] Use j Coastal Permit

I
[ Community Plan [ Site Plan O MMTEQWW

e mm mm omm omm PR R SN B0 M M MM N mw Mm R RR B Em Gm BD Om N M9 G En Em mm Em M NE My Gm mm mm M ey e e me e

Development Type:

[[] Residential: Units _______ Acres

[] Office: Sq.ft, Acres Employees [] Transportation: Type

[[1 Commercial:Sq.ft. Acres - Employees__- [[] Mining: Mineral

[] Industrial: Sq.ft. Acres Employees 1 Power: Type MW
Educational: development of up 6,000 beds for student housing [ ] Waste Treatment: Type - MGD

[ Recreational: [] Hazardous Waste: Type

] Water Facilities: Type - MGD ] Other:

Project Issues Discussed in Document:

Aesthetic/Visual [[] Fiscal Recreation/Parks - [[] Vegetation.

[J Agricultural Land Flood Plain/Fiooding Schools/Universities [_] Water Quality

Air Quality [[] Forest Land/Fire Hazard  [_] Septic Systems Water Supply/Groundwater
Archeological/Historical Geologic/Seismic Sewer Capacity ' [C] Wetland/Riparian
Biological Resources -] Minerals - (] Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading ] Growth Inducement
[ Coastal Zone ] Noise ' \ Solid Waste * B4 Land Use

] Drainage/Absorption Population/Housing Balance [X] Toxic/Hazardous , Cumulative Effects - .
[C] Economic/fobs Public Services/Facilitics Traffic/Circulation [] Other:

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:
Campus: / Residential )
Project Description: (please use a separate page if necessary) -eTT TTTTTTEEs s

Please see Attachment A"

Note: The State Clearinghouse will assign ldentification numbers for all new projects. If a SCH number already exists for a project (e.g. Notice of Preparation or

previoys draft document ) please fill in.
Revised 2010




Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below with and "X".
If you have already sent your document to the agency please denote that with an "S".

Air Resources Board Office of Historic Preservation
Office of Public School Construction
Parks & Recreation, Department of

Boating & Waterways, Department of
California Emergency Management Agency

California Highway Patrol Pesticide Regulation, Department of
Caltrans District # Public Utilities Commission
Caltrans Division of Aeronautics Regional WQCB#___

Caltrans Planning Resources Agency

Resources Recycling and Recovery, Department of

S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Comm.

San Gabriel & Lower L.A. Rivers & Mins. Conservancy
San Joaquin River Conservancy

Santa Monica Mtms. Conservancy

State Lands Commission

SWRCB: Clean Water Grants

Central Valley Flood Protection Board
Coachella Valley Mtns. Conservancy
Coastal Commission

Colorado River Board

Conservation, Department of
Corrections, Department of

Delta Protection Commission

Education, Department of SWRCB: Water Quality
Energy Commission SWRCB: Water Rights
Fish & Game Region # Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

Toxic Substances Control, Department of
Water Resources, Department of

Food & Agriculture, Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection, Department of
General Services, Department of

Health Services, Department of Other:
Housing & Community Development Other:
Native American Heritage Commission

SRR RN RN

R

Local Public Review Period (to be filled in by lead agency)

Starting Date | uesday, June 19, 2018 Ending Date Friday, July 20, 2018

Lead Agency (Complete Iif applicable):

Consulting Firm: Impact Sciences, Inc. Applicant: University of California, Riviarside
Address: 28 N. Marengo Avenue Address: 1223 University Avenue, Suite 240
City/State/Zip: Pasadena, CA 91101 City/State/Zip: Riverside, CA 92507-7209
Contact: Lynn Kaufman Phone: 951-827-1484

Date: é (?Z?’

Signature of Lead Agency Representative:

g
Authority cited: Section 21083, Public Hesoué Code. Reference: Section 21161, Public Resources Code.

Revised 2010
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA Edmund G. Brown Jr _Governor
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION ) ’“?“w

Cultural and Environmental Department
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100

West Sacramento, CA 95691

Phone (916) 373-3710

June 25, 2018

Tricia Thrasher

University of California, Riverside
1223 University Avenue, Suite 240
Riverside, CA 92507-7209

Also sent via e-mail: ceqa@ucr.edu
RE: SCH# 2018061044, North District Development Plan Project, City of Riverside; Riverside County, California
Dear Ms. Thrasher:

The Native American Heritage Commission has received the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for Draft Environmental
Impact Report for the project referenced above. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources
Code § 21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code section 21084.1, states that a project that may cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource is a project that may have a significant
effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.1; Cal. Code Regs., tit.14, § 15064.5 (b) (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5 (b)). If there is substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before a lead agency,
that a project may have a significant effect on the environment, an environmental impact report (EIR) shall be
prepared. (Pub. Resources Code § 21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15064 subd. (a)(1) (CEQA Guidelines §
15064 (a)(1)). In order to determine whether a project will cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to determine whether there are historical resources with the area of
project effect (APE).

CEQA was amended significantly in 2014. Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014) (AB 52)
amended CEQA to create a separate category of cultural resources, “tribal cultural resources” (Pub. Resources
Code § 21074) and provides that a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment (Pub.
Resources Code § 21084.2). Please reference California Natural Resources Agency (2016) “Final Text for tribal
cultural resources update to Appendix G: Environmental Checklist Form,”
http://resources.ca.gov/ceqa/docs/ab52/Clean-final-AB-52-App-G-text-Submitted.pdf. Public agencies shall, when
feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.3 (a)). AB 52
applies to any project for which a notice of preparation or a notice of negative declaration or mitigated
negative declaration is filed on or after July 1, 2015. If your project involves the adoption of or amendment to a
general plan or a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or after March 1,
2005, it may also be subject to Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) (SB 18). Both SB 18 and
AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements. If your project is also subject to the federal National
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal consultation requirements of Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (154 U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. 8§ 800 et seq.) may also apply.

The NAHC recommends lead agencies consult with all California Native American tribes that are traditionally
and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early as possible in order to avoid
inadvertent discoveries of Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resources. Below is a
brief summary of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as well as the NAHC’s recommendations for conducting cultural
resources assessments. Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as
compliance with any other applicable laws.



AB 52

AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

1.

Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project: Within
fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public
agency to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or
tribal representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have
requested notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:
a. A brief description of the project.
b. The lead agency contact information.
c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.
Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (d)).
d. A “California Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is on
the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).
(Pub. Resources Code § 21073).

Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe's Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a
Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report: A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project.
(Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration,
mitigated negative declaration or environmental impact report. (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1(b)).

a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §

65352.4 (SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (b)).

Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe: The following topics of consultation, if a tribe
requests to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:

a. Alternatives to the project.

b. Recommended mitigation measures.

c. Significant effects. (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (a)).

Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
a. Type of environmental review necessary.
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.
c. Significance of the project’s impacts on tribal cultural resources.
d. If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe
may recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (a)).

Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process: With some
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural
resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency
to the public, consistent with Government Code sections 6254 (r) and 6254.10. Any information submitted by a
California Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a
confidential appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in
writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code § 21082.3

(©)(1)).

Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document: If a project may have a
significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency’s environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:
a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed to
pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the
impact on the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code § 21082.3 (b)).




7.

10.

11.

Conclusion of Consultation: Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the
following occurs:
a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on a
tribal cultural resource; or
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be
reached. (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (b)).

Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document: Any
mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code section
21080.3.2 shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation
monitoring and reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant to Public Resources
Code section 21082.3, subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable. (Pub. Resources Code §
21082.3 (a)).

Required Consideration of Feasible Mitigation: If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead
agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no
agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if consultation does not occur, and if
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the
lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21084.3 (b). (Pub.
Resources Code § 21082.3 (e)).

Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant
Adverse Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:

a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:

i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural context.
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally
appropriate protection and management criteria.

b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values
and meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:

i.  Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.
ii.  Protecting the traditional use of the resource.
iii.  Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.

c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places.

d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code § 21084.3 (b)).

e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a nonfederally recognized
California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect a
California prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold
conservation easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed. (Civ. Code § 815.3 (c)).

f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave artifacts
shall be repatriated. (Pub. Resources Code § 5097.991).

Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource: An environmental
impact report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be
adopted unless one of the following occurs:
a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public
Resources Code sections 21080.3.1 and 21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code
section 21080.3.2.
b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise failed
to engage in the consultation process.
c. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources Code
section 21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. (Pub. Resources
Code § 21082.3 (d)).
This process should be documented in the Cultural Resources section of your environmental document.

The NAHC’s PowerPoint presentation titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52: Requirements and Best Practices”
may be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation_CalEPAPDF.pdf
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SB 18

SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to,
and consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of
open space. (Gov. Code § 65352.3). Local governments should consult the Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research’s “Tribal Consultation Guidelines,” which can be found online at:
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09_14 05 Updated_Guidelines_922.pdf

Some of SB 18’s provisions include:

1. Tribal Consultation: If a local government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a specific
plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identified by the NAHC by
requesting a “Tribal Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government
must consult with the tribe on the plan proposal. A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification
to request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe. (Gov. Code §
65352.3 (a)(2)).

2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation. There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal
consultation.

3. Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and Research
pursuant to Gov. Code section 65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information
concerning the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public
Resources Code sections 5097.9 and 5097.993 that are within the city’s or county’s jurisdiction. (Gov. Code
§ 65352.3 (b)).

4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation: Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:

a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures for
preservation or mitigation; or

b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that
mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or
mitigation. (Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (2005) at p.
18).

Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating tribal consultation with
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52
and SB 18. For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and “Sacred
Lands File” searches from the NAHC. The request forms can be found online at:
http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments

To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance,
preservation in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC
recommends the following actions:

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center
(http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1068) for an archaeological records search. The records search will
determine:

a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

b. If any known cultural resources have been already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

d. If asurvey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report
detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and
not be made available for public disclosure.



b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional CHRIS center.

3. Contact the NAHC for:
a. A Sacred Lands File search. Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the
Sacred Lands File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for
consultation with tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the
project's APE.
b. A Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate tribes for consultation concerning the project
site and to assist in planning for avoidance, preservation in place, or, failing both, mitigation measures.

4. Remember that the lack of surface evidence of archaeological resources (including tribal cultural resources)
does not preclude their subsurface existence.

a. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plan provisions for
the identification and evaluation of inadvertently discovered archaeological resources per Cal. Code
Regs., tit. 14, section 15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5(f)). In areas of identified
archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with
knowledge of cultural resources should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

b. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for
the disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally
affiliated Native Americans.

c. Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for
the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains. Health and
Safety Code section 7050.5, Public Resources Code section 5097.98, and Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14,
section 15064.5, subdivisions (d) and (e) (CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5, subds. (d) and (e))
address the processes to be followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of any Native American
human remains and associated grave goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.

Please contact me if you need any additional information at gayle.totton@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

S
Z /6Tl B
ayjé Totton, M.A., PhD.

Associate Governmental Program Analyst
(916) 373-3714

cc: State Clearinghouse
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July 20, 2018

Ms. Tricia D. Thrasher, Principal Environmental Planner
Campus Planning - Capital Asset Strategies

1223 University Avenue, Suite 240

Riverside, California 92521

Phone: (951) 827-1484

E-mail: tricia.thrasher@ucr.edu

RE: SCAG Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental
Impact Report for the North District Development Plan [SCAG NO. IGR9656]

Dear Ms. Thrasher,

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

SCAG s also the designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency under state law,
and is responsible for preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) including
the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) pursuant to Senate Bill (SB) 375. As the
clearinghouse for regionally significant projects per Executive Order 12372, SCAG
reviews the consistency of local plans, projects, and programs with regional plans.1
SCAG's feedback is intended to assist local jurisdictions and project proponents to
implement projects that have the potential to contribute to attainment of Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Community Strategies {RTP/SCS) goals and align with
RTP/SCS policies.

SCAG staff has reviewed the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the North District Development Plan in Riverside County. The proposed
project includes a plan to provide up to 6,000 student beds on the East Campus of UC
Riverside on an approximately 55 acre site located in the northeastern portion of the

campus.

When available, please send environmental documentation to SCAG's Los
Angeles office in Los Angeles (900 Wilshire Boulevard, Ste. 1700, Los Angeles,
California 90017) or by email to au@scag.ca.gov providing, at a minimum, the full
public comment period for review.

If you have any questions regarding the attached comments, please contact the Inter-
Governmental Review {IGR) Program, attn.: Anita Au, Associate Regional Planner, at
(213) 236-1874 or au@scag.ca.gov. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Ping- /ng
Acting Manager, Compliance and Performance Monitoring

TLead agencies such as local jurisdictions have the sole discretion in determining a local project's consistency
with the 2016 RTP/SCS for the purpose of determining consistency for CEQA. Any "consistency" finding by
SCAG pursuant to the IGR process should not be construed as a determination of consistency with the 2016
RTP/SCS for CEQA.
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COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
NORTH DISTRICT DEVELOPMENT PLAN [SCAG NO. IGR9656]

CONSISTENCY WITH RTP/SCS

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

2016 RTP/SCS GOALS

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

SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS GOALS

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

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

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

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

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

*SCAG does not yet have an agreed-upon security performance measure.

For ease of review, we encourage the use of a side-by-side comparison of SCAG goals with discussions
of the consistency, non-consistency or non-applicability of the goals and supportive analysis in a table
format. Suggested format is as follows:
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SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS GOALS

Goal Analysis
RTP/SCS G1: Align the plan investments and policies with improving | Consistent: Statement as to why;
regional economic development and competitiveness Not-Consistent: Statement as o why;
Or
Not Applicable: Statement as o why;
DEIR oaae number reference
RTP/SCS G2  Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and | Consistent: Statementas to why;
goods in the region Not-Consistent: Statement as to why;
Or
Not Applicable: Statement as o why;
DEIR page number reference
etc. etc.

2016 RTP/SCS STRATEGIES

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

DEMOGRAPHICS AND GROWTH FORECASTS

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

Adopted SCAG Region Wide Forecasts Adopted City of Riverside Forecasts
Year2020 Year2035 Year2040 Year2020 Year2035 Year2040
Population 19,663,000 22,091,000 22,138,800 336,300 384,100 386,600
Households 6,458,000 7,325,000 7,412,300 101,200 117,700 118,600
Employment 8,414,000 9,441,000 9,871,500 157,900 195,900 200,500

MITIGATION MEASURES

SCAG staff recommends that you review the Final Program Environmental Impact Report (Final PEIR) for
the 2016 RTP/SCS for guidance, as appropriate. SCAG's Regional Council certified the Final PEIR and
adopted the associated Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding Considerations (FOF/SOC) and
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) on April 7, 2016 (please see:
http://scagrtpscs.net/Pages/FINAL2016PEIR.aspx). The Final PEIR includes a list of project-level
performance standards-based mitigation measures that may be considered for adoption and
implementation by lead, responsible, or trustee agencies in the region, as applicable and feasible. Project-
level mitigation measures are within responsibility, authority, and/or jurisdiction of project-implementing
agency or other public agency serving as lead agency under CEQA in subsequent project- and site- specific
design, CEQA review, and decision-making processes, to meet the performance standards for each of the
CEQA resource categories.
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SENT VIA USPS AND E-MAIL: July 20, 2018
CEQA@ucr.edu

Ms. Tricia Thrasher, ASLA, LEED AP

Principal Environmental Planner

Campus Planning — Capital Asset Strategies

University of California

1223 University Avenue, Suite 240

Riverside, CA 92521

Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed
North District Development Plan

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

Air Quality Analysis

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

! Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15174, the information contained in an EIR shall include summarized technical data,
maps, plot plans, diagrams, and similar relevant information sufficient to permit full assessment of significant environmental
impacts by reviewing agencies and members of the public. Placement of highly technical and specialized analysis and data in the
body of an EIR should be avoided through inclusion of supporting information and analyses as appendices to the main body of
the EIR. Appendices to the EIR may be prepared in volumes separate from the basic EIR document, but shall be readily
available for public examination and shall be submitted to all clearinghouses which assist in public review.
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SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. SCAQMD staff
requests that the Lead Agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to
SCAQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds to determine air quality impacts.
SCAQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds can be found here:
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scagmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf.
In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, SCAQMD staff recommends calculating localized
air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LSTs can be
used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality
impacts when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the
proposed project, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a localized analysis by either using
the LSTs developed by SCAQMD staff or performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for
performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-
thresholds.

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

Mobile Source Health Risk Assessment

Notwithstanding the court rulings, SCAQMD staff recognizes that the Lead Agencies that approve CEQA
documents retain the authority to include any additional information they deem relevant to assessing and
mitigating the environmental impacts of a project. Because of SCAQMD staff’s concern about the
potential public health impacts of siting sensitive populations within close proximity of freeways,
SCAQMD staff recommends that, prior to approving the project, Lead Agencies consider the impacts of
air pollutants on people who will live in a new project and provide mitigation where necessary.

When specific development is reasonably foreseeable as a result of the goals, policies, and guidelines in
the proposed project, the Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse health risk impacts using its
best efforts to find out and a good-faith effort at full disclosure in the CEQA document. Based on a
review of aerial photographs and information in the NOP, SCAQMD staff found that the proposed project
will be located immediately next to the I-215/ SR-60 Freeway. Because of the close proximity to the
existing freeway, residents at the proposed project? would be exposed to diesel particulate matter (DPM),
which is a toxic air contaminant and a carcinogen. Diesel particulate matter emitted from diesel powered
engines (such as trucks) has been classified by the state as a toxic air contaminant and a carcinogen.

Since future residences of the proposed project would be exposed to toxic emissions from the nearby
sources of air pollution (e.g., diesel fueled highway vehicles), SCAQMD staff recommends that the Lead
Agency conduct a health risk assessment (HRA)? to disclose the potential health risks to the residents

2 According to the Project Description in the Notice of Preparation, the proposed project would include new construction of up to
approximately 6,000 student beds.

3 “Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA Air
Quality Analysis,” accessed at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-

toxics-analysis.



http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scaqmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis

Tricia D. Thrasher -3- July 20, 2018

from the vehicle emissions coming from vehicles operating on the 1-215/ SR- 60 Freeway in the Draft
EIR*.

Guidance Regarding Residences Sited Near a High-Volume Freeway or Other Sources of Air Pollution
SCAQMD staff recognizes that there are many factors Lead Agencies must consider when making local
planning and land use decisions. To facilitate stronger collaboration between Lead Agencies and the
SCAQMD to reduce community exposure to source-specific and cumulative air pollution impacts, the
SCAQMD adopted the Guidance Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local
Planning in 2005. This Guidance Document provides suggested policies that local governments can use
in their General Plans or through local planning to prevent or reduce potential air pollution impacts and
protect public health. SCAQMD staff recommends that the Lead Agency review this Guidance
Document as a tool when making local planning and land use decisions. This Guidance Document is
available on SCAQMD’s website at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/planning/air-quality-